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last word both literally and figuratively on this subject, I venluzre to -

anzver him, for he has lowered the plan2 of dincussion to well within my
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the Yoreen Preshet Josepih Smith is

Py far-ihe Lest crilieal study of
oo [0 u1n" "iln D' Knos' Py Bistory (17055 Kuopl; hGS pp.)

The Yotmons alrcady b i -t vary cap-vle delwnse in the 7 - volume (1902-32)

and 6 volume (1330) hislories ol their church by Lrighar H. Loberts.
Yhile such exparts as Holirts and Irodie h:ld the field, I prcferred not
Puh ny attentlon h:q rzneatedly beszn drawn to a 62'paﬁe pamphict azainst
Erodié-by Hugh Hibley called "Xo, lda'am, That's Uob hlator’" (15L5). When

Bordie lb n=nt1c1 + to a Mormon, the Juhtant re &ctlon is: "Hare you seen . *

ﬁibley'slwork? 'ihat'pubs Brodie in her place.m Since hlblc" 5. now tne ' -

resach.

I reLreu h,v1n~ to t.ule up this topig, To; I admire the prognst Jeseph - .

and think his cheerful approich Lo religion ¢id gome guod in the world,

‘and my ske .bical viewpoint will not show him to best advantage.

evcrtheless tr. Nibley has forced the issue and, for the s2ke of

presevving ihz integrity of historical mebtihod itsclf, I must ansuey his

tirade. : ‘ . _
Before beginning I must warn Eovwon readsrs against ccnfus;n; this -
-Hibley with Preston llibley, as they new sonstimes do. Fresicn Utibley is a

much more accura»n and less o,plo\lv viriter, author of a pallid

full-lchgth biography of ihz prephnt (iohl) so toma it doesn't cven mention

‘Jozeph's plural yives.  Hngh in a yeun,, ¥h. D., borcly back Irea vorld W

11 service when ha wrole bis Pilo, Matw..t Hurn is Freslon's neopauve..

Hurh Mibley on hig firat pae (viieh ho grauwlly calls pape {) declares




O B T, 8, ePPLAMML

v

J P L T T el et

“the onz rule for a biographor Maush Lew oo bhe b o prareinory, ol

'thwn" for Joseph's nztlve renius and his strenz enviremnental irfluences

Fch reany

using oxﬂ'_‘-,' the zirnlost exp! mabien fov Al controvornial poinls. Havin
vtlrtnl off with that °1n~\l4r asswaslicn, he procerdst Miredie taktes an
auful bcating from the law of parcinony.®  The r1ib eypr.seicn Misioml

beatinz" shows how contidsnh he is of dov.olishin: brodic, even berore he

has presented any evjcencq.

. \ , I . . . °
Mext p""e, ]lbl cy daseribes Frodic's method: Joseph Suath wus a

co1plnte 1xpo=f °T, thp ilew Lnrhb be¢ we, but he mcant nell. He was just

',an'easy—goinn rustic with irresponsibls ways and an o«rr-acb;vc imaginaticn.

That takeS'care of cverythin;." Tt of course do=s not take care cf every-
both occuny Justly lazfe .roles in LIO’1°'S anwl"ﬂ ;. Aside from that,
let us renove sarcastic and cxraggerated items, to put Pl“lrj'v passage into

semantically passable Enzlish. Thus w2 gehe MIose gph Siith was an-imposter

but he neant vell. He vwas an easy-foing frm-h= rd 1th 1rrcsvonunhlc %ays

and'an'ovcr—adtivc_imnginaticha' That surs up nis persciality.” Thak's a .

pretty fair stztewent of the Drodie poriion, and 1here ic much officia’

“Formen evidence to bear it out.

But hlb] oy 55 sure "no blurderinyg, o7 cawity, undiseiplined, shallow umd
.opnortunlstlc fakir could have lelt chind whit Joseph Swith did, both in
- ren's he1rt5 und on r\nnr " Hlbley Js'again assvxin; thirgs. Actually

: Prodie does not rate Swith 2s "sh l]'o\-" ner as oltun mlundering, " snd shoe

Qoe eredit hin “5th'ipprng;1vn EOC” ,u\111,“, i Wdrconing, uvndiciplined
rntm‘c 'ha° bm::n probzbly more often on aenel Uhan a disbitity to great ren.

And as te Bibley's key poirl bere: thal an vorpoviinistic Lakie? couldn‘b

deeply move mankind; hov vould Dilles exedain Ve el el pany othar
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prophets donied by the Vorrendt They pol remtly, vet secerdin: o
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Formenisi Lhey hod no pomiiie: Lotp sros Gods

| ?e



;
!
¥
H
?

“dicbicnary defines oaf sy "'an* bon, doly,

and then procceds to accept any ansd 211 mudnn'r-, irom \ha;evcr source,

that _Joseph was "destitute of moral chara T ennd 2ddiclid to vicious habitst~

G b, LLlrd;ka:!Hlﬂéy'snyﬁ irodie conpr vt pad dezey by Thg

Erockhesd, . idiot ! Lrodie

hovever aluays desc n”r g Jo?scph Av A geniug, 1he eracl opposito. Hilley -

could not be more vrong.
Ribley's secend introductory ¢ "(‘LJ on buging on the nest vritten page

(p.11). - He tells us Irodie "rj_rjst ma]’.cs up bir onind about J'os;)eh ordith

“that support: her tne,orv." Nibley is mind-reading - soscr;zthing he later ’ . -'
sc.o‘].c‘:s"El‘odié for doin'g; "Also he rules out of court ths. rossxbllltJ that \ )
Erodie - ﬂzb aiter al] was raised vithin t-h" ¢h.rch ang }u_a thb facts- l B
thru t at her at an e'v.r]y age = may havc lnnnw the .facts first and then _
conpluued Josepn's charactr*r viould be such as to fit thg,r". E N S -
Hib}.ey_says.ﬁrodie rejects the affidavils of 5). nedalibers agam,t

Jc"“ph "T:f: se the__r des 'cmony doet not suil hor idea of tne lx‘cp‘xot"’

chzu cter. - Actually she rejeets thos ~ or raiher their rt...r“bmr charge

because no cpecific dotails nor put ide evidenee gupport that vagve chavge.

