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ά¢ƘŜ Ƴŀƴ ǿƘƻ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ƭƛǎǘŜƴ ǘƻ ŀƴ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƻǇǇƻǎŜǎ Ƙƛǎ ǾƛŜǿǎ 
either has a weak position or is a weak defender 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 partisanship soon turns him into an intolerant and a 

fanatic. In general it is true that nothing which cannot stand up under 
ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛǎƳ ƛǎ ǿƻǊǘƘ ŘŜŦŜƴŘƛƴƎΦέ 

ς James E. Talmage ς 
όǉǳƻǘƛƴƎ ά¢ƘŜ LƴǘƻƭŜǊŀƴǘ {ǇƛǊƛǘΦέ 9ŘƛǘƻǊƛŀƭΦ Pittsburgh Leader. November 13, 1919.) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



3 
 
 

Table of Contents  

Introduction ...................................................................................................................... 7 

Book of Abraham ............................................................................................................ 10 

1. Background .................................................................................................................................................... 10 

2. Suspicions and Concerns with BOA Translation Emerge ............................................................................... 11 

3. BOA Papyri Rediscovered ............................................................................................................................... 12 

4. BOA Papyri Exposed as Ordinary Funerary Documents  ................................................................................ 13 

5. !ƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ¢Ǌŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ CŀŎǎƛƳƛƭŜ м ................................................................................... 13 

6. !ƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ¢Ǌŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ CŀŎǎƛƳƛƭŜ н ................................................................................... 14 

7. !ƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ¢Ǌŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ of Facsimile 3 ................................................................................... 16 

8. BOA Espouses Discredited Views of Science.................................................................................................. 17 

9. BOA Utilizes King James Version Text ............................................................................................................ 17 

10. BOA Anachronisms ......................................................................................................................................... 17 

11. /ƘǳǊŎƘΩǎ 9ǎǎŀȅ 5ŜōǳƴƪŜŘ .............................................................................................................................. 17 

12. WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ tƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ {ƻǳǊŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ /ƻƳǇƻǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ .h! ............................................................................ 21 

13. Additional BOA Information  .......................................................................................................................... 22 

14. Conclusions .................................................................................................................................................... 22 

Kinderhook Plates ........................................................................................................... 23 

1. Background .................................................................................................................................................... 23 

2. Plates Revealed as Fraud ............................................................................................................................... 24 

3. Questions and Concerns ................................................................................................................................ 26 

4. LƳǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ wƻƭŜ ŀǎ tǊƻǇƘŜǘ ŀƴŘ {ŜŜǊ ............................................................................ 26 

Book of Mormon Translation ........................................................................................... 27 

1. BOM Translated with a Peep Stone ............................................................................................................... 27 

2. /ƘǳǊŎƘ Iŀǎ bƻǘ !ŎŎǳǊŀǘŜƭȅ ¢ŀǳƎƘǘ ǘƘŜ .ha ¢Ǌŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻŎŜǎǎΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦΦΦн8 

3. Urim and Thummim Not Used in BOM Translation ....................................................................................... 30 

4. Gold Plates Not Used During BOM Translation ............................................................................................. 30 

5. ¢Ǌŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ¢ƛƳŜƭƛƴŜ wŀƛǎŜǎ !ŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ /ƻƴŎŜǊƴǎΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦол 

6. Translation Process Raises Troubling Questions ............................................................................................ 31 

Book of Mormon. ............................................................................................................ 32 

1. DNA Evidence Disproves BOM Claims ........................................................................................................... 32 



4 
 
 

2. BOM Errors and Anachronisms ...................................................................................................................... 33 

3. No Archaeological Evidence Directly Supporting BOM.................................................................................. 34 

4. BOM Contains KJV Text .................................................................................................................................. 38 

5. BOM Contains KJV Translation Errors ............................................................................................................ 38 

6. Similarities with View of the Hebrews ........................................................................................................... 39 

7. Similarities with The Late War ....................................................................................................................... 41 

8. Similarities with The First Book of Napoleon ................................................................................................. 43 

9. Early BOM Editions Teach Trinity ................................................................................................................... 43 

10. BOM Conflicts with First Vision Account ....................................................................................................... 45 

11. Implausibility of Jaredite Story ...................................................................................................................... 45 

12. Authorship and Divine Origin ......................................................................................................................... 45 

13. WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ tƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ {ƻǳǊŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ /ƻƳǇƻǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ .ha........................................................................... 47 

First Vision ...................................................................................................................... 48 

1. At Least Nine First Vision Accounts ................................................................................................................ 48 

2. Summary of First Vision Accounts ................................................................................................................. 48 

3. Differences Among the Accounts................................................................................................................... 49 

4. Joseph Smith Never Mentioned Vision Unil Years Later ................................................................................ 51 

5. Joseph Smith Enhanced First Vision Account to Stave-Off Leadership Crisis ................................................ 53 

6. Joseph Smith Taught Trinity Following First Vision........................................................................................ 54 

Priesthood Restoration ................................................................................................... 56 

1. Overview ........................................................................................................................................................ 56 

2. Background .................................................................................................................................................... 56 

3. Specific Problems with Priesthood Restoration Account .............................................................................. 56 

4. Articles Discussing Unsupported Story of Priesthood Restoration Account ................................................. 58 

Polygamy/Polyandry ....................................................................................................... 60 

1. Background .................................................................................................................................................... 60 

2. Joseph Smith Practiced Polygamy .................................................................................................................. 60 

3. Joseph Smith Practiced Polyandry ................................................................................................................. 61 

4. Informational /ƘŀǊǘ ƻŦ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ 5ƻŎǳƳŜƴǘŜŘ ²ƛǾŜǎ .......................................................................... 62 

5. 9ǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ !ŘǳƭǘŜǊȅ ............................................................................................................. 63 

6. Joseph Smith Practiced Polygamy Prior to Alleged Revelation ..................................................................... 63 

7. 9ŀǊƭȅ tƻƭȅƎŀƳƛǎǘ ¦ƴƛƻƴǎ bƻǘ {ŀƴŎǘƛƻƴŜŘ ¦ƴŘŜǊ DƻŘΩǎ [ŀǿǎ ......................................................................... 64 

8. Polygamy Condemned by Revelation ............................................................................................................ 64 



5 
 
 

9. Joseph Smith Was Coercive in his Marriage Proposals .................................................................................. 65 

10. IŜƭŜƴ aŀǊ YƛƳōŀƭƭ όWƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ мп-Year-Old Wife) ................................................................................. 65 

11. Joseph Smith had Sexual Relationship with Wives ........................................................................................ 66 

12. Joseph Smith Repeatedly Lied About Polygamy ............................................................................................ 67 

13. WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘ aŀǊǊƛŜŘ ²ƻƳŜƴ ²ƛǘƘƻǳǘ 9ƳƳŀΩǎ YƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ ....................................................................... 68 

14. Bogus Justifications for Polygamy .................................................................................................................. 69 

15. Joseph Smith Violated Revealed Rules Governing Polygamy ........................................................................ 70 

16. 9ǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ LƳƳƻǊŀƭ tǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ ǘƻ WŀƴŜ [ŀǿ ..................................................................................... 71 

Book of Mormon Witnesses ............................................................................................ 73 

1. Overview ........................................................................................................................................................ 73 

2. Magical Worldview ........................................................................................................................................ 73 

3. Analysis of Three Witnesses........................................................................................................................... 76 

4. Analysis of Eight Witnesses ............................................................................................................................ 79 

5. /ƭƻǎŜ wŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ .ŜǘǿŜŜƴ .ha ²ƛǘƴŜǎǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦул 

