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either has a weak position or is a weddfender of it. No opinion that
cannot stand discussion or criticism is worth holding. And it has been
wisely said that the man who knows only half of any question is
worse off than the man who knows nothing of it. He is not only one
sided, but his partisaship soon turns him into an intolerant and a
fanatic. In general it is true that nothing which cannot stand up under
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| ntroduction

| hope thoseof youwho readthis document do not get the wrong idea: | am not leaving
the Church out of anger, sior laziress.l am not leaving due to anMormon literature

or to pursuedifferent lifestyle choicesAnd | am not leaving in hopes of bringiothers
with me. Rather, | am leaving for only one simpleeason: | no longer believe
fundamental Church doctrines.

| realizemy decision to leave the Church will be both disappointing and painful to my
family and friends. In drafting this document, it is not my intent to caadditional
heartache, particularly in light of all that the Church has given me. The Church has
molded me into a better individual, husbd, and father.t has provided me with life
changing experiences and liieng friends. Walking away from the onlytfal have ever
known feels a lot likéeaving behind a loyal friend.

My crisis of faith began in 2008. At the time, | was serving asdBrPresident In so
doing, | met and counseled with many individuals who were struggling with their
testimony. During these counseling sessions, several members raised difficult questions
about seeminglyobscure doctrines and certain aspects of church history. Initially, |
dismissed these concerns and tried to shift their focus to beftedlerstood doctrines
and principes. About that same time, | invited a friend and-worker to take the
missionary discussionkle agreed to do so, but supplemented the discussions with his
own Internet research, which he then conveyed to me through several
conversations.In so doing, m friend raised some of the same concerns that | had
previously discussk with various branch membergOnce again, | dismissed these
concerns aghe product of false, artMormon literature.

At the conclusion of these conversations, | felt somewhat disadl with the way |
handled thevarious questions and concernss a Branch President, | felt an obligation
to have answers ahinsights to gospel questionistherefore decided to delve into a
research project in order to squarely address these unresbigsues.

In the days and weeks that followed, | studied a variety of LDS sourcemfeiiging to

find answers to my questionslo my surprise, however, | discovered that the concerns

at issue were both factual and legitimate. Although | was sesuray testimony, | was
shaken by the fact that | ldanever heard of these issue®ccasionally, | began to
g2YyRSNJ gKIFG St asS L RA Ro@difirsiitihe ig mytlie,d bdegan 0 K S
having small doubts of my own.



Over the nextseveral monthsl put my doubts aside and hoped they would simply go
away. Or, at the very least, | thought | couttiminishthe doubts with increased faith
and church serviceTo my dismay, my doubts were unrelenting.

As the monthsmorphed into years, | fruitlesslysearched a variety of LBSendly
sources looking for answerdnstead, my researchoth reinforced my concerns and
creatad new onesin turn, | began feeling increasingly uncomfottab at
church.Sacrament meeting talks about Joseph Smith and thdy edaurch no longer
rang true.l frequently felt inadequate in my calling and frauduleturing priesthood
blessingsl felt trapped between what | wanted to believe and what | was discovering
aboutmy faith.

| tried to cobble together a set of beliefs thedbuld somehow reconcile my faith in the
OKdzNOK gAGK (GKS Ylye LINRofSYIFIGAO | aLIS0iha
doctrine. But every time | settled on a position, | discovered new cracks in the
foundation.

My crisis of faith initially caught me off guband, in turn, my emotions ran the gamut. |
felt loneliness, frustration, something comparable to betrayal, sadness, confusion, and
hopelessness. But | have found peace in my chosen path.

| am now coming to understand that my story is not unigmere@nt years, numerous

news outlets have detailed the smlled Mormon exodus. A recent Reuters article,

Mormonism Besieged by the Modern Agguotes Elder Marlirk. Jensen, thefhurch

Historian and General Authority, as sayifigtaybe since Kirtland, we've never had a

periodof-L 4t £ OFfft AG | LI &G ThHe&dEcle speduiStes dhdthidlS KI GA
collective crisis may battributable to an Internetage whereli KS / KdmdJak Qa 4|
subject to examinationRecent researcliincluding a 3,000 member survey) indicates

that the criss may also battributable to the fact that the Church does natlequately

brace its members for what they will find upengaging ira thorough examination.

Unfortunately, our discussions at church are often an inch deep and a mile wide. We

seem to yearn for a simple religion. We never learn in church, for example, the

differences in the various First Vision accounts. We never learn that the Book of

Abraham payri were discovered and analyzed by Egyptologists and ultimately

translated much differently than by Joseph Smith. We dotalkt aboutthe revisions to

GKS . 221 2F a2N¥X2ys>s GKS RSGIFIAfa 2F WwW2aSLK {

studies implicatinghe Book of MormonQuestions about such topics ai®wned upon

because theyare uncomfortable Moreover, many members do not understand the

F2NOS 2F GKAA aySge AYTF2NNIOGA2y® b2 (y26AY
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They are inclined to dismissuch ofthe evidence as antlormon. In turn, doubters are
often instructed to return to the familiar formula: scripturesprayer, and church
attendance.

This approach has isolated many of us from the rest of the Church amtdly proven
unhelpful. Part of the problem is that church members too often believe that faith
should not be questioned or examined unless the premise and endgame remains
constant: the Church is true. | believe quite the opposite: an unwillingnesshject
2ySQa 0StASTa ligherenByhavbaRndss of faithNHzi A y& A4

My acorns of inquiry and doubt did not mature into oak trees of understanding through

prayer and scripture study. On the contrary, my doubts festered and continually
underminedmuch of what | wanted to believe until they eventually became debilitating.
Nonethelessfor several years continued exercising faith in the Church because | hoped

Ad o61a GNHMzS YR L RARYQlO GKAYy] GKSNB gl a I
truthfulness. But as | carefully studied church history and doctyindecane apparent

that certain LDS teachings and beliefs are objectively f&lsehese issues added up, |

found it increasingly difficult terust those aspects of the Church that miis accepted

by faith alone.A burnt child dreads the fire, so to speak.

My decision to leave the Churchtise product of a fiveand-a-half-year journey that
includedcountless hours of research, study, and prayer. And now that | have arrived at
this point, | feel compelled to provide an explanation for my decisidrne following
essays analyze the evidence undermining both the Church and myfloncshing
testimony. | have compiled the following information from masourcegmost of which
would be considered friendly to the Churcahd, in many instaces, copied without
attribution.

| realize thatmany of my loved onewill never aree with my decisionto leave the

Church but I hopethose who readhese essaysan come taappreciate the depth of my
doubts, the sincerity of my search, and my rationalgarting from a faith that has,
despite my heartfelt effortsproven elusive.

