CARROLL-LLOYD EXPOSE.

Rev. A. Carroll, of Independence, Missouri, Attacks
the Divine Authenticity of the the Book
of Mormon and the Mission
of Joseph Smith.

My Dear Sir:—In a pleasant in-
terview with you, I stated that the
Book of Divine Revelation was
complete in the Old and New Testa-
ment and that no additions to it are
admisrable among intelligent Chris-
tians, o

I read with attention your article
upon the subject in Zion’s Ensign.
Will that publication kindly pub-
lish a summary of my reasons.why
the Book of Mormon bears neither
internal nor external proofs of a ai-
vine authorship.

EXTFRNAL EVIDENCES.

First. TheprophetJoseph Smith
possessed no character for honesty
among those who knew him best,eith-

er in his earlier years, orduring his
entire life. This is a strong point,
He was of a family who,: from
neighbor’s testimony, -good author-
ity where reputation is eoncerned,
avolded honest labor, occupied
themselves in digging for hid treas-
ures, and in similar visionary pur-
sutts. They were intemperate, un-
truthful, and commonly suspected
of sheep-stealing”and similar offen-
ces against society. More than sixty
respectable citizeos of Wayne coun:
ty, N. Y., testified under oath that
the Smith family were immoral,
false, and fraudulent and that Jos-
eph was the worse of them. Nor
are these statements  generally con-
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2. CARROLL-LLOYD EXPOSE.

tradicted by leading Mormons, - un-
less it be those of more recent histo-
ry.

Brigham Young said of him:
*“The doctrine he teaches is all I
know about the matter. bring any-
thing else against that 1f youn can.
As to anything else I do not care if
he acts like a very devil; he has
brought forth a doctrine that will
save us if we abide by it. He may
get drunk every day ‘of his life,
sleep with his neighbor’s wife every
night, run horses and gamble. T do
not care anything about that, for I
never embrace any man 1n my faith.”

The whole history of JosephSmith’s
life shows him to have been a man
without the tear of God before his
eyes. No deep religious conviction
leading him to a closer walk with
God, and to be influenced by mo-
tives such as Christ taught: <«Do
unto others as ye would that they
should do unto you,” characterized
the man whom the Latter Day Saints
think God honored by adding to
the Holy Seriptures a distinet vol-
ume at the touch of his pen.

SzconD. TherraTEs and their mis-
ToRY lack evidence of inspiratien.
They were gaid tohave been found in
the earth,a hill inManchester, Ontario
county, N. Y., and with them two
transparent stones set in silver bows
like spectacles. The plates were
about the thickness of tin, about 8
mches by 7, and held together by
three rings running through them
all, making a volume about six in-

ches thick. On these were bhiero-
glyphic letters of a language not
then known on earth, called the re-
formed Egyptian. - KFrom bebind a
blanket to keep the record from pro-
fane eyes, Smith read off ‘with the
aid of the stone spectacles, while
Oliver Cowdery * wrote it down.
There were sixteen books in ‘this
«tolden Bible” or ¢Book of Mor-
mon.” Now I have personally scen
a photograph of one of those plates,
or of a copy of it, a tramscript on
paper which Smith gave Prof.” An-
thon of Yale College. T wish here-
in te bear my téstimony that Prof.
Anthon has given a most accurate
description of it as follows: *This
paper was in faet a singular seroll.
It consisted of all kinds of erooked
characters, disposed in columns,
and had evidently been prepared by
some person who had before him at
that time a book containing various
alphabets, Greek and Hebrew let-
ters, crosses and flourishes. Roman
letters inverted or placed sideways,
were arranged and placed n perpen-
dicular columns; and the whole end-
ed 1n a rude delineation of a cirele,
divided into various compartments,
decked with various strange marks,
and evidently copied after the Mex-
ican ealendar given by Humbolt,
but copied in such a way as not to
betray the source whence it was de-
rived.”” Note particularly that
Smith at the age of fifteen by his
own statement, began to have vis-

10n8; that at about eighteen was in-
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structed by an angel that he should
find the plates; that at the age of
about twenty-two the angel placed
in his hands the -plates and stone
rpectacles; that Smith read from be-

hind a curtain'and as one says hav-

ing the golden- plates in his hat
which he held up before his face;
and that Oliver Cowdery wrote as
Smith read; and that Prof. Anthon
received from Smith himself a copy
of the plates vn a roli of paper, and
that photographs reveal unmistake-
ably the truths of Prof. Aunihon's
description.  Was' a forged docu-
ment ever  more  clearly. proven?
And was not the character of Smith
both before and after, just suited to
such attempt at forgery?

Trirp. Inaddition to the above the
language of Joseph Smith himselt
representing the work ought to be
carefully considered. He said to
one of his friende, Peter Ingersol,
there was no such book,  that the
whole affair was a hoax; but said he
¢sag I have got the 'd—-d. fools
fixed, I shall carry out the fun.”

