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MODERN KNOWLEDGE OF
THE ANTIQUITIES OF
AMERICA.

BY ELDER H. A. STEBBINS.

Some of the strong statements
(if they were only true ones),
made by the opposers of the di-
vine authenticity of the Book of
Mormon, are as follows:

“Another argument advanced
by Mormonism, in'supportof the
Book of Mormon, is American
antiguities. = It is claimed that
recentinvestigations corroborate
the statements of the Book of
Mormon in regard to the ancient
- civilization of America, their an-
. cestry,  language; works, - etc.
They. further. claim that these
things were not known to the
world prior to the introduction
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of the Book of Mormon. Now, if
we can show that these facts
were taught to the world long be-
fore the Book of Mormon was
published, then their argument
from this source falls to the
ground.

~HCenturies before the intro-
duction of the Book of Mormon
the theory was taught that the
early inhabitants of this conti-
nent came  from the tower of
Babel. * # The Book of Mormon
has simply borrowed-these spec-
ulations from the old writers, and
is trying to palm them off on the
world as a revelation from God.
The ruins of ancient cities of
America were known to the world
long before the publication of the
Book of Mormon.”” .

There has also been used
against us the quotations ‘in the
“Voice of Warning” from Josiah
Priest’s volume, where he says
that the ruins of Otolum (or Pal-
engue, the name by which they
are now altogether known), were
" discovered by Captain Del Rio
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in 1787, *an account of which
was published in Inglish in
1822,”” says Priest.

1t is stated that thisis givenin
the “Voice of Warning,” as proof
of the inspiration of the Book of
Mormon, ‘“notwithstanding that
the city was surveyed nearly half
a century before the introduction
of the boolk, and published to
the world eight years before the
‘Book of Mormon was published.”’
And that the city of Otolum or
Palenque, is much spoken of by
us, but that we ““ignore the fact
that it was discovered about the
middle of the sixteenth century,
too early, by nearly two centuries
[says this critic], to be revealed
by the Book of Mormon, or by
God through that book.” ’

To -all the above we reply, as
well as say to any who may have
been troubled by such state-
ments, or who are unacquainted
with the real facts in this matter,
that there has been a great per-
version of the truth, an unfair
and unjust use made of the facts
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about the discoveries and the
publication of those discoveries;.
and that no one need be troubled
or dismayed by the apparent ar-
ray of proof upon the side of the
enemiés of the Book of Mormon.

And to those, whether they are
in-the church or out of it; who
have gathered the idea that, for
some time before the publication
of the Book of Mornion, there
was world-wide knowledge.of the
‘existence -of the ruined cities of
Central America, we say - that
they have. certainly obtained a
very wrong impression, one that
is contrary to the truth. ~And
that the opposers are either very
deficient in their education upon
this point, or else they purposely
leave their readers and hearers
in the dark as to the real facts,
- which, when: stated, will make
the whole subject clear toall who
desire the truth, and only the
truth.

Some may accept the super-
ficial statements made by the op-
posers because they are willing
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to believe anything against the
claim that we make for the divine
origin of the latter day work
This class are not interested
enough to ask what may have
been the circumstances of the
times or of the. surroundings
whenthe alleged discoveries were
made, or they may not be wise
and just enough to ask as to when
and where these facts were pub-
lished, by whom, and in what
books, or as to what may have
prevented such knowledge from .
coming to the great world before
1830. ‘

~ On the other hand there may
be those who would like to learn
the reasons why it was not possi-
ble for Joseph Smith, or others,
to have had at hand the alleged
information.upon which to have
based. and from which to have
fabricated the Book of Mormon
in 1829-1830, and why there
could not, at that time, have been
any wide-spread knowledge of
the ancient cities of Central
America, either in Kurope or in
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America. That it was impossi-
ble for those men to have had
such booksand publications there
is sufficient proof; and I herewith
produce enough on this point to
satisty every impartial mind; or
.80 I believe.

