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Articles from early newspapers and other publications
give rare insights into the way in which the origi-

nal audience of the Book of Mormon, both believers
and critics, viewed the document. A large-scale col-
lection of these documents was not initiated until

the 1930s by Francis Kirkham, with encouragement
from President George Albert Smith. Kirkham later
published his collection in two volumes. His work,
while extensive, was not exhaustive. The 19th-Century
Publications about the Book of Mormon (1829-1842), a
project partnered by the Maxwell Institute and the
Harold B. Lee Library, builds on Kirkham’s original
research and seeks to preserve every extant published
text discussing the Book of Mormon. The collection
includes more than six hundred publications related
to the Book of Mormon—almost one million words of
text.



MATTHEW ROPER

Early
Publications

on the BoOok of Mormon

ne of the best historical windows for
Ounderstanding how the Book of Mormon

was interpreted and understood by early
readers is the literature relating to that book pub-
lished during the Prophet Joseph Smith’s lifetime.
Publications of this period can often enrich our
perspective on early Latter-day Saint history. Until
fairly recently, however, the task of collecting many
of the early publications relating to the Book of
Mormon was difficult. During the 1930s Francis W.
Kirkham started a collection with articles from
New England and Ohio newspapers. As Keith Per-
kins notes, “At a time when others lacked either the
opportunity or the inclination to do so, [Kirkham]
set out to gather many early documents related to
the coming forth of the Book of Mormon—source
materials that were still available but in jeopardy
of loss or deterioration. He analyzed these sources
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and compiled them into a work that has had a last-
ing impact on our understanding of this book of
scripture.” This collection was initially published in
1937 under the title Source Material Concerning the
Origin of the Book of Mormon.?

Later Kirkham expanded his work to include
and describe naturalistic explanations of the Book
of Mormon of that period. With the encouragement
of Latter-day Saint leaders, these efforts produced
several expanded editions of his work that were
eventually published in two volumes.’ “Since the
early books and newspapers and pamphlets are
few and widely scattered,” noted John A. Widtsoe
in 1959, “President George Albert Smith invited
Dr. Kirkham to extend his research in this field
and to assemble for publication under one cover
the many attempts to prove the Book of Mormon
man-made.”* Church leaders believed such efforts



would have a salutary effect on Latter-day Saints by
making them more familiar with the history and
events surrounding the coming forth of the Book
of Mormon as well as with the arguments of critics
who believed that it was man-made. “Unbelievers in
Joseph Smith’s story,” wrote John A. Widtsoe, “have
not been able to agree on any one explanation. It
has even been necessary by some writers to change
the explanation they first proposed. This unsuccess-
ful, changing search is of itself an evidence of the
truth of the Prophet’s own story.” Since many of
these publications were rare, even in Kirkham’s day,
and not easily accessible, Kirkham’s two-volume
collection has been a helpful resource to historians
and students of Latter-day Saint history who are
interested in the events surrounding the coming
forth of the Book of Mormon.*

Although still valuable, Kirkham’s volumes
are not comprehensive or complete. Many impor-
tant articles relating to the Book of Mormon pub-
lished in American religious periodicals that were
unknown to him at the time have since been identi-
fied by researchers. Additionally, Kirkham usually
only published extracts from these documents in
order to provide a sampling of varying theories

about the Book of Mormon. Kirkham’s focus was
limited primarily to issues relating to the origin
of the Book of Mormon and the theories of critics
who attempted to prove it man-made. His research
did not focus on other factors, such as how Latter-
day Saints understood and related to the Book of
Mormon. These limitations underscore the need
for a more comprehensive and searchable resource.
Thanks to the encouragement and support of the
Neal A. Maxwell Institute for Religious Scholarship
and the assistance of the staft at the Harold B. Lee
Library at Brigham Young University, an important
collection of early publications relating to the Book
of Mormon between 1829 and 1844 has been gath-
ered and is being made accessible to researchers.
This article provides an overview of this collection
and a sampling of its contents.

Nineteenth-Century Publications about the Book
of Mormon (1829-1844) includes more than 600
publications (close to one million words of text) and
is intended to comprise, insofar as possible, every-
thing published in that time span relating to the
Book of Mormon. The collection includes works by
defenders and detractors. By far the most common
category of publications in the collection is articles
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published in early newspapers. “Newspa-
pers,” notes Walter A. Norton, “were the
first form of public communication, other
than community gossip and hearsay, to
convey to a surprised citizenry the curi-
ous story surrounding the birth of Mor-
monism in Western New York. In fact, for
nearly a century newspapers and maga-
zines were almost unanimous in convey-

Three years before would have been
November 1827, about two months after
Joseph Smith recovered the plates.

In 1845 Brigham Young spoke of
the years before his conversion in Men-
tor, New York. Young also described
signs in the heavens that he and his wife
observed, on what he would later realize
was “the night the plates were found.”°

Courtesy Church History Library and Archives

ing a disparaging image of Mormonism.”’
In spite of this challenge, Latter-day Saint
writers were able to utilize the print media to spread
the message of the restoration more widely. Begin-
ning in 1832, the Church of Jesus Christ began
publishing its own periodical, The Evening and the
Morning Star. This and later Church-sponsored
newspapers such as the Latter Day Saints’ Messenger
and Advocate and the Times and Seasons enabled
the first generation of Latter-day Saints to become
better informed about their beliefs, present
their history, and provide a forum in which
to correct, clarify, and respond to misrep-
resentations. Other publications include
books and pamphlets, published accounts
of missionary activities relating to the
Book of Mormon, hymns, broadsides, and
early reference works.

Reports alluding to the recovery and
coming forth of a “Gold Bible” may have
been published before that time, perhaps as
early as 1827, but if so, they may not have
survived. As Norton observes, “Certain newspapers
printed in these two regions [New York and Ohio]
can be identified by name, but copies of them exist
today in no known archival depository. Further-
more, many individual issues are missing from
larger collections and apparently are lost forever.”
The earliest known article published on the Book of
Mormon appeared in the Palmyra Wayne

Brigham Young

Orson Hyde

He recalled that about this time “there
was printed in the newspaper a short para-
graph; it was only about a square inch, but it stated
that a young man had seen an angel who had told
him where to find an Indian Bible, and it went on
to inquire what would happen if it should come
forth; should we then know about the origin of the
Indians?” While it is clear that Young refers to a
time before the publication of the Book of Mormon,
his statement is insufficiently clear as to whether
this was the time when Moroni first revealed
the plates in 1823 or the night when Joseph

Smith recovered the plates from the hill
in 1827. A date in late 1827 would fit with
Howe’s recollection.