gt ‘\lry n_.‘.'cnhclef‘" finds il dnconsistent Llat Tredie Jater inelines to

aecept. ‘lh":-" szue 51 neighiors on ensther cherge. "Bub on this latter.

c}nrg,e the -.vid.encc is very specific. It converng the vae of a Mscer stona®

" to search for buried [)r\'n. S 8Since To.,crh'c ownt pceerml wentions his vee S

of a seer sione at a s]'j.::ht]:y later peried, 31 is highdy pl_'ob'e.hlc ihat he

vas already using cne this early, o4 his nejphibors clajwed.  Frodie pojinla
out. no more than this }':r'oha.l.'j.lil‘;v; her cansiien here iz advivable.  Hibley ‘
rics to nzle the ch: n( al;out thy seer stone seund lm:'rrvn«f..--n.';ly aviul by
calling it "Lho wolvdesh Kerv“glnﬂﬁﬁ of Joucol poeelphs aclually in puri-
1-.-‘;'mical vealzie Neow Yorl tho chraen of "eicicns helile? w3qa. Lrothel-

golng - vas fav nove rsoriwne,
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o page 12 Libley boeconen very specific.  He acenses Lrodic of sayirg

"pro'-" aceounts” vhereas, ho sayz, there vag enly ors such "account.®  If
you wWill Jook in krodie howmaver (p.102). you ..;11 find there were 2 such
accoun ;s, one in Palmyra. "P"ru"’cr" for Fe b.(.o,lu_,!, th':: other 511 .the sane u

jpu_rnal for Jx.x.nc-July 1831-, Hirley here reveale hinself an apnnﬂin 1_{

i sléppy fact-checher.

" Indeed every single timz Niblej accuses odm el a mi .,stlt:-..x nt, it -is °

_he h:_mself vho is v ronv -~ vwith one trivi al exccntion (origin of "l\auvoo") T

"mantle fel’. wpon your Jossph Smilh" is nothing but an extromely: non- 4

by anothcr" (\-.'el}. put, tr. Hkdcy). Vosb i3 'ug,n»u.(::vn!. is that Jo zeph

ov' anyone ‘«can re:d libley"' pasphlet and: rntun an;y rc spect for 1t. is a
myo’uery to me. - It 35 a wonderful proo!.‘ o.f.' the power of religicus faith o
to ‘stifle ‘comple‘cel);' the f;'.nct::.onis of rsaseninrg and of simple ,A ordinary
facté—eheekiri;: 'to' see who is right. Nibley's e;.:trao;'dim;f ‘assertions aro
Si’,“P-y acceptzd on. j‘ aith, 'HJ his devo u{ Fermon rea.’dcrs; |

. I-iiblcry a.." why uoscph-* enenies d;.c’n!t plainly accuse him of teing a . .

-

dicciple of the charlatan Vinlters.. lie €375« ooin statenent thot Walters!

covmiital hint omd veiled £ ipgwres oi‘ .,p,—\m. JL iz a {igure of cpeech

but scarecely ~nou—ccmnﬁtt~a“ax Axs;:x-'ay,ilil'osic‘: cppendixs; duly ref' erred to

in her text, gives fhe fvll cvidance ond accusations (p.l'0>') : a'lt.l there
w-u no carthly rcémori vigr shoi o 10'11(1 ineli Lm..'k.ll thone "; ecw.fj. accuseg-
t'i§ns in i}hé rain taxt. Hil::Lféy!.'ac:ciases. her of nbi:- renticning then any-
where. "~ " B : S0 daboy povie ) _ . .
Y Jibley whmow CRhat is “siznd ficanih ar;aut the press accounts of -
\'altms' mantle ‘Falling o Jeoaph - 1"\ ound {‘1'\[. tong peanp was. succeedod

used the pracisc 1nchnwu~_.. el Mre Vollcvs, Thal in ilsell vnﬂc. te pr cti‘,r .

good cix'f:nmst-:zntj:\l preof thal .Iv-r\l,h Jeorned r;-c " .J‘t{,cg s. OF f.:om's:r ihe

uso of geer stencs in vonsense, vhethor Jeweph Lentand 34 Lrom Willers? or u
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youry JOsoph did start es a Vil of scawp, avd,’ unlikn Io"mnn, tc‘t'i w5

man cnoupnh Iater on to admil i,

-

Niblh’(still on p.412).assures us Lrodis accepts or rejects stories
about the goldcn‘plates according to her own Loncy s Rega)cnnv thc'ny5~
terie-s of their bc:ing; felt bub unszen and then i 9P "rr:'-, he "\""

hcv do vou. reconvllr them? Here is Lrodic'a mcthod:

_£old plates is neither o dmportant nor so baffling as the effect
of this succcsss on Jegeph himgelf.t ’

e tatd W

That “is a'lie..'a'bald; blﬁnt, unni. tigated lic. The pﬁssage he’ cites is
of ccﬁrgé,no exélaﬁatiﬁn’at nll; Erodie did givé en explenation hcwcver,:
'in tho vory prececding p:rburayl (p.80): -

“"Pcrhaps Jou'pn Luil+ sare kind of nWV“Stht aﬂccptvcn....;

A% the stage of the (ame Nibley iy preavmpiicis enou'hb to s *honesty and
'4int¢5riﬁy should prasumably count for scaectbing.® Yes, indsed they should,

Y
"

Y . R :
Nibley says Lro2is, altcer that passage he cited, drops the questions

.of'theAgolden plat:s for pocd, Of covfse:shc does, having crplained it
in the p“ra[rﬂpn ha dignft bolher to rention, ﬁc'thcn foes on to pan hsr
for two more sentences feor s ci.de-st epr na ‘ho i;sue’ - which he hinms elf had -
Siéc;stpped after shc'qif i£ head on, Pe exys "an ")P}ﬁthWOU of thoss
."pihtes «ee 15 mot rorthcoming'faﬁm owr 6rac]o" - but she had given ene,
and o very pglgsjblo and‘iikc]y onz toc. Yerkaps he thixﬂﬁ 1J¢d Ly rcpeatf
“dinp a lie 3 tiﬁcs, he can get people to belive ib.
- One cotsythc inpresaion that Nibley LJuth reo d Fredicts beok vary
care lﬂ#"1y or elan {hut e never san il at all end tasvncrc]ylnnfking-up

the notes hasti ""»" (:Clii!p'j"l.()ﬂ ]\:,' L‘-C'l-“.'Ot'l'C‘ aVoe, QGLheoruice bisn 't-lu'icr.--rcpatr.‘.d

