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How the Mormon Church Rewrites Its Own History 

Formatted transcript ⌂  Mormon Deep Dive 

How Mormon History Was Rewritten | The Correlated Curriculum Explained ⌂ (16:01) 

 

Introduction: A Quiet Edit 

In 1981, the Mormon Church made a quiet edit to the Book of Mormon. Not a retranslation, not a 
new revelation, a single word swap. White and delightsome became pure and delightsome. The 
change appeared without announcement, without explanation. And if you were a member reading 
your scriptures that year, you might never have noticed. But that edit was not an isolated correction. It 
was one data point in a century-long process by which the Church systematically revises its own 
history. Not by issuing a formal retraction, but by adjusting the documents members are allowed to 
see. And then teaching the new version as if it had always been there. 

Today, I want to show you how that mechanism works. Not through occasional mistakes, but 
through a deliberate institutional design that ensures the Church's past always serves its present. The 
Mormon Church does not merely teach history selectively. It has built an entire correlated curriculum 
apparatus that allows it to rewrite its own history line by line, addition by addition, while framing every 
change as the unfolding of continuing revelation. And when members eventually discover the older 
sources and realize what was taken out, the faith crisis that follows is not a loss of testimony. 

It is the predictable outcome of a system that was never designed to be examined. 

Correlation: The Mechanism of Control 

To understand how Mormon history gets rewritten, you have to understand correlation. In the early 
20th century, Church leaders became concerned that local teachers were improvising too much. 
Different wards taught different doctrines. Stray ideas entered the classroom. The solution was to 
centralize the production of all instructional material under the authority of the first presidency and 
the quorum of the 12. The result was a set of standardized manuals produced by Church headquarters 
and distributed worldwide. Every teacher teaches the same lesson. Every manual sources the same 
quotes. Every narrative is pre-approved. 

The stated goal was doctrinal consistency. But correlation also achieved something else. It gave 
the institution a control valve over what members would ever be permitted to learn. Historical figures 
who did not fit the frame were quietly omitted. Events that raised uncomfortable questions were never 
assigned. The correlated curriculum does not lie to members. It simply ensures they never encounter 
the material that would require them to ask difficult questions in the first place. And the system is 
iterative. Each new manual draws from the previous manual, not from the original sources. The chain 
of citation becomes a chain of sanitization. 

After enough additions, the original context has been completely erased and the institution can 
honestly say that the manual has always been this way. 
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Polygamy and Selective Omission 

Now let me show you how this works in practice. Pick up a current church manual and read the 
section on polygamy. You will learn that Joseph Smith was commanded by God to practice plural 
marriage. You will learn that the principle was revealed incrementally and that many early members 
struggled with it. You may learn that the church officially discontinued the practice in 1890. What you 
will not learn is that the church's own historical record contains statements from Joseph Smith that 
publicly denied the practice while he was secretly marrying plural wives. 

You will not learn that the denials were printed in church publications under Joseph's direction at 
the exact moment he was authorizing new plural marriages. You will not learn that Emma Smith, 
Joseph's first wife, was present when the sealing to Fanny Alger occurred under circumstances. The 
historical record strongly suggests were kept from her. And you will not learn that after the 1890 
manifesto church leaders continued to authorize plural marriages for years into the early 20th century. 
These facts are not disputed by LDS historians. They are documented in the Joseph Smith papers and 
in the minutes of the Council of 50. 

But the correlated manual does not mention them. Because if it did, the faithful member would 
have to confront a sequence that does not fit the faith promoting frame. A prophet who publicly denied 
what he was privately practicing. A revelation that was selectively disclosed to the membership, an 
official declaration that did not actually stop the practice. That sequence cannot be resolved with a 
simple testimony. So the manual resolves it by never raising it at all. 