! Iinitially discovered a great deal of the information contained in this document while reading books, essays, and articles

written by LDS authors (including Richard Bushman, T@iwgns, B.H. Roberts, Todd Compton, Michael Ash, etc.) or

authors who are viewed credibly within the LDS community (including Grant Palmer, Simon Southerton, Charles Larson,
SO0 @ | 26 SOSNE L dzf G A Y (L&teréo a KBS Direstind iko8oink. domd2irfig teS NS Y& w
drafting process, as these sources (1) were available online, (2) quoted many of the LDS sources Ignadioeaty, and

(3) contained information that | was largely able to verify with fi@dly sources. In so doing, | essentially utilized
wdzyyStaQ tSGGSNk2dzitAyS a GKS F2dzyRIGA2y F2NJ GKAa R2Odzy
discarded aspects that did not cause me concern, and supplemented and added information relating to aspects that |

deemed most problematic.
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Book of Abraham

Background

Perhaps the most problematissue undermining the Churetithe Book of Abrahamin July of
1835, a traveling showman named Michael Chandler brought an exloibgistingof four Egyptian
mummies and papyri to Kirtlan@®hio, then the home of the Lattatay Saints. The papyri
contained Egyptian hieroglyphig#hich intrigued Joseph Smith. Joseph was given permission to
look at the papyri scrolls in the exhibit, upon which he pronounced a marvelous discovery:

& wRh8N. W. Phelps and Oliver Cowdery as scribes, | commence theatiansbf
some of the characters or hieroglyphics, and much to our joy found that one of the
rolls contained the writings of Abraham, another the writings of Joseph of Egypt, etc.
- a more full account of which will appear in its place, as | proceed to iexaor
unfold them. Truly we can say, the Lord is beginning to revealattundance of
LIS OS | y(HRstoiy Nftikké ®haréhVol. 2, p. 236).

Astounded by their good fortune in finding theitings ofAbrahamand Joseph of Egypt, several
members of the Churcpurchasedhe papyri and mummies for $2,40&hortly thereafter, Joseph
apparently received confirmation that the scrolls contained the writings of Abraham.

The prophet took [the saills] and repaired to his room and inquired of the Lord
concerning them. The Lord told him they were sacred records, containing the
inspired writings of Abraham when he was in Egypt, and also those of Joseph, while
he was in Egypt. . . (Orson Prdtiurnal of Discoursesol. 26.)

Approximately seven years latelgseph finishettanslatingthe scroll he called thBod of
Abraham but died before translating the Book of Joseph scroll.

The LDS Church believég Book of Abrahamvaswritten by Abraham himself, as shown in the
preface to the Book of Abraham:

"THE BOOK OF ABRAHAM

GTRANSLATED FROM THE PAPYRUS, BY JOSEPH SMITH

O0A Translation of some ancient Records, that have fallen into our hands from the
catacombs of Egypt. The writings of Abraham while he was in Egypt, called the
Book of Abraham, writtetby his own hand, upon pgrus.”

In addition, Wilford Woodruff recorded in his diary on February 19, 1842 that the Book of Abraham
was literally written by AbrahamThis would make the Book of Abraham the only existing original
copy of a scriptural book. It would also date tleord of Abraham (about 2,000 B.C.) to some 500
years prior to the Book of Genesis authored by Moses, between-1480 B.C.

GW2aSLIK (GKS {SSNJ KIFIa LINBaSyiSR dza az2yS 27
by his own hand but hid from the knowledge of nfan the last four thousand years
odzi KlFa y2g 02YS G2 A3 Miary of WiNRdDEdrufi KS Y S NI
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entry of February 19, 1842, LDS archives; also in Jay M. ToeddGaga of the Book
of Abraham(Salt Lake City, Utah: Deseret Book Co., 196921)

After completing the translationJoseph used the Book of Abraham material in sermons, lectures
and other writingsln 1880, the Book of Abraham, by unanimous vote of LDS authorities, was
"canonized" as offial scripture of the LDS Churchgast of the Pearl of Great Price.

Suspicions and Concerns with Translation

When Joseph translated the papyri in the first half of the 19th century, no one in North America
could decipher Egyptian. So Joseph Smith could say the hieroglyphics meantghgtinanted,
and he could not be proven wrong. However, once scholars learned to decipher the Egyptian
f I y 3dz 3 S sansWoab&chifeubjed thidonsiderable analysis and examination. In
virtually all instances, scholars concluded that the Booklwiham was a fraud.

1856 Challengelin 1856,a copy of the Pearl of Great Prifmaind its way to the Louvre in Paasd

was broughto M. Theodule Deveria. As one of the pioneers in Egyptology, Deveria was asked to
offer an analysis of the bookDeveia immediatdy recognized all three facsimilgesiblished with

the Book of Abrahams copies of common Egyptian funerary documentsichhe had examined

on hundredsoccasionsDeveria dismissed Josepkranslationasfraudulentnonsense. His
commentsfirst appearedn a two-volume work by Jules Rent)/oyage au Pays des Mormahs.

1912 ChallengewW2 & SLIKQa GNIX yafl dAzy 2F (KSoyRtyROEEW G LI
Franklin S. Spalding, Episcopal Bishop of Utah, in Bib2ding sentopies of the three facsimiles

from the Book of Abraham to some of the world's leading scholars of Egyptology, asking each for

an independent assessment of Joseph Smith's interpretatidhg eight Egyptologists and

Semitists who responded were unamus ini KSANJ A 0F G KAy 3 @GSNRAOGY W23
common Egyptian funary texts and wholly unrelated to the Book of Abraham.

1 "Joseph Smith's interpretation of these cuts is a farrago of nonsense from beginning to end,"
adding that'five minutes study iran Egyptian gallery of any museum should be enough to
convince any educated man of tikumsness of the imposture; . . . .'Df. Arthur Mace,
Assistant Curator, Metropolitan Museum of Art, New York, Dept. of Egyptign Art

1 "[D]ifficult to deal seriousl with Smith's impudent fraud," wrote another from Oxford, England.
"Smith has turned the Goddess into a king and OsirgsAftraham.” Dr. A. H. Sayce, Oxford,
England)

1 "[The evidence] ery clearly demonstrates that [Joseph Smitfgs totally unacquainted with
the significance of these documents and absolutely ignorant of the simplest facts diaBgyp
Writing and civilization." James H. Breasted, Ph.D., Haskell Oriental Museum, University of
Chicago).

