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In an address given at the Library of Congress ashihgton D.C. in commemoration of
the two-hundredth anniversary of the birth of Jbs8mith. Mesoamerican archaeologist John
Clark, a Latter-day Saint, suggested that, “batnfis and foes have diminished Joseph and the
Book of Mormon in the same way—by exaggeratingabisities.”

Critics see Joseph Smith as author of a romamntiofi, the Book of Mormon, and in so
doing they distort both the man and the book beymigf. They see the book as a
logical product of its 1820s intellectual envirommiecombined with Joseph Smith’s
native intelligence and deceitful propensities. Mdsrmons fall into a more subtle error
that also inflates Joseph’s talents; they confregstation with authorship. They presume
that Joseph Smith knew the contents of the bodakheswere its real author, and they
accord him perfect knowledge of the text. This pregtion removes from discussion the
most compelling evidence of the Book’s authentieityseph’s unfamiliarity with its
contents. To put the matter clearly: Joseph Smdmdt fully understand the Book of
Mormon. | propose that he transmitted to readersraient book that he neither
imagined nor wrote.

One thing all readers share with Joseph is a pari@gerstanding of the books’s
complexities. Indeed, many things about the bootevsenply unknowable in 1830. . . .
Consequentlywhat Joseph Smith knew and understood about thekboaght to be
research questions rather than presumptiorighanks in large part to his critics, it is
becoming clear that Joseph Smith did not fully ust@nd the geography, scope,
historical scale, literary form, or cultural conter the book-

It is of course possible that the Lord revealeddéils of Book of Mormon geography to
Joseph Smith, but this is, as Clark reminds useareh question, not a given. In this
presentation | will address several facets ofigsse. First, terminology? Do terms used by the
Joseph Smith in his descriptions of the Book of iMon such as “this land,” “this continent,” or
“this country” indicate, as some have suggestey specific American setting for Book of
Mormon events. Do they support a limited North Aiten setting for the Book of Mormon? Do
they make a view, which includes other portionghef Americas inconceivable? Second, did
Joseph Smith’s revelations include details abosiigdography of the Book of Mormon? Third, |
will discuss early Latter-day Saint interest in @ahAmerican discoveries as reflected in a
handful of articles on the Book of Mormon which wgublished under the editorship of Joseph

! John E. Clark, “Archaeological Trends and Bookmirmon Origins,” BYU Studies
44/4 (2005): 84-85. This was a presentation detddor “The Worlds of Joseph Smith” held on
May 5-6, 2005 at the Library of Congress in WastondD.C. Emphasis added.
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Smith. Did Joseph Smith write these articles orentbey written by others? If written by others,
do they reflect a view which is inconsistent witirleer revelations of the Prophet? | will review
Joseph Smith’s involvement as editor of Themes& Seasong-inally, | will discuss what recent
wordprinting studies may suggest in connection whénquestion of authorship. The
implications of these findings for the broader disgsof Joseph Smith and Book of Mormon
geography will be noted.

|. Terminology: “This Land ”

How are we to understand terms used by Joseph Sagthas “this land” “this
continent” and “this country.”? Earlier this yetrge Maxwell Institute in association with the
Harold B. Lee Library at BYU made an important eotion of publications available to
researchersThis collectionNineteenth Century Publications about the Book ofrivbn (1829-
1844)can be a useful resource in seeing how the Bodkoomon was understood, attacked and
defended in the publications of that time as welhaw terms such as“this land” “this continent”
or “this country” were understood and used by elaliyer-day Saints. In June 1842, while the
Prophet was serving as editor, fiemes and Seasomscluded an article comparing Aztec
traditions of the confounding of languages and cameg them with the Book of Mormon. The
editor then observed

The tradition and hyeroglyphics of the Zaltecs, @whuacans, and the Azteca nations, in
regard to the confusion of languages and theietsawthis land is so like that

contained in the Book of Mormon, that the strikartplogy must be seen by every
superficial observer . . .. These accounts, thetisely agreeone of which was found

in Ontario county, N.Y., and the other in Mexicb.

Clearly, the editor considered both New York andkMe to be part of “this land.”
Terminology: “This Continent”

In his account of the coming forth of the Book obivhon, now included within the Pearl
of Great Price, the Prophet Joseph Smith wrotetktigaangel Moroni explained that the Book of
Mormon gave an account of the “former inhabitaritéhs continert (JSH 1:34). Some claim
that these words mean that the Prophet only haderede to the United States or North America.
This interpretation ignores how the words were usedoseph Smith and his contemporaries.
The historical evidence suggests that the eatl&ser-day Saints including Joseph Smith
thought of events in the Book of Mormon as havingusred throughout North and South
America. It is in this context of a hemisphericwimclusive of all the Americas that Latter-day

2 Matthew Roper, “Early Publications on the Bookvidrmon,” Journal of Book of
Mormon and Other Restoration Scriptut8/2 (2009): 38-51.

® Ed., “Traits of Mosaic HistoryTimes & Seasongune 15, 1842): 820.
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Saint usage of the word continent is best undedstoo

Noah Webster's 1828merican Dictionary of the English Languagefined “continent”
as, “a great extent of land, not disjointed orrintpted by a sea; a connected tract of land oftgrea
extent;as the Eastern, and Western Contindindiffers from as isle only in extent.” Here, we
have the idea of two main continents, a new, wasierAmerican Continent and an old or
Eastern oneFormerly two continents were reckoned, the Old gr@dNew; the former
comprising Europe, Asia, and Africa, which form @oatinuous mass of land; the latter, North
and South America, forming anottér Variants of this two-continent conception which
conceives of the entire western land, both North%outh America as one continent were
common as the following examples show:

The Holy Bible professes to be a history of thegheg of theold continentthe Golden
Bible of thenew continent

If Moses and the prophets, Christ and his apostless the real authors of the bible,
chiefly revealed and written dhe continent of Asiawas not the book of Mormon also
written by men who were divinely inspired by thely{8pirit, onthe continent of
America? And did not Jesus Christ as truly appeathencontinent of Americaafter his
resurrection, and choose twelve apostles to presahpospel; and did he not deliver his
holy doctrine, and teach the same to numerous toddts orthis American continerf®

A history of the inhabitants who peopl#ds continent, previous to its being discovered
to Europeans by Columbysnust be interesting to every man

My last letter was mainly confined to the book obivhon, which rarely fails to bring to
my mind something abothe Indians whose history and doings, uptins western
continent it unfolds as plainly, as the bible does thosthelsraelites on the eastern
continent--Having such a view before me, | have concludeddd a second part to my

4 Oxford English Dictionargmphasis added.

> Wm. Owen, “A Comparison between the Book of Momamd the Scriptures of the
Old and New Testaments, or The Golden Bible vs.Hbly Bible,” Free Enquirer New York,
10 September, 1831, emphasis added.

® Eli Gilbert to Oliver Cowdery, 24 September, 18B4tter-day Saints’ Messenger and
Advocatel/1 (October 1834): 10.

" Oliver Cowdery to W. W. Phelps, “Letter Vil atter-day Saints’ Messenger and
Advocatel/10 (July 1835): 157.



last letter, and give a few ideas concerning tldéalms and Israelit€s.

The Bible was written by a people upon Eesstern continent but the Book of Mormon
by a people upothis continent®

A nation whose “bones are dried” and whose ruieedales and monuments have
reposed for ages in silent, solemn, and awful gganchas now spoken from the dust and
revealed to the world their history, and with i¢ithprophecies and their testimony of
Jesus as the risen Messiah and the Saviour ofdhd,ymot ofAsia only, but ofAmerica
also’®

[Speaking of the destruction mentioned in 3 Neplhig Lord of heaven could not allow
sin onthis continentin the character of the people, no more than lddaan theEastern
continent™!

The days are but few, thank the most high, befoeeBook of Mormon will be ranked
with the Bible, as one of the best of heaven’'sditggs: one the ecclesiastical history of
theeasternand the other of theestern continent?

