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Recent research makes it possible to resolve one of the longstanding 

contradictions between the versions of what transpired at the meeting of Martin Harris 

and Charles Anthon in February of 1828. This research compares the "information 

environments"1 of Anthon and Harris to ascertain what information about ancient 

Egyptian writing was available to each. Insofar as Egyptian writing was concerned, the 

documents presented below establish the abundant information that was available to 

scholars like Anthon, while Harris lived in an information vacuum. Primary documents 

and first-person accounts from the period in question reflect the nature and contents of 

the information environments of these men. While Professor Anthon's and Martin 

Harris' testimonies contradict each other on whether Anthon said that the characters 

resembled some form of Egyptian, the circumstantial evidence (which includes both the 

information environments and subsequent actions of these individuals, as well as their 

possible motives) is heavily on the side of Harris' testimony. As we consider the topical 

and chronological development of the Egyptological content of Charles Anthon's 

information environment, the combined evidence seems strikingly and broadly 

supportive of Harris and, consequently, also of Joseph Smith.

The following overview and accompanying appendices (1) document what 

Harris and Anthon each said about their meeting, (2) show that Harris probably told 

the truth about Anthon's mention of Egyptian resemblances to the Book of Mormon 

characters, and (3) illustrate the kind of information about Egyptian available to Anthon 

by 1828.

In February 1828, an upstate New York farmer named Martin Harris carried 

what has traditionally been known as the "Anthon Transcript" from Harmony, 

Pennsylvania, to New York City (see Appendix 1). He traveled by horse-drawn wagon 

through Palmyra, Utica, and Albany (in the dead of winter), simply to satisfy himself 

that, rather than being a hoax, the characters on that transcript were actually taken 
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from a set of ancient gold plates then in the possession of one Joseph Smith Junior2 He 

consulted with various people en route, among them the Reverend John A. Clark. 

Clark, then an Episcopal Priest in Palmyra, later recalled that the transcript contained 

"three or four lines of characters" of a purely arbitrary sort, though he did identify what 

looked to him like the fifth letter of the Hebrew alphabet.3 Someone else in Palmyra 

(perhaps also Clark) later told Orsamus Turner that Harris had been exhibiting "the 

manuscript title page" of the Book of Mormon4 Professor Stanley B. Kimball (Southern

Illinois University) has discussed some important aspects of this journey, including the 

visit Harris probably had with the Hon. Luther Bradish in Albany. Bradish was a 

serious antiquarian as well as politician, and he may have directed Harris to scholars 

like Mitchill and Anthon.5

Professor Kimball has also shown that Dr. Samuel L. Mitchill, the vice-president 

of Rutgers Medical School, was more than just a fine M.D. with some training in the 

Classics. He was apparently a true Renaissance Man, a polymath.6 Like any good 

general practitioner, he knew the "specialist" to recommend. Thus, he sent Harris to see 

the man who would become the most influential American classicist of the nineteenth 

century, the somewhat less than honest Professor Charles Anthon of Columbia 

College.7 This was at a time when things Egyptian were still within the bailiwick of 

classical studies.8 Yet it was also a time when the correct elementary understanding of 

the nature and meaning of the Egyptian language had only recently become available 

for general scholarly consumption. Thus, while the first Egyptian dictionaries and 

grammars were still in preparation, Anthon had access to enough published, 

preliminary data in his own personal library9 to enable him to assess rapidly the 

apparent nature of the facsimile of Book of Mormon characters brought to him by that 

"plain, apparently simple-hearted farmer" named Martin Harris. Indeed, he may have 

imagined that he could perform the same feats of translation which European classicists 

were then managing to accomplish at an ever increasing pace.10
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The study of Egyptian was still in its infancy in the 1820s. The discovery of the 

"Rosetta Stone" (Appendix 14) near Rosetta (Rashid), Egypt, had occurred in 1799. 

Without that discovery by the French of a 4' x 2.5' black basalt stone, on which the 

Memphite decree of Ptolemy V Epiphanes (196 B.C.) was inscribed in Greek and 

Demotic and Hieroglyphic Egyptian, there would of course have been little point to 

Harris' visit with the illustrious Professor Anthon. Beginning in 1802 with the initial 

efforts of the Swedish diplomat Johan Akerblad, and continuing with the truly great 

genius of both Thomas Young and Jean-Francois Champoilion in the teens and early 

twenties of the nineteenth century, the Rosetta Stone was deciphered and the discipline 

of Egyptology was born and grew rapidly. Without the emergence and widespread 

discussion of this new knowledge among classicists, Harris would simply have drawn a 

blank with Anthon, as Harris indeed drew with John A. Clark in Palmyra. As it was, 

Anthon had enough material in his library to give him hope that he too could do what 

his European counterparts were doing, i.e., translate short-hand Egyptian. Certainly he 

had no reason to be surprised at Egyptian antiquities showing up in the United States in 

the hands of nonscholars. The looting of Egypt by anyone willing to make the 

necessary investment of time and money was already a scandal11—as Joseph Smith's 

innocent acquisition of Chandler's ill-gotten mummies only a few years later should 

remind us.12

The descriptive term "short-hand Egyptian" is most telling. Based solely on the 

books and illustrations which we know were readily available to Anthon, the characters 

Harris showed him could have reminded him of nothing so much as what the scholars 

were then calling "short-hand Egyptian." This expression would not likely have been 

known to Martin Harris. Yet it is "short hand Egyption [sic]" which W. W. Phelps' letter 

of January 15, 1831 to Eber D. Howe (Appendix 3) unequivocally states to be Anthon's 

identification of that script. Phelps probably learned this phrase, "short-hand Egyptian," 
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from Harris or other early Mormons, and Howe likewise employed the term in 

introducing the letters of Anthon and Phelps in 1834.13

This distinctive phrase also appears in the June 1827 issue of the American 

Quarterly Review, p. 450 (Appendix 9), where it is very likely either a direct translation 

of the term tachygraphie in Champoilion's Precis du systeme hiercglyphique14 

(Appendix 10) there under review, or a simplification of the same English technical term 

tachygraphy used by James Browne in the Edinburgh Review for December 1826.15 

That Anthon owned and read copies of these three publications is clear from his own 

explicit claims and citations in his Classical Dictionary (Appendix 8). This is strong 

evidence that Anthon was the source of the statement that the characters resembled 

short-hand Egyptian.

In June 1827, this book was reviewed in the American Quarterly Review saying 

that that same Egyptian script is called "short-hand" Egyptian.16 Anthon knew this 

review: He owned a copy and cited it in the fourth edition of his Classical Dictionary.17 

Anthon would have read this review only months before Harris' visit. Thus it becomes 

highly probable that Harris indeed got this phrase from Anthon, and that Anthon did 

mention short-hand Egyptian, no doubt struck by certain obvious similarities in the 

transcript to hieratic or demotic Egyptian. From this, what else can one conclude, 

except that Harris has been telling the truth all along about what Anthon said on this 

point?

Anthon's side of the story breaks down in other ways, as has long been pointed 

out. For example, on whether he gave Harris a written statement: Anthon's 1834 letter 

to Eber D. Howe says that he did not, while his 1841 letter to T. W. Coit says that he did. 

On how convincing he had been, Anthon's 1834 letter simply says that Harris "took his 

leave," but his 1841 letter claims that Harris left with the "express declaration" that he 

would not mortgage his farm or have anything to do with printing the golden book.18 
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In fact, what else can one say from Harris' subsequent conduct, except that Harris left 

Anthon fully satisfied?

Moreover, a motive for Anthon's 1834 and 1841 behavior is not hard to find. 