. . . A . S I [N P S
cententicn thal trodis hog o explariion of tha goaléen plales aeana in

“thoupht il up 1x binsell.  Joseph admilied Uhic Jaler en.  I4 happens that

" anctly hcr Jogeph Smith persuaded so many of- the reality of the -

e
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deny such a _z.ism cript ever cxisted, er clso to claim 1% was a fcrr-n

credible. Mibley gives conw

indjeabisee, of moooa r (C:m-c'c:t S

prnmmr Yive ’W style) = Lul his pesers of ohuoevalion here appesv appal-

]uwl Yo7, ()J" conrze hz m- o b a duediborate, o« 1"1L1c 11.\.. - that is

t-he conclu:ion indicated ‘rn;f hig ovn “ll.:.aw of p:t."r;in:m?y," which I anm cour— N

t= :00S cnour)ﬂ, to discredit.

.

Nlbl"‘f on p. 114 ridicvles Brodic for her wse of r"l.l s* to dl

‘cover tha. sourcs of idezs i’n Jogeph fuithts "Dook cof lerm" in an_ear'li‘:'r

‘book: 53' Ethan Snith. Kibley doesn't rmention that Lrodic got tho idea of . S '
ccmp'aring these two kooks from the Ct‘f"lt lorion hz..torlan Rabh'"- himself. © . - &+
Ilrodle plves due cre ch.t t') Roberts fer pointing o\..t this pa.!fall.eﬁ.sm, and - . .

all her o-:mnles are -taken {recm Robcrt’s r.auuscript. Iibley can't cntlr_i‘.\. -

Robcrt na.turr.l.l:, s btecause Roberts was the most out.,tﬂn'hnr- b) storian

of Nlbley's own churé¢h., So he dencunces Erodie fm‘ v.sing the data that ’
Roberhs had collcctt'd. ‘ o - R

I chodse to say mcre u.bmt u.h1.. Sincez Foberiz is dead and his

.S one

"3

menuscript wad never.publibred - and since it of the mnst devastat- . v

ing tlun rs every written ozzinst Joreph Suith ~ I weuld expeet liibley to

s’b“l‘s'. '-
'Iei. lllblc} does i Thav of thaze _‘t.hJ‘.n:f.-:.I This leaves uc to :m.fov elther

iy A7

‘bha.t Ribley du._“'t coxe to chack into ite czistence (vhich rhou,lfll wve l ',, m' ;IL} :

bnen car:')r for a pcrson with his ro'\l coir .-,tn’ 0s within the C‘~m-cb) o R
0159 that he 1’11‘1 'Lt c.”q.’."ﬁ but hcm* to dgistrach attention frem it.

‘Inde"u is ﬁot I.ii';le*":, vhole pa .pm A omerely "..;x atteorpt Lo dear a -.

1;.1’5(— red h»‘rrJ rp acress the path of "n. Trediets book, so Mormonz will

no’o rc‘.d 1t, and hence nol discover aveh Liu in it az the reference to
' ”

Rou"-rt ' unpub? ihzed manuseript cc':;'f i Lo hl- fuith?s "Views of the He-
brow‘." wuh Joszph Smithts Mook er Lot . ) d
l'll.r]e" acetres s "Ovicntel Jiioshire printlos vtth porafles to the ,

Yook of Norron ihat are tor woree feidld SR AN RS A LI A N T

. . .
1 . ' Ty * - . . [
[ N

S
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these dtemg of Oricntal Libciatore

- »',‘Thurmni-nm (likc' the Dible's cnsg) in Amcvica (Trodie p.h'?). Having skipped

can be fourdd in the Vest." e docs rol ol this poini nime a5t e nre of -

Bz g Sond of enpdemning withoul pre-—-.

senting definite evidence. Inler en he docys mpenticn ene far-fetchoed pars 1-

1egi from Oriental literatwre, token fres Ale'l-Ala, ‘ o
~He Lm .5 to show rodie’s porallels ave far-fetched. He onits the |

one® that. obviously are not {ar-fetched, since he could not poSsjb]e}y hop=

lascribing the fJN.‘l‘lC&n Indians as ocscen od

‘to refute thece. These are des

. from the millenniuwm; and referring to coppcr brc:astplat'"; called Urin and

.all the.;e dnnswe p:r‘tl]eil , 1!ib1ey~tacklés sorie ot thc other ones. He )

thc.u, and thes-, Vhizn-mepe-soounn~eane-nl anml’

. . . . . ' .
says (p.lS{'r Bl‘odle T:ron;;ly clzn ms a/9arallel Letween David and a hersman of

“the Boolc or liom:on. He se;r:v, the Jattcr Irill-d "v:i{_'-h a sword (uot a slixxg)."'

"But I took the trouble to check in thn Book of 1 omm, 'i'here_in Alma’ 17:

36 it is relatoc’ that the herdsman Ammon firat "did sling stoncs

zrongzst

wis he slew a certzin nurber

-

of them" and t,hbn, x.mn nore fvrcr-on cone ah hinm," szole off their amms

<3

Cwith 2 swerd killing only on this t.’x:m n lJ."m" docsalt knew or read tha .

‘Book of liormon very carcfully. VWell, chucksy it's ondy the specizd

Bal

holy

book of -the sect to vhich he 1-.:.:p}:-»;‘ns.to L2lons.  Tids churcj.h chotuld be

ashamad of such a sleppy exegeta.

~Next, libley ddides tha prralled with Noak beczuse the Haprlower and

other exploring shipsz have carricd tyhatever the porcemiol will need.®  But

“fhat's a 1ot less than Noch or the Docls of Vervents jived earried. Did the

Vayflovwer, the Chincse junks, the Vikin: eiijr, cleelora Ary Lo carry "every

find of foules.fishec.gecd"i 1y ol enviie nxte Iulilonh :mi drred did.