Race, Priesthood, and Institutional Reframing 

Now take the racial priesthood and temple ban. For over a century, the church taught that black 
members could not hold the priesthood or enter the temple because of their pre-mortal choices. This 
doctrine was taught by prophets. It was canonized in church materials. It was defended from the 
pulpit by apostles, who declared that it would never change until all the sons of Adam had received 
the priesthood first. And then in 1978, it changed. A new revelation was announced. The ban was 
lifted. 

What the church has never done is acknowledge that the previous justification, the pre-mortal 
unfaithfulness doctrine, the curse of Cain, the mark of Ham, was ever wrong. The official position now 
is that the reasons for the ban are unknown. The doctrine that was taught as eternal truth for over a 
hundred years is now classified as a policy whose origins are unclear. This is not a correction. It is a 
reframing. The church did not say, Our predecessors taught a false doctrine. It said, God has now 
revealed a new understanding. And we do not know why the previous one existed. 

The institution preserved its prophetic authority by disowning the doctrine without disowning the 
men who taught it. And the correlated manuals have been updated to remove the old justifications 
entirely. So that a young member today can go through years of instruction and never realize that a 
black family in 1950 would have been told by living apostles that their exclusion was eternally 
mandated. 

Rewriting in the Footnotes 

The doctrinal shifts are the headline stories. But the real rewriting happens in the footnotes. Let 
me give you a few specific examples. In 1981, the Book of Mormon introduction was changed to say 
that the Lamanites are among the ancestors of the American Indians, rather than the principal 
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ancestors. That single word shift moved the church away from a specific historical claim that DNA 
evidence was beginning to challenge. No announcement was made. The change was inserted into the 
2006 edition, as if it had always read that way. 

In the early 20th century, Brigham Young's teachings on the Adam God doctrine, the idea that 
Adam was God the Father, were included in the temple ceremony and taught in general conference. 
When the church later moved away from that doctrine, it did not repudiate Brigham Young. It simply 
stopped publishing the relevant sermons. In new editions of the Journal of Discourses, removed the 
content from the temple endowment and allowed the historical record to quietly degrade. In recent 
years, the church's handbook has been revised multiple times, each edition removing procedural 
details that contradict current policy. 

The older editions are not archived on the church's website. The institutional memory is 
systematically pruned. Each edit taken alone is defensible. A word change for clarity, a policy update 
for relevance. But taken together, they form a pattern. The church's relationship to its own history is 
not one of preservation. It is one of curation, and the test of curation is always the same. Does the 
historical record serve the institution's current needs, or does it threaten them? If it threatens, it is 
removed, reframed, or allowed to slip out of print. 

Continuing Revelation as an Institutional Mechanism 

Now, I want to show you the engine that powers all of this. It is the doctrine of continuing 
revelation. On its face, continuing revelation is a beautiful idea. The heavens are not closed, and God 
continues to guide the church through living prophets. But at the institutional level, continuing 
revelation serves a specific organizational function. It provides the church with a permanent license to 
revise any previous teaching without ever admitting error. Because if God did not want the policy to 
change, he would not have revealed it. And if he reveals a new policy that contradicts the old one, the 
new one was always what he wanted. 

The old one was a temporary accommodation to a less faithful generation, or a mystery that 
cannot be understood with mortal understanding. This framework allows the church to reverse course 
on polygamy, on race, on the nature of God, on temple ordinances. And every reversal is presented 
not as a correction, but as a sign that revelation is continuing. The institution never apologizes. Not 
because it is stubborn, but because apologizing would mean admitting that a previous revelation was 
incorrect. And if one revelation can be incorrect, all of them can be questioned. The structure cannot 
allow that. 

So continuing revelation becomes the institutional mechanism that rewrites history without 
acknowledging that history is being rewritten. The manuals are updated. The previous edition is 
withdrawn. The members are told that new light has been received. And the prophet, who authorized 
the update, is honored as a seer. While the prophet whose teachings were erased is still quoted in 
general conference on topics that remain convenient. 