Protecting his prestigious standing among his peers must have been Anthon's primary 

concern. It turned out to be a professional liability for Anthon to have been linked with 

the Mormons and with Smith's notorious "roguery"—as Anthon termed it. In 1868 

(some 40 years later!), in a Commemorative Address, Anthon's successor at Columbia 

College still spoke about the Harris-Anthon affair and admitted that it was a real threat 

to Anthon's reputation.19

Caught on the horns of a dilemma, and having unwittingly fulfilled the prophecy 

of Isaiah 29, Anthon took the easy way out: He tore up the statement he had 

innocently given to Harris, and denied Harris' story. Today Anthon's cover-up appears 

more blatant than ever.20

We know of no other early occurrences of the phrase "short-hand Egyptian," 

although terms such as "abbreviated," "book-writing," or "linear hieroglyphic" were also 

then used to describe the nature of Hieratic ("priestly") Egyptian. Egyptian writing 

evolved through many stages. Around the time of Lehi, the script was becoming even 

more cursive. As modern Egyptologist Erik Iversen points out, Demotic ("popular, 

common") Egyptian—the new cursive style which then evolved from Hieratic—was 

"even more simplified and stereotyped, almost to the extent of becoming a system of 

conventionalized 'letters' or standardized word-groups."21 This transition took place in 

the Saitic period contemporary with Lehi, and was based on the Late Hieratic of that 

period.22 During the early years of decipherment, Demotic was also known as 

Enchorial or Epistolographic Egyptian.23 Examples of the main graphic styles are 

presented in Appendices 10-20, below, including some Hieratic arranged in vertical 

columns (Appendices 18-19), as Charles Anthon in 1834 claimed some of the Book of
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Mormon characters were on the Anthon Transcript.24 He also described some of the 

characters being arranged in a circular fashion.

After a simple comparison with a wide range of scripts worldwide—including 

those attached below—one can easily see that only certain Egyptian or Meroitic (and 

Algonquian, Appendix 23) styles of writing are similar to the overall nature of the 

characters on the Anthon Transcript.

Although the only surviving Anthon Transcript may not be the original, has not 

been deciphered, and is too short for decoding, several Egyptologists have thought that 

it contains many readily recognizable Egyptian cursive characters: When reached at the 

Oriental Institute of the University of Chicago, the late Dr. W. C. Hayes thought it 

"conceivably" a poor copy of a Hieratic original.25 Professor Richard A. Parker, who 

had advised Ariel L. Crowley in his presentation of a comparison of Egyptian and 

Anthon transcript signs in the Improvement Era in 1942 and 1944,26 later started in 

person to Professor Richard L. Bushman his opinion that the transcript was a copy of an 

authentic original in abnormal Demotic—suggesting and demonstrating to Bushman 

the similarity to Meroitic Demotic—noting in each case that Egyptian script was 

apparently being used for a non-Egyptian language. It is very important here to 

distinguish between language and script, just as Parker did in his conversation with 

Bushman (cf. Mormon 9:32-34; Esther 8:9).27

The Anthon Transcript is an interesting artifact. Clues to its nature might be 

found in (1) a survey of Late Hieratic and Early Demotic; (2) a good look at the ways in 

which Meroitic diverged from normal Egyptian (Appendices 21-22), as Nephite script 

may also have diverged; (3) an exploration of the possible ways in which Egyptian 

usage may have developed among the descendants of Lehi (outside the controls of 

native Egyptian scribal tradition); and (4) the possibility that Moroni taught "reformed 

Egyptian" to Algonquian Indians in the fifth century A.D.28
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Moroni, of course, calls his own late Egyptian script "reformed" (Mormon 9:32). 

The term "reformed" means "altered in form or content; esp. put into a better form, 

corrected, amended."29 J. D. Akerblad had thought that Demotic Egyptian was formed 

by a process in which characters were combined and "blended," thus "altering their 

primitive form."30 The words "altered" and "altering" in these sources call to mind the 

words altered and reformed in Mormon 9:32-33, which appear there in parallel usage. 

One could just as well refer to reformed Hebrew at that stage of Nephite writing, since 

their Hebrew had been "altered" too (Mormon 9:33). Whether that means that they 

wrote using a highly abbreviated or "short-hand" style of Demotic Egyptian with which 

to express their Hebraic language is unknown. However, there is a precedent of sorts 

in the known use of Demotic Egyptian script to write Aramaic texts (including Psalms 

20:2-6).31

In summary, the evidence shows that Charles Anthon had the opportunity and 

the means to quickly identify the signs on that famous transcript as short-hand 

Egyptian. Those signs or characters would have looked to him like the cursive 

Egyptian script he had seen in the books and journals of his day. Furthermore, until 

they met, the term "short-hand Egyptian" was clearly part of Anthon's, but not Harris' 

information environment. Moreover, Anthon had the motive to immediately destroy 

his written opinion because of the intellectually "disreputable" source of the transcript, 

as well as the motive to either deny having given any written opinion o r to affirm only 

that he had given a negative evaluation in writing—both of which he later claimed on 

separate occasions (compare Anthon's conflicting accounts in Appendices 4 and 5). 

Anthon denied making the positive statement about the characters on the transcript 

which it would seem only he could have made. No doubt he feared damage to his 

professional reputation.32 The discrepancies have been noted before,33 but the mention 

of “shorthand Egyptian” in the Phelps letter of 1831 innocently places a seal of doom on 

any meaningful defense of Anthon.
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Despite the inability to decipher the transcript, it should be borne in mind that 

the Rosetta Stone—despite its Greek parallels to the Demotic and Hieroglyphic 

text—took decades and tremendous efforts to decipher.34 Indeed, some tantalizing 

accounts maintain that Harris also took a translation of the transcript with him to

Anthon (JS-H 1:64: "He gave me a certificate, certifying . . . that they were true 

characters, and that the translation of such of them as had been translated was also 

correct.")35 The existences and rediscovery of such a document would solve many 

issues related to this discussion, but there is no other hint that such a document still 

exists. This important archeological artifact in Mormondom thus remains a mystery.

1 Gordon Thomasson, "Daddy, What's A 'Frontier'?" (BYU Book of Mormon 
Symposium 1970), coined this term "to emphasize that we are dealing with the media of 
[a] period and the data which were potentially media-contents rather than knowledge 
(which implies a knower) or the intellectual environment (with its implied attitudes, 
values and sophistications). An information environment can be dealt with in terms of 
sheer data accessibility."

2 Harris' honesty was not in question among his contemporaries, and even Charles 
Anthon consistently recalled that Harris sought assurance that his possible investment 
of time and money in the Joseph Smith venture would be prudent—see Richard L. 
Anderson, Investigating the Book of Mormon Witnesses (Salt Lake City: Deseret Book, 
1981), 95-120, 167-70 (esp. 108).

3 See John A. Clark, letters from Palmyra (24 August 1840), and from Fairfield (31 
August 1840), in Episcopal Recorder (Philadelphia: 5 September 1840): 94, in the Church 
Record 1 (24 April 1841): 231-32, and in his Gleanings by the Way (New York: 
Carter/Philadelphia: Simons, 1842), chapters 22-24 (esp. p. 228); Clark mentions 
speaking to Harris on his return trip—saying that the description given then by Harris 
conveyed nothing of the supposed "discouragements which the Professor threw upon 
his enterprise"; John A. Clark, Gleanings by the Way, 238; cf. 229.
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4 Orsamus Turner, History of the Pioneer Settlement of Phelps and Gorham's Purchase, 
and Morris'Reserve (Rochester: Alling, 1851), 215; an account based on this one appears 
later in Shortsville Enterprize 34 (ca 1883).

5 Stanley B. Kimball, “The Anthon Transcript; People, Primary Sources, and 
Problems,” BYU Studies 10 (1970): 328-30, and passim (available as a F.A.R.M.S Reprint).

6 Anthon stated in his 1841 Coit Letter that Mitchill "was our 'Magnus Apollo' in those 
days," and that that was why Harris was directed to him first; see B. H. Roberts, ed., 
Comprehensive History of the Church, 6 vols. (Salt Lake City: Deseret Book, 1930), 
1:106. Cf. Kimball, “The Anthon Transcript,” 333-34, who notes that Mitchill was in 
New York City in February 1828 (Kimball has subsequently found no mention of 
Harris in the Mitchill papers).

7 Though influential and prolific in the production of textbooks, Anthon was regarded 
with utter contempt by some others in his profession: cf. Basil L. Gildersleeve, 
"Necessity of the Classics," Southern Quarterly Review 10/26 Quly 1854): 163-64, 166 
(also in Michael O'Brien, ed., All Clever Men Who Make Their Way: Critical Disco urse 
in the Old South (Fayetteville: Univ, of Arkansas Press, 1982), 416-17, 419); Stephen 
Newmyer, "Charles Anthon: Knickerbocker Scholar," Classical Outlook 59/2 
(December-January 1981-82): 41-44, presents a balanced appraisal.

8 See Kimball, “The Anthon Transcript,” 330-32.

9 Newmyer, "Charles Anthon: Knickerbocker Scholar," 41: "Anthon's personal library 
was at the time of his death reputed to be the finest and most extensive classical 
collection in private hands in the United States." Anthon lists his non-Classical holdings 
in Charles Anthon, Classical Dictionary, 4th ed. (New York: Harper, 1845), 1-7.