It will be well to consider first
the discovery of Otolum; or Pal-
enque, by Captain Del Rio, and
its publication. T notice that
those who use this item against
us do not state awhere the book
was published, or say anything -
of how very little it was known,
even to the learned of the city of
London (according to Priest and
Stephens), until 1831-33. M,
John L. Stephens, the noted trav-
eler and explorer among the Cen-
tral American ruins, wrote as
follows about Del Rio and Palen-
‘que: '

“The report of Captain Del Rio
* * through either the supine-
ness or the jealousy of the Span-
ish government, was. locked in
"“:the archives of Guatamala until
the time of the revolution; when

A www.LatterDayTruth.org



7

the original manuscripts came
into the hands of an English gen-
tleman, and an Hnglish transla-
tion was published in London in
1822, This was the first notice in
Lurope of the discovery of - these
ruwins.  And, instead of electrify-
ing the public mind, so lttle notice
was taken of it that in 1831 the Lit--
erary (azebte, a paper of great
cireulation in London, announced
itas [then]a new discovery.”’—
Central America, Chiapas and
Yueatan, Vol. 2, page 269.

¥rom the above statement it
will be seem how impossible it
was for Joseph Smith, or any
others in America, to have known
of Del Rio’s discovery of Palen-
que, or for them to have made
use of it in fabricating the Book
of Mormon in 1829; for that book
was copyrighted Jumne 11, 1829,
and issued in book form early in
1830.  Thus it was legally en-
tered for publication two years
before Del Rio’s discovery began
to be known to the learned and
wealthy students of Europe, the
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very men who were using all
their time and abundant means
in - discovering something new
about antiquities and ancient his-
tory.

In further proof that ne]the1
" in Engiand or America was there
any general knowledge about
these ruins prior to 1829, I make
the following quotations from
Josiah Priest. He says:

“It is stated in the Family
Magazine for 1833, No. 34, page
266, as follows: ‘Public atten-
tion has been recently excited re-
specting the ruins of an ancient
city found in Guatamala. It
would seem that these ruins are
now being explored, and much
curiouns and valuable matter, in a
literary and historical point of
view is anticipated.” "—Priest’s
American Antiquities, fifth edi-
tion, page 246. ;

Mrzr. Priest explains that the
discoveries by Del Rio were the
ones referred to, and he. com-
ments thus:

“Liet it be understood that this
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city of Otolum [Palenque], the
ruins of which are so immense,
ig in North, not South, America,
in the same latitude with the is-
land Jamaica. ¥ ¥ The discovery
of these ruins and also of many
others in the same coun‘ry, are
Just conumencing to arouse the atten-
tion of the schools of  Itwrope, who
liitherto lave denied that America
“could boast of her antiquities. But
these immense ruinsg are now be-
ing explored under the direction.
of scientific persons, a history of
which in detail will doubtless be
forthcoming - in due time.”’—
American Antiguities, page 247
of fifth edition. , :
Notice the words in italics, and
consider how much they meanas
to the knowledge that was not had
in the world prior to the publica-
tion of the Book of Mormon. =~ If
this knowledge was not had by
the schools of learning in the cap-
ital cities of Europe how came it
in posession of the illiterate
young man, or his fellows, or
even in the brain or hands of
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Solomon Spaulding? Remember
that the Book of Mormon locates
in Central America the greatest
civilization that it gives account
of, or far away from the Ohio
valley, which is the scene of-
Spaulding’s romance, and that
when the Book of Mormon was
copyrighted the Central Ameri-
can ruins, according to all writ-
ings-extant, were notat all known
to learned Kuropean scientists,
students, travelers, and anti-
quarians. And the unlearned
young man outrivaled in knowl-
edge the wise students, trained
travelers, wealthy schools of
learning, and powerful assisting
rulers, who had at their com-
mand, all the avenues of learning
that existed in the world, save
that direct from the Lord on
high.

But what about Josiah Priest’s
book, when was it published? -
heard one of the most noted of
the opposition make a statement
in a public discourse that Priest’s
book was our armory, and that
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it was published in 1824; and a
certain writer says of a debater
that he introduced “a work by
Josiah Priest, which was printed
in1824.” Clearly there is a pur-
pose to have people believe that
all that Mr. Priest wrote was in
one book, and that the year 1824
wag the time of its publication.