6. ²ƛǘƴŜǎǎŜǎ {ŀǿ DƻƭŘ tƭŀǘŜǎ ±ƛŀ ά{ŜŎƻƴŘ {ƛƎƘǘέ ............................................................................................. 81 

7. bƻ 5ƻŎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ²ƛǘƴŜǎǎŜǎΩ {ƛƎƴŀǘǳǊŜǎ ....................................................................................................... 82 

8. James Strang and the Voree Plates Witnesses .............................................................................................. 82 

9. BOM ²ƛǘƴŜǎǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ CŀƳƛƭȅ {ǳǎǘŀƛƴŜŘ {ǘǊŀƴƎ ŀǎ tǊƻǇƘŜǘ .................................................... 83 

10. tǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ǿƛǘƘ /ƘǳǊŎƘΩǎ wŜƭƛŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ ²ƛǘƴŜǎǎŜǎ ............................................................................................ 84 

11. Conclusion ...................................................................................................................................................... 85 

Prophets ......................................................................................................................... 87 

1. Overview ........................................................................................................................................................ 87 

2. Adam-God Theology ...................................................................................................................................... 87 

3. Blood Atonement ........................................................................................................................................... 88 

4. Polygamy ........................................................................................................................................................ 89 

5. Race and the Priesthood ................................................................................................................................ 90 

6. Doctrine Versus Opinion ................................................................................................................................ 91 

Temples & Freemasonry .................................................................................................. 91 

1. Introduction ................................................................................................................................................... 91 

2. Similarities Between Temple Ceremony and Freemasonry Rituals ............................................................... 91 

3. Masonry Developed During the Dark Ages .................................................................................................... 91 

4. Temple Changes ............................................................................................................................................. 92 

5. Purpose of Temples ....................................................................................................................................... 92 



6 
 
 

6. Conclusion ...................................................................................................................................................... 92 

Miscellaneous Concerns .................................................................................................. 93 

1. Death Prior to the Fall .................................................................................................................................... 93 

2. First Humans .................................................................................................................................................. 93 

3. Jaredite Story ................................................................................................................................................. 93 

4. bƻŀƘΩǎ !Ǌƪ ...................................................................................................................................................... 93 

5. Other Discredited Scriptural Claims ............................................................................................................... 94 

6. Bizarre Scriptural Claims and Beliefs .............................................................................................................. 94 

Testimony, Truth, and the Holy Ghost ............................................................................. 96 

1. Background .................................................................................................................................................... 96 

2. {ƛƳƛƭŀǊ 9ȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜǎ ƛƴ hǘƘŜǊ wŜƭƛƎƛƻƴǎΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦΧфс 

3. Spiritual Feelings are Inherently Unreliable ................................................................................................... 98 

4. CŜŜƭƛƴƎǎ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ²ƛǘƘ άbŜǿέ LƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ..................................................................................................... 99 

5. Truth Versus Utility ........................................................................................................................................ 99 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



7 
 
 

Introduction  

I hope those of you who read this document do not get the wrong idea: I am not leaving 

the Church out of anger, sin, or laziness. I am not leaving due to anti-Mormon literature 

or to pursue different lifestyle choices. And I am not leaving in hopes of bringing others 

with me. Rather, I am leaving for only one simple reason: I no longer believe 

fundamental Church doctrines. 

 

I realize my 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 cause additional 

heartache, particularly in light of all that the Church has given me. The Church has 

molded me into a better individual, husband, and father. It has provided me with life-

changing experiences and life-long friends. Walking away from the only faith I have ever 

known feels a lot like leaving behind a loyal friend. 

 

My crisis of faith began in 2008. At the time, I was serving as Branch President.  In so 

doing, I met and counseled with many individuals who were struggling with their 

testimony.  During these counseling sessions, several members raised difficult questions 

about seemingly obscure doctrines and certain aspects of church history. Initially, I 

dismissed these concerns and tried to shift their focus to better-understood doctrines 

and principles. About that same time, I invited a friend and co-worker to take the 

missionary discussions. He 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, my friend raised some of the same concerns that I had 

previously discussed with various branch members. Once again, I dismissed these 

concerns as the product of false, anti-Mormon literature. 

 

At the conclusion of these conversations, I felt somewhat dissatisfied with the way I 

handled the various questions and concerns. As a Branch President, I felt an obligation 

to have answers and insights to gospel questions. I therefore decided to delve into a 

research project in order to squarely address these unresolved issues. 

 

In the days and weeks that followed, I studied a variety of LDS sources fully-intending to 

find answers to my questions.  To my surprise, however, I discovered that the concerns 

at issue were both factual and legitimate. Although I was secure in my testimony, I was 

shaken by the fact that I had never heard of these issues. Occasionally, I began to 

ǿƻƴŘŜǊ ǿƘŀǘ ŜƭǎŜ L ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƘǳǊŎƘΦ  For the first time in my life, I began 

having small doubts of my own. 
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Over the next several months, I put my doubts aside and hoped they would simply go 

away.  Or, at the very least, I thought I could diminish the doubts with increased faith 

and church service.  To my dismay, my doubts were unrelenting. 

 

As the months morphed into years, I fruitlessly searched a variety of LDS-friendly 

sources looking for answers.  Instead, my research both reinforced my concerns and 

created new ones. In turn, I began feeling increasingly uncomfortable at 

church. Sacrament meeting talks about Joseph Smith and the early church no longer 

rang true. I frequently felt inadequate in my calling and fraudulent during priesthood 

blessings. I felt trapped between what I wanted to believe and what I was discovering 

about my faith. 

 

I tried to cobble together a set of beliefs that could somehow reconcile my faith in the 

ŎƘǳǊŎƘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƴȅ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳŀǘƛŎ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ƭƛŦŜ ŀƴŘ ŎƘǳǊŎƘ 

doctrine.  But every time I settled on a position, I discovered new cracks in the 

foundation. 

 

My crisis of faith initially caught me off guard and, in turn, my emotions ran the gamut. I 

felt loneliness, frustration, something comparable to betrayal, sadness, confusion, and 

hopelessness. But I have found peace in my chosen path. 

 

I am now coming to understand that my story is not unique. In recent years, numerous 

news outlets have detailed the so-called Mormon exodus. A recent Reuters article, 

Mormonism Besieged by the Modern Age, quotes Elder Marlin K. Jensen, then-Church 

Historian and General Authority, as saying: "Maybe since Kirtland, we've never had a 

period of - Lϥƭƭ Ŏŀƭƭ ƛǘ ŀǇƻǎǘŀǎȅΣ ƭƛƪŜ ǿŜϥǊŜ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ƴƻǿΦέ  The article speculates that this 

collective crisis may be attributable to an Internet-age where ǘƘŜ /ƘǳǊŎƘΩǎ ǿŀrts are 

subject to examination. Recent research (including a 3,000 member survey) indicates 

that the crisis may also be attributable to the fact that the Church does not adequately 

brace its members for what they will find upon engaging in a 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 papyri were discovered and analyzed by Egyptologists and ultimately 

translated much differently than by Joseph Smith. We do not talk about the revisions to 

ǘƘŜ .ƻƻƪ ƻŦ aƻǊƳƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭǎ ƻŦ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ǇƻƭȅƎŀƳƛǎǘ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜǎΣ ƻǊ ǘƘŜ 5b! 

studies implicating the Book of Mormon. Questions about such topics are frowned upon 

because they are uncomfortable. Moreover, many members do not understand the 

ŦƻǊŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ άƴŜǿέ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴΦ bƻǘ ƪƴƻǿƛƴƎ Ƙƻǿ ǘƻ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘΣ ǘƘŜȅ ǊŜŀŎǘ ŘŜŦŜƴǎƛǾŜƭȅΦ 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2012/01/31/us-mormonchurch-idUSTRE80T1CM20120131
http://mormonstories.org/top-5-myths-and-truths-about-why-committed-mormons-leave-the-church/
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They are inclined to dismiss much of the evidence as anti-Mormon. In turn, doubters are 

often instructed to return to the familiar formula: scriptures, prayer, and church 

attendance. 