Joseph Smith, speaking of the Prophecies of Eghatimg to New Jerusalem taught:

Now many will be disposed to say, that this Newidalem spoken of, is the Jerusalem
that was built by the Jews dime eastern continentBut you will see from Revelations,
21:2, there was a New Jerusalem coming down frowh @ of heaven, adorned as a
bride for her husband. that after this the Revelatts caught away in the Spirit to a great
and high mountain, and saw the great and holydgscending out of heaven from God.
Now there are two cities spoken of here, and asyd¢hieng cannot be had in so narrow a
compass as a letter, | shall say with brevity, thate is a New Jerusalem to be

8 W. W. Phelps to Oliver Cowdery, “Letter No. 1LAtter-day Saints’ Messenger and
Advocate?/1 (October 1835): 193.

° E. Snow and Benjamin Winchester, “An Address €itizens of Salem (Mass.) And
Vicinity,” Times & Season®/1 (15 November, 1841): 582.

10 Parley P. Pratt, “A Letter to the Queen of EndlaTimes & Season3/2 (15
November, 1841): 594.

1 John E. Page, “To A DicsipleMorning Chronicle Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 1 July,
1842.

12 John E. Page, “To A DicsipleMorning Chronicle Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 1 July,
1842.



established othis continent--And also the Jerusalem shall be rebarilithe eastern
continent

Clearly we are to understanthis continent” where the New Jerusalem is to be estadad in the
same way that we understand tleasterncontinent” where the old Jerusalem was built. The
Prophet employs similar usage in the 1842 Wentwiogtter.

This book also tells us that our Savior made hgeapance upothis continentafter his
resurrection, that he planted the gospel herd itsdliness, and richness, and power,
and blessing; that they had apostles, prophettgeaseachers and evangelists; the same
order, the same priesthood, the same ordinandes, gpwers, and blessing, as was
enjoyedon the eastern continent

Clearly, the most reasonable interpretation ofetvidence is that the Prophet referred to all the
Americas when he spoke of “this continent” andthetUnited States or North America only.

Additionally, when we survey how Latter-day Saintters in Joseph Smith’s day used
the term it becomes clear that they had referem€enhtral and South America as well as North
America as the following examples show:

The Book of Mormon informs us that Christ visitidais continentafter the resurrection,
and we believe it, because it is in perfect acaordavith the glorious attributes of
Jehovah. He would never leawee half of the worldn darkness on the subject of
revelation, and then punish his creatures eterf@lgot believing what they never heard.
Let orthodox preachers and believers in that doetmake the most they can from this
statement?

As to the original inhabitants ¢iie continent of Americathe Book of Mormon backs up
the description of immense “ruins” @entral America dispels all doubt:

For this reason we copy the foregoing eulogy ongBanloseph Smith, one of the
greatest men that ever lived on the earth; empibtisroved so, by being inspired by
God to bring forth the Book of Mormon, which givesrue history of the natives tifis
continent their ancient glory and cities:—which cities hdeen discovered by Mr.
Stevens irCentral America exactly where the Book of Mormon left thém.

13 G. J. AdamsA Lecture on the Authenticity & Scriptural Charactd the Book of
Mormon(Boston: J. E. Farwell, 1844), 22.

14 “Ancient Ruins,’Times & Seasond®ecember 15, 1844): 744-47.
5 Times and Seaso&pril 1, 1845): 855.
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During the Prophet’s tenure as editor writers featimes & Seasonssed similar language to
describe the evidence for the Book of Mormon fotimdughout the Americas.

Babylon, Ninevah, nor any of the ruins of the Laveould boast of more perfect
sculpture, better architectural designs, and nmaperishable ruins, than what are found
onthis continent Stephens and Catherwood’ssearches i@entral America

abundantly testify of this thing. The stupendauiss, the elegant sculpture, and the
magnificence of the ruins @uatamalg and other cities, corroborate this statement, and
show that a great and mighty people--men of greatisy clear intellect, bright genius,
and comprehensive designs inhabited this contin€neir ruins speak of their greatness;
the Book of Mormon unfolds their histof%.

Terminology: “This Country”

In his 1842 letter to John Wentworth, the Propleseph Smith gave a account of
Moroni’s visit in which the angel informed him alidbe existence and location of the plates of
the Book of Mormon. In this account, the prophebterthat Moroni informed him that, “The
remnant are the Indians that now inhahis country. This book also tells us that the Savior
made His appearance upitis continentafter His Resurrection; that he planted the gobps
in all its fulness, and richness, and power, aed$hg; that they had apostles, prophets, pastors,
teachers, and evangelists—the same order, them@sthood, the same ordinances, gifts,
powers, and blessings, as were enjoyed on thereastetinent.’

While the word “country” can sometimes refer toagion such as the United States it
could also refer to “any tract of land, or inhabitand; any region, as distinguished from other
regions.”® “This country” can be read in a broad and gersegitse, contrasting the land or region
of the Americas from the eastern land or regioEwfope or the land or region of AsfaThat
this is Joseph Smith’s meaning can be shown fraPtiophet’s writings and those of his close
associates. In an article published in 1841 P&ldyratt, who was one of the earliest
missionaries to the Lamanites, described the Araericdians of North, Central and South
America as “Lamanites” inhabiting, ‘@untry of more than seven thousand miles long, and two

1% Ed., “American Antiquities, Times & Season3/18 (15 July, 1842): 860.

7 Joseph Smith, “Church History,” Times and Seasb(isMarch, 1842): 706-10, in
Dean Jess&ersonal Writings of Joseph Smi243.

8 Noah Webster, An American Dictionary of the EslglLanguage (1828).

9 The Prophet speaks of those native Americansnelgnhabit this country. The word
“now” suggests that they may have previously lieéskwhere, so the statement about “this
country” does not necessarily tell us where inltmel they may have lived before or during Book
of Mormon times.



thousand broad, extending from the frozen and stjaexplored regions of Hudson's Bay on the
north, to the extremity of Cape Horn, or the soutrend of South America, and from the
Atlantic to the Pacific, east and wéstn July 1842, while he served as editor of Tirmes &
Seasonghe terms “this continent” and “this country” warsed to include Central America.

If men, in their researches into the historyro$ country, in noticing the mounds,
fortifications, statues, architecture, implemerftavar, of husbandry, and ornaments of
silver, brass, &c.--were to examine the Book of Mon, their conjectures would be
removed, and their opinions altered; uncertainty @ubt would be changed into
certainty and facts; and they would find that thttsegs that they are anxiously prying
into were matters of history, unfolded in that bodihey would find their conjectures
were more than realized--that a great and a migidple hadnhabited this continent
that the arts sciences and religion, had prevadedvery great extent, and that there was
as great and mighty cities ¢ims continentas onthe continent of Asia Babylon,
Ninevah, nor any of the ruins of the Levant coubdi$t of more perfect sculpture, better
architectural designs, and more imperishable rii@s) what are found dhis continent
Stephens and Catherwood'esearches i€entral Americaabundantly testify of this
thing. The stupendous ruins, the elegant sculpture the magnificence of the ruins of
Guatamalg and other cities, corroborate this statement,sluagv that a great and mighty
people--men of great minds, clear intellect, briggmius, and comprehensive designs
inhabitedthis continent Their ruins speak of their greatness; the Bddldarmon

unfolds their history*

In a letter written on November 16, 1841, thankiogn Bernhisel for sending him a copy of
Stephens and Catherwood’s walkgidents of Travels in Central America, Chiapasian
Yucatan the Prophet said, “that of all the histories thate been written pertaining to the
antiquities ofthis countryit is the most luminous & comprihensiv&.Here again, the use of
“this country” to include Central America in contiea with the Book of Mormon is
unmistakable. This was just months before the Rrppihote his letter to John Wentworth. So
when he speaks of “the aboriginal inhabitantth@f countryand the Indians “that now inhabit
this country there can be little doubt that he and others wiairging in terms of all the
Americas and not only the United States.

Summarize: Usage shows that the words this lamglctintinent and this country were used in
reference to all the Americas and not a limitechtamm.

2 “present Condition and prospects of the Amerloaians, or Lamanites[’atter-day
Saints’ Millennial Star2/3 (2 July, 1841): 40-42.

