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D. Brent Smith

THE HOUSE OF ISRAEL AND NATIVE AMERICANS

The Americas lay hidden from the rest of the civilized world
for centuries. Columbus' voyage ushered in an Age of Discovery in
which the new hemisphere caught the attention of explorers,
cartographers,and the popular mind. The presence of native inhabl-
tants,who were called Indians by Columbus, proved an enigma to the
learned men of the time. Indeed, for the world, the origin of th
native Americans has remained a largely unresolvec mystery.

4 myriad of theories as to the origin of the American Indian
have been advanced. The dominant theory of a2 migration of major
proportion over 2 landbridege ffom Northeast Asiz has not droven
sstisfactorv in the explanation of a number of anomalous discoveries.,
The orizin of the Indians has been variously attributed to refugees
from Trov; Thoenicians whose sailing prowess is legend; Czananite
refugess; Egyptians; Hebrews; inhabitants of the lost continent of
Atlzntis or a similar submerged continent in the Facific; Ethiopians;
Cznary Islanders; Carthaginians; descendants of Madoc, Prince of
wales who returned to his homeland after finding an unknown land
to the West and then set sail again in 1170 with 10 ships; Truilds;
Celts; Scandanavians; Folynesians;i Nalays; Chinese from a lost
fleet of Xublai ¥han; Hindus; Koreans; Tartars and longols. COphir,

2 land from whence gold was brought in the time of Solomon,was
fancied by some to have been America. The learned scholar Hugo
arotius fachioned Feru to have been settled by Chinese; Centrzl
America by Ethiopians an¢ Norih America by Scandanavians., 3Some
savants have maintained that the early inhabitants of the tmericas
were indigenous to the hemisphere, human culture and animal life
having developed autonomously and without cross-fertilization,

Anotrer theory has it that native Americans were the orizinal



aborigines from whence the 014 World became populated,

The forementioned theories have been variously based. Iost
Voyagers, oblique references to unknown lands, and Supposed accidents
in ocean navigation have provided ample latitude for conjecture,
Tﬁgq@@chﬁgyngfHa‘JapaneSé_junk_at‘thehmputh.QfMPhemQQlumbia
Rlver ln 1833 or thn case o?‘rortuguese exnlorer Pedro Cabral Delng
7blown to BraZLl in 1500 on _an intended Yoyage around the _coast o*
Afrlc mlﬂhf 11 elv ‘have had their Pre- Columblan eoulvalents.
'nternretatlons of Indian rites, customs and traditions have
equally provided links and led to suppositions of 014 World origins.,
The discovery of 01d World-like artifacts in the Americas have in
many cases been offered as the certain proof of a theory. Anthro-
pological investigations of languzge and racial characteristics
have vrovided empvirical certification for the approach being
defended., In many cases it would appear that the theory came first,
the buttressing with likely evidence later, a relatively easy task
given the wealth of archaeological deposits angd the potentiszl
possibilities for encounters with the Cld wWorld. Tt should avpear
obvious that no one theory of the origin of the Indians can claim
exclusivity and that some degree of skepticism is necessary with
regarc to each,

The notion of a2 Hebrew or Israelite descent -- that native
Americans are in fact descendants of the Lost Ten Tribes =-- was
a view that can be traced to 16&th Century Europe. It enjoyed
particular popularity in the early 19th Century United Statec at
the time of Joseoh Smith ard the coming forth of the Book of
Normon. Within the scope of thls paper I propose first to extlore
the antecedents zang development of the notion of Hebrew descent;

next 1o examine this view vis a vis contending views in the early



years of the American Republic -- both in the dialogue of the learne
men of the day and the popular view espoused from the pulpit and
published in written form; and lastly to touch upon'the relation-
ship between the issue of Indian origins and the ascription of
Indian ancestry offered in the Book of Lormon.