Fourr. . When, in 1830 the book
printed the three witnesses, ~Oliver
Cowdery, David Whitmer and Mar:
tin Harrig; subseribed to it as fol-
lows: “We declare with words  of
soberness that an angel of God came
down from heaven, and he brought
and laid before our eyes that we be-
held and saw the plates and the-en-
gravings thereon.” Seyeral years
afterward all three quarreled with
Smith, renounced Mormonism, and

declared their previous testimony
10 be false. In 1837, Smith wrote
of Harris: ¢There are negroes who
have white skins as well as black
ones; Granny Parsh and others,
such as Martin Harris, who acted as
lackays.” - Now, with this- strong
testimony of thore nearest the scene
of the alleged discovery of the gold-
en plates, the exposure of Smith’s
attempt to impose upon the learned
Prof. Anthon a conglomeration  of
corrupted alphabets as a langnage
which nobody could read but the ig-
norant, profane, vissionary and un-
reliable Smith himself; and further,
the quarrel ‘and counter testimony
of both Smith and his witnesses, all
taken together, offer me no exter-
nal evidence of a decument which
God has thus added to his complete
Bible.

There ig this further remarkable
circumstance. - While ‘believers 1n
the Bible erect schools. of learning,
cultivate science and literatuve, and
ask the deepest research to be made
mto the . evidences of Christianity,
the Latter, Day Samts shrink back
with the Book of Mormon, - They
do not “court investigation at the
hands of thelearned. Indeed, quite
in contrast with  believers - in- the
pure Bible only, the Saints make

no effort to spread the printed: page
abroad. It is rather kept hidden
from view, clothed with a sort-of
mysticism, in which “the - ignorant
and easily deceived prefer to come.
Why do 1ot believers in: the: Book
of Mormon quote it; love it, spread
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4. CARROLI~LIOYD EXPOSE.

1t abroad, and ask the learned in
colleges and universities to examine
its evidence? It does not bear in-
vestigation. Now, if its history is
frandulent, can any wman of clear
conscience add 1t to God’s Word as
divine truth, and so proclaim it to
the world? I ask you the direct
questicn, Is the Book of Mormon
divinely inspired as it came from
the lips of Joseph Smith? Has 1t
external evidence that it came from

Gtod through him? ~ I am sure- you
will not affirm it. Then take the
Bible only as the rnle of faith and
practice.

I withhold for the present an es-
say on the INTERNAL EVIDENCES, forl
am sure Zion’s Ensign will not pub-
lish either this .or the next essay.
It would unsettle the blind faith of
too many.

Most kindly,
A. CARROLL.
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CARROLL-LLOYD EXPOSE.

Elder T. E. Lloyd Replies to Rev. Carroll, De-
fending the Book of Mormon and
the Prophetic Mission of
Joseph Smith.

Ruverenp Sir:—I am glad that
you read ‘Remarks Upon Revela
tion 22:18, 19,” as that writing
exposed the falacy upon which many
rely in rejecting modern revelation.
Tt was hoped that you would have
seen that your position was untena-
ble, and utterly devoid of Scriptur-
al support; for there is no, *Thus
saith the Lord” tfor the notion that
with the writing of John’s book of
Revelation, the canon of Seripture
was closed.

Whether you perceived the weak-
ness of your position, or not, you
fail to sustain your views upon that
important subject, merely asgsuom-
ing ¢“That the book of Divine reve-

lation was complete in the Old and
New Testament, and that ne addi-
tions to it are admissable among in-
telligent Christians.”  Here you
state a radical opinion, which cer-
tainly agrees with your creed, al-
though not snstained by a line of
Holy Writ.  ¢No additions to it
are admissable among intelligent
Christians.” - And so you become
judge of the mental qualifications
of all concerned. Strange indeed
that you should think your opinion
to be the ¢intelligent” omne, while
that of the ¢‘Saints’’ although in
line with the character of od, and
his- promises, is not to be entertain-
ed by «“intelligent Christians.”
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6. CARROLL-LLOYD EXTPOSE.

Now if revelation was ordained
to cease with the writing of the
New Testament, it is evident that
Latter Day Saints are ingreat error
and fundumentally wrong upon this
question; and it would follow that
Joseph Smith was a false teacher
and a false prophet and the Book
of Mormon untrue. On the other
hand, if the faith of the «Saints” 18
true, in that they believe that God
will reveal himself unto his people
from time to time, then it must be
apparent, that our intelligent ortho-
dox ffiends are unsound in doctrine,
because they reject the promises of
God, and therewith, any furtber
revelation which he shall give unto
man.

“Intelligent  Christians” have
made their boast that ¢The Bible
alone is the rule of faith and prac-
tice;” and yet they do not agree
among themselves, either in faith
or practice. What 18 the matter?
Is the rule not sufficiently plair?
Or will you tell us that those intel-
ligent Christians are but willful in
their doetrinal disagreements? it
the later, what a commentary apon
the different ‘“intelligent” churches.

But when we know that the Bible
as compiled and published, contains
only a part of <All Secripture,”
which Paul said is given by 1nspi-
ration of God, and is profitable for
doctrine, forreproof, for correction,
tornstriwction in righteousness; that
the man ot God may be thoroughly
furnished unto all good works,”—2

Tim. 8:16, 17; then 1t is evident,
that the Bible as now compiled, was
not intended as the only rule of
faith and practice. Who shall say
that the missing prophetical works
of the Old Testament, and the apos-
tolical and doctrinal writings, miss-
g from the New Testament should
not be received as canonical among
Yet
bound, so called “‘intelligent Chris-
tians,” would fain believe, thata
portion of Holy Writ, which they
have compiled and accepted, alone
ig the rule of faith and practice;
thus barring out other books equal-
ly as sacred of whieh the record
speaks; and also rejecting the Holy
Ghost in its pledged office work,
among God’s people.