10 Anthon's character is very much at issue here. His unethical conduct as a shameless 
plagiarist is well-known, as Newmyer, "Charles Anthon: Knickerbocker Scholar," 42-43, 
points out. Gildersleeve, "Necessity of the Classics," 163, accused him of outright 
"piracy" (O'Brien, All Clever Men Who Make Their Way, 416).

11 J. Baines and J. Malek, Atlas of Ancient Egypt (Oxford University Press, 1980), 24, 26.
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12 Cf. B. H. Roberts, ed., History of the Church, 7 vols. (SLC: Deseret Book, 1949), 
2:348-50; Chandler was not mentioned in the Lebolo Will, as H. Doni Peterson has 
recently discovered; H. Doni Peterson, "The Life and Times of Antonio Lebolo," a May 
3, 1985 Mormon History Association presentation. Moreover, research is now 
underway on the "successful" suit brought against Chandler by the true owners of the 
mummies in Philadelphia.

13 EberD. Howe, Mormonism Unvailed (Painesville, 1834), 269, states that Mormons 
themselves had been claiming that "reformed Egyptian hieroglyphics" and "ancient 
short hand Egyptian" were phrases descriptive of the characters on the Transcript. 
Later attempts to claim that there is no such thing as "reformed Egyptian" ignore this 
obvious and intentional correlation.

14 Precis du systeme hieroglyphique des anciens Egyptiens, 2 vols. (Paris: Wurtz, 1824), 
1:18, 20, 354-55; Champoilion's brother continued to use the word in editing the later 
Dictionnaire egyptien.

15 James Browne, "Hieroglyphics," Edinburgh Review 45/89 (December 1826): 145: "All 
the hieratic manuscripts . . . exhibit merely a tachygraphy of the hieroglyphic writing." 
Tachygraphy is still listed in English dictionaries as a technical term for the ancient as 
well as medieval Greek and Latin short-hand (Greek taxugraphia, semeia; Latin notae). 
Short-hand was likewise in English use in Elizabethan times. Cf. also brachygraphy.

16 Reviewed in American Quarterly Review 1/2 June 1827): 450.

17 Charles Anthon, Classical Dictionary, 4th ed. (New York: Harper, 1845), 45.

18 See Roberts, Comprehensive History of the Church, 1:102-8; Richard L. Bushman, 
Joseph Smith and the Beginnings of the Mormonism (Illinois; University of Illinois, 
1984), 87-88; Sidney B. Sperry, “Some Problems Arising from Martin Harris’ Visit to 
Professor Charles Anthon,” Answers to Book of Mormon Questions (Salt Lake City: 
Bookcraft, 1967), 53-61.

19 Henry Drisler, A Commemorative Discourse (New York: Nostrand, 1868), 21-22.

20 For further enlightening details, see Stanley B. Kimball, "The Anthon Transcript,” 325- 
52.
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21 Erik Iversen, The Myth of Egypt and its Hieroglyphs in European Tradition 
(Copenhagen: GEC, GAD, 1961), 30; Iversen also states that Demotic was "in most 
respects a simplification and practical improvement, . . . when compared with abnormal 
hieratic"; ibid., 29.

22 Miriam Lichtheim, Ancient Egyptian Literature, 3 vols. (University of California 
Press, 1980), 3:8, citing Herodotus, Historia 11:36; cf. Henry Tattum, A Compendious 
Grammar of the Egyptian Language, 2nd ed. (London/Edinburgh: Williams and 
Norgate, 1863), 19-20, 50.

23 These terms were derived from the Rosetta Stone itself, as well as from such authors 
as Herodotus, Diodorus, and Clement of Alexandria, as noted by Browne, 
"Hieroglyphics," 101-2; cf. Quarterly Review 28 (October 1822): 189; the three main 
graphic modes of writing Egyptian were well differentiated and defined in the 
anonymous review, "Egyptian Hieroglyphics," in American Quarterly Review 1/2 dune 
1827): 438-58 (esp. 448, 450-51)—reproduced below (Appendix 9). All three of these 
journals were in Anthon's personal library. See also Miriam Lichtheim, Demotic Ostraca 
From Medinet Habu (Chicago: University of Chicago, 1957); and W. J. Tait, Papyri 
From Tebtunis in Egyptian and in Greek (P. Tebt. Tait), 3rd memoire of Texts from 
Excavations, ed. T. G. H. James (London: Egypt Exploration Society, 1977), for plenty of 
examples of Demotic.

24 Another vertical Hieratic example is provided in R. C. Webb James Edward 
Homans), Joseph Smith as a Translator (Salt Lake City: Deseret Book, 1936), 5; a vertical 
Demotic planetary table can be seen in B. L. van der Waerden, Science Awakening, vol.
2 of 2, The Birth of Astronomy (Oxford University Press, 1974), 307, plate 31 (Berlin 
Papyrus P. 8279). Edward Ashment, Sunstone 5/3 (May-June 1980): 31, n. 8, 
erroneously suggested in 1980 that vertical columns might be un-Egyptian, adding that 
the apparent reading from top-to-bottom beginning at the left also seemed improper in 
a standard Egyptian text—even though this would present no problem in Meroitic, for 
example, as noted by K. Grzymski, “The Meroitic Mystery,” Aram co World 34/4 (July- 
August 1983): 22-23; Hugh W. Nibley, Since Cumorah (Salt Lake City: Deseret, 1967), 
168, thought Meroitic to be a remarkably good analogy; cf. also F. LI. Griffith, Meroitic 
Inscriptions, Part 2, Napata to Philae and Miscellaneous, Archaeological Survey of Egypt 
20 (London: Egypt Exploration Society, 1912), plates XLI, XLIV; Griffith, "Meroitic
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Studies," Journal of Egyptian Archaeology 3 (1916): plate VI (facing p. 22); 4 (1917): 111- 
22, and plates XXXI-XXXII (facing pp. 164, 168). See Appendices 21-22, below.

25 W. C. Hayes letter of 8 June 1956 to RLDS Apostle Paul M. Hanson, printed in Saints' 
Herald 103 (12 November 1956): 1098.

26 Ariel L. Crowley, “The Anthon Transcript,” Improvement Era 45 (January-March 
1942): 14, 15, 58-60, 76-80, 124, 125, 150-51, 182-83; 47 (September 1944); 542-43, 576-83; 
later republished in Richard A. Parker, About the Book of Mormon (Salt Lake City: 
Deseret, 1961). See also Milton R. Hunter, “Alternate Lesson Outline for Melchizedek 
Priesthood Quorums,” Improvement Era 48 (October 1945): 594-97, Lesson Two, 
“Ancient Egyptian Writing and Language.”

27 Richard L. Bushman letter of March 30, 1985 to Professor Marvin S. Hill, pp. 1-2. 
Bushman's conversation with Parker (then Chairman of the Department of Egyptology 
at Brown University, now emeritus) took place while Bushman was interdisciplinary 
Fellow in History and Psychology at Brown University, 1963-65. Parker was a research 
assistant at the Oriental institute of the University of Chicago when advising Crowley 
ca 1941.

28 It must first be established that the Algonquian glyphic system was pre-Columbian. 
Aside from that so far unknown aspect, over thirty-five years had passed since the final 
battle at Cumorah, and Moroni had perhaps twenty years in which to travel from 
Mesoamerica to that hill near Manchester in order to bury the plates; see Mormon 6:5; 
8:6; Moroni 10:1; cf. John Sorenson, An Ancient American Setting for the Book of 
Mormon (Salt Lake City: Deseret, 1985), 44-45, for just such a trek by a lone Englishman 
in the mid-sixteenth century. What he may have done thereafter is a matter for 
speculation (see Appendix 23).

29 Oxford English Dictionary (1933), ad loc., sense #3 (this is supported by the 1828 
Webster's Dictionary (New York: Converse, 1828); cf. Oxford English Dictionary, s.v. 
"demotic," citing A. H. Sayce, “The History of Writing,” Nature 21 (1880): 380: "The only 
change undergone by Egyptian writing was the invention of a running-hand, which in 
its earlier and simpler form is called hieratic, and its later form demotic."