1 "[T]he attempts to guess meaning are too absurd to be noticed. It may be safely said that
there is not one single word that is true in these explanatior{f®f. W.M. Flinders Petrie,
London Universily
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Book of Abraham PapyriRediscovered:In 1966, a University of Utah researcher at the
Metropolitan Museum of Art in New York made a startling find in the museum archives: he had
rediscovered some of the original papyrus fragmehtt the LDS Church purchased in 1835. In
1967, the Museum presented thmapyri as a gift to the Church.

Lylrfel Ayad GKS NBRAAO2GSNBR LI LEBNR oAy Oz2yedzyO
with a great deal of insight into how Joseph attemgbte translate the papyri. Specifically, the
Churchhas retaineca copy of theGrammar and Alphabet of the Egyptian Langqué@AEL), which

gla gNAGGSY Ay 2yS 27F W2 3aS LKhahdWrkténkoiss offfie i So6 2 2 |
original translation work that showed the individual Egyptian figures from the papyrus down the

left margin of a pag, with the English translatiomext to it. The handwriting on these copies
0St2y3ISR (2 ,Wasikldqin wikhe NansaSoh These Egyptian figureppear

in aportion of one of the recovered papyrus, all in exactly the same order that they appear on the
KFEFYROGNARGGSY biUNryatladAz2ybh LI 3Sad ExaBi@ingyhe al (KA
Book of Abrahamdemonstrates thagoseph Smith used the recovered papyrus in translating the

Book of AbrahamThe following pictureslemonstrate how Joseph Smith tried to construct the

Book of Abraham based on each hieroglyphic character on the papyrus.

——— e 714 & wr—— -
Source text of Abraham 1.1-2 16, re—
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http://bookofabraham.com/boamathie/BOA_4.html
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http://www.bookofabraham.com/boamathie/BOA_TOC.html
http://bookofabraham.com/boamathie/BOA_5.html
http://bookofabraham.com/boamathie/BOA_5.html

4.

G. 221 2 T PapyENI KB LY2Qtdsh&y Hurierary Documentsin time, researchers
obtainedadequatecopies of the rediscovered papyri and began comparing them with the Book of
Abrahamtext. But scholar after scholar, both inside and outside the LDS Chrowbludedthat

there was no connection between the Book of Abrahtant and thepapyri scrollsRather,
Egyptologistsdentified thepapyriasordinary Egyptian funerargocuments. The sectioof the
papyriused by Joseph was from a document calledBbek of Breathingand contained the

specific name of the deceased iniual for whom it had beeprepared Other papyrus fragments
from the collection were from the Egyptidook of the Deadan earlier collection of vitings with

a similar purposeln fact, the papyrus used by Josepimithto & (i NJ ythetBbok & Abraham

has been dated by scholatis the first century AD, almost 2000 years after the time of Abraham.

Before discussing the specific translation issues, it is important to note that the LDS Church admits that the
Book of Abraham text bears no relationship to the papyri scrolls. [r20aH, theChurch released an essay
adlk dAy3ay o a-»otah Fgyptojodistsygraé that the characters on the fragments do not match
the translation given it KS . 221 2NMorebvenly. Stephers E. Thompson is an LDS scholar
who holds a Ph.D. in Egyptology from Brownvdrsity.In a paper giveat the 1993 Sunstone
SymposiaDr. Thompson presented his reasons for concluding that Joseph Smith gicbdate

the Book of Abrahamybtranslating itfrom an Egyptian papyrus scroll he obtained in 188&re is

a link to a PDF copy bis paperEgyptology and the Book of Abraham

Likewise Universityof Chicago Egyptology Professor Rolsdther wrote a paper in 200&bout the
Book of Abraham(Dr. Robert Ritner, "The Breathing Permit of Hor' Among the Joseph Smith
Papyri,"Journal of Near Eastern Studidsly 2003 issue, Volume 62, NumBepp. 161180)

Ritner isa highlyrespected Egyptologistnd his interpretation of the papyri is consistent with that
of every other noALDS Egyptologist: the BOA bears no relationship to the papyri. Ritner stated:
G9EOSLII T2NJ (ke cda$h & A RiEnedIRoddendfiesimArfIne deceitful

tactics thatLDS aplogists use to defend the BOX¥ou can read tharticle here

Facsimile 1Thefollowing isanalysis ofacsimile 1Thepicture on the leftshows the rediscovered
papyri(including imagedoseph Smith and his scribes penciled Trijepicture on the right is the
final version that appearsiithe canonized Book of Abraham.
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https://www.lds.org/topics/translation-and-historicity-of-the-book-of-abraham
http://www.mormonthink.com/backup/boadialogue.pdf
http://www.utlm.org/other/robertritnerpapyriarticle.pdf

The following image is what Facsimilshbuld havdooked like had Joseph Smith correctly finished
the image:

l.'a'.c A PERR /////’//////f Py///

g=U

B .
s UL — T =1
2 = =
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'3'3 m bt kel ol Lo n ANt //

The following is a sidbBy-side comparison of what Joseph Smith translated in Facsimile #1 versus
what it actually says according taodernEgyptologists:

The Book of Abraham

A common funerary document.

The spirit or "ba" of Hor
The deceased fellow’

The Angel of the Lord.

Abraham fastened upon an altar

The deceased: His name was "Hor"

Anubis
(see original image not facsimile, this

The idolatrous priest of Elkenah e ks il ot i e
head of a Jackal)
The altar for sacrifice by the idolatrous
priests, standing before the gods of A common funerial bier or "lion
Elkenah, Libnah, Mahmackrah, Korash, couch"
and Pharaoh.
The idolatrous god of Elkenah.
The idolatrous god of Libnah. e, T Canopic jars containing the deceased's
The idolatrous god of Mahmackrah. a A A % ’ \ internal organs.
il .
The idolatrous god of Korash. G = % ==3 | ‘{ ()
The idolatrous god of Pharaoh. i B 4 Ac ‘ . oty \ 'ﬁ - This is the god "Horus"
u i . - ) z n .
Abribim i Byt v 7 ’ '\ A libation table :;anng wines, oils,
£ 9 2

B A Tl e T Wy, .
;«\_\\3\§\_2_);;> AU IR DM S AT S

A palace fagade, called a "serekh"

\

Designed to represent the pillars of P e, AR S
2 L Lol ol
S N N T Y

heaven, as understood by the Egyptians. £ ﬁ‘:‘ _T-:‘.f.- 3 ._. . “.—" 1 4
’ A
g2
to be hig, or the heavens, answering to

2277 g
e T

Joseph Smith's Interp ilable at: http://www.1ds.org/scriptures/pgp/abr/fac-1
Modern Eqyp ical Interp iled at: http//www bookofabraham. com/boamathie BOA 6.html . Panel Comparison by:
FAIR LDS explanation at ht! mormonmfographlcs.com

Raukeeyang, signifying expanse, or the
firmament over our heads; but in this
case, in relation to this subject, the
Egyptians meant it to signify Shaumau,

This is just the water that the crocodile
swims in.