Latter Day Saints avow their be-
lief that ““God is no respecter of
persons,” and that ‘Jesus Christ
is the same vesterday, and to-day,
7 and that those gener-
al promises which accompanied the

professed Christians? creed-

and forever;

commandments when the gospelk
was preached in its purity, hold
good today. With this premise ac-
cepted, it is easily seen that God
may reveal himself from time to
time as necessity shall demand.
Butif the Saints are.wrong upon
this question, why do you not bring:

forth your strong reagons, and show
their error? However, instead of
treating the subject from its basic
principle, you merely assert un-
warrantable conclusions, and then
proceed to assail Joseph Smith and

| the Book of Mormon.
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Under the head of ¢ External Ev-
idence” yousay: ‘“The Prophet Jos-
eph Smith possessed no character
for honesty among those who knew
him best, either in his earlier jears

or during his entire life.”” Here
vou fall iuto the error of confound-
ing reputation with character. You

probably meant to say that with a
certain class his reputation was bad;
you conld also have added thatit
from the time it
noiged about that he profes-ed to
have received the visitation of an-

was bad hecame

2els.

The averment that Lis character
was kad, lacks the egsential element
of truth.  His father, mother, broth-
ers and sisters, who vertainly knew
the character of Joseph bhetter then
did his enemies and opposers, all be
Lieved his testimony, and became
members of the church. Their tes-
timonies Joseph’s,
while their lives attested that sin-
cerity, which ever characterizes truth
They all died in the faith, except his
brother, W. B.Smith, and hissister,
Mrs. Katherime Salisbury, who yet
live andin their old age, rejoice to
tell the old, old story as they told
KEmma Smith
whom the prophet married in 1827,
ere he translated the Book of Mor-
mon, and who was his constant com-
panion while such work was being
wrought, was a firm believer in
his divine calling, and hence in
the divinity of the Book of Mor
mon. After the prophet’s death she

corroberated

it, sixty years ago.

married again, but remained stead-
fast in the faith, revering the mem-
ory of her illustrious dead, until
April 1879, when her tried spirit
passed out in triumph to mingle
with those gone before.

The uniform testimony of those
mostintimately associated with him,
those who must have known him
be«t, has ever been that he was an
honest, God-fearing man; yet not
without fanlts. Soeh  testimony
coming from all kindred, and from
those moest 1ntimately associated
with him, carries with 1t a weight
of anthority, which ouly prejudice
and contumacy will reject.

The supposed quotation from
Brigham Young which has been ad-
duced, while extreme, and charac-
teristic of 1ts supposed author, was
intended to rerve as drawing the
line of demarkation between the
prophet, and the message of truth
he bore.

To illustrate: Moses, Gideon,
Sampeon, David and other prophets,
committed grievous sins, as their
records attest, yet no consistent
Bible believer can admit that their
claims unto divine revelation were
thus proven to have been false and
fraudulent; for that would at once
destroy the authority of many books,
now believed to be canonical and
divine. '

Joseph Smith, although a prophet,
was not exempted from the weak-
nesges of human nature—the heri-
tage of man. And ag the sins of
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those ancient worthies, were no
bar to divine revelation, and did
not divest the alleged revelation of
divine authority; the same rule ap-
plying to the Palmyra Seer, the
sing of his boyhood, before his
great career began, or those com-
mitted in his maturer years, wonld
not necessarily prove that his mes-
sage was untrue.

1t is not true that <leading
Mormons,” at any time, have ad-
mitted that the Smiths, and Joseph
in particular, was destitute of mor-
ality and virtue; nor yet.is it true
that the slanders ecirculated were
not <‘‘generally contradicted by
leading Mormons, at that time, . al-
though many of them were so out-
landish and ridiculous as to require
no refutation.

You say: ‘‘More than sixty re-
spectable citizens ot Wayne Co.,
N. Y., testafied under oath that the
Smith family were immoral, false
and fraudulent, and that Joseph
was the worst of them.” ¢«Re-
spectable citizens! <Surely their
work in gigning a trumped up,
slanderous, exparte statement in
1833, at the 1nstigation of the noto-
sous D. P. Hurlbut, entitles them
to be held in loving rememberance
through the ages!

Four of the family, namely, the
mother Lucy, Hyrum, Samuel H.,
and Sophronia, had united with the
Presbyterian church, and were mem-
bersin good standing; but they
withdrew therefrom, when such

duty was made manifest. Yet in
1833, those ¢‘sixty respectable ecit-
izens,” whose business it then was
to MANUFACTURE REKPUTATION for
the Smith family, tound it con-
veniens to sign a trumped up state-
ment, defaming those who were
good enough to be Presbyterians in
good standing, if they had not be
lieved Joseph’s testimony! That
wonderful statement was not made
until the Book of Mormon had
been three years in print, and the
church three years old, having
a membership of several thousand
persons. It was a bad thing to be:
related to a prophet, and =&till
worse to believe a prophet’s mes-
sage! So thought those self-consti-
tuted judges, and sanctimonious
slanderers of afamily, whose offence
consisted 1n a new religious move-
ment, the date of the said state-
ment made, and circumstances con-
nected with the affair, make it
quite evident that it was a case of
religious persecution, and a scheme
to blast the reputation of the
Smiths, and seo check the spread of
the faith.

If the Smiths were such a wicked
set, steeped in fraud and erime,
why were they not punished by law
for such offences against society?
The utter absence of a prosecution;
not to say anything of conviction,
is itself, proof sufficient for
reasonable persons, that accuasations
made under such circumstances,
were but made for effect, hoping

in
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thereby to counteract a religions
movement that was spreading like
wild-fire through the land.