In their efforts to place the unanticipatecd discovery of the

ke

new race of inhzbitants found in the "estern Hemisphere, Europeans
were prone to account for the Indians within the context of the
Biblical descent from the first human family; = vostdiluvian link

to the (14 World was for the most part assumed. Cnce it was

theories postulated that America was Atlantis or thet the nztives
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were descended from Carthaginians,
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who followed the conguistaders to the Americas noted Inci
ané customs that impressed them as sirikingly Febrew and even
Chrictian in derivation. 1In chronicling the myths and treditions

of their people, native Indian writers such as the 4ztec historian

Ixtlilxochit provided additional sources for comparison anc conjecture.

riego de Lancda, Bishop of Yucatan, remarked upon the stories of
ancestors from the East and a Cod who hacd delivered these ancestors
by opmening paths through the sea. Diego Turar based his opinion of
= Yebrew ancesirv of the Indians on "their wey of 1lrfe, ceremonies,
rites, and superstitions, omens, anc hypocrisies,"” =-- including
stories bearing marked resemblance to the creatlon and Tower of
Babel accounts in Hebrew tradition and evern an account of a mzjor

exodus with manna supplied from heaven (Hudéleston, 38-3G). Zuerez

de Peraltz was first among many writers 1o

na+ive Americans to the account in the apocryphzl Cld Testament book
of 2né Tedrac of the tern Israelite tribes seeking refuge =zfter teling

displaced from their homelands by the Assyrians:

(o7
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+..those are the ten tribes, which were carried away prisoners
out of their own land in the time of Csea the king, whonm
“almanasar the king of Assyria led away captive, and he
carried them over the waters, and so came they into another
land., But they took this counsel among themselves, that they
wouled leave~the multitude of the heathen, and go forth into =
further country, where never mankind dwelt, that they might
there keer their statutes, which they never kept in their own
land, An? they entereé into Zuphrates by the narrow passages
of the river, For the most Figh then shewed signs for them,
and held still the flood, till they were passed over. For
through that country there was =a greal way to go, namely,
of & year and a half: and the same region is called Arsareth.
Then cdwelt they there until the latter time....

(2 Esdras 13:40-45)

The further country -- Arsareth -- was by interpretztion of
Feralts and others, America. The route proposed by these advocates
was throggh the Caspian Sea area, along the northern perimeter of
the Himalayvas, either through the territory of the longols or
Forthern Chinz to the land known as Kamchatka -- the northeastern
bart oI the Asian continent -- thence across the Straits of Anian
(the Berine Strait) and down the Western coast of North Americsa.
A variant theory places Arsareth (given the limited length of the
- Jourrey) in Forthern Europe with presumed further migration to
Americz over the expanse of Greenland and Laborador,

Tre question of Israelite origin figured Prominently in a
dizlogue initiated among European scholars near the end of the

16th Century. Gregorio Garcia in his Origen de los indios de el

nuevo mondo outlined the arsuments for a HKebrew cescent, though not

ruling out other possible migrations., Garciz presented the evidence
for each contending theory with the view that each could be substan-
tiated. Garcia's major protagonist was Jose de Acosta who taking a

more restrictive approach in his Eistoriz natural vy moral de las

Inﬁias)rejecteﬁ the notion of iransoceznic voyages and one-time

migrations, postulating the existence of a "continuing conrection

(such as a landbridge) which induced mer to come to Americz beczause



it was there." (Huddelston, 52) The Acostan school with its begin-
nings in the late 16th Century would strongly influence the devel-
opment of what by the mid-19th Century would become the deminant
view in American anthropological thinking.

The Garcian tradition, on the other hand, influenced the
thought of two Northern Europeans whose works would become well

known among the early North American colonists. 1In 1648 in London,

ct

Thomas Thorowzood published Jewes in America, or Probabilities tha

the Americans are of that Race, basing his conclusions on purported

Jewish origins of native myths, customs and sacred rites as well as
similarities in Indian words and phrases to Hebrew. Thorowgood
reported the account of Antonio lontesinos, a Fortuguese Jew who

llegedly discovered a colony of Jews in Feru. WNontesines' good

m

character was attested to by Kanasseh ben Israel, chief rabbi of

Ameterdam who in 1650 published his own worx, 3pes Israelic --

1}

The Fope of Israel, This work went through several editions in

o

Tnglish, Spanish, Tutch, German ard Hebrew., Presenting the olcer
arguments of the Garcian school and emphasizing the general currency

of the belief among Spanish settlers in the Few Worlé, kanasseh
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concluded +that the Americas were anciently irhabited by part