 

This approach has isolated many of us from the rest of the Church and ultimately 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. I believe quite the opposite: an unwillingness to subject 

ƻƴŜΩǎ ōŜƭƛŜŦǎ ǘƻ ǊƛƎƻǊƻǳǎ ǎŎǊǳǘƛƴȅ ƛǎΣ inherently, a weakness of faith. 

 

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 

undermined much of what I wanted to believe until they eventually became debilitating. 

Nonetheless, for several years I continued exercising faith in the Church because I hoped 

ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǘǊǳŜ ŀƴŘ L ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ŀƴȅ ǿŀȅ ǘƻ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǇǊƻǾŜ ƻǊ ŘƛǎǇǊƻǾŜ ƛǘǎ 

truthfulness.  But as I carefully studied church history and doctrine, it became apparent 

that certain LDS teachings and beliefs are objectively false. As these issues added up, I 

found it increasingly difficult to trust those aspects of the Church that must be accepted 

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

 

My decision to leave the Church is the product of a five-and-a-half-year journey that 

included countless hours of research, study, and prayer.  And now that I have arrived at 

this point, I feel compelled to provide an explanation for my decision.  The following 

essays analyze the evidence undermining both the Church and my once-flourishing 

testimony. I have compiled the following information from many sources (most of which 

would be considered friendly to the Church) and, in many instances, copied without 

attribution.1 

 

I realize that many of my loved ones will never agree with my decision to leave the 

Church, but I hope those who read these essays can come to appreciate the depth of my 

doubts, the sincerity of my search, and my rationale in parting from a faith that has, 

despite my heartfelt efforts, proven elusive.  

 

                                                           
1
   I initially discovered a great deal of the information contained in this document while reading books, essays, and articles 

written by LDS authors (including Richard Bushman, Terryl Givens, 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, 
ŜǘŎΦύΦ  IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ L ǳƭǘƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ ǊŜƭƛŜŘ ƘŜŀǾƛƭȅ ƻƴ WŜǊŜƳȅ wǳƴƴŜƭǎΩ Letter to a CES Director and mormonthink.com during the 
drafting process, as these sources (1) were available online, (2) quoted many of the LDS sources I had read previously, and 
(3) contained information that I was largely able to verify with LDS-friendly sources.  In so doing, I essentially utilized 
wǳƴƴŜƭǎΩ ƭŜǘǘŜǊκƻǳǘƭƛƴŜ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǳƴŘŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘΤ L ƳƻŘƛŦƛŜŘ ƳǳŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛǎǎǳŜǎΣ 
discarded aspects that did not cause me concern, and supplemented and added information relating to aspects that I 
deemed most problematic. 

http://cesletter.com/Letter-to-a-CES-Director.pdf
http://www.mormonthink.com/


10 
 
 

Book of Abraham  

1. Background 
Perhaps the most problematic issue undermining the Church is the Book of Abraham.  In July of 
1835, a traveling showman named Michael Chandler brought an exhibit consisting of four Egyptian 
mummies and papyri to Kirtland, Ohio, then the home of the Latter-day Saints. The papyri 
contained Egyptian hieroglyphics, which intrigued Joseph Smith. Joseph was given permission to 
look at the papyri scrolls in the exhibit, upon which he pronounced a marvelous discovery:  
 

άώ²ϐith W. W. Phelps and Oliver Cowdery as scribes, I commence the translation of 
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 I proceed to examine or 
unfold them. Truly we can say, the Lord is beginning to reveal the abundance of 
ǇŜŀŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǘǊǳǘƘΦέ (History of the Church, Vol. 2, p. 236). 

 
Astounded by their good fortune in finding the writings of Abraham and Joseph of Egypt, several 
members of the Church purchased the papyri and mummies for $2,400.  Shortly thereafter, Joseph 
apparently received confirmation that the scrolls contained the writings of Abraham.  
 

The prophet took [the scrolls] 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 Pratt, Journal of Discourses, vol. 26.) 

 
Approximately seven years later, Joseph finished translating the scroll he called the Book of 
Abraham, but died before translating the Book of Joseph scroll.  
 
The LDS Church believes the Book of Abraham was written by Abraham himself, as shown in the 
preface to the Book of Abraham:  
 

"THE BOOK OF ABRAHAM 
άTRANSLATED FROM THE PAPYRUS, BY JOSEPH SMITH  
άA 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, written by his own hand, upon papyrus." 

 
In addition, Wilford Woodruff recorded in his diary on February 19, 1842 that the Book of Abraham 
was literally written by Abraham.  This would make the Book of Abraham the only existing original 
copy of a scriptural book. It would also date the record of Abraham (about 2,000 B.C.) to some 500 
years prior to the Book of Genesis authored by Moses, between 1440-1400 B.C. 
 

άWƻǎŜǇƘ ǘƘŜ {ŜŜǊ Ƙŀǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǳǎ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ƻƻƪ ƻŦ !ōǊŀƘŀƳ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ 
by his own hand but hid from the knowledge of man for the last four thousand years 
ōǳǘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǿ ŎƻƳŜ ǘƻ ƭƛƎƘǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ƳŜǊŎȅ ƻŦ DƻŘΦέ  όDiary of Wilford Woodruff, 

https://byustudies.byu.edu/hc/hcpgs/hc.aspx
http://books.google.com/books?id=W0UEAAAAQAAJ&pg=PA65&lpg=PA65&dq=d+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&source=bl&ots=-VpG5fpEpp&sig=35MyjeN-AhkYbO7gKMctHRylxLQ&hl=en&sa=X&ei=6g-xUrnoEJGCyAHr54FI&ved=0CC4Q6AEwAA#v=onepage&q=d%20inquired%20of%20the%20Lord%20concerning%20them.%20The%20Lord%20told%20him%20they%20were%20sacred%20records%2C%20containing%20the%20inspired%20writings%20of%20Abraham%20when%20he%20was%20in%20Egypt%2C%20and%20also%20those%20of%20Joseph%2C%2
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entry of February 19, 1842, LDS archives; also in Jay M. Todd, The Saga of the Book 
of Abraham (Salt Lake City, Utah: Deseret Book Co., 1969), p. 221.) 

 
After completing the translation, Joseph used the Book of Abraham material in sermons, lectures 
and other writings. In 1880, the Book of Abraham, by unanimous vote of LDS authorities, was 
"canonized" as official scripture of the LDS Church as part of the Pearl of Great Price. 
 

2. 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 meant anything he wanted, 
and he could not be proven wrong.  However, once scholars learned to decipher the Egyptian 
ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜΣ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ ǘǊanslation became subject to considerable analysis and examination.  In 
virtually all instances, scholars concluded that the Book of Abraham was a fraud. 
 
1856 Challenge: In 1856, a copy of the Pearl of Great Price found its way to the Louvre in Paris and 
was brought to M. Theodule Deveria. As one of the pioneers in Egyptology, Deveria was asked to 
offer an analysis of the book.   Deveria immediately recognized all three facsimiles published with 
the Book of Abraham as copies of common Egyptian funerary documents, which he had examined 
on hundreds occasions. Deveria dismissed Joseph's translation as fraudulent nonsense. His 
comments first appeared in a two-volume work by Jules Remy, άVoyage au Pays des Mormons.έ 
 
1912 Challenge:  WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ ǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀƴŎƛŜƴǘ ǇŀǇȅǊƛ ǿŀǎ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ǎŎǊǳǘƛƴƛȊŜŘ by Rt. Reverend 
Franklin S. Spalding, Episcopal Bishop of Utah, in 1912. Spalding sent copies 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 interpretations.  The eight Egyptologists and 
Semitists who responded were unanimous in ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎŎŀǘƘƛƴƎ ǾŜǊŘƛŎǘΥ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ǇŀǇȅǊƛ ǿŜǊŜ 
common Egyptian funerary texts and wholly unrelated to the Book of Abraham. 
 