Huorlbut had been expelled from
the Methodist church for immoral
conduct, and afterward he had im-
the
only to be again detected, brought
1o trial the
church. e threatened the proph-
et’s life, and as Painaville, O., he
was put under $1,000 bond 1o keep
the peace. Ie swore he would
have revenge, and he psrambulated

posed himself upon Baints,

and expellel from

through Ohio, Pennsylvama and
New York, his
effor to obtain testimony injurious
to the Bmiths and other leading

in naserupulons

men of the church; and it 18 not
surprising that be succeeded in

finding ¢‘sixty respectable citizens”
in Wayne Co.,, N. Y., who were
willing the crusade
againgt the Smiths.

intolerence betrayed their unmis-

to join

takable identity, when those <‘re-
spectable sabseribed to
Hurlbut’s miserable statements, in-

citizens”

tending at one blow to crush the
rising church.

An examination of those testi-
monies statements,
shows gross inconsistencies, at once
revealing the lying and persecuting
character of that bateh of evi-
dence (?), so thrast upon the
world. In later years, Hurlbut
boasted of his work, and gloried in
the Spaulding story
coneerning the origin of the Book

and exparte

originating

Bigotry and |

of Mormon, slthough, as he stated
to Dr. H Rathburn of Lansing,
Mich., there was no truth it.
Herlbut had done his work, pre-
paring his statements and evidences
which he had ecollected, intending
to publish it 1n a book; but before
15 was ready {or the press, his repu-
that i%
was deemed best to transfer it to
E. D. Howe, who published it as
“Mormonism Unveiled,” in 1834.
The unreliability of that work,
claiming to give historiesl data and

imn

tation was so malodorous

true statement concerning the Lat-
ter Day Saint chureh, is fully shown
in it publication of garbled and
corrapted toxts from the Book of
Mormon. Yet, that is the
book which constitutes the stock in
trade of those who resort to stale
slander, instead of discussing doe-

sir,

trine npon its merits.

Those  statements,
malicious and libelons in character,
which firat appeared in Howe’s
work, before referred to, have been
copied into various encyclopedias,
and other books pretending to be
true histories of Mormonism, and
published far and wide; so -vitiat-
ing publis epinion, and prejudicing
the masses against the church.

You say: «He [Joseph Smith]
gaid to one of his friends, Peter In-
gersol, there was no such book,
that the whole affair was 3 hoagx,
but said he <as I have got the d—d
fools fixed, I shall carry out the
> Who was thig Ingersol to

manifestly

fun
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whom Joseph Smith should have
made a statement, contradicted by
his entire Iife-work? Let the sequel
answer. Peter Ingersol lived for
many vears in Lapeer Co., Mich,
where he stated that he never made
the statement bearing his name,
and publighed in “Mormonism Un-
veiled.

Thus we have another instance
in which 1 shown the brilliant tal-
ent of Hurlbut in writing Mormon
history! And yet a forged, or a
repudiated story continues to be
quoted as conclusive evidence that
the Book of Mormon is a -‘hoax”!

We are not surprised, when we
consider all the slanders heapeéd
upon Joseph Smith and s com-
peers, for it is no worse than that
which  prophecy Thas indicated
should be the heritge of God’s peo-
ple, which 1n their history they
have realized to be only too true.
Jesus gaid: <“Ye shall be hated of
all men for my name sake.”—Luke
21:17. And twenty-nine years
later, Paul wrote: «Being defamed
we entreat; we are made as the
filth of the world, and are the off-
scourmngs of all things unto this
day.”—Cor. 4:1&,

PROF. ANTHON'S STATEMENT EXAMINED-~HE
MISREPRESENTED THE TRANSCRIPT.

Prof. Anthon’s statement pub-
lished in 1834 ig as follows: Some
years ago, a plain, apparently . sim-
ple hearted farmer called upon m
with a note from Dr. Mitchell of
our eity, now dead, requesting me

to. decipher, if possible a paper
which the farmer would hand me,
and which Dr. Mitchell confessed
he had been unable to understand.
# %% This paper was in fact a sin-
gular seroll. It consisted of all
kinds of crooked characters, dis-
posed in columns, and had evident-
Iy been prepared by some person
who had before him at the time a
book contaming various alphabets,
Greek and Hebrew letters, crosses
and flourishes, Roman letters in-
verted or placed sideways, were
ranged in perpendicular columns,
and the whole ended in a rude de-
lineation of a cirele, divided into
various compartments, decked with
various strange marks, and evident-
iy éopied after the Mexican calen-
dar given by Humboldt—KE. D.
Howe’s work, page 272.

It is easier to believe 1tbat the
atatement prerented emiated from
a brain inferior to that of the great
linguist; than it is to believe Anthon
was 1t author. Tt first appearance
in Howe’s unreliable work,
itgelf sufficient reason to doubt
genulneness.

But we shall assume that Prof.
Anthon was its author, and
ceed to deal with the facts as they
are, even if it should show Anthon
as guilty of misrepresentation. and
falsehood. Even bhad he not been
swayed by prejudice, 1t is not reas-
onable that after the lapse of five
yearg after seeing the transeript,
that he could bave written a true

is- in

18

pro-
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description of it; and, when in 1833,
he professed to write a description

of the transcript or scroll (?) as he

called it, and he had not seen it
since 1828, and then only for an
hour or so, not even having a copy
for reference, he beirayed a reck-
lessness of statement, utterly in-
compatible with trath.