30 J. D. Akerblad, letter of January 1815 to Thomas Young, published in Thomas Young, 
Miscellaneous Works 3 vols. (London, 1955), 3:33 (emphasis added). Nibley, Since



14

Cum orah, 167-68, has discussed and graphically illustrated how a "reformed Egyptian" 
script actually developed in ancient Egypt. David Persuitte, Joseph Smith and the 
Origins of The Book of Mormon Qefferson, NC: McFarland and Co., 1985), 
demonstrates a complete misunderstanding of this and a host of other matters (see esp. 
74-80, 195-97).

31 The late second-century B.C. Theban Papyrus Amherst 63 J. P. Morgan Library), 
discussed and partly translated by C. F. Nims and R. C. Steiner, “A Paganized Version 
of Psalm 20:2-6 from the Aramaic Text in Demotic Script,” Journal of the American 
Oriental Society 103 (1983): 261-74 (summarized in “Bible’s Psalm 20 Adapted for Pagan 
Use,” Biblical Archaeology Review 11/1 [January-February 1985]: 20-23); and S. P. 
Vleeming and J. W. Wesselius, “An Aramaic Hymn from the Fourth Century B.C.,” 
Bibliotheca Orientalis 39 (1982): 501-9. The late Sidney Sperry, in Book of Mormon 
Compendium (Salt Lake City: Bookcraft, 1968), 39 (citing R. A. Bowman, in “An 
Aramaic Religious Text in Demotic Script,” Journal of Near Eastern Studies 3 (1944): 
219-23), called attention to a preliminary report on this papyrus.

32 Drisler, Anthon's loyal student and successor at Columbia, in his Commemorative 
Address of 1968 (commissioned by the Columbia College Trustees [Appendix 7]), 
confirmed this threat to his teacher's reputation. Of course, Anthon had suggested as 
much in his two letters on the subject (Appendices 4 and 5).

33 B. H. Roberts published the Anthon letters of 1834 and 1841 and noted the 
discrepancies between them in Roberts, Comprehensive History of the Church, 1:100- 
109.

34 Indeed, Meroitic has so far defied the best decipherment efforts of Egyptology, 
though Meroitic inscriptions have been known for over a century.

35 B. H. Roberts recognized that Harris may have carried more than one document, 
and that the horizontal Whitmer Transcript was not the original; see Roberts, 
Comprehensive History of the Church, 1:100-102. Joseph tells us only that, beginning 
in December 1827 (upon arrival at his father-in-law's house in Harmony), he 
"commenced copying the characters off the plates," and that between that time and 
Harris' arrival in February 1828, he used the Urim and Thummim to "translate some of 
them"; see Times and Seasons 3 (2 May 1842): 772; HC 1:19; and JS-H 1:62.
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Appendix 2

Joseph Smith's Versions of The Visit of Harris to Anthon

1832 ACCOUNT

AD. 1827, on the 22d day of Sept of this same year I obtained the plates and-the in 
December following we mooved to Susquehana by the assisfence of a man by the 
name of Martin Harris who became convinced of the visions and gave me fifty 
Dollars to bare my expences and because of his faith and this righteous deed the Lord 
appeared unto him in a vision and shewed unto him his marvilous work which he 
was about to do and <he> imediately came to Su[s]quehanna and said the Lord had 
shown him that he must go to new York City with some of the c[h]aracters so we 
proceeded to coppy some of them and he took his Journy to the Eastern Cittys and to 
the Learned <saying> read this I pray thee and the learned said I cannot but if he 
would bring the plates they would read it but the Lord had fo<r>bid it and he 
returned to me and gave them to <me to> translate and I said Lsaid [I] cannot for I 
am not learned but the Lord had prepared spectticke spectacles for to read the Book 
therefore I commenced translated the characters.!

1839 EDITION

Sometime in this month of February the aforementioned Mr Martin Harris came to 
our place, got the characters which I had drawn off -of the plates and started with 
them to the City of New York. For what took place relative to him and the 
characters I refer to his own account of the circumstances as he related them to me 
after his return which was as follows. "I went to the City of New York and 
presented the Characters which had been translated, with the translation thereof, to 
Professor <Charles> Anthony a gentlemen celebrated for his literary attainments. 
Professor Anthony stated that the translation was correct, more so than any he had 
before seen translated from the Egyptian.

I then shewed him those which were not yet translated, and he said that they were 
Egyptian, Chaldeak, Assyriac, and Arabac, and he said that they were true characters. 
He gave me a certificate certifying to the people of Palmyra that they were true 
characters and that the translation of such of them as had been translated was also 



correct. I took the Certificate and put it into my pocket, and was just leaving the 2 
house, when Mr Anthony called me back and asked me how the young man found out 
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 said to me, let me see that certificate, I 
accordingly took it out of my pocket and gave it [to] him when he took it and tore it to 
pieces, saying that there was no such thing now as ministring of angels, and that if I 
would bring the plates to him, he would translate them. <1 informed him that part of 
the plates were sealed, and that I was forbidden to bring them, he replied "I cannot 
read a sealed book".> I left him and went to Dr Mitchel [Samuel L. Mitchill] who 
sanctioned what Professor Anthony had said respecting both the Characters and the 
translation."2

PEARL OF GREAT PRICE QS-H 1:63-65)

Sometime in this month of February, the aforementioned Mr. Martin Harris came to 
our place, got the characters which I had drawn off the plates, and started with them to 
the city of New York. For what took place relative to him and the characters, I refer to 
his own account of the circumstances, as he related them to me after his return, which 
was as follows: "I went to the city of New York, and presented the characters which 
had been translated, with the translation thereof, to Professor Charles Anthon, a 
gentlemen celebrated for his literary attainments. Professor Anthon stated that the 
translation was correct, more so than any he had before seen translated from the 
Egyptian.

I then shewed him those which were not yet translated, and he said that they were 
Egyptian, Chaldaic, Assyriac, and Arabic; and he said that they were true characters. 
He gave me a certificate certifying to the people of Palmyra that they were true 
characters and that the translation of such of them as had been translated was also 
correct. I took the certificate and put it into my pocket, and was just leaving the house, 
when Mr. Anthon called me back, and asked me how the young man found out 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 said to me, 'Let me see that certificate.1 I 
accordingly took it out of my pocket and gave it to him, when he took it and tore it to 
pieces, saying that there was no such thing now as ministering of angels, and that if I 
would bring the plates to him he would translate them. I informed him that part of the 



plates were sealed, and that I was forbidden to bring them. He replied, 'I cannot 3 
read a sealed book.' I left him and went to Dr. Mitchill, who sanctioned what Professor 
Anthon had said respecting both the Characters and the translation."

1840 EDITION

In the meantime, a few of the original characters were accurately transcribed and 
translated by Mr Smith, which, with the translation, were taken by a gentleman by the 
name of Martin Harris, to the city of New York, where they were presented to a 
learned gentleman by the name of Anthon, who professed to be extensively acquainted 
with many languages, both ancient and modern, he examined them; but was unable to 
decipher them correctly; but he presumed, that if the original records could be brought, 
he could assist in translating them.1 2 3

1 Dean C. Jessee, ed., The Papers of Joseph Smith, (Salt Lake City: Deseret Book, 1989), 1:9.

2 Ibid., 285.

3 Ibid., 401.
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LETTER OF WM. W. PHELPS TO EBER D. HOWE, 15 JANUARY 1831

MOBMONItM. 173

foMor Anthon, they will undoubtedly deny, aaf this is their 
uniform practice, after being fully convinced of any act 
which militates against them; but in this case it will be in 
vain. The following letter from Wm. W. Phelps, a very 
important personage among them, (who was fora time de- 
nominatcd^bc Lord’s printer) in answer to some enquiries 
touching the origin of Morinonism, will show what was 
taught hjm while a pupil under Smith and Rigdon, and that 
the story about Mr. Anthon’s declarations, was one upon 
which they placed great reliance. We give tlic letter in 
full, for the purpose of further comments:

Canandaigua, Jan. 15, 1831.
-Dear Sir—Yours of the 11th, is before me, but to give 

you a satisfactory answer, is out of my power. To bo 
sure, 1 am'acquainted with a number of the persons con
cerned in the publication, called the “Kook of Mormon.”— 
Joseph Smith is a person of very limited abilities in com
mon learning—but his knowledge of divine things, since 
the appearance of his book, has astonished many. Mr. 
Harris, whose name is in the book, is a wealthy farmer, but 
of small literary acquirements; he is honest, ,and sincerely 
declares upon his soul’s salvation that the book is true, and 
was interpreted by Joseph Smith, through a pair of silver 
spectacles, found with the plates. The places where they 
dug for the plates, in Manchester, arc to be seen. When 
the plates were said to have been found, a copy of one or 
two lines of the characters, were taken by Mr. Harris to 
Utica, Albany and New York; at New York, they were 
shown to Dr. Mitchell, and he referred to professor Anthon 
who translated and declared them to be the ancient short
hand Egyptian. So much is true. The family of Smiths 
is poor, and generally ignorant in common learning.