¶ "Joseph Smith's interpretation of these cuts is a farrago of nonsense from beginning to end," 
adding that "five minutes study in an Egyptian gallery of any museum should be enough to 
convince any educated man of the clumsiness of the imposture; . . . ."  (Dr. Arthur Mace, 
Assistant Curator, Metropolitan Museum of Art, New York, Dept. of Egyptian Art.) 
 

¶ "[D]ifficult to deal seriously with Smith's impudent fraud," wrote another from Oxford, England. 
"Smith has turned the Goddess into a king and Osiris into Abraham."  (Dr. A. H. Sayce, Oxford, 
England.) 
 

¶ "[The evidence] very clearly demonstrates that [Joseph Smith] was totally unacquainted with 
the significance of these documents and absolutely ignorant of the simplest facts of Egyptian 
Writing and civilization."  (James H. Breasted, Ph.D., Haskell Oriental Museum, University of 
Chicago.) 
 

¶ "[T]he attempts to guess a meaning are too absurd to be noticed. It may be safely said that 
there is not one single word that is true in these explanations."  (Dr. W.M. Flinders Petrie, 
London University) 
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3. Book of Abraham Papyri Rediscovered:  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 fragments that the LDS Church purchased in 1835. In 
1967, the Museum presented the papyri as a gift to the Church. 
 
!ƴŀƭȅȊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŘƛǎŎƻǾŜǊŜŘ ǇŀǇȅǊƛ όƛƴ ŎƻƴƧǳƴŎǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ǇŀǇŜǊǎύ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ǳǎ 
with a great deal of insight into how Joseph attempted to translate the papyri.  Specifically, the 
Church has retained a copy of the Grammar and Alphabet of the Egyptian Language (GAEL), which 
ǿŀǎ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ƛƴ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ƴƻǘŜōƻƻƪǎΦ  ¢ƘŜ D!9[ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴǎ handwritten copies of the 
original translation work that showed the individual Egyptian figures from the papyrus down the 
left margin of a page, with the English translation next to it. The handwriting on these copies 
ōŜƭƻƴƎŜŘ ǘƻ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ ǎŎǊƛōŜǎ, who assisted him with the translation. These Egyptian figures appear 
in a portion of one of the recovered papyrus, all in exactly the same order that they appear on the 
ƘŀƴŘǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ϦǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴϦ ǇŀƎŜǎΦ  YŜǾƛƴ aŀǘƘƛŜΩǎ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ƛǎǎǳŜ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ōƻƻƪΣ Examining the 
Book of Abraham, demonstrates that Joseph Smith used the recovered papyrus in translating the 
Book of Abraham. The following pictures demonstrate how Joseph Smith tried to construct the 
Book of Abraham based on each hieroglyphic character on the papyrus. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://bookofabraham.com/boamathie/BOA_4.html
http://josephsmithpapers.org/paperSummary/grammar-and-alphabet-of-the-egyptian-language-circa-july-circa-december-1835?dm=image-and-text&zm=zoom-inner&tm=expanded&p=8&s=undefined&sm=none
http://cesletter.com/debunking-fairmormon/book-of-mormon.html#5
http://www.bookofabraham.com/boamathie/BOA_TOC.html
http://www.bookofabraham.com/boamathie/BOA_TOC.html
http://bookofabraham.com/boamathie/BOA_5.html
http://bookofabraham.com/boamathie/BOA_5.html
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4. ά.ƻƻƪ ƻŦ !ōǊŀƘŀƳ Papyriέ 9ȄǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǎ Ordinary Funerary Documents:  In time, researchers 
obtained adequate copies of the rediscovered papyri and began comparing them with the Book of 
Abraham text.  But scholar after scholar, both inside and outside the LDS Church, concluded that 
there was no connection between the Book of Abraham text and the papyri scrolls. Rather, 
Egyptologists identified the papyri as ordinary Egyptian funerary documents. The section of the 
papyri used by Joseph was from a document called the Book of Breathings and contained the 
specific name of the deceased individual for whom it had been prepared. Other papyrus fragments 
from the collection were from the Egyptian Book of the Dead, an earlier collection of writings with 
a similar purpose. In fact, the papyrus used by Joseph Smith to άǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘŜέ the Book of Abraham 
has been dated by scholars to 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. In July 2014, the Church released an essay 
ǎǘŀǘƛƴƎΥ άaƻǊƳƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƴƻƴ-Mormon Egyptologists agree that the characters on the fragments do not match 

the translation given in ǘƘŜ .ƻƻƪ ƻŦ !ōǊŀƘŀƳΦέ Moreover, Dr. Stephen E. Thompson is an LDS scholar 
who holds a Ph.D. in Egyptology from Brown University. In a paper given at the 1993 Sunstone 
Symposia, Dr. Thompson presented his reasons for concluding that Joseph Smith did not produce 
the Book of Abraham by translating it from an Egyptian papyrus scroll he obtained in 1835.  Here is 
a link to a PDF copy of his paper, Egyptology and the Book of Abraham. 
 
Likewise, University of Chicago Egyptology Professor Robert Ritner wrote a paper in 2003 about the 
Book of Abraham. (Dr. Robert Ritner, "'The Breathing Permit of Hor' Among the Joseph Smith 
Papyri," Journal of Near Eastern Studies, July 2003 issue, Volume 62, Number 3, pp. 161-180.)  
Ritner is a highly-respected Egyptologist and his interpretation of the papyri is consistent with that 
of every other non-LDS Egyptologist: the BOA bears no relationship to the papyri.  Ritner stated: 
ά9ȄŎŜǇǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƛƭƭŦǳƭƭȅ ōƭƛƴŘΣ ǘhe case ƛǎ ŎƭƻǎŜŘΦέ Ritner also identifies many of the deceitful 
tactics that LDS apologists use to defend the BOA. You can read the article here. 
 

5. Facsimile 1: The following is analysis of Facsimile 1. The picture on the left shows the rediscovered 
papyri (including images Joseph Smith and his scribes penciled in). The picture on the right is the 
final version that appears in the canonized Book of Abraham. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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
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The following image is what Facsimile 1 should have looked like had Joseph Smith correctly finished 
the image: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The following is a side-by-side comparison of what Joseph Smith translated in Facsimile #1 versus 
what it actually says according to modern Egyptologists: 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.mormoninfographics.com/2012/08/book-of-abraham-facsimile-1-examined.html
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6. Facsimile #2: The following is a side-by-side comparison of what Joseph Smith translated in 
Facsimile #2 versus what it actually says according to Egyptologists: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Strangely, Joseph Smith claimed that figure 7 in Facsimile 2 represented άDƻŘ ǎƛǘǘƛƴƎ ƻƴ Ƙƛǎ 
throne.έ  Egyptologists, however, have determined that it is actually Min, the pagan Egyptian god 
of fertility or sex.  