Veracity and honorable motive
if he had been actuated therewith,
would have caused him have
recognized his dilemma and to have

to

confessed his mability to have giv-
en anything like an accura'e and
just description nstead of writing
in a ridicolous and false manner
concerning that document.

The original transcipt still exists
at Richmond, Mo., where for fifsy
years it was carefully treasured by
David Whitmer, one of the wit-
nesses 0of the Book of Mormon
We are glad that this is the care
for that document itself, is the tess
by which either the truth or falsity
of Prof. Anthon’s description can
be determined.

It has been seen by hundreds,
photographed, and has been [aith-
fully copled by Elder W, H. Kelley,
who published 1t in Presidency and
Priesthood, and is harewith re-pro-
duced, that the readers may see and
judge for themselves.

Concerning this matter, Joseph
Smith wrote: “By this tumely aid
was I enabled to resch the place
of my destination in Pennsylvania,
and immediately after my arrival

there, 1 commenced copying the
characters of the plates. I copied
a considerable number of them, and
by means of the Urim and Thumim
{ translated some of them, which I
did between the thime [ arrvieved at
the house of my wife’s father in
the month of Dee, [1827] and the
February fuollowing.”—Times aund
Seasons,

From the foregoing statement of
the Secr, we ascertain, first that
the transeript was not a  copy of
any oue or move plates, but merely
of

plates.

{rom the
Second, that not all of the
characters selected and transcribed
were translated, but only “‘some of
Third, that the transcript
contained ‘“a considerable number
Here, then,
have the anthor’s statement,

characters selected

them.”
of characters.” we
con-
cerning the “paper” or ‘‘seroll,’” as
Prof. Anthon called it, giving its
date, and import. It was a collec-
tion of characters, translated . and
untranslated, transeribed upon 2
“This aceords
with the understanding had
Oliver Cowdery, David Whitmer,
(whe was the custedian of

single piece of paper

bs ki

the
manuserip’) and others who had
the statement {from Joseph Smith
and from Martin Harns,
ing the transeript and its history.

conearn-

Continuing the wuarrative, Joseph
Smith wrote: “Sometime in this
February [1828], the
aforementionsd Mr. Martin Harris
came to our place, got the charact-

L =1

month of
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cers which I had drawn f(tom the
plates, and started with them to the
city of New York.

place relative to him and the char-

For what took

acters, I refer to his own acconnt
related
which

of the circamstances as he

them to me after his return
was as follows: <I went to the city
of New York, and presented [isis:m,ii
fied] the characters which had been
translated, with the translation
thereof, 1o Prof. Anthon, a gentle-

man celebrated for hig literery at-

tainments, Prof. Anthon stated
that ithie translation was correct,

had
geen tranglated from ihe Hygyptian.
I then
ware not yet translated, and he said

more 8o than any he hefore

chowed him those "which
they were Egyptian, Chaldaic, As
syviac and Arabic, and he said they

He

me a certiicate, certifying to the

were irue characters.

gave

7
|
I
|

prople of Palmyra that they wers|

true characters, and that the irans-

lation of such of them as had heen
translated was aleo eorrect. T took

the certificate and put it into my
pocket, and was just leaving the
house, when Mr. Anthon called me
hack and asked me how the young
man found ont that there were gold
plates in the place where he found
them; I answered that an angel of
God had revealed it unto him. He
then =aid, let me gee that certificate;
I accordingly took it out ol my
pocket and gave it to him, when he
took it and tore it to pieces, say-
ing that there was no such thing

|

now as ministering of angels, and
thatit T would bring the plates to
him, he woald translate them.”

The foregoing statement from
Martin Harris places Prof.  Anthon

upon record as propouncing the
characters of the transcript to be
genuine. Heis said to bave ap-

proved of the transiation of sush of

them as had been relected by
Josepl Smith and trauslated. Mar-

tin Harris ever affirmed the epirode
just narrated; it was his testimony
unto the day of his death.

it will be noticed, that there 1s a
disagreement between Anthon and
Harrig, but it will that
Anihon was compromised by IHarris®

be seen
staternent, as his name was 1denti
fed with the <characters”, as hav-
ing vouched for their genuineness;
g0 that bis statement was made ex-
pressly to counteract that made by
Harrie, and also to throw diseredit
upon the Book of Mormon.

Anthon’s statement corroborated
in an essential degree that made by
Harrie, but differed in the estimate
he had placed upon the mysterious
characters of the transeript.

We have shown how improbable
it was that Anthon chounld. have
made a reliable diseription of that
document, from that one interview,
and examination of the transeript,
five years before.

Now as the facsimile of the trans-

cript 18 herewith published, we

ghall direct attention unto some
glaring  misrepresentations not

www.LatterDayTruth.org



14,

CARROLL-LLOYD EXPOSE.

shrouded in ancient alphabets, but
so plain and gself-evident, that all
may know that Prof. Anthon de-

liberately, and wilfully falsified
that document.
First, Anthon stated: ¢«It con-

sisted of all kinds of erooked char-
acters, DISPOSED IN  COLUMNS;”
‘““WERE RANGED IN PERPENDICULAR
COLUMNS.”

This statement, to say the least
is an exaggeration; and with regard
to the characters being <disposed
1 columns,” <ranged in perpendic-
ular columns,” it iy AssoruTELY
FALSE, a8 the facsimile shows.

What possible excuse can be
offered for such a description, by
such a man as he was reputed to
have been?