P

+//en.fairmormon.org/Book of Abraham/Joseph Smith PapvriFacsimilesFacsimile 1



http://www.mormoninfographics.com/2012/08/book-of-abraham-facsimile-1-examined.html

6. Facsimile #2The following is a sidBy-side comparison of what Joseph Smith translated in

Facsimile #2 versus what it actually says according to Egyptologists:

The Book of Abraham

Hypocephalus; a funerary amulet

Kolob, The residence of God

God on his thone vs Min, phallic God

x © N4~ & The god Khnumu.
L : . . . .
Sind aestto Kolol A’& LL AR >, ~ :9 ‘Amun-Re", god with two faces representing
% rising & setting sun.
God sitting on his throne, clothed with power and %@ =14 ’ "} 3 “Tores-Re" riding in bis boat
authority \// - fd': & 7 9,;), ¢
Raukeeyang; also the number 1,000; The 18 9 Vi y
measuring of time of Oliblish _ ] f ™ S Sk s T
. _ . a\ Cow of Hathor, behind which stands a uzat-
Exith poos ag i pianet ) <f headed goddes holding a sacred tree.
: . : % The four (4) sons of Horus, they can represent
Represents this earth in it's four quarters PP k= th(e t)'our ey po;ntsezf eas:hepm
God sitting on his throne, revealing through the lL_‘( 7 :: B,»ﬁ b The god "Min", an ithyphallic god: that is. a
heavens the grand Key-words of the Priesthood A= _‘u p—— sexually aroused male deity.
Contains writings that can only be revealed in the a1 # \‘\ sgrant that the soul of Osiris Shechonk may tive”
temple. tn P = )
6‘ i d & » : *the netherworld (below the earth) and his great
7'; waters"
i . ‘J‘} "O might god. lord of heaven and earth"
Oupkt 50t b be EARCe presens e \* "0 god of the sleeping ones from the time of
7 -%" creation’
&\ " (Read in order 11, 10,9, 8)
® o/‘ *near” and "wrap'
Q‘ 2 *which made by'
"breathings”
DU "this book’
TN "and may this soul and its possessor never be
desecrated in the netherworld”
Will be given in the own due time of the Lord JOSEPH SMITH 1; EGYPTOLOGISTS e

No Annotation Given

Joseph Smith's Interpretation available at: hitp #wws |ds. orpdscopluresinoplabifac-2
Modern E logical | i iled at: - osamathie/BOA_7 html
FAIR LDS

L http Hwww bookofabraham. comity
on at hilp#en fair YBook_of_AbrahamlJoseph_Smith_Papyri

Strangely, Joseph Smith claimed tHaure 7 in Facsimile Pepresentedd D 2 R

*I am Djabty in the house of Benben in
Heliopolis, so exalted and glorious. [I am]
copulating bull without equal. [I am] that mighty
god in the house of Benben of Heliopolis. .. that
might god..."

*You shall be as that god, the Busirian"

Writing: "The name of this mighty god"

Figures 22,23; Baboons are adoring souls of that
realm

Panel Companson by:
mormoninfographics.com

aA0GAYy3

throne.£ Egyptologists, however, have determined that iattuallyMin, the pagan Egptian god

of fertility or sex.
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http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Min_(god)
http://www.mormoninfographics.com/2012/08/book-of-abraham-facsimile-2-examined.html

Facsimile #3The following is a sidbBy-side comparison of what Joseph Smith translated in
Facsimile #3 versus what it actually says according to Egyptologists and modern Egyptology:

L
5\

\

I * !
5 = ___ P, g
lﬂﬂ__.__fﬁﬂﬂm LIUEANL X ﬂg:’,,?gq;_vg:rﬁ—ﬁ
Joseph Smith Translation Egyptologist Translation

Fig 1. Abraham upon Pharaoh'’s throne Fig 1. This is Osiris

Fig 2. King Pharaoh Fig 2. Isis the Great, the God's Mother
Fig 3. Signifies Abraham in Egypt Fig 3. Libation table (oils, wine, etc)
Fig 4. Prince of Pharaoh, King of Egypt Fig 4. Maat, mistress of the Gods

Fig 5. Shulem, one of the King's waiters  Fig 5. The Osiris Hor, Justified forever
Fig 6. Olimla, a slave Fig 6. Anubis, guide of the dead

Discredited ScienceThe Book of Abrahaifparticularly in chapter Yeaches a Newtonian view of

the universe.l 2 4 S @S NE Newténian aatebio@yiconcepts, mechanics, and models of the
universe have been discredited by"2Gentury Einsteinian pysics. In facteith Norman, an LDS

scholar, has written that, "It is no longer possifiter the LDS Churchi pretend there is no

O2y Tt A0l¢ 0SGsSSYy GKS RAAONBRAGSR bSgil2yAly a
scientific discoveries d@bday. (Keith E. Norman, Ph.D4ormon Cosmology: Can it Survive the Big
Bang?Sunstone Magazine 986)

Many of the astronomical and cosmological ideas found in both Joseph Smith's environment and in
the Book of Abrahamare nowout of vogue, and some of these Newtonian concepts are scientific

relics. The evidence suggests that the Book of Abraham reflestepts of Joseph Smith's time

and place rather than those of an ancient world. (GrantPalingf, L Y 38A RSND& +ASg 2
Origins p.25) As one exampldacsimile 2, Figuréb states the sun gets its light from Kolob.
Howeverthed dzy Q& & 2 dzNslinfernd, Bind Sof é&tdBaEhe sun shines because of
thermonuclear fusion; not because it gets its light from any other star as claimed by the Book of
Abraham.
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https://www.sunstonemagazine.com/pdf/053-18-23.pdf
https://www.sunstonemagazine.com/pdf/053-18-23.pdf
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/An_Insider's_View_of_Mormon_Origins
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/An_Insider's_View_of_Mormon_Origins

9.