There is no doubt that Mr.
Priest wrote a bock in 1824 about
a variety of curious things as be-
ing the wonders of earth and
heaven, and that in it he gave the
theories of James Adair, Rev.
Ethan Smith, Dr. Boudinot, and
others, that the aborigines of
America were of Hebrew origin.
But it was not a work upon an-
tiguities, and no author any-
where quotes that book upon
these matters, neither Bancroft,
Baldwin, Foster, or other well
known and thorough students of
all works ever published upon
antiguities. There was not, evi-
dently, anything of value in it
“ upon this subject. Buthiswork,
from which we have already
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made a quotation where he
speaks of the “Family Magazine”
article published in 18338, is
named “American Antiquities,” .
and is the one so largely quoted.
by leadiug as well as lesser writ-

ers upon this and kindred topics. .~/

I was fortunate enough to come
into possession of a copy of this
work in 1889, by discovery ata
sale of "ancient books in Kansas
City. Itis of the fifth edition,
but is complete from title page
to the end, and shows that the
work was entered for publication
(the first edition) in the office of
the clerk of the Central District
of New York (at Albany) on the
twenty-first day of March, 1833.
It has the date, and the seal of

- the United Siates Court, as well

as a statement of the nature and
character of the book, by whom
entered, ete. . A copy of this
book is a very rare article in
these days:.

As the above date (1833) is
" mearly four years later than the
Bookof Mormon was copyrighted
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(which was on June 11, 1829), it
is evident that Joseph Smithr did
not draw his inspiration from
that source.

In order that all may know just
when the important discoveries
in Central America came to the
knowledge of the world, we will
present the evidences about Cap-
tain Dupaix. Ofhim Prof. J. D.
Baldwin, on page 102 of his “An-
cient America,”’ says:

“Captain Dupaix’s folios, in
French * * contain the firstreal-
ly important memoir of these
ruins [Palengue]. 1t was prepared
in 1807, detained in Mexico dur-
ing the Mexican revolution, and
finally published in Paris in 1834
=5.7

Of this same work Mr. John L.
Stephéns says:

“While the report and draw-
ings of Del Rio sleptin the ar-
chives of Guatamala, Charles the
Fourth of Spain ordered another

o expedition. at the head of which

was placed Captain Dupaix. * *
His expeditions were made in
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1805-7, the last of which was to
Palengue. The manuscripts of
Dupaix and the designs. of his
dranghtman, Castadena, were
about to be sent to Madrid when
the revolution broke out in Mex:
ico. They then became an object
of secondary importance and re- /
mained during the wars of Inde-,
pendence under the control of
Castadena, who deposited them
in the Cabinet of Natural History
in Mexico. * And the work of
Dupaix was.not publishéd until
1834-5, when it was brought out
in  Paris.”—Central = America,
Chiapas and Yucatan, Vol .2,
page 297.

According to Prof. Baldwin,
the work of Dupaix was the first
description: ~of the ruins -of"
Palenque that was of real value.-
He says “the first really impor-
tant” one, and it was issued five
years after the Book of Mormon,
and thenin French only.

Compare the foregoing evi-
dences with the unwarranted as-
sertion that we “igunore the fact

[

www.LatterDayTruth.org




15

that it {Palenque] was discovered
about the middle of the sixteenth
century, too early by nearly two
centuries to be revealed by ‘the
Book of Mormon.’

We do not ignore it, but we
deny that the knowledge of the
discovery came to the world in
the sixteenth century, or even
until Well along in the nmeteen‘bh
century.’ ‘

A recent pubhcatlon says that
“Spanish adventurers penstra-
ted the dense forests of Chiapas,
in which they  discovered the
ruins of an ancient ¢ity, to which
they gave the name of Palenque,
from a poor adjacent village.”