21 Ed., “American Antiquities, Times & Season/18 (15 July, 1842): 860.
22 Joseph Smith to John Bernhisel, 16 November, 1841
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Il. Geography by Revelation? The Wentworth Letter

Some claim that Joseph Smith’s 1842 letter to JWentworth shows that the Prophet
claimed revelation on Book of Mormon geographythiis letter Joseph Smith tells of the
visitation of the angel Moroni who revealed thedtian of the plates from which the Book of
Mormon would be translated.

“I was alsoinformed concerning the aboriginal inhabitants of this dogpAmerica] andshown
who they were, and from whence they came; a briedtsh of their origin, progress,
civilization, laws, governments, of their righteoigss and iniquity, and the blessings of God
being finally withdrawn from them as a people/as [also] made known unto nvé.”

Joseph states that the angel gave him “a brie€lskef these matters not a long and detailed one
that would give him an intimate knowledge of th&igacies of the Book of Mormon or its
geography. In fact, all the things mentioned byghaphet are discussed in more detail in the
record itself of which Moroni spoke. The Book of Mmn speaks of their Israelite heritage of
pre-Columbian peoples and tells where Lehi andamsly came from, their journey from
Jerusalem to America and details elements of greith, progress, civilization, laws and
governments under their kings and judges, thdifrain righteousness as well as the future
destiny of their descendant peoples. Significamif\gll the things that the Prophet said that
Moroni revealed to him, the geography of the Bobklormon narrative was not one of them.

Geography by Revelation? Lucy Mack Smith

Some claim that in a late recollection, Joseph Bmihother, Lucy Mack Smith claimed
that the Prophet received revelation on Book ofilam geography. In a recollection first
recorded in 1845, , the Prophet’s mother descrdoede of the activities of the family between
the time Moroni first appeared in 1823 and the titeen Joseph obtained the plates.

During our evening conversations, Joseph wouldsiopally give us some of the most
amusing recitals that could be imagined. He wowesicdbe the ancient inhabitants of this
continent, their dress, mode of traveling, andahienals upon which they rode; their
cities, their buildings, with every particular; thenode of warfare; and also their
religious worship. This he would do with as muckeeaeemingly, as if he had spent his
whole life among therft.

Mother Smith recalled Joseph discussing the anawabitants of the Americas, how some of
them dressed, traveled, their animals, their gitlesir buildings, their mode of warfare and their

2 Joseph Smith, “Church History,” Times and Seasb(isMarch, 1842): 706-10, in
Dean Jess&ersonal Writings of Joseph Smi243.

2 *LLucy Mack Smith reference*



religious worship. If these recollection are acteiréhey suggest that the Lord revealed many
things to the Prophet Joseph Smith and that Jostegorled some of these things with his family,
but since the Prophet did not share with us whatiaeed with them on these occasions, we can
only guess at what he knew and what he shared.d tegollection provides no evidence that

the information revealed. As with the Wentworthdetthere is significantly, no mention of
geography in Lucy’s description. This would leae @a conclude that of those things revealed to
the Prophet, geography was not one of them.

Zarahemla

In March 1841 in a revelation now known as secfi@h of the Doctrine and Covenants
the Lord counseled the Saints in lowa to gatheeaéral appointed locations.

What is the will of the Lord concerning the saimtshe Territory of lowa? Verily, thus
saith the Lord, | say unto you, if those who cadirhselves by my name and are essaying
to be my saints, if they will do my will and keefymommandments concerning them, let
them gather themselves together unto the placeshwishall appoint unto them by my
servant Joseph, and build up cities unto my naha they may be prepared for that
which is in store for a time to come. Let them Buip a city unto my name upon the land
opposite the city of Nauvoo, and let the name gdHamla be named upon it. And let all
those who come from the east, and the west, anaiatttle, and the south, that have
desires to dwell therein, take up their inheritaimcthe same, as well as in the city of
Nashville, or in the city of Nauvoo, and in all thiakes which | have appointed, saith the
Lord (D&C 125:1-4).

Some claim that this revelation indicates thatBbek of Mormon city once stood upon the site
of this lowa settlement. According to two receniters,

The Lord gave no indication that it was not theataan of the ancient Zarahemla. The
Lord named this new city Zarahemla for a reasomrdls no indication that He named it
for any other purpose than to establish an undedstg of where the ancient city may
have stood®

This claim rests upon the assumption that it wad tird who first designated the lowa gathering
site as Zarahemla. This, however, is not the caseluly 2, 1839, Joseph Smith and other
Church leaders visited the site in question. Theyeas published in theistory of the Church
reads:

Spent the forenoon of this day on the lowa sidiefriver. Went in company with Elders
Sidney Rigdon, Hyrum Smith, and Bishops Whitney Eneyht, and others, to visit a
purchase lately made by Bishop Knight as a locdtoma town, and advised that a town

% Porter and Meldrum, Prophecies and Promises, 111.
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be built thereand called Zarahem|#®

The last three words of this entry, “and calledab@mla” were not written by Joseph
Smith, but were recorded in the Manuscript Histoyyillard Richards, sometime after the
Prophet’s death in 1844 Other historical sources show that the Saintsadirealled the
settlement Zarahemla before the March 1841 rewslaBrigham Young, who began keeping a
regular journal in early 1839 recorded on July&39, “Brothers Joseph, Hyrum and others came
over the river to Montrose, and went out on therf@aand looked out the sight [sic] for a city
for the Saintswhich was called Zaraheml&® Elias Smith, a cousin of the Prophet’s in his
journal for June 24, 1839 records, “Moved from Coence to Lee County, lowa Territory, and
went on the farm bought of F.P. Blevirf8 Ih his journal for August 16, 1840 he recorded the
death of the Prophet’s brother Don Carlos Smithalsd said that there was a “Conference at
Zarahemla’on that day” These early references to the name of the settiepnevious to March
1841 indicate that the Saints already referrethdb lbwa gathering place as Zarahemla long
before the revelation in question. There is nodation in these early sources that this earlier
designation was based upon revelation or thataneenvas even Joseph Smith’s idea. It is more
that the Lord in 1841 was merely referencing atiocaalready known among the Saints by that
name such as Nashville. The Saints were doing thlegtwould often do, naming places they
lived after places mentioned in the Bible and tlb®elBof Mormon. There is no reason to
associate the lowa settlement with ancient Zaraheml

Manti

Some claim that Joseph Smith taught that the anBieok of Mormon city of Manti was
in Randolph County Missouri. Proponents of thismleeference two documents in support of
this view. The first is an entry from the journ&lSamuel D. Tyler, an early member of the
Church who traveled with the Kirtland Camp to Miggon 1838 The second is a passage

% History of the Church 3:382. Emphasis added.

27 Manuscript History of Joseph Smith, 2 July, 1838e alsdHistory of the Church
3:382. Emphasis added.; Dean C. Jesse, “The Wofidgseph Smith’s HistoryBYU Studies
11/4 (Summer 1971): 439-73; Howard C. Searle, “&villRichards as HistorianBYU Studies
31/2 (Spring 1991): 41-62.

% Manuscript History of Brigham Young, 2 July, 1889nphasis added.
% Elias Smith Journal, 24 June, 1839.
% Elias Smith Journal, 16 August, 1840. Emphasikedd

31 The Kirtland Camp refers to a group of Kirtlanair8s who traveled to Missouri in
1838 and should not be confused with the 1834 Zi@amp.
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from the Manuscript History of the Church. The Tyleurnal for September 25, 1838 reads as
follows:

We passed through Huntsville, Co. Seat of RandGliphPop. 450, and three miles
further we bought 32 bu. of corn off one of thetbren who resides in this place. There
are several of the brethren round about herdlaads the ancient site of the City of
Manti, which is spoken of in the Book of Mornam this is appointed one of the Stakes
of Zion, and it is in Randolph County, Missourirel miles west of the county séat.

According to two recent writers,

The prophet Joseph, according to these diary atsowavealed where the Book of
Mormon city of Manti was locatedPophecies and Promisg$10).