D

the Ten Tribes via the Straits of Anian (Winsor, 115)., 3RBecaus

o€ his own Jewish credentizls, ¥arasseh's views were regarded

0
g

many ag being highly authoritative. Both Thorowgood and ..zanassehn
introduced a stronz millenizl appeal that was not logt in its
influence on their readers -- for the reunification of the tribes

of Isrzel in the case of kanesseh an¢ for the Chricetianization of

both Indians and Jews in Thorowgood's case.
Zarly American colonists were likely quite familier with the

hvpothesis of Israelite origins with thie popular tradition prone



to influence their own first-hand observations and pronouncements
on the subject. William Penn in 1682 found in the American Indian

a "like countenance with the Jewish race" (William Penn's Works,

Vol. I7, €C). Cotton Mather, noted Boston clergyman, in a series

of letters to the Royal Society of London, offered confirmation of

the Lost Trites theory, noting that Indians in Connecticut were
practicing circumcision. (It should be noted, however, that iather --
in the Garcian tradition -- 8id not rule out other possible sources

of Indian origin.) Roger Williams, Thomas ayhew, ZSamuel Sewall, the
Reverenc¢ John Eliot, self-styled apostle to the Indians -- indeed

the prominent scholars and theologians of iassachusetts

were irnclined to the same ovinion" (Winsor, 115; Smithsonian Contri-

butions, 5). James Adair, a trader who lived close to forty years

among the Cherokee, Choctaw znd Chickasaw tribes, authored The Historw

of the American Indians wherein he presented some 23 different

oroofs to demonstrate descent from "Jewish" tribes. Nost of Adair's
proofs involve the likening of observed Indian rites and customs to
the author's own understanding of Biblical Clé Testament traditions.
Adéir rrovicded a framework that would be heavily borrowed from by
Elias Foufinot, Ethan Smith, Josiah Priest and others.

Acceptance of the Kebrew origin theory prevailed in 18th Centyry
colonizl America but not without the expression of skepticism on the
part of some and the advancement of contending theories. Presicdent
Stiles of Yale Colleze (in 1783) declared that American Indians zre
one kind of people -- the same as the people of the northeast of

Asia, Thomzs Jefferson in his Notes on Vireginiz states trat "tre

resemblance between the Indians of America and the eastern inhati-

tants of Asiz would induce us to conjecture that the former are

descendants of the latter or the latter of the former..."



(Smithsonian Contributions, 74). Benjamin smith Barton, professor

at the University of Pennsylvania and the wearliest American with
scientific training to discuss the subject) contended in papers
addressed to the American Philosophical Society that "Americans are
descended -- at least some of them -- from Asiatic peoples still
recognized" (Winsor, 171 ) 4

Tn the decades immediately following independence, 2 fledgling
United States was undergoing transformation,with Americans now
focusing on the wide expanse of land inviting settlement. In
pushing into the territorial hinterlands, settlers of European
descent came into contact anew with the continent's original
inrabitants. Coincident with a new period of religious awakening,
the American Tnéian came to be recarded not only as savage and foe,
but as vpotential brother to be proselytized and added to the fold.
The assumption of 2 wwhite man's burden” and the renewed popular-
jzation of the supposition that Tndians were of Hetrew lineage were
corollary manifestations of the early 19th Century religious
revival. (Proselyting efforts among the Indians were, however,
never of great consequence. ) Interest in the Tndians and preoccu-
pation with the question of their origin were intensified as well
with the discoveries of major earthworks anc burial mound formations
(cee cilverberg), the uncovering of suncry artifacts many of which
were judged to be of Cld World cultural origin, and by the populer-
jzation of the Iatin American exveditions of Alexander von Humbolct
and in particular rdward King, Lord Kingsborough, an avowed proponent
of the Febrew origins theory. Such popular interest was manifest in

the success demonstrated by Josiah Friest's 1833 work, American
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Antiou ec -- 2 major best-celler going through several editions.




£t another ievel, quite apart from the fascinstion with" the
topic at the popular level, learned men of the day were taking up
the issue of Indian origins anew, intensifyings the dialogue begun
some three centuries earlier -- though now with particular emphasis
°n the employment of methodologies from the emerging discipline
of anthropologv, Focal points in this new thrust were learned
societies, in varticular the American Antiquarian Society (foundeca
in 1212) ané the Smithsonian Institution, as well zs scholarly

journals such as the Journal of Arts ang Sciences,

Samuel Lathan kitehill, Professor of Natural Fistory anc a
former member of the U.S. Senate ang chairman of ite Committee on
Indian Affzirs, Dewitt Clinton, naturzl scientiet and former