In 1858 Orson Hyde published an
autobiographical account of the events
leading to his introduction to the Book

of Mormon: “About this time [1827], some
vague reports came in the newspapers, that
a ‘golden bible’ had been dug out of a rock in
the State of New York. It was treated, however,
as a hoax. But on reading the report, I remarked as
follows— ‘Who knows but that this “golden bible”
may break up all our religion, and change its whole
features and bearing?” Nothing more was heard

of it for a long time in that section.”" In a letter to
Thomas Gregg in 1882, former Utah Governor S. S.
Harding recounted some of the early events of his
life relating to Mormonism: “When I left

Sentinel on 26 June 1829. On 16 Novem-
ber 1830, E. D. Howe, the editor of the
Painesville Telegraph, recalled, “Some
two or three years since, an account was
given in the papers, of a book purporting
to contain new revelations from Heaven,
having been dug out of the ground, in
Manchester in Ontario Co. N.Y.”” Howe
did not indicate where the article was

my home in the West, I had never heard
of Mormonism, by that name. When I
was a student at Brookville, in the fall

of 1827, the Brookville Enquirer was laid
upon my table, when my eye fell upon

a paragraph, credited to some Eastern
paper, of the finding of a book of metal-
lic plates, called the ‘Golden Bible.” It was
found by a young man by the name of Joe
Smith.”*?

published. Two years before 16 November
1830 would have been November 1828.
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Reflector, 7 July 1830.

Unfortunately copies of the Brookville Enquirer
for the period in question have apparently not sur-
vived. It is significant, however, that each of these

reports, coming both from non-Mormons like
Howe and Harding and Mormons like Young and
Hyde, consistently place the appearance of such an
article in New York or Ohio in late 1827 and shortly
after the recovery of the plates in September of that
year. Such articles, were they to be located, would be
of great interest to historians.

While many publicati
diligent and persistent res
occasional treasures. One

ons are no longer extant,
earchers often turn up
researcher recently
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‘some menns, and thos they wre going abont
| like ronring lions, seeking whom they may
devoor”  Wedo not nnticipaie a very great
I'.nmlm.[mth!- heresy. The poblic are too
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Gem, 25 December 1830.

located an early article published in the New York
Telescope on 20 February 1830, written by C. C.
Blatchley. By some means Blatchley had obtained
a copy of one of the sixteen-page signatures of the
Book of Mormon from Grandin’s Palmyra print-
ing office more than a month before the Book of
Mormon was published and took the opportunity
to disparage its style and grammar. More signifi-
cantly, he cited a previously unknown letter he

had received from Oliver Cowdery which Blatchley

reportedly printed in another publication called the
Investigator on 11 December 1829. Blatchley said

he had previously written to Joseph Smith, Martin
Harris, and David Whitmer, “the believers in said
bible of gold plates—which they affirm they have
miraculously, or supernaturally beheld.” Not willing
to accept their testimony, he “sought for evidences,
and such as could not be disputed, of the existence
of this bible of golden plates.” He said that Oliver
Cowdery had written back to inform him that “the
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world must take their words for its exis-
tence; and that the book would appear
[that] month.”* Although it comes to us
secondhand, this is the earliest published
reference to the testimony of the Three
Witnesses of the Book of Mormon. Efforts
to locate the Investigator and the previously
unknown Oliver Cowdery letter have so far
failed, but future researchers may be more
successful.

Some accounts in these publications shed addi-
tional light on the activities of early missionaries.
In the revelation given on 25 January 1832, now
known as section 75 of the Doctrine and Covenants,
Lyman Johnson and Orson Pratt are commanded
to “take their journey into the eastern countries”
(D&C 75:14). In his personal journal, Pratt gives a
summary of their labors but provides few details
about their journey or what they taught. Others,
however, who encountered these early missionaries
provide descriptions of what they said and did. In
one account published in Mercer County, Pennsyl-
vania, one observer describes these two missionar-
ies in favorable terms as they stopped for a cottage
meeting at his home on their journey to the East.
“They appeared to have very little learning, to be
sincere in all they said. They had good manners—
had been well raised—were decent and unassuming
in every thing I saw, or heard them say.” One of
them stated that he was “specially commanded to
go forth and warn the people to flee from the wrath
to come . . . to declare the will of God, and the reve-
lation of John who saw the angel flying through
Heaven—An angel brought the Mormonite Bible
and laid it before him (the speaker;) he therefore
knows these things to be true.”™

While these early publications can be a valu-
able resource to historians, it is also worth noting
the obvious fact that not everything published was
necessarily true or accurate. Both Mormon and
non-Mormon writers could be deeply partisan.
Writers were often hasty in publishing descriptions
and reports without verifying their accuracy. In
1841, for example, the Rochester Daily Democrat
published a false report of the murder of Martin
Harris (Harris would in fact live another thirty-four
years and die of natural causes in 1875)."* Negative
rumors, reports, and speculations about Joseph
Smith and the Latter-day Saints tended to be taken
at face value without serious investigation or criti-
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Parley P. Pratt

cal assessment. “Considering the state of
transportation and communication in
antebellum America, newspapers were
able to ‘get away with’ ambiguous writing,
if not palpable falsehoods.”*® Even Howe,
not above reporting negative rumors
about the Mormons, observed, “To record
the thousand tales which are in circula-
tion respecting the book and its propogators,
would be an endless task, and probably lead to
the promulgation of a hundred times more than was
founded in truth.””” In 1838 Elder Parley P. Pratt
surveyed the bewildering chaos of mostly unchal-
lenged rumor and misrepresentation so common in
the press:

Fortune telling, money digging, juggling,
wicked, cheat, liar, profane, intemperate,
quarrelsome, not good character, gold bible
company, indolent, lying, notoriously bad,
wife whipper, destitute of moral character,
visionary, addicted to vicious habits; and add
to this catalogue, the ridiculous stories that
went the rounds of the religious papers con-
cerning the “Angel Caught;” and the walk-

ing on the water story; and the murder story;
together with “Adultery,” and the love tale of
Mr. Smith’s stealing his wife; and then the all
things common; together with doing away
with matrimony; and then the Treason against
Government; the stirring up of the Slaves
against their Masters; the instigating of the
Indians to war and bloodshed; together with
driving the inhabitants of Jackson County,
Missouri, from their houses and lands, and the
taking possession of them by force. . . . Perhaps
they might have added the story of eating their
own children; and of having hairy throats, and
but one eye, and that in the middle of their
foreheads. . . . We are willing to give our en-
emies, . . . together with his Satanic majesty;
great credit, for inventive and fertile imagina-
tions, as well as for great credulity.’®

In a letter published in 1842, J. N. T. Tucker, a
cousin of Palmyra printer Pomeroy Tucker, claimed
to have worked on the typesetting of the Book of
Mormon. While preparing the Book of Mormon for
publication he and several coworkers in the print-
ing office attempted to test Joseph Smith’s ability as
a translator. “Accordingly, after putting one sheet



i ' a replacement sheet, it differed from the original.
wfmt?nmw:% . This little joke, Tucker said, “caused no little mer-

aumber of the Signs of the s, n motice of ri.ment among”those who were acquainted with the
g|(a work entitled ** Mormon Delusions and Mon- circumstance.””

sl romitica"——it ?n:urud to me that it might per- Tucker’s tale, however, appears to have been fab-
. |(haps be of service to the cause of truth, to state ricated. When asked about the incident, John Gil-
:. :FT;:'T'E"::&H:;:::H: IE':E: Lh;:;'m bert, who was responsible for setting the type of the
s fing its Puhﬁﬂ.l.inn at which time I was & prac- Book of Mormon, noted that Tucker did not even

tical printer, and ';“-E‘!“l in the officewhers it work in the office at the time the alleged incident

waa printed, and became familiar with the men was to have occurred. “His statement in regard to a
r|and their principles, through whose agency it page of the manuscript being spirited away by some

e |[was ** got up.” of the t in the office, i ”
P . ypos in the office, is totally untrue.” Tucker,
oro cirotmstence siluded Lo was se filows: Gilbert remembered, “went to Groton, Ct., got mar-

—We had heard much said by Martin Harnis, , ) .
eflthe man who paid for the printing, {and the on- ried, became a preacher—Baptist I believe—com-

ly one in the concern worth any property) mitted some crime,—was tried and acquitted on
about the wonderful wisdom of the translators the plea of insanity—he was a ‘bad egg.”* Unfortu-
n|of the mysterigus plates, and resolved to test nately, there were few safeguards against the circu-

el their wisdom. Accordingly, afber ing one . . .
sheet in type, we laid i ﬂh. and mltﬁl Elrtllcczr{[ }(l)g ;atllvs; :t;;ilﬁieadr_ld rumors about Mormonism

=it was lost, and there would be a serious de-

ﬂ:;'ﬂi e:I:*Iikh:T;:a wmmn ;‘ﬁ: Early Reactions to the Book of Mormon
ced. The announcement threw the old gentle- Early literature relating to the Book of Mormon
:ﬁ.‘:}tﬂfﬁrﬂi;;:tﬂlﬂgh f:ﬁz“'t:g appeared in a highly partisan atmosphere of reli-
calii another. After two or thres mk?lmth- gious polemic common to the time. Early publica-
er sheet was produced, but no more like the tions treated the Book of Mormon with contempt
ariginal than any other sheet of paper would and ridicule even before it came off the press. “For
have been, written over by a common school- some time past,” noted the editor of the Wayne
boy, after having read, as they did, the manu- Sentinel on 26 June 1829, “much speculation has
- Mitﬁmggr;f '::;“El 'm“:ﬁdhm:: :"’ﬁn existed, concerning a pretended discovery, through
I plan greatly mm}r:d the suthors, and caueed superhuman means, of an ancient record, of a reli-
i mo little merriment among those who were me- gious and a divine nature and origin, written in
quainted with the circumstance. As we were ancient characters, impossible to be interpreted by
e of us c"“','-'”i“’:.'“d only Iabored for the any to whom the special gift has not been imparted
;i, ::idr::rhn-tn r::“tmh““ l:uh‘:dﬂ::'rum'ii?; by inspiration. It is generally known and spoken of
auraslves “5 ioy the hoax, Nof one of the as the ‘Golden Bible” Most people entertain an idea
hands in the office where the wonderful bodk that the whole matter is the result of a gross impo-
wis printed ever became a convert to the sys- sition and a grosser superstition.”*' The term Gold
tem, although the writer of this was often ns- Bible was not intended as one of respect. As Abner
sured edb! H;‘$ if he did not, he would be de- Cole, the editor of the Palmyra tabloid the Reflector,
stroyed in ' explained, “The appellation of ‘Gold Bible, is only
Signs of the Times, June 1842. a cant cognomen,” a nickname given to the Book
of Mormon by “revilers and unbelievers—by way of
derision.”*
in type, we laid it aside, and told [Martin] Harris During the summer of 1829, the editor of Paul
it was lost, and there would be a serious defec- Pry’s Weekly Bulletin lampooned local community
tion in the book in consequence, unless another figures in a series of parodies written in biblical
sheet like the original could be produced.” This, style. On 8 August, he concluded one such parody,
according to Tucker, forced Harris to return to entitled “From the Gold Bible,” with a swipe at the
Joseph Smith and ask him to reproduce the miss- as-yet-unpublished Book of Mormon, “Behold all
ing text. When he returned several weeks later with these things, yea many more, are graven on the
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Broadside announcing the publication of the Book of Marmon, ca.
1844. Courtesy of the Harold B. Lee Library.

massy leaves of the Golden Book, and are now in
the custody of Joseph the prophet.”” In another
one written on 29 August, the editor lambasted
local Methodists for alleged improprieties and then
concluded, “And now oh ye worshipers of Bad, if
ye turn not from the evil of your ways, and do that
which is right, ye shall be delivered over to the folly
of Smith, and with his exhortations be tormented
day and night forever.”**

On 26 March 1830, the Wayne Sentinel reported
that the Book of Mormon had been published and
was available for sale. Early reactions in the press to
its publication varied from charges of blasphemy or
contempt to amusement. On 2 April 1830, the Roch-
ester Daily Advertiser wrote, “The ‘Book of Mor-
mon’ has been placed in our hands. A viler imposi-
tion was never practised. It is an evidence of fraud,
blasphemy and credulity, shocking to the Christian
and moralist.”?® “We have no doubt,” wrote the edi-
tor of the Cleveland Herald, “many will be shocked
to learn there are those sacriligious enough to con-
tend that a new bible has been given to the children
of men. But it is even so.” He considered it “one of
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the veriest impositions of the day.”*¢ Such views
were typical and were widely disseminated.

