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The Prophet Joseph Smith

(Conclusion)

I
ncidentally, the problem of the 
elephant in the Old World is no 
less puzzling than in the New, to 

judge by a philological study by 
Kretschmer, appearing in 1951.130 Ac
cording to that renowned philologian, 
the ancient Germans and Slavs actual
ly confused the camel with the ele
phant, while the people of India, the 
classic land of the elephant, seem not 
to have been acquainted with the ani
mal at first hand, since they had no 
word of their own for it! R. Walz, re
viewing the whole problem of the do
mestication of the camel, has come to 
the conclusion that, at least up to 
1951, the problem remains unsolved, 
in spite of all the work that has been 
done on it.131

As to glass and metal, it is now 
certain that their origin is to be sought 
neither in Egypt nor in Babylonia, 
but in the mountains to the north of 
the latter region, the area that we 
loosely describe as “Jaredite coun
try.”132

The names of weights and meas
ures are among the most conservative 
properties of human society, as our 
506

own “foot,” “yard,” "mile,” “ounce,” 
attest. But along with their con
servatism such terms give evidence 
at a glance of much borrowing and 
exchange between cultures. Thus 
common designations of weight and 
measure establish prehistoric ties be
tween Egypt and Babylonia.133 Now 
the fourteen odd names of measure 
given in the Book of Mormon are 
neither Semitic nor Egyptian; unlike 
the Nephite proper names, these terms 
have no parallels in the Old World. 
The explanation for this is obvious: 
they are Jaredite names. Clear evi
dence of borrowing by the Nephites 
can be seen in the words shiblon, 
shiblum, and shublon, for not only is 
the obvious confusion of mimation 
and nunnation indicative of a transi
tion, but the proper names Shiblon 
and Shiblum, in both mimated and 
nunnated form, are found among both 
Jaredites and Nephites. From this 
we may gain an idea of the really 
significant influence of the Jaredite 
upon the Nephite culture, for weights 
and measures are at the foundation 
of all material civilization. There is 
a remarkable and natural consistency
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in the picture which the most cunning 
calculations of a forger could not hope 
to achieve: the pains of the Nephite 
writer to explain the peculiar system, 
the names which, unlike other Book 
of Mormon names, have no known 
parallels in the Old World, the ob
vious overlapping of Nephite and 
Jaredite elements (seon, senine, 
senum), the well-known tendency of 
established systems of metrology to 
hold their own, no matter how quaint 
and antiquated, so that the older 
system would necessarily have priority 
over the newer, the equally well- 
known tendency to combine various 
foreign elements in a single system, 
the material superiority and material
istic orientation of Jaredite culture, 
betrayed by the incurable worldli
ness of men with Jaredite names. 
All this is found in the Nephite ac
count, in which the sinister Jaredite 
influence constantly lurks in the back
ground.

This brings us to a final reflection 
on the Book of Mormon as a fraudu
lent production.

There is wisdom in the rule laid 
down by Blass, that whoever pre
sumes to doubt the purported source 
and authorship of a document can
not possibly escape the obligation of 
supplying a more plausible account 
in its stead. The critic has made the 
accusation; therefore he must have 
his reasons—let us hear them. No 
intolerable burden is put upon him by 
the demand, for the more obviously 
fraudulent an account of origin is, 
the easier it should be to think up a 
better explanation. The critic is not 
required to tell exactly what the true 
origin of the text was, but merely to 
supply a more likely story than the 
one given. The world which rejects 
the official account of the Book of 
Mormon is not under obligation to 
tell us exactly when, where, and how 
the book was produced, but it is most 
emphatically under obligation to fur
nish a clear and convincing account 
of how it could have been created in 
view of all the positively known cir-
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cumstances of its actual appearance. 
Clever people have not shirked fropi 
this duty, but until now not a single 
explanation has been offered that 
is not in glaring conflict with itself 
or with certain facts upon which 
all, Mormons and non-Mormons, are 
in agreement. Above all, it will not 
do to say that the book is a fraud 
because angels do not bring books to 
people, for that is the very point at 
issue.