Zovernor of New York, and Caleb Atwater, historian ang intellectuzl

[

pioneer of the Iidwest (Description of the Antiguities scovereagd

Chio_an? Other Western States, 1220), were among
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those learned men who "became convinced that the opinions of
Furopean historians ang naturalists were so full 0f hypothesic anc
error (on the subject) that they ought to ke discardegdr (l.itchill

letter of 13 January 1€17 to the Corresponding Secretary of the

T

American Antiguarian Society). Based on what he termed to be

original pieces of evidence, Mitchill came to "the great conclusion

e}
D

that the three races of Malays, Tartars and Scandanavians contribute
1o make up the American bPopulation." ¥e offeregd an explanation for
the lLound Zuilger fortifications and tombs by hypothesizing that
a weaker lzlav race was ultimately destroyed by "warlike Tartar

hordes that entered our hemisphere from the northeast of Asia,”

(It was Kitehill, incidentally, who, along with Charles Anthon, was
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' in 1222 by vartin Farris, who showed them inscriptions fronm

visi

the Zook of iormon plates,)



Contributors to the dialogue in the learned societles were, as
evidenced by Mitchill's forestated view, themselves prone to espouse
their own particular notion of Indian origins. Clinton favored a
Scandanavian origin; statesman and scientist Hugh Williamsen a
Findu descent and merchant John Delafield an Tgyptian descent. luch
of the focus centered on the gquestion of the earthworks ané¢ mounds
and on empirical investigations in such areas as linguistic rela-
tionships and racial physiology.

"hile the special claims of Kitchill and others of his
genre are themselves open to criticism, those engaged in this
dialogue dc represent a departure from the popularizing approaches
of the time. This thrust found its antecedents in the Acosian
tracition and earlier skepticzl voices in colonial America and
led to the general embracing within the learned societies by mid-
19th Century (with few dissenting voices) of the hypothesis of an
Aciatic descent and land migration from Northeastern Asia. S0
dogmatically orthodox did this position become in American anthro-
pological circles that until recently contrary notions were much
less seriously consicdered, if not effectively suppressed. The
examinations undertaken by those affilizted with the learned
cocieties are beyond the scope of this paper; 1two early investi-
gations do, however, bear passing mention. Albert Gallatin,
following an extensive study of native American languazes, conclucded
that "however differing in their words, the most striking uniformity
in their grammatical forms and structure appears to exist in zll the

American languages from Greenland to Cape rorn (Smithsonian Contri-

butions, £5). Dr. Samuel Norton of Philadelphia, fecllowinz some
16 vears of comparisons in his collection of Cranria Americana,

declared in an 1842 paper before the Boston Soclety of Kztural Eistor

[ ]



10

his conviction "that all the American nations, excepting the
Eskimaux, are of one race, and that this race is peculiar and
distinct from all others.” Within the one race, KMorton did,
however, offer a distinction between a "Toltecan family of demi-
civilized nations" and an "American family" of all "barbarous
tribes of the New “orld, excepting the Polar tribes, or kongol

Americans" (“mitheonian Contributions, 76-80).

Focusing now on the prevalent popular view of Hebrew origins,
one 1s struck by the similarities of approach, the amassinz of
li¥e evidence and the liberal citing of other proponents of the

view in the publiched literature of the time. Such discoveries as
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n
+
Q
o]
)
t
m
o’
}—
0]
¥
fy
.
il
Q

were presentecd as even more compelling evidence.

=

alr strongly influenced the work of Tlias

yzn
s

The hypotheses of 4
Foudinot, former Precsident of the Continental Congzress ancd directo

of the Natlonal Mint who in the twilizht of his career in 1<l

authored & Ttar in the West or an attempt to discover the lonz los

)

Ten Tribes of Isrzel., Tthan Smith, psstor of 2 church in roultrey,

bes of Icrael in

|

‘Termont wrote View of the “ebrews, or the Tr

offering a set of eleven "arzuments in favor of the natives of

America being the descendants of Isruel." In the words of Zthan

Can another nronle on earth he found exhibiting one-sixth
part of the evidences adduced in favor of the American
natives” 'e evpect no new revelation, nor miracles wroucht
to inform who are the ten tribes of Israel. Fere is just .
such evidence as we should rationally look for; but six times
as much of it,.
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Josiah Priest in his 1825 work, The Wonders of Nature and

Providence Nisplaved offered Ethan Smith's 11 arguments plus one

of his own as "proofs that the Indlan gfw§g?jh_Amggiggxg;g

e P —

llneallv deqcenoeé from the anCWent }ebre.u." Israel Worsley in

A View of the American Indians, Tointine Cut their Crigin pudblished
; /
in London in 18282 utilized previous authors as sources, though

faulting both Roudinot ané Smith for "the disposition shewn to

[ B
[

ntermix relizious views and party zeal, which cannot tut te
offensive to many readers.," The tectament of a convert to Christi-
anity, William Apes of the Feguod tribe, ir an 1829 publication,

A Son of the Forect, The Zxperience of william Apes, attests to

tre validity of Adair's likening of tribtel customs to Hebrew
traditions. 1In 1930 Lord ¥ingstorouzh published the first in

his series of nine volumes of ¥exican Anticuities, In the words

of hietorisr ¥.¥. Zancroft, ¥ingsborough has "a theory to prove
(that of Febrew origin) and to accemplish his otject he drafis

every shadow of an analogy into his service" (lative Races, Vol. 5,

PL).