SecoND, The whole ended in a
rude delineation of a cirele, divided
into various compartments, decked
with various strange marks, and
evidently copied after the Mexican
calendar given by Huamboldt,”

This is without the first particle
of truth 1 it; for again, the fac-
simile clearly proves the Professor’s
description to have been but a sheer
fabrication of the brain. = No man
who has seen both the Mexican cal-
endar and the transcript, will say
for a moment, that there is any
resemblance between them.

. These two, important features to
the statement of Anthon, I have
shown to be utterly false, and are
sufficient within  themselves to
brand his statement as the produet

so-called diseription did

of a literary Munchausen. It is
not necessary now to further detail
hig misrepresentations, except
say, that scholars have pronounced
other features of his pseudo- descrip-
tion of the transeript,

1o

equally as
false, as those we bave just exposed.
It 18 tull of inferences, conjectures,
exaggerations and inisrepresenta-
tions.

No scholar, upon a careful com-
parison of Anthon’s

with the facsimile or transeript,

description,

can pronounce Anthoun’s description
Tt
was unworthy of the scholar he was
and fully
demonstrated his bias and willing-
ness to distort, in the effort to dis-
pose of the Book of Mormon, ‘And
yet, you write: ““Photographs re-
veal nnmistakab!y the truth of Prof,
Anthon’s description.” “Now. 1}
have personally seen a photograph
of one of those plates, or of a copy
of it, a trauscript on paper, which
Smith gave Prof. Anthon of Yale
College. T wish herein to bear my
testimony that Prof. Anthon has

to have been just and true.

reputed to have been,

given a most accurate description of
it.”

Ag T have shown that Anthon’s
not
cribe the transeript, as the facaimile
published herewith, fully proves,
your VOLUNTARY ENDORSEMENT of
bis wAILURE, I8 also WEIGHWED and
FOUND WANTING, '

While it is probable that you
saw a card photograph, containing

dis-
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some of the characters of the trans-
cript, yet if you had carefully com-
pared that photogragh, even im-
pertect as 1t was, with Anthon’s
deseription of the transeript, you
wonld have known that Anthon’s
description, instead of being ¢‘a
most accurate description of it,”
was certainly misleading and false.
And yet you ask, <Was a forged
document ever more clearly prov-
Did you meaa that Prof.
Anthon’s statement was to settle
such a question?  If =0, what folly
the facts do
not warrant the econclusion. Or
did you intend that Prof. Anthon’s
statement, endorsed by Bro. Carroll,
should be taken as proving conclus
ively that the transcript was a for
gery?  Your stock of faith m An-
thon’s veracity should not have
caused you to have given such a
sweeping endorsement to his mere

“0n ?’7

to 8o conclude when

assertion,

If thigis to be taken as a sample
of your judgment incases of alleged
forgery, the inmocent would have
more cause to fear you than the
Surely in the witness box
your testimony as an expert, can
have but little weight as deciding
upon the trapscript, for your en-
dorsement of Anthon’sfalse descrip-
tion, but demonstrates that you
havé a <‘zeal; but not according to
knowledge.”

Having said .o muech upon the
trangseript we now dismisg that snb-
jeet, merely adding, that so far, the

guilty.

claims made 1n behalf of that docu-
ment by its author, Joseph Smith,
stand the test of honest examina-
tion, and remain unshaken,
THE WITNESSES OF TIE BOOK OF MORMON
VINDICATED.

In 1830 the Book of Mormon
was first published, and together
therewtth, the ¢Testimony of three
witnesses,” Oliver Cowdery, David
Whitmer and Martin Harris, “who
declared with words of soberness
that an angel of God came down
from heaven, and be brought and
laid before our eyes, that we beheld
and saw the plates, and the engrav
ings thereon; and we know that it
i by the grace of God the Father,
and our Lord Jesus Christ, that we
beheld and  bear record that the
things are true; and it is marvellons
in our eyes, nevertheless the voice
of the Lnrd commanded that we
should bear record of it.”

At the same time, and in the same
connection with the Book of Mor-
‘mon was published the testimony of
eight witnesses, Christian Whitmer,
Jacob Whitmer, Peter Whitmer,
Jun., John Whitmer, Hiram Page,
Joseph Smith, Sen., Hyrum Smith
and Samuel I Smith. <Be it
known unto all nations, kindreds,
tongues and people unto whom this
work shall come, that Joseph Smith,
Jan.. the translator of this work
has shown unto us the plater of
which hath® been spoken, which
have the appearance of gold; and as
many of the leaves ar the gaid
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Smith has translated, we did handle
with-our hands; and we also saw the
engravings thereon, all of
has the appearance of auncient work,
and of curicus workmanship ”

W. B. Smith, the surviving broth-
er of the prophet, told the writer in
February 1892, that he had lifted
the plates and had felt them when
they were covered by a towel, dur-
ing the time of trantlation, Emma,
the prophet’ﬂ wife, also affirmed
that during the time employed in
the work of translativg she had {re-
quently handled the plates while
they were covered with a towel,

Referring to O. Cowdery, D.
Whitmer and M. Harris, you say:
“Several years afterward all three
quarreled with Smith, renounced
Mormonism, and declared their prev-
ious testimony to bhe falxe.”
a statement having but

which

Thisis
little to
commend 1it; for jtmvt to the extent
that it relates to- a repudiation of
their previous testimony, and a re
nunciation of the faith, it is abso-
Jutely false, and without foundation
The proof has been chal-
lenged again and again, but never
has it been produced—for the best
of all did not exist,
And yet for more than fifty years,
that slander has been circulated,
and repeated from the pulpit and
the press, when there was no trath
in it, as I8 abundantly s¢hown by
well attested evidence concerning
the life-work of the ¢the three wit-
nesres.”  The enemies of the truth,

in fact.

reasons—it

in this generation have not bheen
destitute of the same animus which
‘ S t}’
ye His digciples came by nighs and

enabled those of old 1o say,
stole him away while we slept.”