I have read the book, and many others have, but wc bavo 
nothing by which wc can positively detect it as an impost*

274 MOIMOM8M.

tion, aor linvc wq any thing more than what I have stated 
ayd the Isnik itseil, to show its genuineness. c doubt— 
supposing, if it is false, it will full, and if of God, God 
will sustain it.

I had ten hours discourse with a man from your state, 
named Sidney Rigdon, a convert to its doctrines, and Im; 

dcclurctiit was true, and he knew it by the power of the 
Holy Ghost, which was again given to man in 'preparation 
for die millennium : he appeared to be a inUn of talents, 
and sincere in his profession. Should any new light be 
shed on the subject, I will apprise you. Respectfully,

E. D. Howe, Esq. W. W. PHELPS.
The author of the above letter is, perhaps, deserving of 

a little more notice. Before the rise of Mormonism, he w?s 
an avowed infidel; having a remarkable propensity for fame 
and eminence, he was supercilious, haughty and egotistical. 
His great ambition was to embark in some speculation where 
he could shine pre-eminent. He took an active part for 
several years in the .political contests of New York, anil 
made no little display as an editor of a partizan newspaper, 
and after beiHg foiled in his desires to Income a candidate 
lor Lt. Governor oi that state, his attention was suddenly 
diverted by the prospects which were held out to him iit the 
Gold Bible speculation. In this he was sure of becoming 
a great man, upd made the dupes believe ho was muster oi 
fourteen different languages, of which tlicv frequently 
boasted. But he soon found that the prophet would sutler 
no growing rivahhips, whose sagacity he had not well cal
culated, until hp was met by a revelation, which informed 
him that he could rise no higher than a printer: “ Let my 
servant William stand in the office which I have appointed 
him, and receive his inheritance in the land, and also he 
hath need to repent, for I the Is»rd [Jo] am not pleased with 
him, for lie seeketh to exult.” It will be noticed by th*

Published .in E. D. Howe, Mormonism Unveiled (1834), pp. 273-274= History of
Mormonism (1842), pp. 273-274; in F. W. Kirkham, A New Witness for Christ in
America 11942), pp. 163-164.

15



- F=- EL IM JO I X

I - LETTER OF CHARLES ANTHON TO E. D. HOWE 17 FEB 1834

New York, Feb. 17, 1834.
Dear Sir—I received this morning your favor of the 9th instant, and lose no time in making a 
reply. The whole story about my having pronounced the Mormonite inscription to be "reformed Egyp
tian hieroglyphics" is perfectly false. Some years ago, a plain, and apparently honest simple- 
hearted farmer, called upon me with a note from Dr. Mitchell of our city, now deceased, requesting 
me to decypher, if possible, a paper, which the farmer would hand me, and which Dr. M. confessed 
he had been unable to understand. Upon examining the paper in question, 1 soon came to the con
clusion that it was all a trick, perhaps a hoax. When I asked the person, who brought it, how he 
obtained the writing, he gave me, as far as I can now recollect, the following account: A "gold 
book," consisting of a number of plates of gold, fastened together in the shape of a book by wires
of the same metal, had been dug up in the northern part of the state of New York, and along with 
the book an enormous pair of "gold spectacles"! These spectacles were so large, that, if a person 
attempted to look through them, his two eyes would 
merely, the spectacles in question being altogether 
Whoever examined the plates through the spectacles, 
to understand their meaning. All this knowledge, 
man, who had the trunk containing the book and

have to be turned towards one of the glasses 
too large for the breadth of the human face, 
was enabled not only to , read them, but fully 

however, was confined at that time to a young
spectacles in his sole possession-. This young man

was placed behind a curtain, in the garret of a farm house, and, being thus concealed from view,
put on the spectacles occasionally, or rather, looked through one of the glasses, decyphered the
characters in the book, and, having committed some of them to paper, handed copies from behind the 
curtain, to those who stood on the outside. Not a word, however, was said about the plates having 
been decyphered "by the gift of God." Every thing, in this way, was effected by the large pair of 
spectacles. The farmer added, that he had been requested to contribute a sum of money towards the 
publication of the "golden book," the contents of which would, as he had been assured, produce an 
entire change in the world and save it from ruin. So urgent had been these solicitations, that he 
intended selling his farm and handing over the amount received to those who wished to publish the 
plates. As a last precautionary step, however, he had resolved to come to New York, and obtain 
the opinion of the learned about the meaning of the paper which he brought with him, and which had 
been given him as a part of the contents of the book, although no translation had been furnished 
at the time by the young man with the spectacles. On hearing this odd story, I changed my opinion 
about the paper, and, instead of viewing it any longer as a hoax upon the learned, I began to 
regard it as part of a scheme to cheat the farmer of his money, and I communicated my suspicions 
to him, warning to beware of rogues. He requested an opinion from me in writing, which of course 
I declined giving, and he then took his leave carrying the paper with him. This paper was in fact 
a singular scrawl. It consisted of all kinds of crooked characters disposed in columns, and had 
evidently been prepared by some person who had before him at the time a book containing various 
alphabets. Greek and Hebrew letters, crosses and flourishes, Roman letters inverted or placed 
sideways, were arranged in perpendicular columns, and the whole ended in a rude delineation of a 
circle divided into various compartments, decked with various strange marks, and evidently copied 
after the Mexican Calendar given by Humboldt, but copied in such a way as not.to. bet ray the source 
whence it was derived. I am thus particular as to the contents of the paper,., inasmuch as I have 
frequently conversed with my friends on the subject, since the Mormonite excitement began, and 
well remember that the paper contained anything else but "Egyptian Hieroglyphics." Some time 
after, the same farmer paid me a second visit. He brought with him the golden book in print, and 
offered it to me for sale. I declined purchasing. He then asked permission to leave the book 
with me for examination. I declined receiving it, although his manner was strangely urgent. I 
adverted once more to the roguery which had been in my opinion practised upon him, and asked him 
what had become of the gold plates. He informed me that they were in a trunk with the large pair 
of spectacles. I advised him to go to a magistrate and have the trunk examined. He said the 
"curse of God" would come upon him should he do this. On my pressing him, however, to pursue the 
course which I had recommended, he told me that he would open the trunk, if I would take the 
"curse of God" upon myself. I replied that I would do so with the greatest of willingness, and 
would incur every risk of that nature, provided I could only extricate him from the grasp of 
rogues. He then left me.

I have thus given you a full statement of all that I know respecting the origin, of Mormonism, 
and must beg you, as a personal favor, to publish this letter immediately, should you find my name 
mentioned again by these wretched fanatics. Yours respectfully, Chas. Anthon
E. D. Howe, Esq., Painesville, Ohio
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II - LETTER OF CHARLES ANTHON TO T . W. COIT 3 APR 1841

New York, April 3d, 1841.
Rev. and Dear Sir:

I have often heard that the Mormons claimed me for an auxiliary, but, as no one, until the 
present time, has ever requested from me a statement in writing, I have not deemed it worth 
while to say any thing publicly on the subject. What I do know of the sect relates to some of 
their early movements; and as the facts may amuse you, while they will furnish a satisfactory 
answer to the charge of my being a Mormon proselyte, I proceed to lay them before you in 
detail.

Many years ago, the precise date I do not now recollect, a plain looking countryman called 
upon me with a letter from Dr. Samuel L. Mitchell requesting me to examine, and give my 
opinion upon, a certain paper, marked with various characters which the Doctor confessed he 
could not decypher, and which the bearer of the note was very anxious to have explained. A 
very brief examination of the paper convinced me that it was a mere hoax, and a very clumsy 
one too. The characters were arranged in columns, like the Chinese mode of writing, and pre
sented the most singular medley that I ever beheld. Greek, Hebrew, and all sorts of letters, 
more or less distorted, either through unskilfulness, or from actual design, were intermingled 
with sundry delineations of half moons, stars, and other natural objects, and the whole ended 
in a rude representation of the Mexican zodiac. The conclusion was irresistible, that some 
cunning fellow had prepared the paper in question, for the purpose of imposing upon the 
countryman who brought it, and I told the man so without any hesitation. He then proceeded to 
give me a history of the whole affair, which convinced me that he had fallen into the hands of 
some sharper, while it left me in great astonishment at his own simplicity.