10.

11.

. 2 2 UL af KJV TexThe primary source for chapters 2, 4, and 5 of Bo®k of Abrahanis

Genesis chapters 1, 2, 11, and 12. S8ktyout of77 verses are quotations or close paraphrases of

KJV wordingPalmer! ¥ LY &aARSNIDa + A ,$49).7E BaoRdidbeayamisNA I A ¥ &
ddzLILI2 ASR G2 0SS Iy FyOASy(d b6y®E ® N Kiwnhd@e woori K 2 dza |
papyrus¢ Whyis 17" Gentury King James Version texintained in the Bodk What does this say

about the book being anciently written by Abraham?

AnachronismsThe Book of Abraham contains numerous anachronisvhgch are words, objects,
or events that are placed in a time or setting where they do not belong or could not have existed).
Theseanachronismsonstitute clealS @A RSy OS | 3 I akiteatidity. (F&r xadpe2 | Q&

1 Facsimile 1:This vignette is specifically referred to in the text of the Book of Abraham
(Abr. 1:12, 14), but the vignette itself dates to approximately-180 B.C.E.

1 Chaldea:This name occurs in Abraham 1:1, 8, 13, 2028330, and 2:4. The Chaldeans
appeared in the ninth century B.C.E. in the land south of predaptiraq (Babylonia), and,
apparently, migrated from Syria. If the Chaldeans appeared in the 9th century B.C.E., and
Abraham lived prior to 1500 B.C.E., tltae reference to the "Chaldeans" in the Book of
Abraham is an anachronism of 700 yearsnare.

 Pharaoh ¢ KS . 2271 27F ! 0N} KIY adshehamebiersofEQR dat K|
(Abr 1:6, 20, 26) and says that tireaning of the wordAbr1:20)isc { Ay 3 o0& NRel
¢KS FTANRG NIYzf SshtenyifledraS RgatigtafkdsoNDf Rldal (Abr 1:25The
inglh aGAO LINRPoO6fSY Aa GKIFIG GKS g2 NRtdibd |l NI 2 Ké
become a title for the king until the beginning oktiNew Kingdom (18th Dynasty), which
began about 1567 B.€.2y 3 F FGSNJ ! o N} KI YQa RSIGK®

1 Egyptus(Abr1:2325): The Book of Abraham statésat "Egyptus” was the wife of Ham
(the son of Noah) and the mother of Pharaoh who established theHggptian
govenment. (Abr 1:23). The name "Egyptus” is obviously intended to be the source of the
name of the country.But here is the linguistic problem: the name "Egypt" is not Egyptian,
but Greek ('Aigyptos’), and thus was not used for the name of the countrytbeatGreeks
had contact with it, long after Abraham's tim&imply stated, the wor@vas not even in
existence when Abraham was alive.

Church Essaebunked On July 8, 2014, the Church published an essay concerning the Book of
Abraham in the topical guidef LDS.orgTranslation and Historicity of the Book of Abrahairhe
essaytheorizesk 2 4 W2 ASLIK { YAUGK O2dzZ R KI @S aGUN¥yaftl dSR
Egyptologsts have determined that the Book of Abraham bears no relationship to the papyri from
which it was translated! f § K2 dzZ3 K ydzYSNRdza a0K2f | NB KI @S NBa
Robert Ritner, Professor of Egyptology in the Oriental Institute, houstdgeadiniversity of Chicago
publishedone of the more persuasive rebuttals. In so doing, Ritfemronstructs many of the

| KiZNOKQ#wA O/ ENMAa PNBaLRy.aS Oy 6S F2dzy R KSNEB

Oddly, the essay does not provide any definitive conclusions as to how the Book of Abraham came
about but instead offers three different theories. Each theory is discussed below.
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http://www.lds.org/scriptures/pgp/abr/1?lang=eng
http://www.lds.org/scriptures/pgp/abr/1?lang=eng
http://www.bookofabraham.com/boamathie/BOA_8.html
https://www.lds.org/topics/translation-and-historicity-of-the-book-of-abraham
http://signaturebooks.com/2014/08/a-response-to-translation-and-historicity-of-the-book-of-abraham-by-dr-robert-ritner/

Theory 1 Josephtranslated Egyptian papyri into EnglisiThe essay states:

Some evidence suggests that Joseph studied the characters on the Egyptian papyri

and attempted to learn the Egyptian language. His history reports that, in July 1835,

he was "continually engagead translating an alphabet to the Book of Abraham, and
FNNFYIAYIT | INFYYIFEN 2F GKS 93 LJiAly I y3dz

. . . it appears that Joseph Smith began translating portions of the book of Abraham
almost immediately after the purchasef the papyri. Phelps apparently viewed
Joseph Smith as uniquely capable of understanding the Egyptian characters: "As no
one could translate these writings," he told his wife, "they were presented to
President Smith. He soon knew what they were.

The evidace overwhelmingly supports the idea that Joseph believed that he literally translated

(i.e. rendering from one language into another) the papyri into the Book of Abraham. First, Joseph
ONEB I i SSRamiingk &hd Aiphabet of the Eqyptian Langéagel F G SNJ 26 GF Ay Ay 3 (K
indicating that he was attempting a literal charactgrcharacter translation.

{ SO2y R> W2atatdreis@l@arly2intlicate that he believed he was translating the papyri in
the literal, traditional manner. For example:

T aLY GAOK 2@AfEfALFYB 2@ tKSfLA YR hofAOSNB
translationof some of the characters or hieroglyphics, and much to our joy found that
one of the rolls contained the writings of Abraham; another the writings of Joseph of
Egypt, &c, a more full account will appear in their place, as | proceed to examine or
unfold them.

G!a aN) / KIFIyRfSN KIR
OKI' N} OGSNE>X IyR L 3
6,1

SSy G2fR GKIFG L O2dAf R
I S K
835.)