: Sy
So the parallel is exact.' .

Hibley say s Predie rentions the athadeb in the Dol of Yorron te char

R TN R - SRS B 1 ' .- -
Lhore vieve athoists on the B feonticer Whict LAt b Whinde e preliy
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obricus. Iiuh Frodic daqganty tontion 0 e ¢

v el 290y renson. ~Ehe

p'n.nb ouv th-'- abtheist in bhe Lock o0 NURT O

Shaten it erne vell) anet hogp
~ ~~ Fhyos i Nep. o w OVt g . . ! H ’
‘con_,luv-lon is that Jore o oo Pl B Lo pcenenb holh sides of an arge-

rent to hold the support ol Loth the devent ang the gteptieal.

‘50-far I have ansvercd over ¥ sinile peint, large or mrall or even in

pa:écnt-hcsis raized Ly the vannted Nible; ceveving his Livsl "15r (acut2lly

8) pages‘ Her eat I pick sub poin tu at randon.

Acccru.nr- to l.lblq,, bma.m paswr Us Josej b Gaithts presidential

carpalgn speec‘ms in "p-'-rfor't .,1lencu Far :’rc:n 1t, She q_note.. irom then
. on p.360~1,‘ 362 and 365. This is5 one of kibley's obvicus Jlf‘ I

-+ - Nibley says (p.L:5) the lLornon Chur ch bz hid "no exjerts an matters.

L5
'of . ;xoc't’:i_nz'e.‘f" This mitsﬁ be nzws to evcry other ikrmen but himcelf. J::n..,..»
Tall.ngc nade -a great repm vion interys eting Yoraen dr.ﬁ:triné with the
Ghurc.l.’m b:tcla.ng. So dld Potx‘rw 1n hi »ai-]ir.- : ;;r.-:Lts- Celebrated too is
Nopiz -Anc.cr on's Look ef dozirinal expi-na tion c-ni:.ig.lﬂl 'r.t'u:d tipon, ™.

- Hibley saya (p.l;Uo") l’youw nowliere mentions ths pr ccifm n-me of.' the

I.!Qrmon Church: "In all her long account...Ivr2dfe naver once me: itions thn

truo name o;. th'= churchoess¥or if she lots oub that church recoived its

1onr' tltle bty revelation in (3 3 8 her p Loteres. s .sulfern ec]*o':n." Hom,mr

she dces tell its origin anl shows vi r.uﬂ 1y au the Uﬂo anladatcs 1838 -
na}unn that particular revelitisn rather superfluous.  €ng p:ug:n 7 she
tells hovr at R,‘:’,‘:dfml suggestion thc N v oh :n‘j;u-.i Trom Chwreh of Cleist
"o Clmrch of Latter-Nay Saints. A1) the revelalien 294 way by ceabine the

r

" . - SOT I . bt el - ‘.a>..
two names inte Church of Jemmz Chelsh af Tattir-l s Syinta.

. Ceoaswrgr UL ar coavin T . s . ' --"‘ -
KEibley says (p.u9) Josurh wife Lo swar "L as ovateag \-JU!4 the :—_3.-'-. .
. . . B N7y
over-setnd rake" deseribed b Lvodic. Iut che wanl ¥ oprasp hiszlinrian R,
. ‘i
y ' t . L . .t n. . - "“
RO‘.’GI‘t-’J (1930; IT ]0’ ~7) {,.j",,_‘_.,; an ;u:a‘;r\:f. ot ! LI | | 3 n HIG ?; u'd ol .
: . BT
. - 'l.'f
‘o.\ »



Jogephts revelation {has seua men Lol B pluead wiee s

o : MErnn yinus; \:r'r' Phibber andl Ml or Peueniend, and anoev " Baey s rrhacd
T to geb hold of Lhy weillon Sbabiaenh o0 that, peyn ation, o fiually "Luenq
‘ had 30 l;f.rr'.snfl anl urponl, l/ cabes 2hed him for Lhe P rivile;n of dog--
' - troying il, that ha tecoe so vieary ot by Lan”jw”' and to pob rid
ﬂ ol hw aruwymcv he Lold hev sihangs Shit destroy it and ghe had c¢onz
s0. A

Shc gnew him, all righie. JBouma knew Lho rekink

._dldn‘t Like it. Joseph 2ig manage to keep his anbtual

Hside o.t‘. Jnsephts :mture' and .
contict seeret from
her - 'e>:ccpbing 'in th;-.disg'r coFul Farny Alzer ofreic - but I should
' Ucarcceiy say ‘113 con.,c'zlmc.nt of his plural l-:...zi o s is pa.rticul.n?i}' to-
' VhJ.s, credit. The fact is, he .'s'imp];{ conlintg &tzmd up to his wife, :nor do
fti'fbhout_'her; so he too!lz his extra r1v« 5 on Lh= s;i::.zk.’ _I!i'l'»ley' should hav;
| -'-.avoi:ded thJ.., '.:.hol-e distrqssing éﬁpech of Jozzph's 1ife. !fhc':é,;i.s_ no ‘way’- 3
| of ma_ung it Yook preu . o »
- Nibley (p.22-3) dorides Brodie for sconing to e y"r‘u the "c.l-“a_l
. pxibl_ic to know of Jésep}x'; childhood vision. Fut jt wag Jozeph himsels who.

MA - ¢aliméd his vision was generally krow! as Brodis properly says (p.23 in

‘Brodie). g .Lblcv hvrc is un’r:.tt,.ngl covxte..l,.n; against his oun prophet?
Ih_ble" J“-L*IS (PeZu) Columbus! failure to {ind vivious enimale
Lrour'h«, to Anlcrlca by the r.'ephi't.cs according le the Pook oy Mormon would

—

P " be because f'*nse spccu»‘ all dizd euls That soowus wnlilely, as climatic

conditions were excellznt tor their svr vivsl, and animals danty Just ki1l

“eff their cun species by was Lha vay Uhe Book oF Moraen' s J:;rccti.te. heaang

vere-said to have donz. I can pive Fibley orelil for g Faivly nice try

here, anyvay.