The Prophet Joseph also declared that the Bookooimdn city of manti was not far
from this areaRrophecies and Promisg$09).

Contrary to this claim, there is no historical ende that Tyler was reporting something he
heard Joseph Smith say to the Kirtland Camp. Ify the Prophet was not even present at the
time. He did not travel with the Kirtland Camp fradmio to Missouri, but was already living in
Far West several counties awayyler never explains where he heard this infororgthor does
he attribute the ideas about the city Manti to pbsemith or even a revelation on Book of
Mormon geography. What was the source of this Ibearsay? Was it based upon something
Joseph Smith said or does it reflect speculatiooranthe local brethren? How accurately was it
reported? The Tyler journal does not provide amwanshese questions.

The second source cited as evidence that ancienti Mias in Missouri is the Manuscript
History of the Church. The relevant entry for Sember 25, 1838 reads as follows:

The camp passed through Huntsville in Randolph Gowhich has been appointed as
one of the stakes of Zion, and is the ancientdaditbe City of Manti and pitched tents at
Dark Creek, Salt Licks, seventeen miles. It wasrg to the camp that one hundred and
ten men had volunteered from Randolph a gone t0Feest to settle difficultie¥:

%2 Journal of Samuel D. Tyler, 25 September, 1838,IM61, Church Historians
Department, Salt Lake City, emphasis added.

¥ Joseph Smith Journal, 25 September, 1838, in Bedesse, Mark Ashurst-McGee,
Richard Jensen, eds., Joseph Smith Papers: JoMalalse 1: 1832-1839 (Salt Lake City:
Church Historian’s Press, 2008), 329.

3 Manuscript History of Joseph Smith, 25 Septemb@88, page 829.
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This second source, however, is not a contempguwarpal written by the Prophet or by anyone
else in the Kirtland Camp in 1838, but was actuatliften by Willard Richards after the
Prophet’s death. Comparative evidence suggestfibhards entry was essentially based upon
the Tyler journal entry. When this portion of thistbry was first published in thdillennial Star

in 1854 the entry read essentially the same dd incRichards’ handwritten manuscritWhen,
however, Church Historian Andrew Jensen publishedtheHistorical Recordn 1888, he
incorrectly assumed that the Prophet Joseph Snaghtiae source of this information and
inserted the words “which the Prophet said” immesdyabefore the part of the sentence about
Manti, making it read “which the Prophet said waes &ancient site of the city of Manti” although
this was not in the original manusc#fpt

Fortunately, there was another contemporary sowdsieh sheds light upon the question.
Elias Smith, a cousin to Joseph Smith also kepindeenporary journal of the travels and
activities of the Kirtland Camp. On this same day recorded:

We came through Huntsville the county seat of Ripldwhere we were told before we
arrived there we should be stopped but saw nothiitige kind when we came through
the town and heard no threats whatever, but akagal friendly. 1 %2 miles west of
Huntsville we crossed the east branch of Charit@hla’2 miles west of the river we
found Ira Ames and some other brethren near theeplhaere the city of Manti is to built
and encamped for the night on Dark creek 6 miles fHuntsville3’

Elias Smith did not equate the land near HuntsWlissouri with theancientlocation of Manti,

but indicated that this was the place whefetare settlement named after the ancient one was
“to be built.” In light of the above, it would appear thihe Missouri Saints in 1838 initially
anticipated the establishment of a future settlérard stake of Zion in the region, much as they
did later with the Zarahemla settlement in lowaitine the Samuel Tyler nor Elias Smith
journals, however, attribute these plans to anpipetic revelation on ancient Book of Mormon

geography.

When Church Historian B. H. Roberts preparedHistory of the Churclfior publication
he reviewed original sources upon which the “Manps¢listory” was based and revised parts
of the narrative accordingly. Although apparentiyavailable to earlier historians who wrote the
Manuscript History, Roberts utilized the Elias Smatcount instead of the portion of the

% “History of Joseph SmithMillennial Star16/19 (13 May, 1854): 296. This is the
source cited by Joseph Fielding Smith.

% “Kirtland Camp,"The Historical Record/7 (July 1888): 601.

37 Elias Smith, “Journal of the camp of the Seventiaring their journey from Kirtland
to Far West” 25 September, 1838, MS 4952, fold&ix5 Church Historical Department, Salt
Lake City. Emphasis added.
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Manuscript History which had been based upon tHerfgurnal. The entry for September 25,
1838 as first published in 1905 and all subseqaditions of theHistory of the Churclsays that
the village of Huntsville, Missouri was “near thiage where the city of Manis to be built’*®

Any attribution to the Prophet Joseph Smith as a&IHuntsville being the location of the
ancient site was removed. Church leaders apparkeitiyat the words “the place where the city
of Manti is to be built” more accurately reflectetiat was said, rather than “the ancient site of
the city of Manti.® In any case, since none of these sources equastient site of Manti with
the Prophet Joseph Smith or to any revelation @kBd Mormon geography, there is no
authoritative link between Huntsville Missouri wigimy ancient location mentioned in the Book
of Mormon.

Zelph

In the publishedHistory of the Churchthere is a tantalizing account of a episode which
took place during the Zion’s Camp journey in 18BHis account tells of the discovery of a
skeleton near the top of a mound near the bankeolllinois River. The prophet Joseph Smith,
according to this account had a vision in whiclghmed information about the identity of the
individual, whose bones they had encountered. péssage reads as follows:

The visions of the past being opened to my undedstg by the Spirit of the Almighty, |
discovered that the person whose skeleton waséafowas a white Lamanite, a large,
thick-set man, and a man of God. His name was Zélphwas a warrior and chieftain
under the great prophet Onandagus, who was knawm tine hill Cumoralor eastern sea
to the Rocky mountains. The curse was taken frolphZer at least in part—one of his
thigh bones was broken by a stone flung from ayslvhile in battle, years before his
death. He was killed in battle by the arrow founabag his ribs, during the last great
struggle with the Lamanites and Nephites.

Some claim that during the Zelph episode the Lexealed to the Prophet Joseph Smith
important facts that pertain to the geographictirggof the Book of Mormon. For example

The Lord through Joseph, could not have been aaret that this very mound was
within the boundaries of Book of Mormon lands . The rejection of Joseph Smith’s
statements about Zelph is required by Mesoamepogponents to maintain a belief in
their geographical inclinations. . . . They musicdird the statements of Joseph Smith for

% History of the Church 3:144.

39 Lamar C. Berrett, edSacred Places: A Comprehensive Guide to Early LS
Missouri(Salt Lake City: Deseret Book, 2004), 521.

0 History of the ChurclBecond Revised Edition (Salt Lake City: Deseretk3d.976),
2:79-80.
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the acceptance of their proposed thedfies.

The evidence upon which these conclusions are haseghly problematic. The wording
in the current edition of thistory of the Churcltited above, varies significantly from that of
the first edition published in 1904 which originatead as follows:

The visions of the past being opened to my undedstg by the Spirit of the Almighty, |
discovered that the person whose skeleton we leadvgas a white Lamanite, a large
thick-set man, and a man of God. His name was Zélphwas a warrior and chieftain
under the great prophet Onandagus, who was knawm tihhe eastern sea to the rocky
mountains. The curse was taken from Zelph, oeast| in part—one of his thigh bones
was broken by a stone flung from a sling, whildattle, years before his death. He was
killed in battle by the arrow found among his ridgring a great struggle with the
Lamanites®?

In the 1950s Fletcher Hammand noted the variateswéen the 1904 edition and the
second edition in published in 1948. In an attetoptetermine the original reading, Hammond
sought and obtained permission to examine theraighanuscript history of the Church.