0
) A Ydosépk Smith Rape@Ng INS G | § A z

1 & oWdzf & Theweyainué of this month | was continually engagettansiating an
alphabetto the Book of Abraham, angrranging a grammar of the Egyptian language s
practicedby the ancient® ¢éHistorg of the Churchol. 2, pg. 238.)

 ah Ol 20 S NJ This efternoarylabgréi on thEgyptian alphabetin company with
Brothers O. Cowdergand W.W. Phelps, and during the research, the principles of
FAGNRBY2Ye | & dzy RSNA G2 2 Ristorgof t8d Ghiecdml 2! pg NI K Y @
236.)

 ab2@SYo S NX Exmifited thgatplgabetof the ancient records, to Mr. Holmes,
YR &2 YS HatarKd tNesCiurch/ol. 2, pg. 316.)

T a¢KS NBO2NR 2F ! 0N} KIFIY | yR W2aSLJhttent 2dzy R 4 A
upon papyru¥g ¢gAGK oflF Ol FYyR avrkff LI NI NBRI Ay
History of the Churchol. 2, pg. 348.)
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The Church, however, has a serious problem if Joseph literally translated the papyri as he claimed.
Every noALDS Egyptologist, and a significant portion of LDS Egyptologists, who have examined the
papyri in conjunction with the Book of Abraham have codell that the Book of Abraham bears

y2 NBflFIOGA2YyaKALI 42 GKS LI LB NAO Ly FFO0G> GKS

Neither the rules nor the translations in the grammar book correspond to those recognized
by Egyptologists today. None of the characters on pgapyrus fragments mentioned
Abraham's name or any of the events recorded in the book of Abraham. Mormon and non
Mormon Egyptologists agree that the characters on the fragments do not match the
translation given in the Book of Abraham.

In other words, theyapyri that Joseph used to translate the Book of Abraham have nothing to do
with the Book of Abraham. How, then, did the book come about? If Joseph literally translated the
papyri (as he claimed and as the evidence suggests), then the most logicasamnd@ithis: Book

of Abraham is a fraud.

Theory 2 The papyri translated into the Book of Abraham are missinhe essay states:

9eS¢gArlySaasSa aLkR{1S 2F WwWr f2y3 NR{ftQ 2NJ Y
fragments survive, it is likely that much of the papyri accessible to Joseph when he
translated the book of Abraham is not among these fragments. The loss of a
significant porion of the papyri means the relationship of the papyri to the

published text cannot be settled conclusively by reference to the papyri.

This theory first surfaced after Egyptologists discovered the conflict between the papyri in the

/| KdzZNOK Q& Ldzha BEoSkobAbraham. -Hpwever, this theory is, at best, suspect. The

theory originated from Hugh B. Nibley in a series of articles he published in 1968. Actording
bAofSe@X W2aSLIK Cd® {YAGK @GAAAGSR (KS DuEngBdedIK QA
visit, Joseph F. Smith saw the papyri and indicated that one of the rolls of papyri, when unrolled on
the floor, extended through two rooms of the Mansion House. However, there are numerous
problems with this account. First, Joseph F. Smdh wnly five years old when he saw the papyri.
Second, Joseph F. Smith did not describe the length of the papyri until 1906, nearly 65 years after it
2 00dzZNNB R ® CKANRX bAofSeQa RSLMAOGAZ2Y 2F GKS S
haS W2 a S LIK Gpersdn ¥ccdurt. CRatheF, AolsidiphiF. Smith related his memory of the
papyri (which occurred 65 years earlier when he was five or six years old) to Preston Nibley (Hugh

. ® Db Aof Sakmoiher?whRtGairekyed tAe story tough B. Hibley, who then published

the story in a series of articles in 1968. Clearly, Theory 2 is not based on reliable information.

wS3I NRf Saasx ¢gKSy GKS Saaleée adrasSa GKFG AG 2yt
the lost portion d the papyri is the actual source of the Book of Abraham. But scholars have
mathematically measured the scroll and discredited this claim. For example, EgyptBloiogst
Ritner(who published hi#F A Yy RAYy3&4 Ay KAad 02212 G¢KS W2aSLK {
9RAGA2Y>¢é HnmMoOI & ¢Sttt ! YyRNBg 20 /221 YR [/
0 K S A NJ The\Trigir@ifLéngth ai the Scroll of Bdialogue: A Journal of Mormon Thought
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Winter 2010) have studied the issue extensively and determined that the Church has the vast
majority of the original papyri.

Moreower, the Grammar and Alphabet that Joseph produced, along with the transcribed
hieroglyphs and correlating interpretations of the hieroglyphs (which appear in the Book of
Abraham), make it clear that Joseph had virtually no understanding of Egyptian hmreg|

b2ilofeéex GKS / KdzZNOKQa Saaleé YIFI1Sa || RAaAy3aASydz
S|gn|f|cant portlon of the papyn means the relatlonshlp of the papyn to the publlshed text cannot

0S aSdiit SR Oz y0t dza A @S fThe Cknuech aﬁsﬁmlﬂly\mlyhgtﬁatwe%anmof( S L
6Said w2aSLIKQa GNlyatridAzy 060SOlFdzaS 6S R2 y2i0 K
Church admits that we do have three vignettes or facsimiles that Joseph claimed to have

translated. These facsiles appear in the canonized version of the Book of Abraham along with
ydZYSNRdzda F22dy20Sa O2yidlAyAy3d W2ASLIKQa UGNl yaf
0KS / KdzZNOK OfIAYya (dKFd ¢S OFyy2( GSaattuawz a SLIKQ
fragments Joseph used in translation while ignoring the fact that the Church possesses (and even
LJdzo t AAKSR gAGK GKS . 221 2F ! 0N} KIFIYO0 GKNBS ¥FI O
translation.

More importantly, the essay fails to explain wh@Js LIK Qa (NI yafl GA2ya 2F GF
are conclusively refuted by Egyptologists.

Theory 3 Joseph did not translate the Book of Abraham in the traditional sense
but received it via revelation.The essay states as follows:

Alternatively,Joseph's study of the papyri may have led to a revelation about key
events and teachings in the life of Abraham, much as he had earlier received a
revelation about the life of Moses while studying the Bible. This view assumes a
broader definition of the wads translator and translation. According to this view,
Joseph's translation was not a literal rendering of the papyri as a conventional
translation would be. Rather, the physical artifacts provided an occasion for
meditation, reflection, and revelation.h€y catalyzed a process whereby God gave
to Joseph Smith a revelation about the life of Abraham, even if that revelation did
not directly correlate to the characters on the papyri.”