The belief in a restoration of spiritual gifts and
miracles heralded by the Book of Mormon was also
a common object of criticism and at least a partial
motivation behind early persecutions of Latter-day
Saints. In the summer of 1833 a mob destroyed the
printing office of The Evening and the Morning Star
in Independence, Missouri, and tarred and feath-
ered several Church leaders, forcing them to sign
an agreement promising to remove the Saints from
the county. In an article published in the Missouri
Republican, the actions of this “citizen’s meeting”
are described as follows: “The committee express
their fears that, should the population [of Mor-
mons in Jackson County] continue to increase, they
will soon have all the offices of the county in their
hands; and that the lives and property of the other
citizens would be insecure, under the administra-
tion of men who are so ignorant and superstitious
as to believe that they have been the subjects of
miraculous and supernatural cures; hold converse
with God and his angels, and possess and exercise
the gift of divination, and of unknown tongues.”

Such animosity was also evident after the
Saints’ removal to Illinois several years later. One
interesting report was published in the Illinois Reg-
ister in March 1840:

A short time since it was ascertained that a Mr.
Clark, a member of the Methodist Episcopal
church in Logan county, had in his possession
the Book of Mormon. For this glaring outrage
he was severely reprimanded, deprived of his
station as class leader, and the book demanded
of him by his preachers, a Mr. Martin and a
Mr. Watt. He (the said Clark) contended that
the book was his own property, and unless
they bought it, they could not have the same.
Accordingly, the necessary sum was raised, and
paid for the book. Shortly after the said book
was taken into De Witt county, to a Quarterly
Conference meeting, there to await its final
trial; and it was condemned, and burnt to
ashes—the judges themselves being the execu-
tioners. And what is still more appalling, Mr.
Watt, a preacher, has been heard unblushingly
to assert, that if burning the book would not do,
they would next burn the Mormons themselves.?®



Early publications also recount the
reactions of travelers and visitors to the
Prophet and the Saints. David Marks, a
Methodist preacher, visited the Whitmer
home in Fayette, New York, shortly after
the publication of the Book of Mormon.
“On reviewing this pretended revelation,
I was forcibly struck with the contrast
between the introduction of the gospel of
Christ, and that of the ‘Book of Mormon.’
The former came down from heaven; the
latter is said to have been dug out of the

earth.” He dismissed the notion that only certain

witnesses could be allowed to see the plates which

were subsequently “hid up unto the Lord” and
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Title page of E. D. Howe's Mormonism Unvailed, the first anti-

Mormon book published.

found the Book of Mormon “full of absur-
dity, and too dull to charm the soul.”®
Nancy Towle, an itinerant evan-
gelical preacher from England, visited
Kirtland, Ohio, in October 1831. A year
later, in 1832, she published a little-known
account of her visit to the headquarters of
the Saints and the Prophet Joseph Smith.

Nancy Towle. Courtesy ~ Unimpressed, she described the Prophet as
Judith Bledsoe Bailey.

“a good-natured, low-bred, sort of a chap™®
and looked upon the meetings of the Saints
“with the utmost indignation and disgust,”
though admitting, “I saw nothing indecorous; nor
had I, any apprehension, of any thing of the kind.”'
She was puzzled, however, to find among them for-
mer “ministers, of different persuasions: and some,

it appeared, who had once been eminent for piety,”*
and she “viewed it strange, that so many men of skill
should be thus duped.” When W. W. Phelps told her
that she would not be saved unless she believed the
Book of Mormon, she heatedly responded, “If I had
the Book, Sir, I would burn it!”* She then asked the
Prophet Joseph if he would take an oath that the
angel really appeared to him and showed him the
plates, to which he replied, “I will not swear at all!”
(see Matthew 5:33-37). Frustrated, she lashed out,
“Are you not ashamed, of such pretensions? You,
who are no more, than any ignorant plough-boy of
our land! Oh! blush, at such abominations! And let
shame, cover your face!” The Prophet, she reports,
simply replied, “The gift, has returned back again, as
in former times, to illiterate fishermen.”*

Others found the Book of Mormon no less dif-
ficult to believe than the Bible. “After a pretty care-
ful perusal of the Book of Mormon, or the Golden
Bible, as it is usually termed,” wrote William Owen,
“I am of the opinion that, setting aside the histori-
cal proofs of authenticity, the Golden Bible will
bear a very good comparison with the Holy Bible.

I find nothing in the former inconsistent with the
doctrines or opposed to a belief in the latter; on the
contrary, the one seems to corroborate the other;
and I can discover no good reason why the general-
ity of Christians should scoft, as I have generally
found them to do.” The writer, a skeptic of all reli-
gious claims, suggested that believers were inconsis-
tent in rejecting the claims of the Book of Mormon
if they truly believed in the Bible. “Christians can
hardly read the book of Mormon without remark-
ing a striking similarity to their own scriptures, and
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the believers in the Old and New Testaments cannot
consistently deny the possibility of a single circum-
stance related to the Mormonite scriptures. . . . For
my own part, I should consider satisfactory proofs
of the genuineness of the Golden Bible as strong
evidence of the divine origin of the Holy Bible, so
consistent they are with, and corroborative of, each
other.”*

Liberal thinkers and atheists faulted Christians
for inconsistency in rejecting the Book of Mormon
simply because it required faith in the story of its
recovery and belief in the testimony of witnesses,
while accepting the Bible at face value. “Every part
of the Bible,” claimed one proud critic in 1844,
“both of the Old and New Testament, has originated
in the same way as the Book of Mormon—that is,
‘been found, and then commended to the world.” He
cited the story of the discovery of the book of the
law during the reign of King Josiah and noted “that
the writings of no prophet were received as divinely
inspired, until after his death and the fulfilment of
his prophecy proved him to be a true prophet.”