The countryman told me that a gold book had been recently dug up in the western or north
ern part (I forget which), of our state, and he described this book as consisting of many gold 
plates, like leaves, secured by a gold wire passing through the edge of each, just as the 
leaves of a book are sewed together, and presented in this way the appearance of a volume. 
Each plate, according to him, was inscribed with unknown characters, and the paper which he 
handed me, a transcript of one of these pages. On my asking him by whom the copy was made, he 
gravely stated, that along with the golden book there had been dug up a very large pair of 
spectacles! so large in fact that if a man were to hold them in from of his face, his two eyes 
would merely look through one of the glasses, and the remaining part of the spectacles pos
sessed, it seems a very valuable property, of enabling any one who looked through them, (or 
rather through one of the lenses,) not only to dacypher the characters on the plates, but also 
to comprehend their exact meaning, and be able to translate them!! My informant assured me 
that this curious property of the spectacles had been actually tested, and found to be true. 
A young man, it seems, had been placed in the garret of a farm-house, with a curtain before 
him, and having fastened the spectacles to his head, had read several pages in the golden 
book, and communicated their contents in writing to certain persons stationed on the outside 
of the curtain. He had also copied off one page of the book in the original character, which 
he had in like manner handed over to those who were separated from him by the curtain, and 
this copy was the paper which the countryman had brought with him. As the golden book was 
said to contain very great truths, and most important revelations of a religious nature, a 
strong desire had been expressed by several persons in the countryman's neighborhood, to have 
the whole work translated and published. A proposition had accordingly been made to my infor
mant, to sell his farm, and apply the proceeds to the printing of the golden book, and the 
golden plates were to be left with him as security until he should be reimbursed by the sale 
of the work. To convince him more clearly that there was no risk whatever in the matter, and 
that the work was actually what it claimed to be, he was told to take the paper, which purpor
ted to be a copy of one of the pages of the book, to the city of New York, and submit it to 
the learned in that quarter, who would soon dispel all his doubts, and satisfy him as to the 
perfect safety of the investment. As Dr. Mitchell was our "Magnus Apollo" in those days, the 
man called first upon him; but the Doctor, evidently suspecting some trick, declined giving 
any opinion about the matter, and sent the countryman down to the college, to see, in all 
probability, what the "learned pundits" in that place would make of the affair. On my telling 
the bearer of the paper that an attempt had been made to impose on him, and defraud him of his 
property, he requested me to give him my opinion in writing about the paper which he had shown 
to me. I did so without any hesitation, partly for the man's sake, and partly to let the 
individual "behind the curtain" see that his trick was discovered. The import of what I wrote
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was, as far as I can now recollect, simply this, that the marks in the paper appeared to be 
merely an imitation of various alphabetical characters, and had, in my opinion, no meaning at 
all connected with them. The countryman took his leave, with many thanks, and with the ex
press declaration that he would in no shape part with his farm or embark in the speculation of 
printing the golden book.

The matter rested here for a considerable time, until one day, when I had ceased entirely 
to think of the countryman and his paper, this same individual, to my great surprise, paid me 
a second visit. He now brought with him a duodecimo volume, which he said was a translation 
into English of the "Golden Bible." He also stated, that notwithstanding his original deter
mination not to sell his farm, he had been induced eventually to do so, and apply the money to 
the publication of the book, and had received the golden plates as a security for repayment. 
He begged my acceptance of the volume, assuring me that it would be found extremely interest
ing, and that it was already "making a great noise" in the upper part of the state. Suspect
ing now that some serious trick was on foot, and that my plain looking visitor might be in 
fact a very cunning fellow I declined his present and merely contented myself with a slight 
examination of the volume while he stood by. The more I declined receiving it however, the 
more urgent the man became in offering the book, until at last I told him plainly, that if he 
left the volume, as he said he intended to do, I should most assuredly throw it after him as 
he departed. I then asked him how he could be so foolish as to sell hisx farm and engage in 
this affair; and requested him to tell me if the plates were really of gold. In answer to 
this latter inquiry, he said that he had never seen the plates themselves, which were careful
ly locked up in a trunk, but that he had the trunk in his possession. I advised him by all 
means to open the trunk and examine the contents, and if the plates proved to be of gold, 
which I did not believe at all, to sell them immediately. His reply was, that if he opened 
the trunk the "curse of heaven would descend upon hi* and his children." "However," added he, 
"I will agree to open it, provided you will take the 'curse of Heaven' upon yourself for hav
ing advised me to the step." I told him I was perfectly willing to do so, and begged he would 
hasten home and examine the trunk, for he would find he had been cheated. He promised to do 
as I recommended, and left me, taking his book with him. I have never seen him since.

Such is a plain statement of all that I know respecting the Mormons. My impression now 
is, that the plain looking countryman was none other than the prophet Smith himself, who 
assumed an appearance of great simplicity in order to entrap me, if possible, into some recom
mendation of his book. That the prophet aided me by his inspiration, in interpreting the 
volume, is only one of the many amusing falsehoods which the Mormonites utter relative to my 
participation in their doctrines. Of these doctrines I know nothing whatever, no have I ever 
heard a single discourse from any one of their preachers, although I have often felt a strong 
curiosity to become an auditor, since my friends tell me that they frequently name me in their 
sermons, and even go so far as to say that I am alluded to in the prophecies of Scripture!

If what I have here written shall prove of any service in opening the eyes of some of 
their deluded followers to the real designs of those who profess to be the apostles of Mormon
ism, it will afford me a satisfaction, equalled, I have no doubt only by that which you your
self will.feel on this subject.

I remain very respectfully and truly, your friend,
Chas. Anthon

Rev. Dr. Coit, New Rochelle, N.Y.

ANTHON LETTER I. Published in E. D. Howe, Mormonism Unvailed (1834), pp. 270- 
272 = History of Mormonism (1842), pp. 270-272; in B. H. Roberts, A Comprehen
sive History of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints (1930), 1:102- 
104 (though with some errors when compared with first publication); and F. V. 
Kirkham, A New Witness for Christ in America (1942), pp. 364-367 (likewise with 
some errors). Emphasis in Howe.

ANTHON LETTER II. Published in J. A. Clark, Gleanings by the Way (1842), pp. 
233-238; in B. H. Roberts, Comprehensive History of the Church, 1:104-107, and 
F. W. Kirkham, A New Witness for Christ, pp. 368-371. Emphasis in Clark.
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Tub^i ••tipHUUldlurjLfafifLfrmr I kr,WLr.M fiSi4

Mexican Calendar Stone discovered in 1790 in Mexico City during Cathedral 
foundation excavations (probably buried in 1521). Illustration here from 
Alexander von Humboldt & Aime-'de Bonpland, Researches Concerning the Insti
tutions & Monuments of the Ancient Inhabitants of America, 1st English ed. 
(London: Longman-Hurst, etc., 1814), plate 9, facing p. 276.
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C O M M E M O n A T I V F,

with the “ golden book” in print, and offered copios for sale. On 
the. professor’s stating his belief that lie had been imposed on, 
and urging him to have the gold plates examined before a magis
trate, he said the “ curse of God ” would come upon him if ho 
did ; but that he would open the trunk containing tho plates if 
the questioner would take tho curse upon himself. This the 
professor offered to do with the greatest willingness, hoping ! 
thereby to dispel (ho illusion under which the man was suffer
ing, and to save him from threatening ruin. The visitor then i 
left and returned no more.