' & LINBOGA2dzate RA&AOdzZaA&ASRY W2aSLIK FNBIljdsSSydate dza
the papyri. Accordingly, the Church theorizes that perhaps Joseph did not actually translate the

Book of Abraham in the traditional sense but instead re8ev A G G KNR dzZK NB @GSt I
essay goes so far as to claim thamseph Smith did not claim to know the ancient languages of the
records that he was translating." Therefor& § / KdzNOK | f i SNE (GKS RSTAYA
OKFG WRYENMKIGGRE AYTF2NNIOGA2Y | 062dz0 ! 6N K'Y FN.
sphere. If we follow this logic, Joseph could have been presented with any object (including objects
wholly unrelated to the Book of Abraham) and learned about the life and teachingysraham (or

any other topic).
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12.

a8 | LINBEAYAYEFENER YIFIOGGSNE (GKS / KdzZNOKQa | aaSNIA
flLy3dza 3Saé¢ Aad Ayl OOdzNY GSo a4 y2GSR o6& wAGYy SN
Freemen of the State of Vermont,ghBrave Green Mountain Boys,' and Honest Men," Smith

claimed to know Chaldean and Egyptian, among other languages.

Regardless, the KdZNORQBEAWB I A2y 2F GKS GSNY GdONIyatl (S¢
problems and unanswered questions. Why \bdoseph need a physical object, such as the

papyri, to receive revelation (particularly when he received numerous revelations in the Doctrine

and Covenants without the assistance of a revelatory catalyst)? Why would Joseph pay $2,400 to
obtain papyri that bore no relationship to Abraham in order to then receive the Book of Abraham

via revelation?

More importantly, why would Joseph (1) tell people he was translating the papyri; (2) study the
Egyptian on the papyri; and (3) create an entire Grammar apldadlet if he was not actually
translating the papyri? Joseph clearly knew the difference between translation and revelation as
evidenced the differing origins of the Book of Mormon and Doctrine and Covenants. Why, then,
would he claim to have translateti¢ Book of Abraham if he actually received it through
revelation?

{AYLX & aidliSRT GKS / KdzZNODKQa |aaSNIAz2zy GKFG (K
withstand careful scrutiny.

W23SLIK { YAGKQA CA@GS { 2 dzND Bain: Nearlydll of theyBoisk &fA y 3 (G K S
Abraham can be accounted forfive different 19" Centurytexts that were availabléo Joseph

Smith. LDS historian and former CES edudatant Palmeanalyzes thse five texts in chapter 1 of

his book An Inside® View of Mormon Origing he following is a summary of his analysis (and a

more detailed excerpt can he fourgkre):

§ Abraham 1; Facsimile #1, #8:0 NI Kl YQ& 06 A 2 ANJ LKA OF f Jdsgph 2 NI |
{ YA cl&méf what these two Facsimile pictures portray comes fidra Works of Flavius
Josephusloseptowned an 1830 edition of this boow2 a Sdeiliil@dexplanations for the
individual Egyptian characters on these two Facsimiles in the Book of Abraham have been
thoroughly discredited by Egyptologists.

1 Abraham 2, 45: Eightysix percent of the weses in these three chapters came from Genesis,
1, 2,12, and 11:289. This material came from a 1769 edition or later printinthefKing
James Version of the Bible (including its translation errors).

1 Abraham 3; Facsimile Zhe text of Abraham 3 and éamile 2containssome remarkable
resemblances to the astronomical concepts, phrases, and other motifs found in Thomas
5 A ORhib&ophy of a Future Sta®mith owned an 1830 copy of this book.

1 Abraham 3; Facsimile Z K2 Y| a ¢ | & 2THd&XSvBooky af leroclas2o8 thex
Theology of Platoespecially volume 2, alsontainsmost of the motifs in Abraham 3 and
Facsimile 2. Dick and Taylor both contain a numbexatt phrasefound in Abraham 3
and Facsimile 2.
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13.

14.

1 Strange namesThe few Hebrew names and phrases found in the Book of Abraham are
O2YLI GAG6fS gAGK W2aSLIK {YAGIKQAa adGddzRe 6A0K
of 183536, in Ohio.

Information: There is a great deal of read#yailableonlineinformationregarding the Book of
Abraham, including KI NI Sa a ® ByHibl&whyAand UporePagyEadY SGAY al KA
Examining the Book of AbraharAdditionally, thefollowing videogives a concise overview of the
Book of Abraham.

Conclusions:Kevin Mathie identifies the followingonclusions we can draw from the BOA

f Joseph Smith was clear in his statemenfsRtn Ay KA & ¢ NR OA Yy 3 aextirgm & KS
the papyri(rather than just using the papyri as a catalyst for revelatiéuoythermore, Church
leaders after Josephgginning with Brigham Young, were adamant that the Book of Abraham
is a holograph written byAbraham.

1 Scholars now know how to read ancient Egyptian, and are very familiar with ancient Egyptian
religious concepts and practiceBhe very same papyri that were used in the creation of the
Book of Abraham, can be, and have been, translated by competent Egyptologists (including
those at BYU). These scholarly translations make no mention of Abraham, nor do the papyri
contain anythingesemblinghe text of the Book of Abraham.

1 The existing Facsimiles have been thoroughly examined by Egyptologists and have been found
to be very differenff N2 Y W2 & Sintdkpre{ationsiAK@st, there are only superficial
similarities ina few figures.

1 The text of the Book of Abrahacontainsanachronismg names of people and places that did
not exist in Abraham's day. Even Facsimile #1 could not have been produced "by the hand" of
Abraham, having been dated to be at least 14 centuries too receuwlitidually, there are
specific concepts in the Book of Abraham that reflect®#-century, Newtonian cosmology.

The evidence demonstrates that tiB®ook of Abraham is not what Joseph Smith claindedeph

may havehought he wasutilizinga holographc documentfrom Abraham, but it iglear that this
wasnot the case.The papyrus that Joseph claimed to be the Book of Abrahaaiesl at least

1,400 yearsafter AbrahanQ &  R&hdl \ierfg possibly close tg0RO0 years late(not to mention the
fact thatschdarscan now translate th@apyrusanddetermine what they really say)And, even if
Joseph received the Book of Abraham solely from inspiration and unrelated {oagyyus or

physical document as somechurch members are now beginningd@im (despite statements

from numerous prophet$o the contrary 1 this theory does not explain the anachronisms found
within the Book of AbrahamA much more plausible explanation is that the Book of Abraham was
created by Joseph Smith rather than Abraham
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Kinderhook Plates

1. BackgroundOnApril 16, 1843, Robert Wildyegan digging a deep shaft in the middle of an Indian
moundlocated just outsidef Kinderhook, Illinois TheQuincy Whighewspaper reported that
Wileybeganthe excavation projecafter dreaming of lried treasure beneath the moundde
initially undertook the excavatioprocessalonebefore engaging the help df0 to 12mento assist
him. In timethey unearthed'six plates of brass of a bell shape, each having a hole near the small
end, and a ring through them all, and clasped with two clasps.” A member of the excavation team,
W.P. Harris, took the plates home, washed them, and treated them with sulphuricCruig. they
were cleanhe discovered that they wereovered in strange characters resemblimgroglyphics.