Nibley considers it 5_.].,!.0;.51(:!'.1.' (P ) Lo s an decapal pPerson eonld
found a oty notalls Lor neral .':v'.‘r::n'ft."x. 1t §u a paraisy, yet by no
maans illC[.',iCéll. The iaeworal min 1 Capeint '.,' ”t a0 Lhe Mbure of

ﬁ: L— inml?l‘-'.'f:'!il'.,\’ ancl.eager Lo lewp oller fren bt oy L Preserecs.

Hro i nlwo 1he vor, vall Fnoarm {_\-},. L L‘“"Z‘?l ey d _!r:':’vi.hl!._i-"vu:; Lo

. N :
! S : Sy !

! ' ' ' - it , i
AN AR TIN UN AT R ) E N W

.
s
’ . -
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- - - sam .

. £ied in pointing out tho cormest betrecn Joscph's earlizar honilily and

ln.gence to assure. hls views could remain sta’cn' onary. A Letter moJ~ of re-

" buttal v’oa.ld ha.ve been to clain Jogeph did Lrvelop bat t..at his main _ . ’

"because shz cites Paul‘srpa.a.n{:“ on mar 1'1 ) m iﬂzl of Jdegus! Sllv!ll:ir one,

- But vhy- sheuld she have to cite both passeges, and what is wrong m'.th '

e e g o , (uﬂC' |x|~|¢r Jn e ".1 1“.:.‘1‘4'.113.1._',‘, -

25 ey geosr older,

I adnit Joseph did not in h...n persoinl life shara thia Leudency, tul his

church eir-:'ntu-fxlly did.
Ulb) ey .taxes lrodic Lo Lack (p 20) for obzer: ving Joseph Smitbh d).d not - Q
a_.t fil:&:b try "t.q displace Jesus Chirsk" - as thousb ghe thoughl he m"ht |
later on. . But later on Jos2ph practically did ect as though Vdj.sp].acing'
Jesus and toasted "God is my rieht hand rman."" 5o Lrodie

iz s:.-rplv jus bi—

his la.’c.er_subliJﬁe coq.fidence scarcely equaled by Jesus. L o N
Hibley makes prolongc_:d and desperate atlempts to disprove Lrodie's -

convent:x.on that JO:r:ph's ’chirﬁkin,r: developer). and chonged ~-though the evi- .

d...nc‘. for d..v*lop-ncnt is overw helvnlnw and it is a slur on Jocc'ph' inte-

chan'ras of . va.ev pom-, all ‘resulted frm divine r"vclauon.

: Kibley .(p-B'I) aceuses Prodie of "d-::aling l ht1 v wila the Hﬂl" l'.r).t(~ "o “ ’
- T )

citing Panl's? It is the clearer of the two, and is the one come n}J clted.

by other pecple. - Hbley says "it is not to il bub to desus to r:hom ‘the N
passagé is attribuied." This is incorrect. The passage is. at.i.ritz.\xlzcd- to )
Paul, as r'.'ell‘ as lo Jésus.' Even in_d.isc‘-.‘.sf;in_g the Pible, Hibley has to T
make 2 mistalka. Ho is ind’g‘.ed a poor exe £t | Theolosy can do with his’ -

bun;'_;ling serviens. )

lwvuruhclo:'s }no revard for this slovenly job hao Leen a profcssorchip
at -the lc:.\r.iin;: I.Zorrr'.on college.

lflblny does et in one pead dicks He noticos (p.3d) thal Irodie iz

unabls to nceownl for the wmeh-iareicd Josephte failare Lo bave children by u



most of his a(,‘d:i.{-imv.ﬂ. wivesn. 1 oo : Yiee - dn Lhe \:’;ﬁg‘l.].-ﬁtstﬁ—
: bllon"d jealousy . of lru. Frman Sadth. L oenn o7 0 8RGO b Uw mepns — con-
H' ' trmv-,pulve,u, \‘nch Francis P‘.v, s's agitation had reeoably mete vl 17 knouns,

This, _b}-' the way, moy accowtb for the abgsence of polygauy at the start of

. ¥

jormonigm; only after conlraceptives vere proveu tn be sofe would Joseph

dare to start taking exbra wives dagpite lhs watchful eye .of his devaled

and possessive first‘ spouse-
lIlblf*y rai.,eo two cxtraordiuny points. One is that Brod.)c doe.sn't

s mﬂn’cio'x Eduard. Mgyer's beek on Mormondicn, \rrlttcn in Ge an altr-r one year

(19011) .spent in Utah, and not av;l LbTe in Uta.h. Loyer is indced a famous

scholzu" ( omev:hat. overrated: he certainly meke’ ‘a fool of himselt trying to

fu. the date of Zoroas uer) 5 but ihis seoms to be his 1ee.ﬂ-—-‘movn vork.  °

Nibley: lcar‘n”d 91)0\1» it ir (‘xorrwnf. “Fren p 17 to pelT leley mal.a., fre-

s o P - A PTIOTIIIT war——eions R

-

qde’l‘b use cf Lnyer. But from him he. [,n’t only cnz really vm.fu? pc:mt.’
suppord. Ior Joseph S"’tlUl s claim that ihe e of his eapitaly Hauvoo," is

T . .-

der;vcd i‘rc a Hebrcw word Mpoval' meanini tipzantiful;* which Drodie said

1‘b 110\.- in 1x°m~ew dictionaires. However T ezsily found Epavra® in G""nniv

~
fr v “wy

1 4
Hebrew 1n>.1con in L'\Lh thu ] WO snd 1530 editions, here in Sﬁlt-'I.f:.}:e C?'.ty.
Ribley dici't need to {'o clest Lo Goraary o prove this _fc»:i;i‘b..

libley's -ace in the lm],. is his a~zelihg boast {(p.li6) for Tiernonica -

that "of. a1l tha churchsd cf the © or] d cply thig en2 has not fmm-l 1’0

necessary to rcadjust any perd ob s dactinre in the Jast hu.nd.r:cd years.'f

- ——— .—-o-‘n——-r—‘v.-—-,'vu-—u-—w-o-‘—- 3-.-?
. LN '