To this we reply that it is now
known (in recent years) that
Palacios, a Spaniard, visited and
wrote of these ruins hundreds of
years ago, but what are the facts
and what were the circumstances-
connected with' that discovery?
Prof. Baldwin relates as follows:

= ““Palacios, who described Copan
[which i in the same region as
Palengue] in 1576, may properly
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be called the first explorer.”—
Ancient America, page 102,

But it was long after the year
1830 before his writings came to
the knowledge of the world."
The Hon. H. H. Bancroft, on page
79 of volume 4, of his “Native
Races of the Pacific States,’ says
that Palacios wrote the results
of his observations to the king of
Spain, “which document,” says
Bancroft, ‘s preserved in the
celebrated’ Munoz collestion,”
that is in the city of Madrid.
Bancroft states, and so also does -
the American Encyclopedia (arti-
cle Squier), that no English trans-
lation of Palacios was made until
that by the Hon. E. G. Squier in
the year 1860.

As for other Spanish a,dveng .

" turers, who discovered ruined
cities as early as the sixteenth
century, we find that the writings
(such as they were) of Acosta,
Garcia, Hermandes, and others,
have never yet been published in
the English language; and we
challenge our opponents to pro-
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duce good evidence that even one
book existed in England or Amer-
ica prior to 1830 that contained
any extracts from their views or
speculations; or even that such
men were known to have lived, or
that they explored any region of
antiguities. The foregoing ex-
tracts from Stephens, Bancroft,
and Priest, abundantly disprove
.the idea that what those Span--
-iards found became known toany
English speaking people on earth
prior to 1830.

As for Siguenza, he was pro-
fessor of astronomy and mathe-
matics in Mexico about 1680, and
he wrote (as modern investiga-
tion proves) several treatises on
Mexican history and her ruins.
But they wereall in Spanish, and
modern historians say that they
have been read very little even
in Mexico, and are rarely to be
seen there. In very recent times
she learned in various languages,
such men as Bancroft, have read
them to see what Siguenza did
write. Bancroft has read all that
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Spanish writers have written up-
on these subjects; and in 1875 he
published . the results to the
world, in hisfive octavo volumes.

Therefore the impossibility of

Joseph Smith (or others) in thé
wilds of New York, without rail-
ways, telegraphs, or more books
‘than a bible and a few common
volumes,; having any acquaint:
anhce ‘with any of these writings.
It is extremely absurd to hold
the idea that these common men
could have known of these won-
" derful discoveries  before ~the
learned ha@ heard of them, and
in time to have manufactured a
fraud that' exactly agrees with
the discoveries brou@ht to hght
since 1830.

I nex’p take up and exa;mme‘ 8
statement made by one writer
that Baron Humboldt ‘visited
Central America and described
the antiguities of that country,”
also that “his (Humboldt’s) work
was published in England and
America in 1806.” I do not kunow
that any other has made such a
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glaring misg-statement, butit is
well to answer it, as well as to
give the facts about Humboldt,
and the dates of his travels and
of his publications. ~

T find that this renowned Ger-
man Scientist landed in Sotuth
America on July 16, 1799. He
explored the regions of western
South America very thoroughly,
and then went directly to Mexico,
landing at Acapuleo, March 23,
1808. He remained in Mezxico
until March 7, 1804, and then
sailed for Cuba. He left there
and arrived at Bordeaux, France,
August 8, 1804,  And there is no
claim made by any historian, or
encyclopedia, that Humboldt even
knew anything about, much less
visited, the ruined cities of Ux-
mal, Palengne, Mitla, Copan, or
any of the others that are now so
well known to the nations of
Europe and America.