Joseph Smith may have been very 
shrewd and very lucky, but there are 
impassable bounds set to the reach 
of human wit and fortune. Consider 
the cases of Scaliger and Bentley, the 
two greatest scholars of modern, if 
not of all, times. The former, a men
tal marvel without compare, whose 
prodigious achievements in the field 
of scholarship make all others appear 
as novices,134 could not, for all his 
immense perspicacity and learning, 
avoid the normal lapses of human 
knowledge or the pitfalls of vanity. 
With a record for accurate observa
tion and penetrating discovery that 
no other can approach, he none the 
less “corrupts his own magnificent 
work by an anxious and morose over
diligence, and by his insane desire 
to display his erudition.”135 “In par
ticular,” says Housman, “he will often 
propound interpretations which have 
no bearing either on his own text . . . 
or on any other, but pertain to things 
which he has read elsewhere, and 
which hang like mists in his memory 
and veil from his eyes the verses 
which he thinks he is explaining. 
Furthermore it must be said that 
Scaliger’s conjectures ... are often 
uncouth and sometimes monstrous.” 
Housman then quotes Haupt: “With
out doing injury to his fame, one may 
say that no great scholar ever set 
beside sure discoveries of the most 
brilliant penetration so much that is 
grammatically preposterous.” “And,” 
says Housman, “the worse the con
jecture the louder does Scaliger ap
plaud himself.”136

Of Bentley, Housman writes: “The 
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firm strength and piercing edge and 
arrowy swiftness of his intellect, his 
matchless facility and adroitness and 
resource, were never so triumphant 
as where defeat seemed sure; and yet 
it is other virtues that one most ad
mires ... his lucidity, his sanity, 
his just and simple and straight-for
ward fashion of thought.”137 If any
one could produce a flawless recon
struction of a text, this paragon 
should, but what do we find? “The 
faults of this edition, which are 
abundant, are the faults of Bentley’s 
other critical works. He was im
patient, he was tyrannical, and he 
was too sure of himself. Hence he 
corrupts sound verses which he will 
not wait to understand, alters what 
offends his taste. . . . His buoyant 
mind, elated by the exercise of its 
powers, too often forgot the nature of 
its business, and turned from work to 
play; and many a time when he 
feigned and half fancied that he was 
correcting the scribe, he knew in his 
heart . . . that he was revising the 
author.”138

The Angel Moroni atop the Hill Cu- 
morah Monument.

Now “the nature of the business” 
of these two men was very close to 
that of the author of the Book of Mor
mon: it was to produce ancient texts 
“in their purity” by correcting the 
corrupt manuscripts which the world 
has inherited from early copyists. 
The correction was done on the basis 
of what the editor, using all the in
formation at his disposal about the 
writer in question and the world in 

which he lived, conjectured that the 
author would have written in place 
of the badly copied text before him. 
Scaliger, Bentley, and the author of 
the Book of Mormon are all engaged 
in the proper business of scholarship, 
that of bring out of obscurity and 
darkness ancient texts that present 
a true and faithful picture of the 
past. If the former two suffer serious 
reverses on almost every page, due to 
inevitable defects of knowledge and 
judgment, what should we expect of 
the last, even assuming him to be the 
most honest of men? To say that he 
may have made no more frightful 
mistakes per page than a Scaliger or 
a Bentley is to pay him the highest 
tribute. More cleverness and luck 
than that we simply cannot allow 
him. If any modern man, however 
great his genius, composed the Book 
of Mormon it must of necessity swarm 
with the uncouth, monstrous, impos
sible, contradictory, and absurd.139 
But it does not. The few odds and 
ends we have touched upon in this 
short study should be enough to show 
what teeming opportunities the 
writer of the Book of Mormon had 
to make a complete fool of himself, 
and the world will give a handsome 
reward to anyone who can show it 
but one clear and unmistakable in
stance in which he did so. We must 
grant, therefore, that the current ex
planation of the Book of Mormon— 
that the man who wrote it was both 
smart and unscrupulous—explains 
nothing.

(The End) 
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moving-picture of Lloyd Douglas’s epic, The 
Robe, has been released. Almosi the opening 
scene shows two lovers parting at a dock— 
Ostia. Their last embraces are curtailed by 
the voice of an importunate captain or mate 
of the ship, who keeps crying from the 
deck that unless our hero hastens they will 
surely miss the tide. “The tide, sir! The 
tide!” wails the voice. As any schoolboy 
knows who has read his Caesar, there are 
no tides in the Mediterranean. What if 
the Book of Mormon had made a slip like 
that? The Robe is full of them.

Antoine R. Ivins
(Concluded from page 499) 

fulfilled his every wish. As Father 
expressed it,

I have always been ambitious, of course, 
for the welfare of my children. I have 
worked for them, saved for them, determined 
that their opportunities should be better 
than mine were. I wanted them to be 
accomplished and well equipped for the bat
tle of life. I wanted them to be men and 
women of character, with faith, loving 
the right because it was right, with their 
consciences trained to abhor the habit so 
common in society which regards self-in
terest as the dominant thing to be sought 
after; to be independent thinkers, but at 
the same time giving honor and respect 
to the opinions of others, and above all, to 
have faith that the Lord will care for and 
direct us if we put our trust in him, and 
that in the end (and we can’t reach a proper 
judgment until the end comes) we will know 
that he does all things well.
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