The Internet and the Gospel Topics Essays 

Now, let me show you the part of the story that changes everything. Because what I have 
described so far is the rewrite mechanism that the church has operated for over a century. But in the 
internet age, that mechanism collided with something it could not control. Members began 
discovering the older sources. They found the 1831 polygamy denials. They found the pre-1978 
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priesthood ban teachings. They found the Book of Mormon introduction before the word change. They 
found the Journal of Discourses quotes that had been quietly dropped. And the institution did 
something that reveals the full architecture of the system. 

Instead of opening the archives and saying, here is the unedited history, the church published the 
Gospel Topics Essays, a set of documents that acknowledge some of the difficult issues, but do so in 
a way that continues the same pattern of controlled disclosure. The essays admit that Joseph Smith 
practiced polygamy, but frame it primarily as a test of faith and divine command. They admit that the 
Book of Abraham translation does not match the papyri, but offer multiple possible explanations 
without committing to any. 

They admit that the priesthood ban existed, but explicitly state that the reasons were never clear, 
and do not quote the prophets who declared those reasons as eternal doctrine. The essays look like 
transparency. And in a sense, they are more transparent than anything the church has ever released. 
But they are also a new layer of correlated rewriting. They give the faithful member a safe version of the 
difficult history, just enough to satisfy a surface level search. But not enough to prompt the deeper 
questions that would require the church to confront the institutional pattern I have been describing. 
The twist is this. 

The church responded to the threat of uncontrolled information, not by abandoning the rewrite 
machine, but by extending it. The correlated curriculum now includes a set of essays designed to be 
the first hit when a member googles Joseph Smith polygamy, or Mormon race priesthood. The essays 
are the new manual, and they were written by the same institution that removed the old evidence in 
the first place. 

Why the Original Documents Are Destabilizing 

So why is it so destabilizing when a member reads the original documents? It is not simply that the 
history is difficult. It is that the discovery reveals the mechanism. When a member finds the 1831 
denials alongside the 1842 sealing records, they realize that the manual they were given was not 
incomplete. It was curated. When they find the pre-1978 priesthood ban justifications in an old issue 
of the Improvement Era, they realize that the We Don't Know position of the current church is not a 
return to humility. It is a strategic retreat from a doctrine that became indefensible. 

When they see the edit history of the Book of Mormon introduction, they realize that the scriptural 
text, they were told, was the most correct book on earth can be revised by a correlation committee 
without a single footnote alerting them to the change. The faith crisis does not erupt because the 
history is messy. It erupts because the institution that claimed divine authority over that history has 
been managing it like a public relations asset. And once a member sees the pattern, they cannot 
unsee it. Every manual becomes a potential edit. Every conference talk becomes a possible future 
deletion. 

Every new revelation becomes a candidate for the next quiet rewrite. 

Conclusion 

So let me bring this together. The Mormon Church rewrites its own history through a coordinated 
system of correlated curriculum, selective omission, and the doctrine of continuing revelation. It has 
removed uncomfortable doctrines from manuals, altered sacred texts without disclosure, and 
reframed its own past to protect institutional authority. And when the internet made the original 
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sources available to everyone, the church responded not with full transparency, but with a new layer 
of controlled access, the Gospel Topics Essays, that extends the rewrite machine into the digital age. 

The members who are experiencing faith crises are not weak. They are paying attention. They 
found the older sources. They noticed the edits. And they asked the question the institution was 
designed to prevent. If the church is what it claims to be, why did it need to change the record? If you 
have ever found an old church manual or a forgotten conference talk that contradicted what you were 
taught, drop a comment below and describe what you discovered. Thousands of people have had that 
same experience, and sharing it helps others know they are not alone. 

Subscribe to Mormon Deep Dive for investigations like this one every week, because we follow the 
documents, not the press releases. If you want to support this work, the best thing you can do is share 
this video with someone who is still trying to reconcile what they were taught with what they are 
finding. We will see you in the next investigation. 