.Such a tg».-, sment pre '.L.rpon a stupendms knovdledge of the recent doctri~
nal h'L tory nov only nl aﬂ Chveistian Ll aloo Ruddanist, loslem, and Hin-
due churches. ].L‘ Libley hag gnech knos Ao hz is keeping it a dacp, dark

socreb. Tho . only chuych-he gprectficslvs cites as kaviny ehwued 15 the

ﬂ : Catholic - & vast orpnizathios A L pred Yems far moe vay 3ed Lhan t.ho';o ol




3

the 1i4LIe, Jocalizn:d Pormon szel, o br Pair he cheld as Sy e con~ -

e etem b e e et

tr'aw Lad Jorm onl:,;*.“ ivstocontery with the fiveh cortvrr of ohe'e churches

'\'n
i

.y

Elther way hig elatus i cuvely flase. To disprove il, oo e

]

-

g 2 gingle chmrch which had ot chinged,  Girce.the Koywons ore merely

P

_i el

0

Loa ';.»:ct..of Chrdistianity, othor sects showld count too. I doub‘b the littic

o

. Hotterite Cnurc'n hag chanr-'nq any bﬂ]_lef’ in its vwho hOO y-,c. Likn--
. Tisa the Euudhlst church of hbet seems to have Lecn rcz::ari:a.b]y sta-;:lc in

daffuv. :m tno cnntm‘y' tefore Bibley rrro’c I think of many more possibi~ ..
.0 litiess o : : S ~ . ) o

How a..\ to tha liormon cnurch 1t.m)i‘ -~ is it inchanzed? The revela-
tlons vhich its.1= adars have contined t,o_ receive hzve 2t least mocdified
L 'exis:bing doctr‘ine. I refer to the renunciation of polyszay in 1899. Pre—. -
vpiowsly, leading Lormens had considered themselves ¥eordered by Gach to
S take plural wives, in the vory teetn of 'U. S. Jwi; since ther Hormon doc—
i . 4 * o 3 . ' g 4 .
bject of marrizgs. u
(). T wr f.-'_'- PRI »

U
. . » f)_ »“ \,-'-EJ *;.’k‘_ll'.‘ -rt
I in 318% thxs i., a "readjustinznt of doetring,” .

H trin2 has been to submit to the laws of ren of the &

'

~

" Also on two obhcr impertant matters ifermon practice or be jef hawe
changcd in a revolutionary mani:r - aad Aindeed since ‘th2zoe changes there

has been little of the originzl Miormouisn left. iormons still believe

[N L S

the Dook of Mormon is ture hisioryof the past, and believe in a futere
milleonium when Jesus s to re ign 1,000 yzars on Farth. Dnd, Lor th -

- -presznt y Lma ons ;'}' icq‘n"[fm‘mi:.;t-.'_;‘ acting very much like everybod- «lse,
e x(\ DA SIREAY

v

e . er p‘ sizing only hundrin virtuss as nel cueklng nor (L'xlﬂ.c their prophet)

er.n':in,, A rweore prescic appveach bo JITa muld i ca.a]y b"' Learined.
Their church lives Jarpgely cn ils splendic mew:nbua fron its florious }“2"‘{.
Tlow, tho two points I was grivy to renticn eves sharine of'\';ca".t“z - which

S was plven up in 1081 and theolepically e o2Vaind avwr by Keehi andorson'y u
- i

Looic in 1820; and Laliol the sooTd voudd eng dn 38201 whteh Josa,h ity

b nE e ees > cmeew—————— o
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predich. s« S separads octasionsn and vilh diflcrent Srriplaeasi b,

W

plus o revelation as hiu ovideunca,

I have now donc with Ilibl-v. T vianb you to recad a soimevhat superior

SEOERA

Yormon rchmital to Trindie, try Vidtseg's in “Improvemont Era," lisrch 15hG.

Tertins Chandler

- o ' ' o : ' . " Ju].y-]l;,- 1552 e
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Brngnam Youug sayinzg ol Jozeph Smiths:

. The Condvorersy Gior dogopt Dvalh - Pavlh 1T

In addition Lo Hugh Tibloy's 3 Sorial pasphlet, the Mormson Chureh rrace

trvo formid rop e -t brodiets bhook.

"The' fixrst’ is a shiort revies in "Ieprovescnt Zra™ invch I9L6 Uy Viidtsoe.

Unlike Nibley, Widtsoe objects Lo irodic's ton2 aad calls hers a "venosmous
book.". He says she many bimes cihes pagszoes out of context, and pives .

cne emavpl His cne gpecilic case is vell tzken.. Brodie had quoted

.

nif he'acts like a Qevil, he has brought forth a docirine that
will save us, if we abide Ly it. lie mey got drunk every day of -
his life, sleep with his n2irhbor's wife every righi, run horszs

-
and gamcle....fub the coctrins he has produced will save you and
“‘me and the whole vorld." A : _ -
It is truo th=t Brodie just ba2fore that had dafcaded Joseph against far :

milder charges, so ‘that shs prebably didn't raaa that -quotation to Be taken

" seriously, sny more than Dricham Yourz did. Hevertheless when I read it in

her boolk, I was firet confused, and then did teke it seriocusly. She should
have pointed cut Bripgham had not met Jossph 2t that tise and was werel -

quoting Jeseph's enzmies.

Except for this oﬁe point, Widtses's onz-page review is notalle. only for -
its acid btitlerness and elusive vagueness.

Thie main Vormen rep]y,to Prodie is a leng beck review in the Church

m

u«ct:on of "Dz ssret lu\°" for Yay 11, 19u5.  This came ivom the Church
Historian's foicc, but is sloﬂT'“"”-

It bugins with o lone atlack.en o Jecal C.tielic pricest nawed Ihyer, vho

. LR 33 ey A ooyt Y I LT Y .~ Eeospres this
ha prajand Prodiet's woibod. Inooojuitc npsovanastical seaterce, this

Canbi-Catiolic tirads cous cliar bLack Lo 42 bwmng of Joan of Are, in 2

.

slachaine assanll on Catnnlicizae bxerezl of Joreph Guith - bub not of . ‘ f”'

Erigham Yoenng oand worae receal Loi™ .

