Skin of Blackness: What the Book of Mormon Really Says

Modern Mormon apologists propose alternative meanings for the “skin of blackness" curse, arguing it is not literal but refers to things like animal pelts,
paint, or tattoos. This infographic contrasts these new theories with the plain meaning of the scriptural text and historical teachings of church prophets.

The Apologists’ Claim: “Skin" Isn't Literal The Rebuttal: Text & History Say Otherwise

Apologists propose four main non-literal theories for “skin of blackness." The change from “white" to “pure” was not applied consistently.

The original verse describing the curse
(2 Nephi 5:21) was never changed
from “white.”
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these new apologetic theories.

The podcast suggests the goal is to create plausible deniability for believers.
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