 

 

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Min_(god)
http://www.mormoninfographics.com/2012/08/book-of-abraham-facsimile-2-examined.html
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7. Facsimile #3: The following is a side-by-side comparison of what Joseph Smith translated in 
Facsimile #3 versus what it actually says according to Egyptologists and modern Egyptology: 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8. Discredited Science:  The Book of Abraham (particularly in chapter 3) teaches a Newtonian view of 
the universe.  IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ .ƻƻƪΩǎ Newtonian astronomy concepts, mechanics, and models of the 
universe have been discredited by 20th Century Einsteinian physics.  In fact, Keith Norman, an LDS 
scholar, has written that, "It is no longer possible [for the LDS Church] to pretend there is no 
ŎƻƴŦƭƛŎǘέ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎŎǊŜŘƛǘŜŘ bŜǿǘƻƴƛŀƴ άǎŎƛŜƴŎŜέ ŎƻƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ .ƻƻƪ ƻŦ !ōǊŀƘŀƳ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 
scientific discoveries of today.  (Keith E. Norman, Ph.D., Mormon Cosmology: Can it Survive the Big 
Bang?, Sunstone Magazine, 1986) 

 
Many of the astronomical and cosmological ideas found in both Joseph Smith's environment and in 
the Book of Abraham are now out of vogue, and some of these Newtonian concepts are scientific 
relics. The evidence suggests that the Book of Abraham reflects concepts of Joseph Smith's time 
and place rather than those of an ancient world.  (Grant Palmer, !ƴ LƴǎƛŘŜǊΩǎ ±ƛŜǿ ƻŦ aƻǊƳƻƴ 
Origins, p.25.)  As one example, Facsimile 2, Figure #5 states the sun gets its light from Kolob.  
However, the ǎǳƴΩǎ ǎƻǳǊŎŜ ƻŦ ŜƴŜǊƎȅ is internal, and not external. The sun shines because of 
thermonuclear fusion; not because it gets its light from any other star as claimed by the Book of 
Abraham.  
 

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
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9. .ƻƻƪΩǎ Use of KJV Text: The primary source for chapters 2, 4, and 5 of the Book of Abraham is 
Genesis chapters 1, 2, 11, and 12.  Sixty-six out of 77 verses are quotations or close paraphrases of 
KJV wording. (Palmer, !ƴ LƴǎƛŘŜǊΩǎ ±ƛŜǿ ƻŦ aƻǊƳƻƴ hǊƛƎƛƴǎ, p.19).  The Book of Abraham is 
ǎǳǇǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀƴ ŀƴŎƛŜƴǘ ǘŜȄǘ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ǘƘƻǳǎŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀƎƻ άby ώ!ōǊŀƘŀƳΩǎϐ own hand upon 
papyrus.έ  Why is 17th Century King James Version text contained in the Book?  What does this say 
about the book being anciently written by Abraham? 
 

10. Anachronisms: The Book of Abraham contains numerous anachronisms (which are words, objects, 
or events that are placed in a time or setting where they do not belong or could not have existed).  
These anachronisms constitute clear ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ōƻƻƪΩǎ authenticity.  For example: 

 

¶ 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 150-100 B.C.E. 

¶ Chaldea:  This name occurs in Abraham 1:1, 8, 13, 20, 23, 29, 30, and 2:4. The Chaldeans 
appeared in the ninth century B.C.E. in the land south of present-day Iraq (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., then the reference to the "Chaldeans" in the Book of 
Abraham is an anachronism of 700 years or more. 

¶ Pharaoh:  ¢ƘŜ .ƻƻƪ ƻŦ !ōǊŀƘŀƳ ǳǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ άtƘŀǊŀƻƘέ as the name of rulers of Egypt 
(Abr 1:6, 20, 26) and says that the meaning of the word (Abr 1:20) is άƪƛƴƎ ōȅ Ǌƻȅŀƭ ōƭƻƻŘΦέ 
¢ƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǊǳƭŜǊ ƴŀƳŜŘ άtƘŀǊŀƻƘέ is identified as a great-grandson of Noah (Abr 1:25).  The 
linguƛǎǘƛŎ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ άǇƘŀǊŀƻƘέ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭƭȅ ƳŜŀƴǘ άƎǊŜŀǘ ƘƻǳǎŜΦέ It did not 
become a title for the king until the beginning of the New Kingdom (18th Dynasty), which 
began about 1567 B.C. ƭƻƴƎ ŀŦǘŜǊ !ōǊŀƘŀƳΩǎ ŘŜŀǘƘΦ 

¶ Egyptus (Abr 1:23-25):  The Book of Abraham states that "Egyptus" was the wife of Ham 
(the son of Noah) and the mother of Pharaoh who established the first Egyptian 
government. (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 country until the Greeks 
had contact with it, long after Abraham's time.  Simply stated, the word was not even in 
existence when Abraham was alive. 

 
11. Church Essay Debunked: On July 8, 2014, the Church published an essay concerning the Book of 

Abraham in the topical guide of LDS.org: Translation and Historicity of the Book of Abraham.  The 
essay theorizes Ƙƻǿ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ άǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘŜŘέ ǘƘŜ .ƻƻƪ ƻŦ !ōǊŀƘŀƳ ǿƘŜƴ 
Egyptologists have determined that the Book of Abraham bears no relationship to the papyri from 
which it was translated.  !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƴǳƳŜǊƻǳǎ ǎŎƘƻƭŀǊǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ /ƘǳǊŎƘΩǎ ŜǎǎŀȅΣ 5ǊΦ 
Robert Ritner, Professor of Egyptology in the Oriental Institute, housed at the University of Chicago, 
published one of the more persuasive rebuttals. In so doing, Ritner deconstructs many of the 
/ƘǳǊŎƘΩǎ ŎƭŀƛƳǎΦ  wƛǘƴŜǊΩǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƘŜǊŜ. 
 
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. 
 

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/


18 
 
 

Theory 1: Joseph translated Egyptian papyri into English.  The 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 engaged in translating an alphabet to the Book of Abraham, and 
ŀǊǊŀƴƎƛƴƎ ŀ ƎǊŀƳƳŀǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 9ƎȅǇǘƛŀƴ ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜ ŀǎ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŀƴŎƛŜƴǘǎΦέ 
 
. . . it appears that Joseph Smith began translating portions of the book of Abraham 
almost immediately after the purchase of 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 evidence 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 
ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ άGrammar and Alphabet of the Egyptian Languageέ ŀŦǘŜǊ ƻōǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǇȅǊƛΣ 
indicating that he was attempting a literal character-by-character translation.   
 
{ŜŎƻƴŘΣ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ ƻǿn statements clearly indicate that he believed he was translating the papyri in 
the literal, traditional manner.  For example: 
 

¶ άLΣ ǿƛǘƘ ²ώƛƭƭƛŀƳϐ ²Φ tƘŜƭǇǎ ŀƴŘ hώƭƛǾŜǊϐ /ƻǿŘŜǊȅΣ ŀǎ ǎŎǊƛōŜǎΣ ŎƻƳƳŜƴŎŜŘ ǘƘŜ 
translation of 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 I proceed to examine or 
unfold them. 
 
ά!ǎ aǊ /ƘŀƴŘƭŜǊ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ǘƻƭŘ ǘƘŀǘ L ŎƻǳƭŘ ǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘŜ ǘƘŜƳΣ ƘŜ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ƳŜ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊǎΣ ŀƴŘ L ƎŀǾŜ ƘƛƳ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴ Φ Φ Φ Φέ  όCǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ Joseph Smith Papers, July 
6, 1835.) 
 

¶ άώWǳƭȅΣ муорϐ ς The remainder of this month I was continually engaged in translating an 
alphabet to the Book of Abraham, and arranging a grammar of the Egyptian language s 
practiced by the ancientsΦέ  όHistory of the Church, Vol. 2, pg. 238.) 
 