In fact at the time Humbolds
visited Americano one knew about
those ruins; for all that had been
written of them was locked in
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the Spanish archives at Madrid,
and the information had not
reached the light of day. = What
Siguenza had written of Mexico
did not pertain to the ruined
cities I have named, which com-
prise the real great discoveries,
and which are the center of the
old-time civilization.
As to the publication of Hum-
boldt’s works we read as follows:
“Ag the condition of Germany -
made it impracticable to there
publish his large scientific works,
he was permitted by Frederick
William III, as one of the eight
foreign members of the French
Academy of Sciences, to remain
in Paris. * % There [in Paris] ap-
peared his ‘Voyage aux Regions
Equinoxiales,” three volumes
folio, with an aftlas, 1809-1825;
translated into German, six vol-
umes, Stubbgart, 1825-1832.77—
" American HEncyclopedia, article
Humboldt. ,
That is, Humboldt’s account of
his travels in the equinoxial re-
gions of America were not even
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" begun in publication, in getting
out the sheets, until 1809, and the
three volumes, as first published
under his own supervision, were
not completed until 1825. And,
with the best efforts of the Ger-
man king, and the aid of Hum-
boldt’s scientific friends, they
were not completed at-Stuttgart,
in the German language, -until
©1832. - s ;
‘What then of the statement
that Humboldt was published in
England and America in 1806? It
is simply an assertion without
any proof, without any founda-
tion in fact; it is only a falsehood.
The only book that we have any
account of as having been pub-
lished about Humboldt’s discov-
eries prior te Josiah Priest’s men-
tion in 1833, is a book that he
quotes from. He calls i, “Re-
searches in America,” and says
that an edition had been publish-
ed in America by Helen Maria
Williams, probably not long be-
fore his book was issued. This
is found~on page 255 of Priest’s
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American - Antiquities, fifth edi-
tion, issued in 1835,

But whatever year her book
was published in, it could have
contained nothing aboutPalenque
or other ruins in that region; be-
cause Humboldt neither explored
them orknew anything of them
when he was in America. And
thereareno evidences that Joseph
Smith had any knowledge of said
book, or that it had much circula-
tion in the United States.. - Nor
do we find it quoted by any author
except Priest.

We now come to the consideri-
tion of the time when other emi-
nent and lesser writers upon
American antiquities published
their works. In 1875 the Hon. H.-
H. Bancroft published his five
volumes, called “Native Races
of the Pacific States.” It is an
exhaustive and very valuable
work, being enriched with thou-
sands of quotations from -all”
known authoritiesnpon American
antiquities and traditional his-
fory. In velume four he guotes
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largely from the writings of John
L. Stephens, and he remarks that
“gince 1830 the vail has been
lifted” by the ressarches of the
explorers. Of BStephens and
Catherwood he says:

“These gentlemen boldly left
the beaten traclt and brought to
the knowledge of the world about
forty ruined cities, whose very
existence had been previouly un-
known.”—Vol. b, pp. 144-5.

Thus Mr. Bancroft claims (with-
out any collusion with us) that it
was after 1830 that the ‘““vall was
lifted” from the great ruinsg of
that land: And it seems a re-
markable, and perhaps a provi-
dential coincidence, that he is
compelled by the facls to name

“ag the starting point (not the clos-
ing one) in obtaining information
of the ruing, the very year in
which the Book of Mormon was
published, after being copyright-
ed in 1829. The Lord has left the

.world without excuse, except

they hide under the lie that the
ruined cities were known to the
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world before 1830. Of the value
of Mr. Stephens’ works Mr. Ran-
- croft says:

“Stephens’ account has been
the chief source from which all
subsequent writers, including
myself, have drawn their inform- -
ation,” p. 146. '

And when did Catherwood and
Stephens first explore those re-
gions? Stephens” first volume
shows that they sailed from New
York on October 8, 1839, and both
he and Bancroft state that they
began their work in 1840, at the

“- ruins of Uxmal.  Henece, we see

that even the learned did not have
before 1833 to 1840 the sources to
draw from which it is claimed
that the unlearned Joseph Smith
and his colleagues had prior to-
1829. If the vail has only been
lifted since 1830, and nearly all
before that was in Spanish manu-
scripts, from whence had Joseph
Smith - his- fountain of wisdom,
excepting it was just where he
claimed it was, namely, in God
himself,
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I will mention some other au-
thors who are supposed by some
(without examination) to have
written about the ruins before
1830. 'The facts are as follow

Some may suppose that bras-
seur De Bourbourg, whoislarge-
ly quoted by Bauncroft and Bald-
win, was an ancient Spanish writ-
er. But he did not begin his ex-
plorations until 1848, and his
“History of Civilization in Mexico
and Central America” was not .
published until 1857, and then on-
ly in the French language.