It is true that the <three witnuss-
es” had trouble with Joseph Smith
and other church officials, and be-
came separated {rom the church so
that they had no fellowship there
with.  If their original testimony
was false, how easy and how natur-
al 1t would have been {or those wir
brea«y

nesses to have made 3 clean

of it and have renounced their tas
timony. On the other hand, 1f their
testimony was true, 1t was indeed a
solemn affair, the denial of which
wouald be unjustiiabl:, no matier
what may have ocenrred to sever
their connection with the chureh.
While men, under passion, anger
and fear, have heen known 1o ven
der false testimony, vet the evidence
shows in this ¢ase that althongh ex-
tranged from the chureh, believing
that they were unjustly treated in
the transactions which resulted in
severing their connection with the
chureh, yet they never denied that
Joseph Smith had been a prophet
of God, and that the Book of Mor-
mon was true. Their attitnde after
their severance from the chureh,
and therr subsequent carreer when
gelfish porposes wounld have been
best gerved by a denial of the faith
and the Book of Mormon, carries
with 1t the weight of an 1rrefutable

testimony (o the truthfujoess of
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their original testimony as printed
with the Book of Mormon. Where-
ever they lived, aithough unassocia-
ted with Smith and the church, they
never {ailed to affirm the divinity of
the Book of Mormon, and that their

original testimony was true.

Martin Harris lived around Kirt-
land, O., many years after his sep-
No man
could be found who had ever heard
deny his testimony, say
aught against the Book of Mormon.
He died at Clarkston, Utah, in
1875. Upon July 10th, 1871, in ans-
wer to aquestion pl‘opohnded by Mrs.
H. B. Hmerson of New Richmond,
0., «Did you go to England to lee-
ture against Mormonism,” he said,
I answer emphatically, no, T did

aration from the chareh.

him or

not; no man ever heard me in any
way deny the truth of the Book of
Mormon.”  His dying words were
testimony unto that book he loved
go well, requesting that a copy of
it ghonld be placed in his hand after
bis death ghould ocourr.— Herald.

Atlier Oliver Cowdery’s
tion from the church, he practiced
law in Klkhorn, Wis, and whle
there wag seen and questioned by
many of the Saint<and others, con
cerning his testimony as one of the
three witnesses. He constantly re-
affirmed that testimony and others
which he had given concerning the
rige of the church. 8o stated Wm,
Aldrich, John C. Gaylord, James
M. Adams and others.

fepara-

“In 1846 or 1847, he attended a
Latter Day Saint conference at
Carterville, a hamlet near Council
Bluffs, Towa, 'and while there was
re-haptized and re-ordained to the
office of an elder, at which time,
from the public stand, he bore tes-
timony to the trath of the Book ot
Mormon, and the prophetic mission
of Joseph Smith.”— Joseph the Seer,
page 72.

He returned to Missouri, and died
at Richmound, Ray county, in March
1850, When dying, his thoughts
were npon the Book of Mormon;
speaking to David Whitmer he said:
«Be true to our testimony, hrother
David.”

So pasged away the man who was
seribe for the prophet, in transla-
ting the Book of Mormon; he, who
with Joseph Smith, upon May 15,
18929, received angelic ordination;
wag one of the three, favored of
God to behold the plates of Mormon
by the ministry of an angel; one of
the gix, charter members of the
chuareh organized April 6, 1830, be-
coming its second elder; who deliv-
ered the first formal, public dis-
course m this dispensation,

David Whitmer, known as <“The
last of the Three Witnesses,” lived
for fifty years.at Richmond, Mo.,
where he was known ag a staanch
defender of the Book of Mormon,
never varying in his testimony dur-
ing all thoge years. In March 1887

he published a tract in which he re-
affirmed his testimony, and contra-
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dicted a false statement which had
been printed to the effect that he
had renounced his original testimo-
ny.

Appended to Whitmer’s state-
ment was the following testimonial:
““We the undersigned citizens of
Richmond, Ray county, Missouri,
where David Whitmer has resided
since the year A. D. 1838, certify
that we have beer, long and inti-
mately acquainted with him, and
know him to be a man of the high-
est integrity, and of undoubted
trath and veracity.” = This was
signed by Gen. A. W. Doniphan,
Judge G. W. Dunn and a large
number of county officers, ex oflic-
ials, bank officialg, lawyers, doctors,
merchants and prominent eitizeus.

Concerning his dying testimony,
we quote the Richmond Democrat
of Jan. 26, 1888: <¢On Sunday
evening at 5:80, Jan. 22, 1888, Mr.
Whitmer called bis family and some
friends to his bed-side, and address-
ing himself anto his attending phy-
gician, eaid, ‘Dr. Bachanan, I want
you to say whether oruot, I am in
my right mind, before I give my
dying testimony.” The doctor an-
swered, ‘Yes, you are in your right
mind, for I have just bad a conver-
sation with you.” He then address-
ed himeelf to all aronnd his hed-
gide 10 these  words: Now you
must all be faithful in Chrisg; I
want to say to all of you that the
Bible, and the record of the Ne-
phites (Book of Mormon) is true,

80 you can say that yon have heard
me bear my testimony on ny death
bed.’