¶ άhŎǘƻōŜǊ м ώΣ муорϐ ς This afternoon labored on the Egyptian alphabet, in company with 
Brothers O. Cowdery and W.W. Phelps, and during the research, the principles of 
ŀǎǘǊƻƴƻƳȅ ŀǎ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘƻƻŘ ōȅ CŀǘƘŜǊ !ōǊŀƘŀƳ Φ Φ Φ Φέ  όHistory of the Church, Vol. 2, pg. 
236.) 
 

¶ άbƻǾŜƳōŜǊ мтΣ муор ς Exhibited the alphabet of the ancient records, to Mr. Holmes, 
ŀƴŘ ǎƻƳŜ ƻǘƘŜǊǎΦέ  (History of the Church, Vol. 2, pg. 316.) 
 

¶ ά¢ƘŜ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ƻŦ !ōǊŀƘŀƳ ŀƴŘ WƻǎŜǇƘΣ ŦƻǳƴŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƳǳƳƳƛŜǎΣ ƛǎ ōŜŀǳǘƛŦǳƭƭȅ written 
upon papyrusΣ ǿƛǘƘ ōƭŀŎƪΣ ŀƴŘ ǎƳŀƭƭ ǇŀǊǘ ǊŜŘΣ ƛƴƪ ƻǊ ǇƭŀƴǘΣ ƛƴ ǇŜǊŦŜŎǘ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴΦέ  
History of the Church, Vol. 2, pg. 348.) 

http://josephsmithpapers.org/paperSummary/grammar-and-alphabet-of-the-egyptian-language-circa-july-circa-december-1835
http://josephsmithpapers.org/paperSummary/history-1838-1856-volume-b-1-1-september-1834-2-november-1838?locale=eng&p=50
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The Church, however, has a serious problem if Joseph literally translated the papyri as he claimed.  
Every non-LDS Egyptologist, and a significant portion of LDS Egyptologists, who have examined the 
papyri in conjunction with the Book of Abraham have concluded that the Book of Abraham bears 
ƴƻ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǇȅǊƛΦ  Lƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ ǘƘŜ /ƘǳǊŎƘΩǎ Ŝǎǎŀȅ ŀŘƳƛǘǎ ŀǎ ƳǳŎƘΥ 
 
Neither the rules nor the translations in the grammar book correspond to those recognized 
by Egyptologists today. None of the characters on the papyrus 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, the papyri 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 logical conclusion is this: Book 
of Abraham is a fraud.   
 
 

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

9ȅŜǿƛǘƴŜǎǎŜǎ ǎǇƻƪŜ ƻŦ Ψŀ ƭƻƴƎ ǊƻƭƭΩ ƻǊ ƳǳƭǘƛǇƭŜ ΨǊƻƭƭǎΩ ƻŦ ǇŀǇȅǊǳǎΦ  {ƛƴŎŜ ƻƴƭȅ 
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 portion 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 
/ƘǳǊŎƘΩǎ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ŀƴd the Book of Abraham.  However, this theory is, at best, suspect.  The 
theory originated from Hugh B. Nibley in a series of articles he published in 1968.  According to 
bƛōƭŜȅΣ WƻǎŜǇƘ CΦ {ƳƛǘƘ ǾƛǎƛǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ aŀƴǎƛƻƴ IƻǳǎŜ ƛƴ bŀǳǾƻƻ ƛƴ мупо ƻǊ муппΦ  During the 
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. Smith was only 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 
ƻŎŎǳǊǊŜŘΦ  ¢ƘƛǊŘΣ bƛōƭŜȅΩǎ ŘŜǇƛŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜǾŜƴǘǎ ǊŜƭƛŜǎ ƻƴ ƳǳƭǘƛǇƭŜ ƭŜǾŜƭǎ ƻŦ ƘŜŀǊǎŀȅΣ ŀǎ ǿŜ Řƻ ƴƻǘ 
havŜ WƻǎŜǇƘ CΦ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ-person account.  Rather, Joseph F. Smith related his memory of the 
papyri (which occurred 65 years earlier when he was five or six years old) to Preston Nibley (Hugh 
.Φ bƛōƭŜȅΩǎ ƻƭŘŜǊ ƘŀƭŦ-brother), who then relayed the story to Hugh B. Hibley, who then published 
the story in a series of articles in 1968.  Clearly, Theory 2 is not based on reliable information. 
 
wŜƎŀǊŘƭŜǎǎΣ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ Ŝǎǎŀȅ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ƻƴƭȅ Ƙŀǎ ŀ άŦǊŀŎǘƛƻƴέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǇȅǊƛΣ ǘƘŜ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ƛƳǇƭƛŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ 
the lost portion of the papyri is the actual source of the Book of Abraham.  But scholars have 
mathematically measured the scroll and discredited this claim.  For example, Egyptologist Robert 
Ritner (who published his ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ōƻƻƪΣ ά¢ƘŜ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘ 9ƎȅǇǘƛŀƴ tŀǇȅǊƛΥ ! /ƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ 
9ŘƛǘƛƻƴΣέ нлмоύΣ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ !ƴŘǊŜǿ ²Φ /ƻƻƪ ŀƴŘ /ƘǊƛǎǘƻǇƘŜǊ /Φ {ƳƛǘƘ όǿƘƻ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ƛƴ 
ǘƘŜƛǊ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜΣ άThe Original Length of the Scroll of HorΣέ Dialogue: A Journal of Mormon Thought, 

http://nelc.uchicago.edu/faculty/ritner
http://nelc.uchicago.edu/faculty/ritner
https://dialoguejournal.com/wp-content/uploads/2010/08/The-Original-Length-of-the-Scroll-of-Hor.pdf
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Winter 2010) have studied the issue extensively and determined that the Church has the vast 
majority of the original papyri. 
 
Moreover, 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 hieroglyphs.  
 
bƻǘŀōƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ /ƘǳǊŎƘΩǎ Ŝǎǎŀȅ ƳŀƪŜǎ ŀ ŘƛǎƛƴƎŜƴǳƻǳǎ ŎƭŀƛƳ ƛƴ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ¢ƘŜƻǊȅ нΥ ά¢ƘŜ ƭƻǎǎ ƻŦ ŀ 
significant portion of the papyri means the relationship of the papyri to the published text cannot 
ōŜ ǎŜǘǘƭŜŘ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛǾŜƭȅ ōȅ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǇȅǊƛΦέ  The Church essentially claims that we cannot 
ǘŜǎǘ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ ǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǿŜ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ŦǊŀƎƳŜƴǘǎ WƻǎŜǇƘ ǳǎŜŘΦ  IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ 
Church admits that we do have three vignettes or facsimiles that Joseph claimed to have 
translated.  These facsimiles appear in the canonized version of the Book of Abraham along with 
ƴǳƳŜǊƻǳǎ ŦƻƻǘƴƻǘŜǎ ŎƻƴǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ ǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ŘŜǇƛŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦŀŎǎƛƳƛƭŜǎΦ  hŘŘƭȅΣ 
ǘƘŜ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ǘŜǎǘ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ ǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǿŜ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ actual 
fragments Joseph used in translation while ignoring the fact that the Church possesses (and even 
ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ .ƻƻƪ ƻŦ !ōǊŀƘŀƳύ ǘƘǊŜŜ ŦŀŎǎƛƳƛƭŜǎ ŀƭƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘƛƴƎ 
translation. 
 
More importantly, the essay fails to explain why JoǎŜǇƘΩǎ ǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎŀƴƻƴƛȊŜŘ ŦŀŎǎƛƳƛƭŜǎ 
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 words 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. They 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." 