Delafield’s alu%ble work, “An-
tiquities of America,” was 1ssued '
simultaneously in London, Paris,

and New York in 1839,

Hon. E. G. Squier published his
works upon “Antiquities in the
United States’ in 1848-1851, his
“Nicaragua’ in 1852, and his
“Notes on Central America’ in
1854,

The celebrated geologist and
archeeologist, Prof. J. W. Foster,
published his first volume on an-
tiquities, enfitled ‘The Missis-
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sippi Valley,” in 1869, while his
~“Prehistoric Races in the United
States” was notissued untit 1873

Charney, the Ifrench explorer,
first visited Mexico and Central
America in 1857, and the second
time in 1880-1882. His latest
book, a summary of both visits,

“named “Ancient Cities of the New
World,” was published in Paris
in 1834, and, by agreement, was
tranglated into English andissued
by Haitper Brothers in New York
in 1887.

Liord. Kingsborough, whose
writings are largely quoted by
historian Bancroft and other
writers, should have been men-
tioned earlier in this list. IHis
nine large volumes, entitled
“Mexican Antiquities,” had their
beginning in 1880, the first sheets
being in press then. But the
work was mnot completed until
after 1840. And they havenever
been seen in any but the largest
libraries. I was informed by a

“student of ancient Tore in Kansas
Jity that these volumes with

www.LatterDayTruth.org




27

colored plates, were valued at
8875 for the set, and with plain
plates at $550. Bro. &. B\ Walker
visited the Cincinnati Exposition
about ten years ago, largely for
the purpose. of getting & sight of
them and making extracts for
his use and for publication.

I should add about Baron Hum-
boldt’s works that a literal trans-
lation and publication of them, as
a series, was not begun until in
1845 the celebrated publisher,
Bohn, began the work of issuing
them, and that they are worth
hundreds of dollars, and are only
to be found in great libraries.
The encyclopedias say that they
are ‘“‘almost inaccessible on ac-
count of the cost.”

Prof. J. D. Baldwin’s much
read and largely quoted book,
“Ancient America,”’ was publish-
ed in 1872. It is chiefly valuable

‘as being a brief digest of the
main points by all the leading
writers upon antiquities.

Hon. Ignatius Donnelly’s “At-
lantis™ was issued in 1882.
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John T. Short’s well known
work, ‘“The North Americans of
Antiquity,” was also published in
1882.

Brownell’s “New World” was

published in 1857, and Bradford’s "
“Origin of the Red Race” .still
later, the year not now remem-
bered by me.
"~ There are names of lesser note
but their investigations and their
writings have all been since 1830.
‘What Bancroft has 'stated on this
point may be relied on, and any
who choose to examine will iearn
that neither the historians nor
ourselves have mis-stated the
facts.

We now take up briefly the
Peruvian civilization, of which
one writer boldly proclaims as
follows: -

“Tt has been known since the
conquest of Peru by Pizarro that
there had been three’ or more
civilizations there, that of the
Incas being the last.”

Yes, we do not deny that these
matters, particularly about the
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traditional history of the ancient
Peruvians, were written of hun-
dreds of yearsago. Butby whom
and to whom? By Spanish
priests, soldiers, and adventur-
ers, and to the king of Spain, to
whom the manuscripts were sent,
and by him laid away in the arch-
ives at Madrid. ‘What the world
knows about the great roads,
aqueducts, ruined fortresses and
cities of Peru; especially the peo-
ple of America and of England,
they have learned from the writ-
“ings of the historian, W. H. Pres-
cott, beside what has been gained
through the extracts from Hum-
“boldt that have been published
more particularly since 1845, and
in part since 1833,

But the author chielly quoted
is Prescott, his “History of the
Conguest of Peru,” which was.
published in 1847. In his pre-