Preston Nibley, assistant Church historian, anad Aogust 29, 1957, carefully examined
a microfilm copy of the original pen-and-ink entfythe Zelph incident in the Prophet’s
journal, and Brother Nibley has authorized me totkat the 1904 edition of the
Documentary History of the Church, Vol. Il at pag&sand 80 correctly reports the Zelph
incident; and that part of the 1934 [1948] editadrthe same history which differs from it
is erroneous. That is to say that the Prophet Jodigbnot say: Onandagus who was
known from thenill Cumorah, or eastern sea to the Rocky Mountains;’ but he ayd s
"Onandagus, who was known frdhre eastern seto the Rocky Mountains’; he did not
say Zelph was killedduring the last great strugglef the Lamaniteand the Nephités

but he did say Zelph was killed in battle . . .idgma great struggle with the

Lamanites” **

How did the additional wording get into the pubéslidistory of the Church In order to answer

this question it helps to know something aboutphary sources upon which Manuscript
History was based.

The primary study of the Zelph episode was pubtishérigham Young University

“1 Porter and MeldrunProphecies and Promisg$07.
2 History of the Church (Salt Lake City: Deseretise1904), 79-80.
3 Hammond, 102-3. This was actually the Manusdiiistory not the Prophet’s journal.
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Studiesby Latter-day Saint historian Ken Godfrey in 198Godfrey collected and reprinted

each of the six primary sources on Zelph as wellegeph Smith’s 1834 letter to Emma
mentioning the “plains of the Nephites.” He thealsimed each account of the episode as well as
the background behind the entry in the publishestdty of the Church. Godfrey stated

These records are generally consistent with onthandout leave a number of details in
doubt. Who was Zelph? Was he a Nephite or a Laeanthen did he die? What army
was he in? . ... The answers to these questamsot be given with certainty from the
complex historical sources that resulted from évisnt. While this means that Book of
Mormon scholars must remain tentative in drawinglioations from this notable
incident,it does not diminish the fact that Joseph was mhdwyethe spirit of revelation to
speak about Zelph and his noble past in conneetitin Book of Mormon peoples or
their descendant’.

Godfrey showed that the Prophet Joseph himselfdigdecord the incident himself and so we
are dependent upon the accounts of six other menab&iion’s Camp who were present during
or near the time of the event. When these accauatanalyzed it appears that the Prophet
received revelation about an individual named Zglph it is unclear what, if any, relationship
Zelph and his activities may have had to the evantsthe geography of the Book of Mormon
narrative.

In 1834 Wilford Woodruff was a recent convert whaveled with the Camp. Woodruff
kept an extremely valuable journal beginning in4d.&8d he recorded information about Zelph.
Woodruff apparently did not write down his accoahthe event until several weeks later,
perhaps after the Camp’s arrival in Missouri. Heorded

While on our travels we visited many of the moundisch were flung up by the ancient
inhabitants of this continent probably by the Néghi& Lamanites. We visited one of
those Mounds and several of the brethren dug frgod took from it the bones of a
man.... Brother Joseph had a vission respectingelson he said was a white Lamanite,
the curs was taken from him or at least in partyhs killed in battle with an arrow. The
arrow was found among his ribs. One of his thighdsowas broken. This was done by a
stone flung from a sling in battle years beforedaath. His name was Zelph. Some of his
bones were brought into the camp and the thigh ladneh was broken was put into my
waggon and | carried it to Missouri. Zelph wasrgéathick-set man and a man of God.
He was a warrior under the great prophet /Onandalaswas known from the hill
Camorah /or east sea/ to the Rocky mountains. bboeesknowledge Joseph received in a

4 Kenneth W. Godfrey, “The Zelph StonBYU Studie®9/2 (1989): 31-56; See also
Kenneth W. Godfrey, “What is the Significance offtein the Study of Book of Mormon
Geography?Journal of Book of Mormon Studi8£ (1999): 70-79.

% Godfrey, “The Zelph Story,” 33. Emphasis added.
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vision ¢

In Woodruff's journal entry the word “Onandagus’wsitten above the line between the word
“prophet” and the word “that.” The words “or easd%are also written above the line between
the word “Cumorah” and the words “to the Rocky Mtains.” Woodruff's account is one of six
primary ones. When examined against the otherdog®unts about Zelph raises questions in
relation to the issue what may have been revedléedime about Book of Mormon geography.
William Hamblin observes:

Woodruff's statement about Joseph mentioning Cumiorghe Zelph incident is unique
among the six near-contemporary accounts, indigakiat Joseph himself probably did
not use the term, which was, rather, an interpmatif Woodruff. The question thus
becomes, did Joseph himself originally use the v@uthorah as recorded by Woodruff's
"known from the hill Camorah [sic] to the Rocky Muains," or did he say "known from
the Atlantic to the Rocky Mountains," as recordgdMzBride? None of the other
accounts mentions either the Hill Cumorah or thamtic Ocean. Woodruff himself
shows ambiguity on this point by inserting the jgleréor east sea" in his text. If Joseph
had used the word Cumorah, we would expect it peapin more of the early accounts
of the incident’

The word “Cumorah” is not found in any of the otlearly accounts of the Zelph Story, which
suggests that the word may have been Woodrufspnetation of what Joseph said rather than
Joseph'’s actual word. When we compare the entry free Woodruff journal with the entry in
the Manuscript History of the Church we can seéttijournal was a very important source for
Willard Richards when he wrote down the Zelph Stémerestingly, this comparison also shows
that the portions that are left out are those whegee appears to have been uncertainty on the
part of Woodruff, including those references whecluld be specifically tied to anything in the
Book of Mormon text. This lends further support floe view that the Prophet’s revelation about
Zelph may not have included information about BobKMormon geography. Some Church
leaders have advised caution about drawing unwiaasonclusions from the Zelph account.
John A. Widtsoe was familiar with the Zelph stdyyt cautioned, “This is not of much value in
Book of Mormon studies, since Zelph probably ddtech a later time when Nephites and
Lamanites had been somewhat dispersed and had redrmieer the country?®

6 Wilford Woodruff Journal, May 1834.
47 Hamblin, “An Apologist for the Critics,” 477-78.

8 John A. Widtsoe, “Is Book of Mormon Geography Mm®?” Improvement Er&3/7
(July 1950): 547.
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Plains of the Nephites

In June 1834, the Prophet dictated a letter to Ef@mah in which he mentioned some of
his experiences of his journey from Ohio to Misseuth Zion’s Camp. He spoke of,
“wandering over the plains of the Nephites, recmgnbccasionally the history of the Book of
Mormon, roving over the mounds of that once belgvedple of the Lord, picking up their skulls
& their bones, as proof of its divine authentigiipseph Smith to Emma Smith, 4 June, 1834, in
JessePersonal Writings of Joseph Smi8#5-46). | think it likely that the Joseph Smatifuded
to the Zelph episode in this letter, although eertbt mention the warrior by name, his vision or
the details of what he may have learned througblation. It is clear that he associated the
mounds and bones which they encountered with thaires of Nephites. It is unclear, however,
what if any geographical information, this mightweey about Mormon’s narrative, since “plains
of the Nephites” is not a geographical designaitiotihe Book of Mormon. The Book of Mormon
indicates that many Nephites and Lamanites migrfated the land with which the Book of
Mormon is concerned to other regions (Alma 63:#8taman 3:3-16). Even those who
migrated northward were eventually “hunted, angeatriforth” and “scattered upon the face of
the earth” (Helaman 3:16). We are left to wondetalph died in battle defending Mormon'’s
people in the late fourth century A.D. or if heipked defending a group of people who had
previously migrated to parts of North America dgror after Book of Mormon times? All of the
Americas in North, Central and South America wepad of the land of promise to Lehi’s seed,
consequently, Joseph Smith’s reference to the nxyymidins or bones of the Nephites do not
explain to us where in the Americas those everdsrded by Mormon took place.