 
!ǎ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘΣ WƻǎŜǇƘ ŦǊŜǉǳŜƴǘƭȅ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ άǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘŜέ ƛƴ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ Ƙƛǎ ǿƻǊƪ ǿƛǘƘ 
the papyri.  Accordingly, the Church theorizes that perhaps Joseph did not actually translate the 
Book of Abraham in the traditional sense but instead receivŜŘ ƛǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǊŜǾŜƭŀǘƛƻƴΦ  ¢ƘŜ /ƘǳǊŎƘΩǎ 
essay goes so far as to claim that "Joseph Smith did not claim to know the ancient languages of the 
records that he was translating." Therefore, tƘŜ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ŀƭǘŜǊǎ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘŜέ ǘƻ ƳŜŀƴ 
ǘƘŀǘ WƻǎŜǇƘ άǘǊŀƴǎƳƛǘǘŜŘέ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀōƻǳǘ !ōǊŀƘŀƳ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ ƘŜŀǾŜƴƭȅ ǎǇƘŜǊŜ ǘƻ ŀƴ ŜŀǊǘƘƭȅ 
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 teachings of Abraham (or 
any other topic). 
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!ǎ ŀ ǇǊŜƭƛƳƛƴŀǊȅ ƳŀǘǘŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ /ƘǳǊŎƘΩǎ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ WƻǎŜǇƘ άŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƻ ƪƴƻǿ ŀƴŎƛŜƴǘ 
ƭŀƴƎǳŀƎŜǎέ ƛǎ ƛƴŀŎŎǳǊŀǘŜΦ  !ǎ ƴƻǘŜŘ ōȅ wƛǘƴŜǊΣ ƛƴ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ мупп Ϧ!ǇǇŜŀƭ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
Freemen of the State of Vermont, the 'Brave Green Mountain Boys,' and Honest Men," Smith 
claimed to know Chaldean and Egyptian, among other languages. 
 
Regardless, the /ƘǳǊŎƘΩǎ ǊŜ-ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ άǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘŜέ ƛǎ ŀŎŎƻƳǇŀƴƛŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǾŀǊƛŜǘȅ ƻŦ 
problems and unanswered questions.  Why would Joseph 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 and Alphabet 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 translated the Book of Abraham if he actually received it through 
revelation?   
 
{ƛƳǇƭȅ ǎǘŀǘŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ /ƘǳǊŎƘΩǎ ŀǎǎŜǊǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǇȅǊƛ ǿŜǊŜ ƳŜǊŜƭȅ ŀ Ŏŀǘŀƭȅǎǘ ŦƻǊ ǊŜǾŜƭŀǘƛƻƴ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ 
withstand careful scrutiny. 

12. WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ CƛǾŜ {ƻǳǊŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ /ƻƳǇƻǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ .ƻƻƪ ƻŦ !ōǊŀham:  Nearly all of the Book of 
Abraham can be accounted for in five different 19th Century texts that were available to Joseph 
Smith. LDS historian and former CES educator Grant Palmer analyzes these five texts in chapter 1 of 
his book, An InsiderΩs View of Mormon Origins. The following is a summary of his analysis (and a 
more detailed excerpt can he found here): 
 

¶ Abraham 1; Facsimile #1, #3: !ōǊŀƘŀƳΩǎ ōƛƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎŀƭ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ !ōǊŀƘŀƳ м ŀƴŘ Joseph 
{ƳƛǘƘΩǎ claim of what these two Facsimile pictures portray comes from The Works of Flavius 
Josephus. Joseph owned an 1830 edition of this book. WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ detailed explanations for the 
individual Egyptian characters on these two Facsimiles in the Book of Abraham have been 
thoroughly discredited by Egyptologists. 

¶ Abraham 2, 4-5: Eighty-six percent of the verses in these three chapters came from Genesis, 
1, 2, 12, and 11:28-29. This material came from a 1769 edition or later printing of the King 
James Version of the Bible (including its translation errors). 

¶ Abraham 3; Facsimile 2: The text of Abraham 3 and Facsimile 2 contains some remarkable 
resemblances to the astronomical concepts, phrases, and other motifs found in Thomas 
5ƛŎƪΩǎΣ Philosophy of a Future State. Smith owned an 1830 copy of this book. 

¶ Abraham 3; Facsimile 2: ¢ƘƻƳŀǎ ¢ŀȅƭƻǊΩǎ мумс ōƻƻƪΣ The Six Books of Proclus on the 
Theology of Plato, especially volume 2, also contains most of the motifs in Abraham 3 and 
Facsimile 2. Dick and Taylor both contain a number of exact phrases found in Abraham 3 
and Facsimile 2. 

http://www.mormonthink.com/grantpalmer.htm
http://signaturebooks.com/2010/02/an-insiders-view-of-mormon-origins-2/
http://bookofabraham.com/boamathie/BOA_8.html
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¶ Strange names: The few Hebrew names and phrases found in the Book of Abraham are 
ŎƻƳǇŀǘƛōƭŜ ǿƛǘƘ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ǎǘǳŘȅ ǿƛǘƘ IŜōǊŜǿ ǎŎƘƻƭŀǊ WƻǎƘǳŀ {ŜƛȄŀǎ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǿƛƴǘŜǊ 
of 1835-36, in Ohio. 

13. Information: There is a great deal of readily-available online information regarding the Book of 
Abraham, including /ƘŀǊƭŜǎ aΦ [ŀǊǎƻƴΩǎ ōƻƻƪΣ By His Own Hand Upon Papyrus, and YŜǾƛƴ aŀǘƘƛŜΩǎ 
Examining the Book of Abraham.  Additionally, the following video gives a concise overview of the 
Book of Abraham. 
 

14. Conclusions:  Kevin Mathie identifies the following conclusions we can draw from the BOA: 

¶ Joseph Smith was clear in his statements aƴŘ ƛƴ Ƙƛǎ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ǿŀǎ άǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƴƎέ text from 
the papyri (rather than just using the papyri as a catalyst for revelation). Furthermore, Church 
leaders after Joseph, beginning with Brigham Young, were adamant that the Book of Abraham 
is a holograph written by Abraham. 

¶ Scholars now know how to read ancient Egyptian, and are very familiar with ancient Egyptian 
religious concepts and practices. The 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 anything resembling the text of the Book of Abraham. 

¶ The existing Facsimiles have been thoroughly examined by Egyptologists and have been found 
to be very different ŦǊƻƳ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩs interpretations. At best, there are only superficial 
similarities in a few figures. 

¶ The text of the Book of Abraham contains anachronisms τ 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 recent. Additionally, there are 
specific concepts in the Book of Abraham that reflects a 19th-century, Newtonian cosmology. 

The evidence demonstrates that the Book of Abraham is not what Joseph Smith claimed. Joseph 
may have thought he was utilizing a holographic document from Abraham, but it is clear that this 
was not the case.  The papyrus that Joseph claimed to be the Book of Abraham is dated at least 
1,400 years after AbrahamΩǎ ŘŜŀǘƘ, and very possibly close to 2,000 years later (not to mention the 
fact that scholars can now translate the papyrus and determine what they really say).  And, even if 
Joseph received the Book of Abraham solely from inspiration and unrelated to any papyrus or 
physical document τ as some church members are now beginning to claim (despite statements 
from numerous prophets to the contrary) τ this theory does not explain the anachronisms found 
within the Book of Abraham.  A much more plausible explanation is that the Book of Abraham was 
created by Joseph Smith rather than Abraham. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://mit.irr.org/by-his-own-hand-upon-papyrus-part-1
http://bookofabraham.com/boamathie/BOA_TOC.html
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=f5FAFVVv_os
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Kinderhook  Plates 

1. Background: On April 16, 1843, Robert Wiley began digging a deep shaft in the middle of an Indian 
mound located just outside of Kinderhook, Illinois.  The Quincy Whig newspaper reported that 
Wiley began the excavation project after dreaming of buried treasure beneath the mound.  He 
initially undertook the excavation process alone before engaging the help of 10 to 12 men to assist 
him. In time, they 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 sulphuric acid. Once they 
were clean, he discovered that they were covered in strange characters resembling hieroglyphics. 
 