~ face, written April 2, 1847, Pres

cobt says that from Spain he
gathered his material, he appear-
-ing to have special advantages
which no other man has had. He
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writes as follows: “The larger
-part of the documents in both
cases [thatis in writing both the
“Conguest of Mexico,” and the
“Conquest of Peru”] was ob-
tained from the same great
repository, the archives of the
Royal Acadamy at Madrid.”’ He
writes of the great collection of
material by Munoz, the eminent
scholar, who intended to publish
‘a thorough history from the
manuscripts, but. who died be-
fore he could accomplish it, and
Prescott says that the portion of
the Munoz manuscripts “‘which
had reference to Mexicoand Peru
were destined to serve the uses
of ancther, an inhabitant of that
new world to which they related,”
meaning himself.

"The “Conquest of Mexmo was
published in 1843, and the “Con
quest of Peru” in 1847. So late
came the chief source of informa-
tion to the American public con-.
cerning the ancient civilization of
Peru, outside of what was known

about Humboldt’s discoveries:
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And when we come to the tra-
ditional history of Peru we find
that Montesinos is chiefly used
as the authority. Heis quoted
as such by Bancroft and Baldwin,
because he was early in Peru and
made a special study of these
matters. But what of him, and
when did he write, and when
did the English speaking world

firgt learn about him?
Baldwin, on pages 261~268 of
- “Ancient America,”’ says that
" Ferdinand Montesinos was a
“scholar and a worker,” that he
had “the best possible opportuni-
ties for observation,” and that
noone exceeded himinarchasolog-
ical knowledge of Peru. He wasg
sent by the King of Spain to
Peru in 1630. But his two man-
uscripts, “Memorias Antiguas
Historales del Peru,” and his
“Annales.” remained for two
hundred years in the archives at
‘Madrid, and only the former has
yet been published, and thatin
- the French language, after being
tromslated fromm the Spanish by
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M. Ternaux-Compans, as shown
by Baldwin on pages 264,265, It
is now only known to the learned,
those who can read French..

Therefore the impossibility of
any American in the year 1830
having known of this work of
Montesinos, whether ~ he was
learned or unlearned. Itisim-
possible that Joseph Smith, or
any-other American, knew of its
existence when the "Book of
Mormon was written.

As for the work of the Hon.
E. G. Squier it was not published,
his “Peru, the Land of the Incas,”’
until 1876-7. He was sent to
Peru in 1863 as United States
Commissioner, and, while there,
gathered the materials that have
been of so much value to the
world in the study of antiquities,
in. connection. with Prescott’s
volumes. These two men have
given to the world the chief in-
formation about Peru. and her -
ancient history and civilization. ,

It may be well. to say a little
“about the origin of the Indian
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race, because weare attacked up-
on this point. One writer states
that the idea of the Israelitish
origin of the American aborig-
ines was ‘held long before 1830,
and he says that it does nottake
inspiration to feach something
that has been taught for years
before.”

We reply, that inspiration may
tell mankind as to the truth or
falsity of theories or speculations
held by men, and also give in-
formation and understanding as
to how certain events were
brought to pass. Even, asin this
case, the Book of Mormon is a.
history of God’s dealings with a
certain portion of the Hebrew
race, an account of the wander-
ings and experiences of a colony

which came to America before the - -

Babylonish - ca'p'tivit'y. Ifor the
Lord had declared by Moses
that he would yet scatter Israel
“from the one end of the earth
‘even unto the other.” (Deut.
28:64.) We have always ad-
mitted that the theory of a
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Hebrew origin was advocated by
the celebrated Indian trader,
James Adair, about 1775, by the
Rev. Ethan Smith in 1825, also by
Dr. Boudinot and the Rev. Jede-
diah Morse carly in this century, .
and thereis no disposition todeny
it. -All who areinterested in thig
point- will here have the dates
and brief facts that cover the
ground.

In the foregoing article I have
been explicit in order that no
misunderstanding need be had
upon any point; atleast I hope
that all will be clear to those who
read; and I believe thatI have
made no mistatements as to
any of the points at issue. That
good will be accomplished by
this is the only desire that I
have.

Laxont, Towa, March 4th.
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