Hence even biblical writings, like those of the
Latter-day Saints, require faith in the testimony
of those who produced them. “We are no Mor-
mon, God knows, or, at any rate, we know. We
believe their religion is the same as that of all oth-
ers, founded in delusion, deceit, and falseshood—in
books that are found.” He predicted, however, that
“the Mormons will ultimately become the predomi-
nant sect, and the Book of Mormon be incorporated
in the Bible. . . . For every Mormon slain, ten will
rise up to collect [Joseph Smith’s] ashes, embalm his
memory, and propagate his faith.”*

Defending the Book of Mormon

While the earliest publications relating to
the Book of Mormon tended to be very negative,
Latter-day Saints were quite capable of defending
themselves, responding to criticisms, and correcting
misrepresentation when necessary. Many of the ear-
liest Latter-day Saint publications were written in
response to critics. In 1834, when E. D. Howe pub-
lished Mormonism Unvailed, the first anti-Mormon
book, Latter-day Saint leaders responded indi-
rectly by publishing an account of Joseph Smith’s
early history. In 1840, Apostle John Taylor wrote a
rebuttal to several anti-Mormon tracts written by

Boston Investigator, 17 January 1844.



Reverend Robert Heys and Thomas Livesey who
had relied heavily on Mormonism Unvailed. In his
rebuttal, Elder Taylor noted with some amusement:

One says that Joseph Smith junr. is the author
and publisher of the Book of Mormon the other
says that Solomon Spaulding is the author of it!
One says that it was written by Martin Harris
and Oliver Cowdry, from the mouth of Joseph
Smith, junr., as he looked at a stone, with his
face in a hat; the other, that it was written, and
altered by Sidney Rigdon, from the “Manuscript
Found”!! One makes it out that it was written
in Harmony township, Susquehanah county, by
Martin Harris and Oliver Cowdery; the other,
that it was written in Conneaut, Ohio, first by
Solomon Spaulding, and afterwards altered by
Sidney Rigdon, in Pittsburg, Pennsylvanial!!! So
much, then, for the agreement of the testimony
which is brought forth as FACTS concerning
the coming forth of the Book of Mormon; and
yet these gentlemen are both of them good
men; both of them accredited ministers of the
Methodist connexion; and both of them have
got what they call FacTs, diametrically opposed
to each other as light is from darkness. But Mr.
Heys has got good testimony to his account,

so has Mr. Livesey; and I suppose that because
both of the testimonies are good, they must
both of them be true—although the one con-
tradicts the other—especially as they were sup-
ported and held forth by such pious, holy men.
I shall leave Messrs. Heys and Livesey, then, to
settle this difficulty between themselves.”

Some early criticisms of the Book of Mormon
merely show that critics had never read the book
or given it serious consideration. When one critic
was asked in 1837 why he rejected it, he explained
that he “had read the book of Mormon enough to
find . .. the terms, ‘gunpowder, mariner’s compass,
and several others of recent origin, introduced into
a silly story of the exploits of one ‘Nephi.’. . . There
are also references to pistols and other fire arms.”™*
In an inexplicable comment, Alexander Camp-
bell faulted the Book of Mormon for mentioning
“steam-boats.”*® Referencing the account in 3 Nephi
of the destruction at the time of Christ, another
critic wondered how the earth could be carried up
upon the city of Moronihah (3 Nephi 8:10). “Tell
us what this city stood on; the Moon, or which of

Alexander Campbell’s “Delusions” in Millennial Harbinger, 7 February
1832.

the planets?”*® More sober critics wondered how
Nephi could have a sword of most precious steel*! or
be justified in killing a drunken Laban,** why Lehi
might write in Egyptian rather than Hebrew,* or
why the Book of Mormon would attribute Yankee
nicknames like Sam or Josh to ancient Israelites.**
Recent research on the Book of Mormon puts these
questions in an entirely different light. The subse-
quent confirmation of such details once thought to
be problematic suggests that the Book of Mormon
was much more than a product of its environment
and lends support to its claim to be a translation of
an ancient record.
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Dan Jones on the Book of Mormon

Just two years following the murder of
Joseph Smith in 1844, the fiery Welsh mission-
ary Dan Jones, in surveying reactions to the
Book of Mormon since its first appearance,
noted:

Wherever it goes in every country, the ears of
the populace are filled to the brim with sto-
ries and tales as numerous and varied as their
authors, which consequently contradict each
other; many of them published and preached by
those who have never seen the book; others by
those who have dipped into it here and there,
purposely to pick faults, and not infrequently
one sees quotations from it greatly distorted and
twisted. Some describe it as an invented tale;
others say it is a new Bible, to supersede the old.
Some condemn it for being the most worthless
tissue of foolishness they ever saw; others say
that it is the most skillful fraud possible. Some
find fault with it because it is too similar to the
Bible, that its testimony coincides with it, and

is therefore unnecessary; but others assert that

Nineteenth-Century Publications about the
Book of Mormon (1829-1844) will be made avail-
able in 2010 as one of the digital collections in the
Harold B. Lee Library (http://www.lib.byu.edu/dlib/
bompublications). Other digital collections at BYU
(accessible online at http://www.lib.byu.edu/online
.html) include such diverse electronic resources as
the sermons of John Donne, the Encyclopedia of
Mormonism, and a collection of Mormon mission-
ary diaries. As noted on the library Web site, “The
digital library is a combination of unique collections
and services that support learning, teaching, course
development, and research and are directed specifi-
cally at supporting the institutional objectives of the
university through the acquisition of electronically
published information, the creation of reformatted
digitized resources, and by providing access points
to a repository of digital materials.”
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it is a fraud because it is not similar enough

to the Bible. Some condemn the principles it
contains because they are immoral, totally evil,
and blasphemous; but others of their brothers
proclaim to their faces that the principles teach
morality, chastity, and holiness, as though it had
been purposely composed to trick in that way.
... Some of the great men of the age have pro-
claimed that its idiom, its language, and its con-
tents prove its antiquity; and others of the same
class, that it bears every mark of a recent forg-
ery. Some cannot make out what use it could
be, or how to prove its truth, unless there were
some prophecies in it to be fulfilled, from which
they could prove its divinity; others quote ex-
tensively from the prophecies that are about to
be fulfilled, and they condemn it for being too
clear: the old prophets did not do thus, they say.