The same paper, of Jan. 25th,
1888, contained an account of Mr.
Whitmer’s death, said:
«A night or two since he ecalled his
physician Dr. his
side and told him that his testimony
as recorded in the Book of Mormon

and also

Buchanan; to

was true.” We have shown as
doubtless the careful reader will
see that the men selected
providence of God as his witnesses
in behalf of the Book of Mormon,
whose testimony and witness were
in fulfillment of a prophecy record-
ed on page 100 Book of Mormou,

and also predicted in a prophecy of

in the

Joseph 8mith’s, (Doetrine and Cov:
enants page 69) that those men

were conslant in their testimony,

whether within  or without  the
charch.  They gave nuto the world
evidence of the moal conclosive

character, that they were gincere in
their testimony, that their testimo-
ny was {rue.

And what shall
eight witnesses?

we say  of the
Space forbids a
detailed geconnt of thewr varied ca-
reers.

1t is due unto them to say that
three of their namber, viz., Joseph
Smith, Sen., Hyrum Smith and Sam-
uel H. Smith died in the bosom - of
the chureh, strong in the faith. No
man has yet been pregumptnous
enough to assert that they ever wa-
vered in testimony, or weakened in
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statement concerning that which
they affirmed relating to the plates
of the Book of Mormon.

It is due unto the remaining five,
of that body of withesres, 10 say
that in the year 1838, under the
fiery trials, troubles from both with-
in and without, they became sep
the charch. But did
they deny therr . testimony? Ah!
no. They had affirmed the truth
concerning the plates of the Book
of Mormoun, and as trae men they
remained steadfast in their testimo-
ny.

They bad seen and handled the
plates, during the time they were
and their
published testimony sim;ly avowed

arated from

in Smith’s  possession,
the facts of the caxe.
Their experience in association
with the church and its prophet,
that they
were firmly established in the faith

were of such a nature,
of Jogeph Smith as a prophet of
God.

In fact there five witnesses, al-
thongh out of the' chinreh, and away
from 1s influence, yet  remain-
in the faith that the
of Mormon wag divinely true, and
that Joseph Smith was called of

God to do a great work among the

ed firm Book

ehildren of men.

The followmng statement
two sons of witnesses is herewith
submitted: <So far as the transcript
from the plates i8 concerned, the
one now in our possession, of which
David Whitmer wag the enstodian,

{rom

now in the hands of his son
David, 14 the only one that was
ever taken to Prof. Anthon, so far
ag 1 heard from the witnesses of the
I never heard
either of the witnesses speak of any
other but this one mentioned. \
Of the eight witnesses mentioned
in the Book of Mormon, with three
of them I have been intimately ae-

and

3o0k of Mormon.

quainted from my youth; my own
father, Jacob Whitmer, Hiram
Page and John Whitmer; also two
of the three witnesses, namely, Da-
vid Whitmer with whom I was ac-
quainted from youth until his de-
mige; also Oliver Cowdery with
whom I was intimately and closely
associated from 1846 untilhisdeath,
I have heard all these witnesses
pamed, testify of and converse to-
gether, and to others converning
the matter in question, and mnever
heard any intimation of any other
transeript.

I was at the bed- side of my dymg
father, Jacob Whitmer, algo Oliver
Cowdery, David Whitmer and with
Jolin Whitmer in his death gicknegs
—all of these men affirmed their
testirnony as written in the Book of
Mormon. The last time ¥ saw Hi-
ram Page, a short time before his

| death, he was at my father’s honse

conversing on these things, (spirit-
ual matters) and g testimony was
strong ag possible in regard to the
Book of Mormon agwritten therein.”
[Signed] Joun C. WaITMER,
Ricamond, Mo., May 13, 1893.
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*I concurin the above statements
in reference to the subject matter
in hand. I was present with my
father, Hiram Page, at his demise,
and hig testimony was strong and
confirmatory of the testimony as
written in the Book of Mormon.”

[Signed] Painanoer A. Pace.

The witnesses have been vindi-
cated. They left a rich legacy un-
to mankind, a testimony which shall
endure with the ages, while they
have gone unto their Maker to re-
ceive the “just recompense of re-
wara.”

Latter Day Saints are not asham-
ed of the Book of Mormon, nor do
they hold 1t in the background; for
as is well known, it has been pub-
lished in the French, German, Dan-
ish, Welsh and other languages,
and placed before the public from
1830, the date of its first publica-
iion in Hnglish, until the present
time. All are, and have been 1nvit-

ed to examine its claims, the rich
and the poor, the learned and the
unlearned.

The chief labor of the ministry
has been to preach the pure gospel
of Christ, and spread abroad bis
glorious kingdom: They love the
book of Mormon because it is true,
and they quote it just as they quote
other sacred books. It is indeed a
“irolden Bible,” serving the divine
purpose, teachmg golden precepis,
flashing its hallowed light upon doc-
trine, prophecy and promise; and is
atte~ted by “a clond of witnesses,”
external, internal and prophetic.

Treat the Book of Mormon with
the same fairness which you require
for the Bible at the hands of the Bi-
ble scoffer. - «Buay the trath and
sell it not.”  Our motto should be,
“Prove all things and hold fast that
which is good.”

For the truth,

T. H. Looyn.
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