Tpaphoras Jones in 1831 published &n the Ten Tribes of Israel

and the Aborigines of America. Prilest's Asmerican x“thUltlES which

appeared in 1833 and went through 22,000 copies within 30 months,
"h
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zve had a wide circulation and Dper!
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is judged to
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pondingz degree of influence on the opinions of ce
readers.....a sort of curiosity shop of archaelogical fragmenis,

whose materials are gathered without the exercise of much discrim-

ination and disposed without much system or cla ssification, and
apoarently without inguiry into their authenticity” (Smithsonisn

Contributions, 41). Priest, while promoting the ¥ebrew origins
r 5 - s 25

theory and ascribinz to the Znd Escras accounrt of migration, alsc
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offers support for the migration of various other reoples, con-
cluding that "all along the different eras of time, different
races of men....have colonized different parts of the continent."
Barbara Ann Simon sought to popularize the relatively inaccessible

work of Kingsborough in her Ten Tribes of Israel, historicallv

identifiec with the aborizines of the Western Hemisphere, published

in Zondon in 1824, She too accepted the 2nd Esdras theory of
migration but vposited a lengthy sojourn in Asia where Israelites
became Tartzrs who then eventually emigrated to the New World.
Ifordecal Noah, an American Jew, an account of whose speech on the
subject of Hebrew origins of the Indians was reportec in a Falmyra

newspader in 1R25 (CGlaser, 62), published in 1237 his Discourse on

the evidences of the American Indians being the descendants 0f the

Ten Tribes of Israel. Noah relied also primarily on the works and

hvootheses of his Precdecessors,

Fascination with the origin of the Indian ang conjecture as
to the peopling of the continent zlso influenced the literature
of the period. English poet Robert Southey tied the Aztecs to
the Welsh exwvediiion of Frince Ladoc, Solomon Spaulding's 1809

historical romance I'anuscrinpt Story narrates the encounter in the

i
stlan

j-re

FFew Worlcd of i"ound Builder and savage races by a band of Chr

1

low's "The

-

Oonz fe

]

Romans who were blown westwardé to America.

(

“keleton in Armor” with its account of Norse settlement anc
Cullen Bryanti's tale of a now extinct agricultural race in "The

Praries" are further examples of such literature (Tahl).

oAy

It was durinz this veriod of increzse rooular interest ir the
question of Indian origins that the 300k of Mermon was published in

- - o £ 4 ~ ~ 3
Lo De an abrifzemer® of the recer?



i1t @id not at the time of its coming forth have 2 noticeable impact

on the ongoing dialogue. Josepbh Smith in his History of the Church

(Vol, 1, &4) noted that "it was accounted as a strange thing, as
the ancient prophet had predicted of it.” while Joseph Smith and
others subseguently noted as nexternal evidences" the corroboration

of the Boolk of I‘ormon in the accounts of archaeological findings and

Indizn rites and traditions (Times and “easons, Vol., 3, A40 -- 2

commentarv cn "evidences" described in Josizh Friest's American
srtiouities; also, Comprehensive History of the Church, Vol. 5,

57L-575), it ie notably s cingular that the infant Chuxrch ané 1its
revresentatives ¢is not seex to canitalize on the obvious connection

ormon tc one of the »norudlar iesues of th

4}
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Thare zre asccounts to be sure of conversions through acguaintance
and serious nerusal of what Josedh <“rith regarded as the "xeystone
of our relicion,™ but conversion was more than likely in line with a

=yticular reconance founc¢ in the teachinz of the "restoration of

1lizht on the pre-Columbian New World civilization andé on the origin

of 2t least the dominant group of naiive Americans. It outlines
three sevarate migrations from the Ccid World; it suggests an explan-

ation of the nresence of extensive burial mounds andé earthwork for-
tifications on the continent; ané it confirms the hypethesls of the
exterminztion of one group by another. The Sock of iormon lends
general credence 1o +he identification of Indian rites and traditions
with Hebrew ané in some cases Christian antecedents, demonstrating