Dan Jones, “Revelation of the Gold Plates,” in Prophet of the

Jubilee, trans. and ed. Ronald D. Dennis (Provo, UT: BYU Religious
Studies Center, 1997), 42-43 (August 1846).
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In his autobiography Elder Parley P. Pratt
wrote in spring 1844: “Visiting North Bridge, a
short distance from Boston, and having a day’s
leisure, I wrote a dialogue entitled ‘Joe Smith
and the Devil, which was afterwards published
in the New York Herald.”" In this comical par-
ody of popular sectarian criticism of the Latter-
day Saints, the Devil acknowledges the absur-

dity of the Spalding theory but insists that it is

the Devil claims to serve at least one useful
purpose: “The fact is, you go in for the wheat,
and I for the tares. Both must be harvested; are
not we fellow laborers? I can make no use of
the wheat, nor you of the tares, even if we had
them; we each claim our own, I for the burning,
and you for the barn. Come, then, give the poor
old Devil his due.”?

the Prophet’s fault for publishing the Book of 1. Autobiography of Parley P. Pratt (Salt Lake City: Deseret Book,
. . . 1985), 290.
Mormon, thereby €xXposing sin and Corruptlon 2. “Joe Smith and the Devil: A Dialogue,” New York Herald,
and threatening all his evil plans. At length, 25 August 1844.
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amd for the sske ol pour cibes, v Leep 03 CUweid |

nowarances ub hvewr and [witneis Abd fiow, By
LE:IL tell the traib for sned; you Rouw pecloclly
syl Ehst poair mpmuldieg Sepy, I8 which you e
peeaul Me an a6 ENpEEEr, 1B elieeia Wil Bid
ey Higden, wed iuul we waie engaged iy palmarg
molesbnn Spesidieg’s fomsids Ge e wald o=

wm oo much s

man Bol 16 adeite yoor grpesons Irekhcess wod
pour bald b:mrnm“hu' n'-t‘:: of B ghrimiinn ol 1:
apErcia A BB dnm '

1 _:-I":u,uﬂl ﬂlrl{?té ﬂﬂt Erlh dlg::'r,
winh ure madlve ol oe £ my ki (-
[ think thas awght in e de !n:l Iulllll uﬁ B -
the furaes * have sade wee o, Awd thai yes By
Ravr b0 fraso@ G0 compluin lo (gnae, | Wil sew
l'r«uulr aT-.u ti yorm e plan ol my fujeee campalpn
Here {puiliog out Bis baodbe ol E“‘ﬂ by = wline
| was dnimg this sorpicg, whes by chaner me
mel ; mod by the mewdieg ol whach, Yol wnll o
my coume, HWerelilrie | bave cipdeavored 18
1Enew e A YONT coume, 1o hepes 18
smether 5 sed am WrFp i upeder, as sansibing
benrath ihe motoe of we wellinfemed chiis-
I":r-phwz-'dtﬂ" Lhwte proevally. famied i1
L prr il 1hat Wl n weTy ighalant, viil
uinh, asil chas pray Taﬁ'l::-m '!i'rirr: - '... mg
wuikieking. snd vulesr, nd ek wadiby of moviee.
Bok i (1 i oyou hase msde such uspsd smides,
gid hove gowied lond sech & teavend ol sniedh
EEEr, guihered  anchs bort ol inbepted mid
isinkiog mers seound yom, thet ] canine loegsyroa.
etal ibroe [epn wedrf a boshel o] Faeicg Gse, sl
iheiedore | now ehasge By § Upose and Joy mas.
srr ol sitwck, [absll dvdesvir ta mapnuly jod
and yent sseoess from thia vise fersund, srd ie
ke jon sr as mueh laiger then il rabiy,
u# pou have heretofure fallen -;prm W ey Loriitia g
evaiie has excited cosap Mgy rid TEkas dye8 10

b despized, and vhin kept you ouf of wstloe, ey

batere couree will be 10 s Lcibe; jruba oy, bl el
wlarm, Gl el b weald s prady oo mrees and ciuh
fou, il .IF- wWeie & lrieng of Banmpross, §ein-
foanied by Bomapanie. fa, | think, =k be
i amee sl L puiileg youdewn, tham the dgnis
ble goaree | hinve iereiolote tshera—in perpais lsr
e worwt,
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a5 have even Cuascd botd f (usaocs £ come
04 50 open redallen, Bed cnly sgasost wholssome
creede, eslabinSed lorms, £a0 doctrnes, woll ap
praved and oreder, bal aguisst stine of the Eausl
Wods, sedTned, eivcaplary, wad hoaorable cheegy,
whoen b stipeeld and ]l 1he world, luve, honwt
and esteeny, mod s s not all. Bsl yuum e
CARSIAE Many poisous 10 1Nk Wik hever (Roagh!
before, aod you would fae pal the wile wultd s
u.-h-‘.r uiid hes wheie will tre= religiosn wnd
mety bel Alw! they- will lave no plice smorg
meeas, (o i pwen h.uE sk u denrabile tiekisg mng
fensaking @8 ey began du diy, wiee puu coim
mencnd Four bumsas, o8 jou Cabl 6, ey Bgves
will (:n.luuo bo u;mh s guod uld way wu whad
e lnumﬁl oog 0 peaoe fuf S0 ey agiv;
‘u.{Lhul. r-Simah, !mt will evernaruw m; I.f- .
dunis, Bl eave Hiw ool & st ol Preuid s vanls,
st Ui mafie wery thung you sam 8. B L s,
rave the boldoree 1o oppes you Gy every lawlu
LUAB N B paTae?

