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ought to be rendered in the plural and
to read if literally translated, "and the
Gods said let us, etc." Certain it is that
in our present translation the word "us"
or "let us" indicates that idea; for "us"
is certainly in the plural and means
more than one; and while our translation
makes it say: "In the beginning God cre-
ated the heaven and the earth,"” we are
also told that, "In the beginning was the
Word, and the Word was with God, and
the Word was God. The same was in the
beginning with God. * * * And the Word
was made flesh, and dwelt among us,"
and further, that "All things were made
by him," visible and invisible. We are fur-
ther told that "There be that are called
gods, whether in heaven or in earth, (as
there be gods many, and lords many,) But
to us there is but one God, the Father, of
whom are all things."

If, as stated, Jesus was with the Fa-
ther in the beginning, there certainly
was more than one God—God the Fa-
ther, and God the Son. Joseph Smith was
reasoning upon this doctrine at the time
that he made this quotation from the He-
brew Bible.

We had a discussion in this Taber-
nacle some years ago between Apostle
Orson Pratt and Dr. Newman—the lat-
ter a very prominent religionist from the
east—a Methodist I think he was—what
they call a doctor of divinity. The sub-
ject of discussion was—"Does the Bible
sanction polygamy?" Mr. Newman was a
well-educated man. So was Orson Pratt.
Mr. Newman received his education
in the schools of the day—somewhere
in the United States, perhaps in the
Methodist order; but I am not suffi-
ciently acquainted with his history to
say anything about this; I know very
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little about Mr. Newman. But I know
where Orson Pratt got his information.
And during this discussion some Hebrew
points were debated, and the original
Hebrew had to be referred to. Orson
Pratt was quite as well acquainted with
Hebrew as Mr. Newman was. Where did
he get his knowledge? He received it in
the Temple at Kirtland, Ohio. In speak-
ing of that principle, the principle of ed-
ucation, to several leading men only yes-
terday, I think, I mentioned to them, in
alluding to languages, that I was a lit-
tle astonished to find that an old gentle-
man, about 80 years of age, whom I met
a short time ago, was thoroughly conver-
sant with the Hebrew language. "Where
did you learn it?" said I. "Why," said he,
"I learned it in the Temple at Kirtland;"
and he informed me that he was now
studying Arabic. I was rather amused at
the idea of an old man 80 years of age
commencing to study Arabic. But to re-
turn. I have seldom met with a man that
was more intelligent in the science of as-
tronomy than Orson Pratt. Where did
he get his information? From the same
source. He studied mathematics all his
days, and has written works that it is
very difficult for some men to compre-
hend. Yet his works are on record.

The religion of God is not a religion
of ignorance. To whom are we indebted
for the first principles contained in this
book [the Bible]? To Moses. Who was
he? A man of God. Who taught him
those things? The Lord. By what prin-
ciple? The principle of revelation; for
he could not know them without. But
had he not been taught in the schools of
Egypt? Yes. And had he not obtained a
knowledge of astronomy in those schools,
too? Probably he had in part; but God