Thiz vhode apemyoeus revien 3o weatlon i oa benz ol ubeost splese.

. N . . Lo e e - »”
Ay one Vit oanes weatiind K cg Beoec i gt e, e ELR R SURNLSEE B BRI
. - - -




-

a nounrluJ rr{nnl abion amninst a winle frelividunt, should, thinl, Le
mn cnuugh Lo sign his namg. ab vineiclive vl al coravdice o ofben -
togather, : ‘ ) -

- After wuch abwsive gencral cormert, en Citholics znd then on brodie, Mr.

Anonymous does get around tn specilic points

Dredie wrongly claiméd Jonepn's conviction in Ch »n1n~o qux Ty was o .
. ’ . ’ ° "
omething "nistorians have overlooked" (she shovln h1Ve s3ig W'Oreon .
historians have overlooked®) — : . . E

" Also the cowrt record of that trial doqsn't exjst. Drodie referred to

it'in'the prescnt ténse - Francis Ziviham lster proved the reviewer right ] .
'bv foing to Chenango uOLnt" 'nd leurnlx it has kert no recorcs tack of .
1850, publishing.his finding in "Improvcmcnt rra® harch 19h7. T Co -

‘The revicrer 21so repeals the poirt ?1r°10v race in Widisoe's review.

14

Ey'this_timc Fr. Anos has scored L minor point ~against Iredic. They

.

are w:nutl e 01 the most infinite su1z11 sort. such as any LO:psge bLeok is ~ -

practically cerhain to coutuin. And they =rc z11 he is. goirg to find. .

He ke.ps on trv ng, hewever. . .

Our éndnymous revisner says frodir's reason fbr rejcctiﬁg Catdery’s
. staterent that Jos olh vwias acquited in Chenanro (U.N|J is because "COVoLrS' ' -
.sago fhc trlal ceours ‘ed Lelnlv 16827, vherzes the trssl occured in 1"26“ . .
in Auon?s voxcs. He is fxying to make Brodic'sny Lhe alisurdly ebvicus and
in an irrGICVant conncchicn.» Actually lrodie was ﬁ“ither absvrd ror
.irrolévdnt. She sajds Condery « twtc“ thig trial toek plvre b?lo"ﬂ 132?-
Ii should therefore not Le contnsed i th lvo later irials in the zuae orea,

where Jocerh aclually wins acquilles.t  jler Fhvin deference §s had

HWilae

Cowdery's memory failed him becaune Jesorh ol Lficd o mony tires

[




. .
1
1
B
r
S

about the First Vicicun, )& years atter.”  She corbtainly doubtby ils early

say she could hJVB found firs t—h and st temsnts quite as good.._xhus in a

- from the grin austerity of Jnsv>, P?nl, ard Awsustine, and tow:ird ue

CThe reviever savn Irotie clajmed "Jocerh Jabrieabed the whole clory

oritin,;but avcids any such outright accerticn and mentions oth-r puog]s'Q -
visions‘during'Joseph's youth, as thh’Q Lrey %JLh* have led hiwm te huve . .
some visicn 2zt that time. Considering that Jose oph dated bis first vision :
rigbt at‘ﬁhe-agc_or puL&rty - a most irpressicnable tiwe «II am nore '>.g .
§6nvinced ﬁhan Efodie that Joseph did have.séﬁs vision then. Shz may be _ .
right tﬂat he.élqbora tad thé delails later on. L
Tne r°v1cmer takes Brodle to- task fcr repcrtl*q Joseph as caying: - i
."3ﬁenever I see ‘ a. pretty monan, I have to pray for gracc-“”ﬁﬂeiSaﬁs this is o .

thlrd-hard h reay from Wyl. Drodi aanlttod as much (p 297) T must A -

lettbr to Po dery, Jo ech vrote: "I do not, ner nzver have pretended to be . o
otber thgn a man 'Shbb ct to passicn!® (Lcberts, 1902, p. 10). Similarly o ‘_’
the statemenﬁ in Joseph's 13Lh»ﬁrticle cf'?;ith thai il aﬁythirg is B

.lovelv, we seck after itM warkd a yevelttion in Cihristizn thlﬂﬁlnb, avay .

sensual. And Lrodie elsvhera grotes port oi Joseph's wcll—&nown
statement: Madzn fell that wan wight te: and men ave that they might hove y

joy" = as beautiful a defence of sexuel plezsure as 15 likely cver to be

written. : : : : . _ ‘
”The raviewoer says L (‘10 runqualitiediy a&sexts“ that rs. el vwias
uncertzin il Jorceph Swmith fathered ber co, @iz adds that the assertien

"furnq out. to rer 4 on the huwr:n\ repevi of a trs. Bita Smoth.? ho"“‘cr

.

Frodie reste her asserbion on a peond donlocore than thats ot i, .

Proceindia Juedl's presenen neor UWhie jrophet Jesepl awd her Irict abseuce



-and separation [fvoem Lhe chureh while her son wes Lorn (winch could

- basing her case onthz hewrcay alone: "This stalement I fegardcd viith dug

-Ema 611th : ' _ o , ‘ T

“accused on)y his inferiors. Yo have Stalin and-thz Jatholic Inquisition

!

have

.

proetected Joseph) and hor becoming ene ol iy vives laiue en, plus a

ree " ine photepraph of “the sbn, vhich appe-rs in the Look. To say sirply

* thas her caze resls on heavzay is ag henest as 4o say a chair rests on 1

e

-leg, out of its li.  Brewn worge i tl-u case, for Ircdic expressly rejects -

.

__re erve unt 11 I dlacnvered a photorxnnh of the rcn, Oliver luell, wnich,

shoved an unnlstmkehbln likeness to thc cther sons cf Joseph,‘bdrnc by

' The reviever says Drodie trusted the urrclizble Byl and Etta Smith. Ve

' have élrcady'Seen she coes not trust Lttie Smith. Tie have alsc seen that

hﬂr dapenden e on hvl is "1nﬂiraied by a passap2 {rom the prophot hznu,li.