Sruidh—Ilealy, Mr. Devil, voar Majesty has o
labs become very moue; | thauk soms o yopr
Cagestian brethpon have geretly mesrepromenicd j e
e an genersily repoficd by (hem thal yOU sf€ v
rosed to rabigioa. Hui—

Drvil=1t w {ulee; thepe 4 234 n moes religious
and pmss Begng 1= (he world than myeell, wor s
being tmore ersl nded, | sm czcigodly ln
Pevarr 90 wll vrende, apsseiin, abd forms of Chaslian:
if, Ui Wheisver naine of aater o lsag s they
bew e it thal abem sable ducifier, which cused
e e el (feahle ta larmer ined, usd Wisch,
w fer shmaperiog Wor ape, romu have agabn pevived;
Limren tee dectione o Gurol cUMEEOnEun With
God, by wew rovelaliun.  Thas s heietal, 10 be b
pankie, 1 iz diigcliF vppusen (0wl Lan dovisoas und
ubsnchic, of 100 LEMsian Vhupcl, | sever coaln
bt I Asd bur s very couee | Bepen o bring
d pondigm pasisBme st sll the piog orts and spastion
sl oid, lur winile they Were sallcfed to live Wik
ks gt of fevelutive, they wete aliweys e3posug
gad wlandering e, ssd ol wibefguod psous e
E3pURilg VAT Crede aud plrposes, w hach they culk <
wicked, bur whick we cosssdered as Lhe Beaght o)
2ral and peety, mid when we xilled (hem 107 thess
srimmrs of decausiog, projdiesy10g, asd ymson e i g,
ey feived the ery vl priercotivn i fo 31 e W
podd s tubbe, deluded pluiciune

Sotlh— LBt Four st Cutistaan Majesty is 10
vt of wlb obet Felagions bul Ukn oo, wfe yuu

fved—Connialy. |am fuad of prayg, nsgunsg,
chusch bulding, dell nngeg, oty to meclug,
proneliang, asd wibsl | Gave quiie s Masveal)
feal, ] une sl e teoes, long greyem, losg
mobes, and lesrsed sefnioss; notug sais ws bet
fer, lonm o e people wWho bave been {owr o

Abole wesh oppraamog theit  eeighbeorn, "
ding EB loce of e poor, walking in :::.
ed fully, sbd merving fee with all ihey

hn.n.I I suy nothiog swita gae beicer, Mz. Smith,
than {9 sed srwe projple £0 Lo foretisg o8 P iadaye
wilih i [eag Pelifivas lace o, and 1o sex them pay
& pocison of esr "t’!“"'“ Pains bor e supgpitl Gl
& perewt, whike be snd lus brarems pray wals colefol
ENusiion and awiid fecen, seying, ““Loed e Bave beht
sadoup (he ewge we OUGLT Lo Duvd dose, and doas
uhe: tienge we ewglil pel ;"™ wad thelywhen sivioe
M puded, mee thene (UEG sgaia 1o ¢ witkedness
und pedege 18 greedaly all the week, und the Dext

Sebbath pepearibe same thi Now, be candi
Mr. Bman; do you sot see m these, nod all “&
eFe, who Bave Ifﬂl’ﬂ a3d deoy the pewer, e my
&ood ckistian ohildoen, and that they hﬁtj.g Ty |
Rekstn my canse 1 y
Tkl apt s hedy s Sassnmina lo St 3

Y w TR ¥ TR RE T W e T —
1he Book cf Mesmun, s lie; & base fabmicatinn |
withutt & shuduw of truih, sad you baow that
{ound the Unginal Rocords f ithy Naphotew, snid
quastated asd peblstued the Bouk of Mormos from
{Bwm, without over haviag hestd o the eXnleasy
uf Spaaidmg, ot hin remaeer, or 81 Sidaey fLigean
eiber.  Now, M Dewid, tha was n infas, 0
praeriul, nod vaderhuoded 1k by pou, eod eee ol
whith syvem yos have praasn (o be slisnrd.
Dapil=Well, Mr. Bmab, 3 be cabdid, 1 ac-
wngwbedge ibal what you ssy s true, a6S 15el b
wah Bot 1he wost Bovoteble comime inihe worlkl.
Hut 1t wes you who commenoed the war, by pub-
iehing What tembde book which we rn-s-b TEeug-
sitwd ui n comqdty «Xpone of all oar falve wnd con
ript chrmiinnsy, 861 eved keeping heok = e
! We Bad cutilinued curisg 1Be dark sges, (@ 1o
he Serpamen ol I plaikie s, Lad W twel the
stminl shaimn wed excieqeut, and withuut much

(=1,

eflecinon, 16 e beglkl of pamive, we calicd o
caay cwmpcil o Cleny sid Eduom, sd Okt tas-
eals, 1 Usdvenviile, Quie, asd, tnnking that slmn
any mrass wed bewtel in wel, we iavepied the
Seadding Stery and fahered 0 apen she poor pru-
ser, Howe, ul univilie, although Ducter sl
Bert (ihanks to my ned) wae i6e reml emilier.  Hul
mark, M Smith, mark one hisg, we bed wel s
tacr 0 , BOT a CODSCIEACE B0 entd, a4 tu
publish tha &mmﬁwn st o8 T poinYe
Tnat ) we pudy publ o |1 ub & eOfpedlllr, & IDeie
profsabilny, and this, you knuw, we hed o ng lo
go; withoat once thisxiag ol e Ameunt of sviim
would cvestoaly wovompleh. Duor, sr il wes

of my unenenss clegyoses whs, Dwie
rechless, bapdened snd uspriscipled then myes,
have weatared 1o add 1o sech eduiey of this sisly,