[1l. Incidents of Travel in Central Americaand the Book of Mormon

The year 1841 saw the publicationlofidents of Travel in Central America, Chiapas,
and Yucatarby John Lloyd Stephens with illustrations by FrétleCatherwood? This work,
not only recounted the authors’ travels to theargbut described for the first time, many of the
ruins found in what is now known as Mesoamericads an instant success and was widely
praised in the national press. A survey of litematuritten on the Book of Mormon during the
Nauvoo period suggests that Latter-day Saints waiseinterested in these Central American
discoveries and were quick to compare these disissveith the claims of the Book of Mormon.
Recently, some advocates of a limited North Amerigaography for the Book of Mormon have
claimed that these associations between ancienddesrica and the Book of Mormon were
inconsistent with the teachings and revelation¥oskeph Smith and that Joseph Smith was
unfamiliar with or was not responsible for thesews. For example, two recent advocates of the
so-called “Heartland” model state:

The Prophet was clear and concise in his statenaboist Book of Mormon geography,
yet doubtless, the allure and enticement of theesti@j Mesoamerican ruins, and a

49 John Lloyd Stephengicidents of Travel in Central America, Chiapasgdafucatar?
vols. (New York: Harper & Brothers, 1841).
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burning desire for tangible proof seems to havesed the hearts and minds of at least a
few of the early Church leaders including membéth® Twelve who were very close to
the Prophet Joseph.

This statement implies that the early Church lesdacluding future Presidents of the Church
such as John Taylor and Wilford Woodruff, were dstiay by the desire for physical proof to
discard previous inspired teachings of Joseph Shsitbuch a position consistent with the
historical evidence?

Latter-day Saint readers in Nauvoo, first becamarawf Stephens and Catherwood’s
discoveries in an article published in the JunelB83,1 issue of th&imes and Seasonsder the
editorship of the Prophet’s brother Don Carlos $maitd Robert B. Thompson These two noted
the significance of the explorers’ discoveriesliatter-day Saints in an article entitled,
“American Antiquities—More Proofs of the Book of kaon.™ Several months later, John
Bernhisel, a recent convert serving as Bishop theSaints in New York City, purchased a
copy of the two volume work and on September 8tevto Joseph Smith informing him that he
was sending him a copy of the set “as a token ofeggrd for you as a Prophet of the Lotd.”
Bernhisel asked Wilford Woodruff, who was returnimgme from his apostolic mission in Great
Britain, to carry the set back to the Prophet imm, which he did?

On the way home Woodruff spent part of the his tiesing the work and was
enthusiastic about its contents. On September X8dweded in his journal:

| spent the day in reading th& ol of INCIDENTS OF TRAVELS IN Central America
Chiapas AND Yucatan BY JOHN L STEPHEN'S . . . eltftruly interested in this work
for it brought to light a flood of testimony in mbof the book of mormon in the
discovery & survey of the city Copam Central America A correct drawing of the
monuments, pyramids, portraits, & Hieroglyphiceascuted by Mr. Catherwoasl now
presented before the publick & is truly a wondetht® world. Their whole travels were

0 (Porter and Meldrum, Prophecies and Promisesgidber 2009, 107.

°L “American Antiquities—More Proofs of the BookMbrmon,” Times and Seasons
2/16 (15 June, 1841): 440-42.

*2 John Bernhisel to Joseph Smith, 8 September,, 1881 1 page, LDS Church
Archives, cited in JessBersonal Writings of Joseph Smitkvised edition (Salt Lake City:
Deseret Book, 2002, 533.

>3 “| recieved $40 dollars of Dr John M. Bernhiset President Joseph Smith also
Stephens travels in central America in 2 volume alse letter” Wilford Woodruff Journal, 9
September 1841.
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truly interesting’*

On September 16 he recorded, “I perused the 2aW8tephens travels In Central America
Chiapas of Yucatan & the ruins of Palenque & Cojpais.truly one of the most interesting
histories | have read”Happy to be home, Woodruff arrived in Nauvoo ondber 63°

On November 16, 1843oseph Smith dictated a letter to John Bernhisglkimg him for
the gift.

| received your kind present by the hand of Erdf] Woodruff & feel myself under
many obligations for this mark of your esteem &iwdship which to me is the more
interesting as it unfolds & developes many thirigs fire of great importance to this
generation & corresponds with & supports the testiynof the Book of Mormon; | have
read the volumes with the greatest interest & plea& must say that of all the histories
that have been written pertaining to the antigsigéthis country it is the most correct
luminous & comprihensive.

This letter shows unequivocally that Joseph Sstidred the excitement about these
discoveries. generated among his associatesoltialgffect, signaled his approval of such
interests in connection with the Book of Mormon,irterest that can be seen in subsequent
Latter-day Saint literature. Of particular interesus today are five articles which appeared in
theTimes & Seasons 1842 when Joseph Smith served as editor. Théstes, two signed
“editor” and three unsigned editorials promotedwek of Stephens and Catherwood among
Latter-day Saints. Time today does not permit aitbet examination of these articles. Suffice to
say that they highlight Latter-day Saint interesthie travelers’ discoveries and the feeling that
they were consistent with and supportive of thextdeof the Book of Mormon. At the same
time, the literature shows that a variety of intetgtions of this data were entertained by Latter-
day Saint writers and their leaders. Here | willtfe on the question of Joseph Smith’s
involvement and authorship of filemes & Seasorarticles which were published under his
tenure as editor. After reviewing Joseph Smithle es editor of the Times and Seasons, | will
discuss what wordprint analysis may suggest ali@u¢tiestion.

> Wilford Woodruff Journal, 13 September, 1841.
*5 Wilford Woodruff Journal, 16 September, 1841.
* Wilford Woodruff Journal, 6 October, 1841.

>" Joseph Smith to John Bernhisel, 16 November, liB4lessePersonal Writings of
Joseph Smithb33. The letter was in the hand of John Taylor.
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Joseph Smith’s Concern over th@imes and Seasorand His Role as Editor

Between 1839 and 1841 the Quorum of the Twelve Ag®$ulfilled an important
mission to Great Britain, resulting in the conversof several thousand British Sairt3his
mission proved to be a tremendous blessing to thedh as well as the Quorum itself, but it was
sometimes difficult for the Prophet to be separ&tesh some of his closest and most diligent
associates. This is reflected in some of the chgdle associated with Church newspaper the
Times & SeasonsIn the Spring of 1839, Elias Smith, Hiram Clarkd others traveled to Far
West Missouri where they dug up and retrieved tivgtipg pres the type which had been used to
print the short-livecElder’s Journalin the summer of 1838.These were brought back to
Nauvoo and the first issue of tfianes & Seasonsas printed in November 1839 under the
editorship of Ebenezer Robinson and the Prophetisiger brother Don Carlos SmfthOn
December 1, 1840, this partnership was dissolvddCam Carlos became the sole editor of the
paper. Some time afterward the Prophet’s scribefragrad Robert B. Thompson joined Don
Carlos as editor. When the Prophets’ brother diedlugust 1841. Ebenezer Robinson again
joined Thompson. When Thompson died just twentysdater, Robinson again become the
editor and was joined by Gustavus Hills. Both wosgdve as editors until early 1842.

In the Fall of 1841 the Prophet began to expressams about Robinson and Hill's
ownership and operation of the paper. By this timest of the Twelve had returned from Great
Britain and Joseph became increasingly anxiousaiepsomeone else in charge of the paper
whom he could trust. This concern was also shayatldTwelve. On November 20, Brigham
Young recorded, “I met with six others of the Tweeim council, at my house, on the subject of
theTimes and Seasarnthie Quorum not being satisfied with the mannest®wus Hill had
conducted the editorial departmeftOn November 30

It was voted that Ebenezer Robinson be solicitagiie up the department of printing the
Times and Seasons to Elder Willard Richards.

Voted, that if Brother Robinson does not complyhtiis solicitation, Elder Richards be

*8 For a superb treatment of the subject see Jam&leB, Ronald K. Esplin and David
Whittaker,Men With A Mission: The Quorum of the Twelve Apssti the British Isles, 1837-
1841 (Salt Lake City: Deseret Book, 1992).

> History of the Church4:398; Kyle R. Walker, “’As Fire Shut Up in My Bes’:
Ebenezer Robinson, Don Carlos Smith, and the 18HibR of the Book of Mormon,Journal
of Mormon History36/1 9 (Winter 2010): 6-9.

® Times and Seasonigl (November 1839): 1-2, 16.

1 Journal of Brigham Young, 20 November, 1841, el J. Watson, ed\lanuscript
History of Brigham Youn801-1844 (1968), 112; Compatiestory of the Churc:454.
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instructed to procure a press and type, and publigper for the Church.