In a letter dated February 17, 1834, from which part of the 
foregoing statement also is obtained, Professor Anthon thus de
scribes the paper which was submitted to his inspection :

"It consisted of all kinds of singular characters, disposed in col
umns, and had evidently been prepared by some person who had 
before him at the time a book containing various alphabets, Greek

I 

and Hebrew letters, crosses and flourishes ; Roman letters inverted, • 
or placed Bideways, were arranged and placed in perpendicular 
columns, and the whole ended in crude delineations of a circle divided • 
into various compartments, arched with various strange marks, and 
evidently copied after the Mexican calendar given by Humboldt, but , 
copied in such a way as not to betray the source whence it was de- ! 
rived. I am thus particular as to the contents of the paper, inasmuch

I 

as I have frequently conversed with my friends on the subject since , 
the Mormon excitement began, and well remember that the paper i 
contained anything else than ‘Egyptian hieroglyphics.’ ”

In tho year 1830, also, tho Trustees of tho collogo, desiring 
to give greater efficiency to their Grammar school, placed it 
under tho charge of Professor Anthon, believing that tlm vigor 
and efficiency which ho had exhibited in tho management of the /

H. Drisler, Commemorative Address (1868)
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affendix e
^EGYPTUS. ^EGYPTUS.

9. Egyptian. Writing.
In writing their language, the ancient Egyptians em

ployed three different kinds of characters. First: fg- 
uraJ'te ; or representations of the objects themselves. 
Secondly: symbolic; or representations of certain 
physical or material objects, expressing metaphorically, 
or conventionally, certain ideas ; such as, a people 
obedient to their king, figured, metaphorically, by a 
bee ; the universe, conventionally, by a beetle. Third
ly : phonetic, or representative of sounds, that is to say, 
strictly alphabetical characters. The phonetic signs 
were also portraits of physical and material objects; 
and each stood for the initial sound of the word in the I 
Egyptian language which expressed the object por
trayed : thus a lion was the sound L, because a lion 
was called Labo ; and a hand a T, because a hand 
was called Tot. The form in which these objects 
were presented, when employed as phonetic charac
ters, was conventional and definite, to distinguish 
them from the same objects used either figuratively or 
symbolically. Thus, the conventional form of the 
phonetic T was the hand open and outstretched. Ir. 
any other form the hand would be either a figurative or 
a symbolic sign. The number of distinct characters 
employed as phonetic signs appears to have been about 
120 ; consequently, many were homophones, or hav
ing the same signification. The three kinds of char
acters were used indiscriminately in the same writing, 
and occasionally in the composition of the same word. 
The formal Egyptian writing, therefore, such as we 
see it still existing on the monuments of the country, 
was a series of portraits of physical and material ob
jects, of which a small proportion had a symbolical 
meaning, a still smaller proportion a figurative mean
ing, but the great body were phonetic or alphabetical 
signs: and to these portraits, sculptured or painted 
with sufficient fidelity to leave no doubt of the object 
represented, the name of hieroglyphics or sacred char
acters has been attached from their earliest historic
notice. The manuscripts of the same ancient period 
make us acquainted with two other forms of writing 
practised by the ancient Egyptians, both apparently 
distinct from the hieroglyphic, but which, on careful 
examination, are found to be its immediate derivatives ; 
every hieroglyphic having its corresponding sign in the 
hieratic, or writing of the priests, in which the funeral 
rituals, forming a large portion of the manuscripts, are 
principally composed ; and in the demotic, called also 
the encAonzff, which was employed for all more ordi
nary and popular usages. The characters of the hie
ratic are, for the most part, obvious running imitations 
or abridgments of the corresponding hieroglyphics; 
but in the demotic, which is still farther removed from I 
the original type, the derivation is less frequently and 
less obviously traceable. In the hieratic, fewer figu
rative or symbolic signs arc employed than in the hie
roglyphic ; their absence being supplied by means of 
the phonetic or alphabetical characters, the words be
ing spelt instead of figured ; and this is still more the 
case in the demotic, which is, in consequence, almost 
entirely alphabetical. After the conversion of the 
Egyptians to Christianity, the ancient mode of writing 
their language fell into disuse; and an alphabet was 
adopted in substitution, consisting of the twenty-five 
Greek letters, with six additional signs expressing ar
ticulations and aspirations unknown to the Greeks, the 
characters for which were retained from the demotic. 
This is the Coptic alphabet, in which the Egyptian ap
pears as a written language in the Coptic books and 
manuscripts preserved in our libraries ; and in which, 
consequently, the language of the inscriptions on the 
monuments may be studied. The original mode in 
which the language was written having thus fallen into 
disuse, it happened at length that the signification of 
the characters, and even the nature of the system of

writing which they formed, became entirely lost, suck 
notices on the subject as existed in the early histori
ans being either too imperfect, or appearing too vague, 
to furnish a clew, although frequently ar.d carefully 
studied for the purpose. The repossession of this 
knowledge will form, in literary history, one of the most 
remarkable distinctions, if not the principal one, oi the 
age in which we live. It is due primarily to the dis
covery'by the French, during their possession of Egypt, 
of the since well-known monument, called the Rosetta 
Stone, which, on their defeat and expulsion by the 
British troops, remained in the hands of the victors, 
was conveyed to England, and deposited in the Brit
ish Museum. On this monument the same inscription 
is repeated in the Greek and in the Egyptian language, 
being written in the latter both in hieroglyphics and in 
the demotic or enchorial character. The words Pto.e- 
my and Cleopatra, written in hieroglyphics, and recog
nised by means of the corresponding Greek of the 
Rosetta inscription, and by a Greek inscription on the 
base of an obelisk at Philse, gave the phonetic charac
ters of the letters which form those words : by their 
means the names were discovered, in hieroglyphic vui- 
ting, on the monuments of all the Grecian kings and 
Grecian queens of Egypt, and by the comparison of 
these names one with another, the value of ail the pho
netic characters was finally ascertained. The first step 
in this great discovery was made by a distinguished 
scholar of England, the late Dr. Young; the key found 
by him has been gTeatly improved, and applied, with 
indefatigable perseverance, ingenuity, and skill to the 
monuments of Egypt, by the celebrated Champoilion. 
(Quarterly Journal of Science, &c., New Series, voL 
1, p. 176, seqq.—Compare Edinburgh Review, bias. 
89 and 90.—American Quarterly Review, No. 2, p. 
438, seqq.—Foreign Quarterly Review, No. 8, p. 438, 
seqq., and the Supplement to the Encyclopedia Bri
tannica, vol. 4, pt. 1, s. v. Egypt.— Wiseman's Fea
tures, p. 255, seqq.)

10. Animal Worship.
There was no single feature in the character and 

customs of the ancient Egyptians which appeared to 
foreigners so strange and portentous as the religious 
worship paid to animals. The pompous processions 
and grotesque ceremonies of this celebrated people ex
cited the admiration of all spectators, and their admi
ration was turned into ridicule on beholding the object 
of their devotions. It was remarked by Clemens 
(Pwdag. lib. 3) and Origen (adv. Cels. 3, p. 121), that 
those who visited Egypt approached with delight its 
sacred groves, and splendid temples, adorned with su
perb vestibules and lofty porticoes, the scenes of many 
solemn and mysterious rites. “ The walls,” says Cle
mens, “ shine with gold and silver, and with amber, and 
sparkle with the various gems of India and Ethiopia; 
and the recesses are concealed by splendid curtains. 
But if yon enter the penetralia, and inquire for the 
image of the god for whose sake the fane was built, 
one of the Pastophori, or some other attendant on the 
temple, approaches with a solemn and mysterious as
pect, and, putting aside the veil, suffers you to peep in 
and obtain a glimpse of the divinity. There you be
hold a snake, a crocodile, or a cat, or some other beast, 
a fitter inhabitant of a cavern or a bog than a temple.” 
The devotion with which their sacred animals were re
garded by the Egyptians, displayed itself in the most 
whimsical absurdities. It was a capital crime to kill 
any of them voluntarily (Herod. 2, 65); but if an 
ibis or a hawk were accidentally destroyed, the unfor
tunate author of the deed was often put to death by 
the multitude, without form of law. In order to avoid 
suspicion of such an impious act, and the speedy fate 
which often ensued, a man who chanced to meet with 
the carcass of such a bird began immediately to wail 

I and lament with the utmost vociferation, and to protest

Charles Anthon, A Classical Dictionary, 4th ed., p. 45
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Hieratic Egyptian Script (horizontal)
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FRAGMENTS OF AN EGYPTIAN MANUSCRIPT.
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anonymous (Thomas Young), "Remarks on Egyptian Papyri and on 
the Inscription of Rosetta," in Archaeologia, 18 (1817), plate
I, facing p. 72 = Museum Criticum: Cambridge Classical
Researches, VI (1816), plate I.
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Coptic, Demotic, C Alphabetic Equivalents
Platz- IH. VCSLJCVIH.pj-z.
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Thomas Young, Archaeologi a, 18 (1817), plate III, facing p. 72 = Museum Criticum, VI
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r.IRkND IX 1 -3

Demotic and Greek from Greco-Roman Period (Ptolemy & Cleopatra)

SPECIMEN OF MR. GREY’S ENCHORIAL PAPYRUS.