The reviewer says "One single, u;disput:d fact....is refutation

sufficient of all the churgcs of drlizuvchery. . Jeszph Smith escomunicatzd,
arnd from tle pulpit denounczd men, regardless of tlslr station or

influence, for aduvllery." flss, mistor reviewner, you carmot get yowr toy

ofi the hood that easily. I deced, how naive can you getl Doas adeusing

N

' Y0ur enenies clear vourself? Jeseph wos all-ponevivl within'his church and

acctsed infericrs ~ without thitebly proving any virtue on their ovn part.

: T ‘ . T '
" Such a code’ bf" ethics can lead oly le a reien of tzrror; that, I galher

{rem hig tens of writ ng, \ould suit the ﬂnnp)-nng raevjover just fine.
Furtherrsore would J ccph Smith concider it Faobauchery® bo bave a child
. ~ : :
ty a woran to vhom hu concidercd himrelt raried? Iz not the purpose of

parrizre us ux11 * to have eliliren - le Iulfill vomants poture rather than

to dnnv 1t



oreon evtlie wnd to lzep his avnsoite in tha Gt

'desire_a change.

Cfubwe findings of science that by Vinstiict! he igperes the 'Asialic

L is Lrea Joseph pubidiziy cr T muze thal hes
po]“"ﬂv bBut ihia war o anpeas: o vir, hostil s conzervative nop-

The rovicweor's

inference thel as Joroph ol o consistent stand in putlic, thorefore he

ratst have dent so also in privale, i sbsurd - for vie know Ly Dis ovn

Yormen Churcn's clzim.that h2 had vives in peivzie. I his public

state;ents cannnb‘ba.trusbtd aLout. wives, why'sbnu J lhey le tzuutnd

bout chlldr&n” flzo hs ﬁnnouncea one rﬂ"elauxon early in 1u31

" .. sanctilying nonogany cxclusivély'and tbmmarﬂwn~ leyelty to the ond wife,

)ﬂb laber rﬂported by rfvelﬁtwcn that he and othsrs werc ordered'by God

" to-live in pn]ygﬂ“v. Cohsistcncy‘wns 1ot in his ““LP—up, vhen hz came to

Cur anonyious revicuer s yfq Brodie wakes JOuoph se: "so clearly...the

b TN

. theory! of the orizin cf the Amsricnn Endians-" Pz is tryins tc make
(=3 A -

~

‘Bredie look silly. Of course if Joseph had fercssen the futurc theory, he
- _ ) : n .

‘would be inclirned to use it; nob irn:ra it. Eut Lrodie do~)n t claim he

forcsaw it at 211, She rnnntﬁd out Jesert's inciinet veuld let him sce
that a theory of‘Indian-c ipin relatineg to the Titde would have a mlde
arp2al, vhereas linking the. Indiang to Asia (3s Colurbus bad done, amongst

L

~oﬁhcr€)-wcu1d L2 niclher convinging rer appealing. And Jogeph was

'scnsatnﬁ Q}rqrt .lUs-Habycw cuizin for early Awericans is the most -

porular d‘"tju(;LVP t("lurv el his rodami-n o tis very doye

pr cticing

Unlile Hush Nibley, the suempwovs rovierar docsn't pive paje rererences.

to the passapes be edtes. Thig res b h rd for e to rint sore of thowm.

-
.

HU over T dig ther cut as Loob o5 T ocone e evission ol pafe referenees

‘gorvss as an obslrvetive devaen bike Liding bfe npoce Te iz aorost

»

\uittnr;--"ttzlve: cprors b,

Ha govs vihen Trodie Letls o dorephe oo i B con Mudthinnes and




1/

! } . - : :
i st‘».l:l-:.hc Leauly, W daceph o venl Yy - Dipip b Bideo bub Jaeeens n .
| ,
; '(p.]lb) wes diceussing Jeseph's rovicion of Lhe Lille, in particular some
-~
A parhs 1ud,11f~ by hirsneli. 1he reveiver is thus wholly vreong hzre. Like

Hu"h Iibley he cannot touch the Biblc vithoul :~thing into tr'n“rl The

[ SRR

Fibkle seems to ve tos much Lor the cuwrrqt Nornon spekesinen. _They'would'

be safer to leave it alene.

The reviewer says:_"Shb ignores, too, the appraica]s of non-liormon

’ -

o 'writerstwﬁosé_tqstimonialr arﬁ...ab complete variance with the - .
'vitugfraﬁive enznies.” That.word "Cerlrtnl is a joher, for when a .
»ﬁon-ﬁbrm§p bec2m sc¢ enthus iastic for the uorﬁons as_to'disagree. _ ) f
completcly>with'£heir enemies, Be usually joined the sect and so ceased to

i be a non-iornon.. Anyway the pro—Lnnmon evidence has been véry qelL .
) : compiled by the Mormons themsclves, especially by B.H. Roberts. . So?I-
don't see much need for hir to se:k pro—Iormoﬁ material iu cubeid: uritcrs,
gg» .o ;nless the reviéwer thinks ti:e lormons have done & slpppy Job oi gathsring -
. : . 1 ) . .
their own d;ta;' In any gvent, brodie did cite 1. R. iiernzr on p. hOl
) J. G. Eenngtt in fivé places, and Quincy ih three. ALl tha?e are
non-horncn vrilers who diéagrcn cawpletely with. tha vitvperctive 'nemics.
Annth=r thoro ch g01n" error for the anonrous reviewer.
.He says Proolc has JCseph influsnced by revivals, and Ygt ncver .

attznding them. ‘.';e].]., why not? A pcrson ¢ be influenced Ly something

he never. saw - the career cof Jesus, {or instonce. ~Lor con I find any

'

rlace where Lredie said ho dida't altond Lthewr.  On the coniravy, she vays
on p. 13 he wny have attericd a revivelirlic Shokor dance and en p. 9%

t)ml. he had secn revivals al Palieyra.

1hc revicser scolds Fredie for s:iyine the Cld Teastawent has no werds

Qi#' C Leginning vibh el le sars theore are seversl. e b evbitrowily

chongad Lrodie's ™ poc s Lo Peordedt frodie eorrocbly ondd \)‘- 73) thore




—m———— > —

av—

Creviener snoundd shoy ooy e

to them. . 122 de
They are. t
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