Moved by Elder Young, and seconded by Elder Wodgdtii&t Lyman Wight and John
Taylor present these resolutions to Brother Rolrifi%o

On January 17, 1842, Brigham Young wrote, “I metanncil with the Twelve at
Joseph’s office. We consulted in relation to thietprg and publishing, the council being
unanimously opposed to E. Robinson publishing tbekBof Mormon and other standard works
of the Church, without being counseled so to dthieyFirst Presidency® On January 28 the
Prophet received a revelation which said,

Verily thus saith the Lord unto you my servant yoseyo and say unto the Twelve, that it
is my will to have them take in hand the editodapartment of the Times and Seasons,
according to that manifestation which shall be giuato them by the power of my Holy
Spirit in the midst of their counsel, saith the d.oAmen®*

On this same day Brigham Young wrote, “The Lordihgvevealed, through Joseph, that the
Twelve should take in hand the editorial departnoéhe Times and Seasonsbought the
printing establishment, for and in behalf of theu@in, from Ebenezer Robinson, at a very
exorbitant price. The reason | paid such a pricg, Wwacause the Prophet directed the Twelve to
pay him whatever he asked. One item of his bill #880, for the privilege of publishing the
Times and Seasonsr good will of the office * On February 3, Wilford Woodruff recorded,”
After consulting upon the subjettte quorum appointed Elders J. Taylor & W Woodadifthe
Twelve to Edit the Times & Seasons & take chargbeofvhole esstablishment under the
direction of Joseph the Se&ccordingly I left my station at the Nauvoo prewin store &
commenced this day to labour for the church inptiieting esstablishment. Elder Taylor &
myself spent the afternoon in taking an invoicéhef printing esstablishment & met in council in
the evening at Joseph'’s stéfe.

On February 19, Woodruff wrote, “Joseph the Seapis Editor of that paper & Elder
Taylor assists him in writing while it has fallemny lot to take charge of the Business part of

62 History of the Church4:463.

8 Journal of Brigham Young, 17 January, 1842, irntdta, Manuscript History of
Brigham Yound.801-1844, 113; Compaktistory of the Churcl#:494-95.

® History of the Churci:503.

% Journal of Brigham Young, 28 January, 1842, irta&ia,Manuscript History of
Brigham Young 1801-184414.

 Wilford Woodruff Journal 3 February, 1842. ThécBwas 6,600 dollars Wilford
Woodruff Journal, 4 February, 1842. Emphasis added.
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the esstablishment”Woodruff's record indicates that the Prophet toskrall responsibility for
the paper itself and that he was assisted in wriiyp Taylor, although he does not specify what
that assistance entailed. In the March 1, 1842igfe Prophet published a formal
announcemerthat he was taking over as editor of the Churclrepdfhis paper commences my
editorial careerl alone stand for it, and shall do for all papdraving my signature
henceforwardl am not responsible for the publication, or agement of the former paper; the
matter did not come under my supervision. JOSEPHTSEM® In context, it seems clear that

this statement is disavowing Joseph's sanctioadore of the recent previous editions of the
T&S, the "former paper." (As we have seen, neifleseph or the Twelve were happy with how
Hills and Robinson had been handling things.) Jos#go describes himself as willing to
endorse "all papers having my signature hencefahaihis seems more than an endorsement of
individual articles, but rather newspaper(s) foickhe is listed as the editor. The term "papers”
does not mean "documents” in this context, it meevespapers published with Joseph as
editor.This issue of the paper also bore the ridtee Times and Seasons IS EDITED BY Joseph
Smith."® The Prophet continued to serve as editor untiFNogdember, 1842.

What are we to make of Joseph'’s role as Editorddfwde suggests that this was more than just
an empty title. In addition to his known contrilmuts, sources indicate that he read page proofs
and sometimes collected and supplied content naaterbe used for the paper, including poetry
and other newspapers. For most of his tenure henn@snear Nauvoo and frequently visited
and worked at the printing office and counseledhvigtlow apostles including John Taylor and
Wilford Woodruff. The Prophet was still in hidingoin his enemies during September 1842, but
actually stayed in and about Nauvoo during thisturere he could continue to work quietly
and address Church business as opportunity allo8@udetimes he was able to stay at home,
where he even managed to pose for a portrait f@rakdays. Significantly, both Woodruff and
Taylor were seriously ill during this time. WilfoMVoodruff records on September 19, I
commenced work this day for the first time for 43/sl” This means that Woodruff had been
absent from the printing office for more than fiveeks previous to September 19. On
September 21 the Prophet also recorded that hevitiedohn Taylor, “who is just recovering
from a severe attack of sickness” and that he adadslaylor “concerning the printing office.”
The two met again two days later on th&'.28/e do not know how long Taylor had been sick,
but the fact that the two had been seriously digasts that the Prophet may have had to bear
additional editorial burdens at that time. In aage, the fact that he met with Taylor several
times while he was still in hiding suggests thatejh was still concerned and involved in
editorial matters even when in hiding. Regardldsstm actually wrotélimes & Seasorarticles
associating the Book of Mormon with Central Ameyidgaseph Smith could not have been

7 Wilford Woodruff Journal, 19 February, 1842.
® Times & Seasond5 March, 1842.: 710. Emphasis added.
% Times & Seasond5 March, 1842.: 718.
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unaware of what was being written. To state thistlaer way, even if these articles were written
by John Taylor or Wilford Woodruff, clearly Josekiew what was being written.

During Joseph Smith’s tenure as editor, betweercMand November 1842 tfi@émes
and Seasongublished numerous articles of doctrinal and hissbisignificance to the Church.
This included the publication of the Prophet’s slations of the Book of Abraham, the
Wentworth letter, early installments of the HistofyJoseph Smith and two important letters
from the Prophet to the Church giving instructioglating to baptism for the dead. When we
examine the content of the Times and Seasons dinimgeriod we find that the prophet rarely
if ever signs his name “Joseph Smith” unless mepsoducing a letter or a document written for
a venue besides his own paper. Excluding itemgsemraind attributed to other contributors to the
paper, there were editorial items. These were ofkivds: Items signed “Ed” or editor and
unsigned editorial articles and commentary. Maksigned editor included articles on doctrinal
subjects such as baptism, baptism for the deadddheGhost, the manner of detecting the
influence of evil and false spirits and manifestas in order to avoid deception, revealed
knowledge and the government of God. In additiosuch doctrinal content, as noted already,
there were also several article relating to thelBaidMormon. Unsigned editorial material
included articles and commentary on the subjepeo$ecution, the city of Nauvoo, the temple,
apostasy and commentary on local events in additidhe three above mentioned editorials on
Central American ruins. According to Woodruff, tReophet, “wished us to take the
responsibility of the printing Office upon oursedv& liberate him from it. John Taylor
formally took over as editor in the November 1542 8sue. In that issue the Prophet wrote:

| beg leave to inform the subscribers of the Timwed Seasons that it is impossible for me
to fulfill the arduous duties of the editorial dejpaent any longer. The multiplicity of

other business that daily devolves upon me rentenpossible for me to do justice to a
paper so widely circulated as the Times and Seasbase appointed Elder John Taylor,
who is less encumbered and fully competent to asghmresponsibilities of that office,
and | doubt not that he will give satisfaction he patrons of the paper. As this number
commences a new volume, it also commences hisriaditareer.

JOSEPH SMITH.
John Taylor wrote immediately thereafter:

The patrons of the Times and Seasons will unquesbiy be painfully disappointed on
reading the above announcement.

We know of no one so competent as President J&&eyith to fill the editorial chair, of
which the papers that have been issued since hedleaseditor are sufficient evidence.

We do not profess to be able to tread in the stegrsto meet the expectation of the
subscribers of this paper so fully as our ablenled and talented prophet, who is now
retiring from the field; but as he has promisedgsdhe privilege of referring to his

0 Wilford Woodruff Journal, 7-12 November, 1842.
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writings, books, &c., together with his valuableiosel, when needed, and also to
contribute to its columns with his pen when atlegs we are in hopes that with his
assistance, and other resources that we have abomumand, that the Times and Seasons
will continue to be a valuable periodical, and regting to its numerous readers.