1ull ak fast, winhopt ovy 8 uF goescu, Lhey have st
it down Tors r ve [nct, that Bulumod Speud
g, Sudoey Mi , 8od youseclf, have inude uy

the Bosk of Monees oot el & rumaees, Nuw,
Mz Smath, ] win glad of thes isierview wilh you,
ak it geven me the oppertusily ol elealbg By mj
chatacier | scinowicdpe with shame ined | ws
cmby of n mean ot in helpsg W0 haveh np awd
pablish the Syuulding stury s s prozati(sy, ssd
that | amsocisied|wish iasculs tar bezrash my -
aily, eilitt 48 8 SOVEITIRL pliNEe, Ut § U e
ster, wr aven as un old, hesoralle and elpuilnwicd
Devel, and fur thim, | beg yoor parden.  Bet. really,
i imest deay the charge of baving samiiled 1S Mal-
1 the widinoos whiek have sppesied 12 Low laey
eogrons of thel sary, |8 which my lermey probu.
piimies sif Mesd colgeciies ate Sl Cows bl
pomttive fueie  No, Mr. Sowis, 1 had no dxod in &
trick #o low ane | meean; 1 despase fi—an 1be wmk
of peients snd edilom sluas, wihent my 5 ot g
gestion, und 1 de 0os behevethat even the meansa
yosag devils ja vur demimon wenld havrsecpes
™ Smih—Well, 1
Ma=Well, | mest give ypour mmiesly some
coeeit bor vede ol brast, (] bt you sy isque, be
o oan yeu ey your mﬂnun in dishesurien
oarself go far, we b wonp to'the bevel of the kire
ing glergy; sad their follewars, 1 vl malling ver
of 1his Wlbwtmly {which you affect 1o drigame],
inforder ta sll Wd the eyey ol 1Be pecpls 12 fv
gami in the ool .art?- Eook of Mortsas.
Depl=01 Mel Seith it does fke so readily
nmoog the plees of all sects, (Bxl it seems & pity b0
#putl 1= fun, and | cannst peads the emptation ol
caOying 9ai e joke, Dow e well Tool-,
vl kn their mointh And you ear't (Pank hew we

3 maliery In | some  fine

all worts of 3l loek befil Bimn, ned may be ne.
'm’h ::'ﬂ“md t epiet my k m, rither In
iime er seralty, for e woplk! alesct 1make me

Saith—1 care 28 bitle fow youe maguilying (nw-
eon, wn | have bty before done for ponl oo oyt
in et | will getieaver 1o gonboad 18 that drgmisv,
that wha pou will vy on e gard 0wy mvest e fle-
encr mod ganer, though intended |y yomfor laber.
bgod, thnfl peove 1o be tene, A0 1Y v deleg | ohall
ba prepared b0 rrocive Livs wham voo may carioe
ageing mee, nnd o mve dorin 50 wesmm u freorg e,
tiat they will never dpeaver 3o ug binkded leber-
head, but will md abl your peprremalions <! By
tentorss 10 Se a mealiiy—eo de your weis, i deiy

aky

y Diewl—Well, titne will desetmins whellar he
eamh e be gerversed by a gt i, and muth r ke
wuay of tra b, oe wheshermysel, and By eM=aiay
imeuds wifl 2l peesmld  Dowi, dvme mbey Fmovh,
rewnember, | brerech yuu fog youp wwe g d, Las
wege What yen are doisg 1 baer te Dileris ead
Edartrs, wotl s lew adis it Ve b e sl
sgrther wiuth weahh, pepadatity sse hos vt OV et
well the ewst belotw yub plusge spain jubo shia
wariate., Lood bpe, My Fmnk, | el sway e
mine pyy recimibe wnd prepare loFu CuBeg kigh.

Swithi- Cood Mye 10 )owr ™aje Ty

ey ot tooch 1heir bus sidl surs mway.)

Lopii— (bl golleciang bymsell amd suddely verne
img buchy OF ey, Mr. Smish, sen wuud g, f
r\u please, (10 & low gad idemilnd venr, with

1w mewmi s ghons 1o hig eur)= olber ull, = bat @ the
wee of parilng us enemier | e lee) =, Jon @ 0

fut the wh sad ] jof the taren  Bodd poist Le
harvested: sie oot we fellow labeavis! | raa
make ne ure of ibe whrat, aot yeu of ife tnarr,
even il we bisd thees § we rach clom owr owa, |
far 1he burnepg, snd yeu for the bam. Cepr,
ihem, give ke poot ofd Dovil bus dor, aod let's be
trienda

Smuh—Agresd ; | peither wan] youm, sy You
Fine—a mas frew lrom peeadierMill goe e L
vl bip due. Come, here jo the rght bead wl irk-
Iwlip, yous te the lares and 1 s il Whesl—
{ihey stake hands copdladly ) .

L ewid="Well, Mr Bmab, we have wined = or'g
while, atsl nzr egrerd ut foni= pou i s padde npd
generoun foilow | aed would pat BONE 8 1l -
cLeaTion agaiesl even & pous oid Dyril, Ber chest
him of ene ¢ens. Ceme, u's & warin #a), &
ferl um thowgh it sy reak.  Let ur go dewnio
mammey Brewesr's cellar and iske sezething to
driak. =

Sirmtil=A greed, Mr. Devll, you sppear vy gro-
riuom Low

{Thry ender the cellar fogeihier.)

Dewed=GCoog motaieg, M. Erewer; 1 msbhe you
stqunsnied with my geod Eriend, Mr Smith, the
praphet, (The Indy emaling, and lenkisg & hii-
e perprined.) why, Mr. Bewil, im that yua: o
dows, you'ts bped; but you den"t sny 1bas i
Mr. Smih, yoof gres wihe ) T=] xm gule sisd-
geiard. Whst will you have proibemes, (or il §oi
ran drisk tagether, Tihenk ofl the world cughi so
be. [riepis.

Dyvil=As me e Lotk trmpeta
ministety, | think peabeps & glus of
porer w1t be ol Apht-—whet ry you, 1.

Smilh —As You phesse, yoor mm)euy.

i‘u- pew luhe the beer.) . <

— (Held|eg up uis glam)—Come, My Baxilh,
youy gnod heslih, | ropoes we pach eder 8 Ll o
B Well L} p

IH—HQH’;E& ‘gmd friend, Jor Smiih;

ace mow, o0k
e brl &
Fmith.

&th ahaks ong iuu wilh  leaghler whes
w L Hp :he
hiusch, pog_os| our Joag, teor, and smlst o,

forget that | wim 8 eril und make 8 grodeamas of
- el Ay sbssnbosnis . s

AR it Pl

A note to the reader: In order to make the text from this image large enough to be readable, it was necessary to fit the image on two pages.
Please note that column one from the left page is continued in column one of this page, and so forth with columns two and three. Some text is
missing at the bottom of the columns on this page. That text can be found in the transcription on the Web site.
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