The plates were briefly exhibited in the city, and then sent to Joseph Smith. The public was curious 
to know if Joseph would be able to decipher the symbols on the plates. The Times and Seasons 
claimed that the discovery of the Kinderhook plates lent further credibility to the Book of 
aƻǊƳƻƴΩǎ authenticity.   
 
WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ ŎƭŜǊƪ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǎŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΣ William Clayton, recorded that upon receiving the plates, 
WƻǎŜǇƘ ǎŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ Ƙƛǎ άIŜōǊŜǿ .ƛōƭŜ ϧ [ŜȄƛŎƻƴΣέ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƴƎ ƘŜ intended to translate the plates.  On 
May 1, 1843, Clayton wrote in his journal that Joseph confirmed that the Kinderhook plates were 
genuine and that he had translated part of them: 

 άI have seen 6 brass plates . . . covered with ancient characters of language 
containing from 30 to 40 on 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 his Kingdom from the ǊǳƭŜǊ ƻŦ ƘŜŀǾŜƴ ŀƴŘ ŜŀǊǘƘΦέ  
(²ƛƭƭƛŀƳ /ƭŀȅǘƻƴΣ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΣ WǊΦΩǎ ǎŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅΣ ²ƛƭƭƛŀƳ /ƭŀȅǘƻƴΩǎ WƻǳǊƴŀƭ, May 1, 
1843, as quoted in Trials of Discipleship ς The Story of William Clayton, a Mormon, p. 
117.) 

 
Additionally, the History of thŜ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΥ άL ƘŀǾŜ 
translated a portion of [the plates] and find they contain the history of the person whom they were 
found.  He was a descendent of Ham through the loins of Pharaoh King of Egypt, and that he 
received his Kingdom from the ǊǳƭŜǊ ƻŦ ƘŜŀǾŜƴ ŀƴŘ ŜŀǊǘƘΦέ  όHistory of the Church, Vol. 5, p. 372.) 
 
WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ŜƴƻǳƎƘ ƻŦ άǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅέ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ WŀǊŜŘƛǘŜ ŘŜǎŎŜƴŘŀƴǘ ƻŦ άIŀƳέ ǘƻ ŘƛǊŜŎǘ 
Reuben Hedlock to make woodcuts of the plates for future publication.  History of the Church, 
5:372-79.  Just a month before his death, newspapers reported that he was "busy in translating 
them. The new work which Jo. is about to issue as a translation of these plates will be nothing more 
nor less than a sequel to the Book of Mormon. . . ." (Warsaw Signal, May 22, 1844.)  The fact that 
Joseph Smith was actually preparing a translation of the plates is verified by an article published by 
an LDS newspaper, The Nauvoo Neighbor, on June 24, 1843. The article, containing facsimiles of the 
plates, stated: "The contents of the plates, together with a Fac-simile of the same, will be published 
in the 'Times and Seasons,' as soon as the translation is completedΦέ  For years after the discovery, 
the Church heralded the plates as authentic. 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Times_and_Seasons
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/William_Clayton_(Mormon)
https://byustudies.byu.edu/hc/hcpgs/hc.aspx
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2. Plates Revealed as Fraud:  The Kinderhook hoax, however, began to unravel in 1855 when W.P. 

Harris, a witness who had helped unearth the plates, wrote a letter indicating that the plates were 
fraudulent.  (W.P. Harris, letter to W.C. Flagg, 25 April 1855.)  In June 1879, Wilbur Fugate ς 
another of the original group who recovered the plates ς confessed that the plates were fabricated 
in order to underminŜ WƻǎŜǇƘ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ ŎǊŜŘƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ŀǎ a prophet. (Wilbur Fugate, letter to James T. 
/ƻōōΣ ол WǳƴŜ мутфΣ ƛƴ ²Ŝƭōȅ ²Φ wƛŎƪǎΣ ά¢ƘŜ YƛƴŘŜǊƘƻƻƪ tƭŀǘŜǎΣέ Improvement Era 65 (Sept. 1962): 
656, 658.) 
 
Testing Confirms the Fraud: Some LDS members questioned whether the Harris and Fugate 
statements were credible and pointed to the fact that the artifacts were not available for 
independent testing, as they were lost about the time of the Civil War. In 1920, however, one of 
the plates came into the possession of the Chicago Historical Society.  Welby 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 his prophetic calling and reveals the false statements made by one 
of the finders. . . . The plates are now back in their original category of genuine. . . . 
Joseph Smith, Jun., stands as a true prophet and translator of ancient records by divine 
means and all the 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 well. (Welby W. 
Ricks, The Kinderhook Plates, reprinted from the Improvement Era, Sept. 1962.) 

 
In 1965, the LDS church granted permission to George M. Lawrence, a Mormon physicist, to 
ŜȄŀƳƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŜΦ  Lƴ Ƙƛǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ [ŀǿǊŜƴŎŜ ǿǊƻǘŜΥ ά¢ƘŜ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴǎΣ ǘƻƭŜǊŀƴŎŜǎΣ ŎƻƳǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 
workmanship are consistent with the facilities of an 1843 blacksmith shop and with the fraud 
stories of the original participants." 
 
In 1980, the Church authorized Dr. D. Lynn Johnson, a Northwestern University materials engineer 
and Latter-day Saint, ǘƻ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎǘǊǳŎǘƛǾŜ ƳŜǘƘƻŘǎ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ǘƻ ŀŎŎǳǊŀǘŜƭȅ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŜΩǎ 
age.  In so doing, Dr. Johnson concluded that the plate was not of ancient origin.  Instead, it was 
ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ муллǎ ƛƴ ŀ ƳŀƴƴŜǊ ŜȄŀŎǘƭȅ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ CǳƎŀǘŜ ƘŀŘ ŎƭŀƛƳŜŘΦ  5ǊΦ WƻƘƴǎƻƴ ǎŀƛŘΥ άThe plate 
owned by the Chicago Historical Society, and known as the Kinderhook Plates, is made from a brass 
alloy consistent with the technology of the middle 19th Century.  The characters on the plate were 
ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ōȅ ŜǘŎƘƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀŎƛŘΣ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ƴƛǘǊƛŎ ŀŎƛŘΦέ  ό5Φ [ȅƴƴ WƻƘƴǎƻƴΣ ά!ƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ YƛƴŘŜǊƘƻƻƪ 
Plate Owned by the CƘƛŎŀƎƻ IƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅΣέ мл ǇǇΦΣ bƻǾΦ мфулΦύ 
 
Additionally, further analysis verified that the tested plate could not have been a forgery of the 
Kinderhook Plates, but was in fact one of the actual plates discovered in Kinderhook in 1843.  These 
tests confirmed the statements by Harris and Fugate about how the tablets were created in April 
1843.  Thereafter, the August 1981 edition of the Ensign confirmed that the plates were a hoax. 
 
!ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ [5{ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴ wƛŎƘŀǊŘ .ǳǎƘƳŀƴΥ ά/ƘǳǊŎƘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴǎ Ŏƻƴǘƛƴǳed to insist on the 
authenticity of the Kinderhook plates until 1980 when an examination conducted by the Chicago 
Historical Society, possessor of one plate, proved it was a nineteenth-ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴΦέ όBushman, 
Rough Stone Rolling, p. 490.) 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Joseph_Smith:_Rough_Stone_Rolling
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http://www.mormoninfographics.com/2012/09/kinderhook-plates-hoax-or-history.html















































































































