JOHN TAYLOR
To summarize the historical data:

1) Joseph Smith was well aware of the discovend3dantral America by Stephens and
Catherwood

2) He was, as were his close associates, veryasted in the Central American discoveries and
felt that they were important and should be knowd they in his view corresponded with and
supported the claims of the Book of Mormon

3) Joseph Smith was the editor of the Times & Seasom about February 15 to October 15,
1842.

4) Between March and October 1842, the only meth teelbe working in the printing office are
Joseph Smith, John Taylor and Wilford Woodruff.

5) Five articles on the Book of Mormon were pul@dskvhile Joseph Smith was editor endorsing
the work of Stephens and Catherwood to the Saints.

6) While acting as editor Joseph Smith receivedstsce in writing from John Taylor.
IV. Wordprint Analysis and the Question of Authorship

| have recently had the privilege to work with Rxsgor Paul Fields, a statistician and
several of his associates on several projectstefdst relating to the Book of Mormon, the
Spalding/Rigdon Theory and related issues, someéhath will see publication in the near future.
These projects relate to the question of authomstirgution for a number of texts of interest to
Latter-day Saint and historiansuthorship attributiorattempts to identify the author of a text
based on the style of the writing used in the téd$ing quantitative measures to describe an
author’s writing style is known formally asylometry but is sometimes more commonly referred
to aswordprint analysisalluding to fingerprint analysis to identify anknown person based on
fingerprint patterns left at the ‘scene of the @imThe basic assertion in these studies is that a
author has a unique style of writing and that bdeining the characteristics of an author’s
style, his or her written work could be identifigdhis or her stylistic ‘fingerprint’ is displayeith
a document. One area of our interest has to dothétlauthorship of the 1842 articles on the

1 Times & Seasond5 November, 1842, 8.
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Book of Mormon. It has been my assumption, awarth®imany pressures that Joseph Smith
was under during 1842, that the unsigned artialddighed on September 15 and October 1,
1842 were written by John Tayl6rWhen | discussed the issue with Professor Fitlelsyas
enthusiastic about applying these tools to thistjoe of authorship attribution. We are
preparing a detailed treatment on the questiontwiitl be published by the Maxwell Institute.
Today we can report some of these findings whicii beaof interest.

One mathematical tool used in a stylometric ingagton isdiscriminant analysis This
technique finds a linear combination of featurest thill ‘discriminate’ among items in known
classes as in categorizes plant or animals intodespéased on distinguishing features. The
discriminant function provides a formula that vgjllantifiably characterize items in known
groups so that a new item of unknown group memigersin be properly classified into the
same groups based on its features.

In authorship attribution, non-contextual words the features used to describe writing
style. Non-contextual words do not convey the adshmessage, but they are the function words
an author uses to construct his or her messagampges of non-contextual words are: and, but,
however, on, the, upon, etc. Interestingly, tleg@iency with which an author uses such words
distinctively characterizes his or her writing stgind can reveal the author’s identify in
comparison to other authors.

Methods

In order to investigate the probable authorshithefthree small unsigned editorials in Times
& Seasonghat referred to “Zarahemla”, we composited theto one 1000-word block so that
there was sufficient data to measure the word &Bqies.

Next we took texts from Joseph Smith’s signed eidil® the editorials signed “Editor(s)” and
the unsigned editorials appearing in Thmmes and Seasousiring the time period April through
October 1842. These were segmented into 36 1000swiocks to correspond in size with the
“Zarahemla” text.

We also took writing samples from John Taylor andfét Woodruff who were the only two
other possible contributors to the editorials. ¥gkected texts that were as close to the editorial
genre as were available and encompassed the 1842Zrame. For example, we did not use
texts from Wilford Woodruff diaries as his stylewsfiting in his personal records differed from
more public exposition. We compiled 30 1000-wolatks for Taylor and 24 1000-word blocks
for Woodruff. Thus we had a total of 90 texts welld use to build the discriminant function to
test the probable authorship of the “Zarahemlat. thext we identified 70 non-contextual words
that best distinguished the writing styles of Smitaylor and Woodruff. Using these words as

2 Matthew Roper, “Limited Geography and the Boolvimirmon: Historical
Antecedents and Early InterpretationrSARMS Review6/2 (2004): 245-48.
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the distinctive literary features for the candidatg¢hors and based on the 90 writing sample
blocks, we developed the discriminant function thiatild classify each writing sample into a
group corresponding with the correct author 100%eftime. Although this is a 70-
dimensional problem, we can project the relatiati@enships between the five groups -- Smith,
Taylor, Woodruff, Editor and Unsigned — onto a tdiaiensional plot.

Results

We can see in the plot that the writing styles wiit§, Taylor and Woodruff are clearly
distinguishable. However, Smith, Editor and Unsidjare not distinctively different. This is
evidence that the editorials signed “Editor” and timsigned editorials likely were written by
Joseph Smith.

Also shown on the plot is the composited “Zarahérathitorial. It is clearly closest to the
Smith-Editor-Unsigned grouping, providing evideteat Joseph Smith is the most likely author.

Cluster analysiss another tool for data exploration that is ukefauthorship attribution. A
cluster analysis groups items into pairs that laeectosest to each other based on the literary
features, but without using the information abaub\wn group membership. This provided
additional evidence that the “Zarahemla” editofiisl best with the “Editor” and “Unsigned”
groups. In fact, we could see some evidence tigatvork in the editorial office in 1842 could
have been highly collaborative since the writinmmpkes of the three authors were spread
throughout the clusters. Further, we could seeJblan Taylor might have worked closely with
Joseph in writing some of the editorials as hitestgemed to be partially manifested in some of
the “Editor” and “Unsigned” texts. In addition,re of the pairings indicated some evidence
that Wilford Woodruff influenced some of Joseph'sting as well.

Summarize Wordprint data
Conclusion

In 1843 Joseph Smith was interviewed by a repémoen thePittsburgh GazetteHe
acknowledged in that interview that he was indepdoghet and that the Lord did reveal himself
to him, but also explained that he did not alwagftsrgvelation when he asked for it. “Speaking
of revelations, he stated that when he was in andary,” he asked the Lord for a revelation, and
when he could not get it, he “followed the dictaiEhis own judgment, which were as good a as
revelation to him; but he never gave anything gogaople as revelation, unless it was
revelation.” The preponderance of evidence does not suppociaime that Joseph Smith’s
revelations included details about Book of Mormeogyaphy, but rather suggest that this, as
with many other questions, was an issue where BdSepth, as time allowed him to give it

3 “The Prairies, Nauvoo, Joe Smith, the Temple Mloemons, etc., Pittsburgh Weekly
Gazette 15 September, 1843.
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attention, followed the dictates of his own judgeti@nd expressed his own thinking. When
Joseph Smith used terms such as “this land,” @brginent,” or “this country” he seems to have
adopted the wording of fellow Latter-day Saints vthought of the Book of Mormon in broad
terms inclusive of all the Americas. The claim ttiese terms were intended to exclude any
portion of the Americas or its peoples from thempises and prophecies in that book is
unfounded. The evidence does suggest that Josaptdsife interest of his fellow Latter-Day
Saints in any discoveries which might shed lightlmauthenticity and historicity of the Book of
Mormon, wherever they came from, including thosefrCentral America, but he never seems
to have given any indication that these interestigevbased upon more than a certain knowledge
that the Book of Mormon was true and that one dayLibord would make all things clear. There
is likewise no indication that he ever sought tofsgh a detailed geographical model for the
Saints. While serving as editor, between March@atbber 1842, he oversaw the publication of
five articles on these discoveries. Authorshiplattron analysis through Wordprints lend no
support for the claim that these articles were gaten by others. This analysis together with
historical evidence suggest that Joseph Smith diasren name only. They support the view
that he was very much involved in the oversighg,liiting, and preparation of these articles on
the Book of Mormon and that John Taylor and Wilfevdodruff may have provided input as
well.
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