+he loss and fist n of originsl tradition and the descent initoc =
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such linkages, for despite occasional hints and allusions, the Rook
of Normon does not qualify either as an archaeologiczl handbook or
a2 geogravhical gazateer -~ nor does it purport to be such. In itc

clear religious and doctrinal thrust it sidesteps archaeological

and anthropological issues. The Book of lLormon plays a catalyvtic
role in linkingz diespensations and in restoring the ancient order

The crucial reason why the Eocok of Ilormon had little impzct
on either the early 19th Century intellectuzl dialogue or popular
views or the subjiect of Indian origins was its clzim to have been

by supernatural means. Neither Charles

o,

broughtt forth and translate
Anthen nor any religicus sectarian of the day could accept the
account of the Angel Moroni or Joseph Smith's mode of translztion
without accenting the ramifications of Tivine intervention and new
revelation. The Eook of Normon was thus dismissed a priori, having

little if any impect cn the discusesion of Indian origins, and

receiving but scant mention in subseguent treatment of the issue

, Bencroft). Anathema to relicionists, the

je

. 7 .
by historians (see "insor

4]

bool initially remaired obscure in the secular world, where as the
"I'ormon fold Bible," it was indeed an object of curiosity.
In rejecting the claim as to the Book of Lormon's origin, it has

been widely assumecd that the book must have been the product of Joserph

Hh

. The inherent difficulty in plausibly demonsirating ite

s e L
=M1t

composition by an itinerant farmer lent impetus to the notion that

3

Joseph plagiarized or borrowed significant voritions from another
source, the Zpaulding manuscriopt hypothesics widely assumed to have
been the originzl source. Iszac Woodbridse Riley in his turn-of-ire-
certury Yale FRT thesgis on "The Founder of Mormonism" suggested thre

Book of i.ormon to be the product of Joseph Smith's imagination



or fantasy with the book constituting an amalgamation of these
fantasies along with wholesale borrowing of often contradictory

New England sectarian doctrines. For ull&j mjudaizing theorwec

g O YT e TR T T

were 1n the aﬂr and were eQDec1ally Drevalent anong the clera

T e 0 e T VST T RS T TR R

hence the qource of uoseoH s antlouarlan fanc*ec need n t have

s enough to set

his fancy at work” (Rilgy,ﬂ}?%). Fawn Brodie remains the best-

known prononent of this hypothesis. She weaves together the

+hreade for circumstantial evidence in Josevh's penchant for

money-dizzing, his "unsavory"” reputation drawn from affidavits

TR SR R A e

of hie contemporaries provided for such as *hilastus Eurlburt,

+he presumed ready availability of the works of Ithan Tmith, Josla

t).
2
m

Triest an? others, and Josenph's own preoccuvation with the cont
ancient inhabitante as attested to in the accounts of his mother.

Unable to establish the crucial 1link to any particular source,

orodie in the ené concludes 1

ormon was hi

'-inal and

ra

”T;le superficial parallels to the work of Ethan Tmith and ot

popu.ar views of the time can be found, they are not central tut
indee¢ peripheral to the aforementioned thrust of the 3ook of
I'ormon. 4 closer examination reveals even greater inconsistencies
and 2 number of instances in which the 3ook of Lormecn is "unlgue
in its nonconformity with prevalent views (see particularly the
work of Richaré RPushman, "The 3ook of lLormon ané¢ The American

Revolution," in =YY Studies, Autumn 1978, ané his forthcoming

volume in the Church History Series). A case in point is the igey
urder cdiscussion: for the 200k of ;ormon}the iocst Ten Tribec are

located elsawhere)in another loczle =-- they are lilkely those 10

whom Christ refers as yet other sheen curling his vigit en the

48]
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American continent (see 3 Nephi, Chapters 16 and 17).

The position of the Book of Normon with respect to the currente
of early 19th Century intellectual and popular thought is a tdpic
that invites closer examination. This Richard 3ushman and others
engagec in the study of the issue can hopefully vrovide.

A full victure of the Americas before Columbus continues to

elude the world. The origin of the hemisphere's nztive inhabitants

D

remains to be fully explained. The Book of Mormon -- while certeinly
Of relevanrce to the topic itself -- has remained in tre backeground
and has had but limited impact in attempts to achieve resolutior of

the issu

h]
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