The plates were briefly exhileid in the city, and then serid Joseph SmithThe public wasurious
to know ifJosephwould be able to decipher theymbols on thelates.TheTimes and Seasons
claimed that thediscovery othe Kinderhook plates lent further credibility to tigook of

a 2 NJY Zaytheticity.

W2 aSLIKQa Of SNJ Wiliddn dlandn@dordesl that SporNEcéidinglieplates,
W2aSLIK aSyid T2N) KA& a1 So6 Niended tatrarfsidte the plpeS. B O2 vy ¥ &
May 1, 1843Claytonwrote in his journal that Joseph confirmed that tkenderhook plates were

genuine and that & had translated part of them:

d have seen 6 brass plates . cavered with ancient characters of language

containing from 30 to 4@n each side of the plates. Prest. J. [Joseph Smith, Jr.] has
translated a portion and says they contain the history of the person with whom they

were found and he was a descendent of Ham through the loins of Pharaoh King of

Egypt, and that he received shiKingdom from theNtzf SNJ 2F KSIF @Sy | yR
CAEETALY [t @02y W2 32SWIKE A{ WA /K>, MEyRIY D3 A2 O
1843, as quoted iffrials of DiscipleshipThe Story of William Clayton, a Mormagn

117)

Additionally, the History of 8§ / KdzNOK | GGNAo6dziSa GKS F2tft26Ay3
translated a portion of [the plates] and find they contain the history of the person whom they were
found. He was descendent of Ham through the loins of Pharaoh King of Egypt, andehat

received his Kingdom from thétzf SNJ 2 F K S I iSoy oflthg Rhuri/oN.b, K ®7) 6

W2AaSLIK { YAGK (GK2dzZ3K0 Sy2dzZaAK 2 T @R0FK S | K-AYAED 20N €R A
Reuben Hedlock to make woodcuts of the plates for future publicatidistory of the Church

5:37279. Just a month before his deathewspaperseported that he was "busy itranslating

them. The new work which Jo. is about to issagea translation of these plagewill be nothing more

nor less thara sequel to the Book of Mormon. .".(Warsaw SignalMay 22, 1844.The fact that

Joseph Smith was actually preparing a translation of the plates is verifigal &iticle published by

an LDS newspapgerhe Nauvoo Neighbpon June24, 1843.The article containing facsimiles of the
plates,stated "The contents of the plates, together with a Famile of the same, will be published

in the 'Times and Seasonas soormas thetranslation is completedh &or years after the discovery,

the Church heralded the plates as authentic
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2. Plates Revealed as Fraud'he Kinderhook hoax, however, began to unravel in 1855 when W.P.
Harris, a witness who had helped unearth the plates, webtetter indicating that the plates were
fraudulent. (W.P. Harris, letter to W.C. Flagg, 25 April 1855.) In June 1879, Wilburg-ugate
another of the original group who recovered the platesonfessed that the plates were fabricated
in order to undermis W2 & SLIK { Y A (afrochet.@/NBr Rugateé, etleritidlanes T.
/| 20602 on WdzyS My T dI Ay 2 S{ ol@provemennvEr&(SeE. 1962):KS Y
656, 658.)

Testing Confirms the Frau@®@ome LDS membegsiestioned whether thedarris and Fugate
statementswere credible and pointed to the fact that the artifactgere not available for
independent testingas they were lost about the time of the Civil War1920, however, one of
the plates came into the possession of the Chiddgorical SocietyWelby W. Ricks, President of
the BYU Archaeological Society, hailed the discovery as a vindication of Joseph Smith's work:

A recent rediscovery of one of the Kinderhook plates which was examined by Joseph
Smith, Jun., reaffirms higgphetic calling and reveals the false statementsd® by one

of the finders. . . The plates are now back in their original categofygenuine. ..
Joseph Smith, Jun., stands as a true prophet and translator of ancient records by divine
means and althe world is invited to investigate the truth which has sprung out of the
earth not only of the Kinderhook plates, but of the Book of Mormon as v&/klljy W.
Ricks;The Kinderhook Plateseprinted from thelmprovement EraSept. 1963

In 1965 the LDShurch granted permission {George M. Lawrence, a Mormon physicist, to
SEIFIYAYS GKS LXLFGSo Ly KA& NBLERNI [FoNBYyOS &N
workmanship are consistent with the facilities of an 1843 blacksmith shop and witinatine f

stories of the original participants.”

In 1980, the ChurchuthorizedDr. D. Lynn Johnspa Northwestern University materials engineer

and Latterday Saintfi 2 dza S (0 KS RSAGNUHzOGA GBS YSiK2Ra yS0Sa:
age In so doing, Dr. Johnseoncludedthat the plate was not of ancient origin. Instead, it was

LINE RdzOSR Ay G(KS mMynna Ay | YIyySN SEIThephte | a
owned by the Chicago Historical Society, and known as tideKiook Plates, is made from a brass

alloy consistent with the technology of the middle™@entury. The characters on the plate were
F2NY¥YSR o0& SGOKAY3a gAGK FOARX LINRPolofte yAGNRO
Plate Owned by thefCA OF 32 | AaU2NAOIf {20ASGezé¢ wmn LILIPT |

Additionally, further analysis verified thahe tested platecould not have been a forgery of the
Kinderhook Plates, but was in fact one of the actual plates discovered in Kinderhook inTi8k®
tests onfirmed the statements by Harris and Fugate about how the tablets wexatedin April
1843. Thereafterthe August 1981 edition of thEnsigrnconfirmed that the plates were a hoax.

I OO2NRAY3I (2 [5{ KAAGZ2NRAIY wA @&KtbiNStontieda KY I yY a
authenticity of the Kinderhook plates until 1980 when an examination conducted by the Chicago
Historical Society, possessor of one plate, proved it waiaeteenthO Sy (i dzNE  Busdnbn( A 2 y @
Rough Stone Rolling. 490)
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