*4br 4J.n {< 
Y^HN^Yoi^T^<YvAxi/VV(<>(;-. c C**yAYC |i)t K UK-y^pCrn

Alr>n>xxyp& >Yr<j<^~uy^r(?j Y|»)vNy-<"T~ory Trrp/^^^^pjn”cuNyvrn^^j’^ls/yw

W^<hyX^v*|v>M* iuit*ry ' *TJ

i

>>k>< Id ;hZj.J> ,2 n[

u Aloe'S) 'TTTf'fJ 4A
>4M LV^N^J^l^VnrT>CV^T>'’?-£ 

< nr*Y YJj
'■«—1 'V' Z—

-a|oN<W

t/it vf/^ttU-a—lf|£,

*

5

Translation by Thomas Young in his An Account of Some Recent Discoveries 
in Hieroglyphical Literature and Egyptian Antiquities,.including the 
Author1s Al ph abet as Extended by M. Champoil ion (London^. 1823); correc t e d 
translation in Brande's Philosophical Journal, XXIII (1827) = Mi seel 1aneous 
Works of Thomas Young, 111:313-320, specimen plate presented here on p. 320.
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APPEND I X X

"Rosetta Stone" -- Decree of Pharaoh Ptolemy V Epiphanes (196 B.C.), 
bilingual inscription (Egyptian & Greek), discovered 1799 at Rosetta,
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rfAMKAt
noplt-MtWfmMXT^XTroAjiUnniU 

.................... FAX^fHX 

nA«H«SM»A

«J 1Jh^=^ * 51 &
-=4 V& <> K»t■j»«4•9 C 1 w v® a^Mn] 3S?4iV

^^-jS^Tr^rA £ 11L 1 dMlisSS'lwahSeIo jgm
J* J< r*^j=^ |rag

fgh

C«a|yWU^7.JrpWs 1I» _ ' _' '

Mansmw

The Rosetta Stone, British Museum (London: Harrison & Sons, 1913), frontispiece. 
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AF’REND IX IS

Canopus Decree in Demotic, with Hieroglyphic transcription, and linguistic 
transliteration of two versions of the Decree

—__------3-------
A f//isn) 1: B C7a-nt$) 1-5 ____ Ka n op u s

A

B

A

B

A

B

A

B

d

Wilhelm Spiegel berg, Demotische Grammatik (Heidelberg: Carl Winters
Uni versi tatsbuchhandlung, 1925)

Spiegalbapg: Konopus-Roa<rttana 56



AF RENDIX 1. <£>

Demotic and Hieroglyphic, line 1, of Rosetta Stone, with linguistic 
transliteration. Ptolemy V Decree (196 B.C.)

3 1-2

38

Rosettana
—
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D

H
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±1 2™ ?.R M lf/< -<K
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1v “^3 It P
/tnp'Kriuilrt.i'nt ipi; rt/mtfcrnV.-n• £n/t- i p-n^nfr ;c/j«£

H

(U D

W. Spiegel berg, Demotische Grammatik (Heidelberg: Carl Winters
Universitatsbuchhandlung, 1925)
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Alphabetic Equivalents to Demotic Signs appendix

Demotic Hebrew Greek Coptic.

I) ernotiicfit. dbccfie/n- Ae^LLAM./»rX /AvamLsdi 5/Utr^xz>c/L

1) ; (X) -- 3 
o • -

M «v wzlezexdvrut- M/nk-'f. oJet €f ,T

i) l.l.ttp) 4 - <v n »r

3) n (’P) [/«tt*l ^,e 4<? £ e
V M <, tfe) c y urnJctexdi/Yigt

/u (?PP) 44 *>
cx ei, i

s) V J 1 o^ov^,^ or
7) x+- ii-(’L) X J n /* B,T,OT,M

i) ‘2.,3-(.n)aT-(?) r- □ s 7T,y T,<p(M,B
9) y A 6*^9 f 3,1 y,A>r "
JO) TTC D M

-6-)a?(95) 7L AUAA ] V N,X
/q ° H /(_^) /L <=> “1 y p,A

iZ1) /, ,/ (?P?) ' t,i <Z2> 6,A

13 /O&) I X A

M n.p (ra) A. ra n i '*)/? rn v 2
isj A 1 . n j

^o<fen

K) Q? (®) i. - © n -
) x>^17) W) • * n ty fS.B): Q CO

(i) & n I
<9) XD-k) V p,- p5 C ,U)

ZO) A(m)3,3® £ □a w S' U$

UJ If zl,O B M K:K, 6^2f

U) (*=3 <r □ ’oy K:X ,61 CT

13) N- (O) Z3 p zj □ CTT2T, CK)
•“- P) (n) t o jn r, T'.Q

W) I1 citZ^d o r, $ T:T

J, (P0 t S=f v <5p<^ 2T: <T;CT)
1G-2J 1 1- (1A) < (p) i s 3 r, & 2£ :2£

§

W. Spiegelberg, Demotische Grammatik (Heidelberg, 1925), p. 13
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Judicial Protocol from Elephantine in vertical 
columns of Hieratic Egyptian, Dynasty 6

3

I 
Georg Moller, Hieratische Palaographie: Die Xgyptische Buchschrift in ihrer entwicklung 
von der funfteTTdynastie bis zur Rdmischen Kaiserzeit, I (Leipzig: J. C. Hinrichs, 1927), 
page 78, plate II
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Tafei III.

> _ 3

to
rl

Horizontal and mostly vertical Hieratic of Hatnub Papyrus 14, lines 
2-13, Dynasty 11

_____Halnub No. 14^Zeiie 2—13.____
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-A-
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H
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11. Dynastie.Text aus dem vicrten Jahre dee FQrsten Nhrj.

G. Moller, Hieratische Palaographie, I (1927), plate III
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nF FlEND I X 1 <r>

Vertical and Horizontal Hieratic Script, with Hieroglyphic 
transcriptions, linguistic transliterations, and translations

//V ANCIENT EG
YPT

 
c

h
a

p
.

HIERATIC BUSINESS-WRITING OF THE TIME OF THE TWENTIETH DYNASTY.

^1*^,

Text.

Translation.
■ i r D«/,k «kn t r»f TThehes Nesamun, the vassal of the king, the scribeYear 16 3rd summer month. r9th day. On this day. towards evening^sear “J Hj^nt J^'the chief workman Userehopesh. the scribe

of the Pharaoh (Life. Health, Power I) and Paser. the prince of the town to the people of the necropolis before the vassal of the Pharaoh.
Amennacht. and the workman Amenhotep of the necropolis. The pence of the town spaxe to P^P

Adolf Erman, Life in Ancient Egypt, trans. H. M. Tirard (London/N.Y.:
Macmillan, 1894), pp. 340-341
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APPENDI X SO

CHAP.

Hieroglyphic & Hieratic Egyptian Developments

LIFE IN ANCIENT EGYPT

by the reed pen of the scribe. We will take a few well-known 
examples: TT.

Hieroglyphs :

signs as

1 £
2 J

m

k
Hieratic of the M

f
. E.; 2. o

o

f the N. E

a. —*
a Determi

native ’e n . d t

&

As we see, the cursive characters have this disadvantage that they often 
obliterate the characteristic forms of the signs ; in our examples, for instance, 
the letters d, t, and r are so much alike that most of the scribes of the New 
Empire failed to distinguish the one from the other. This was also the case 
with many other signs. Thus mistakes of all kinds crept in freely, and the 
Egyptians themselves often could not read correctly the pieces that they 
were copying.

The height of confusion was reached however, when the scribes who 
were employed in rapid business-writing began, from the time of the 20th 
dynasty, to cut short to a few strokes those words which occurred most 
frequently. The following examples will suffice to show how much this 
writing differed even from the older cursive hand.

jap

Amon

lUG
H

roemt

I

per-o
Pharaohmankind

<S.e?

;<»/// 0!
hru 
day

I

These signs of course can be no longer really read, for no one could 
make out from these strokes and dots which hieroglyphs they originally 
represented. We have to take a group of signs as a whole, and to bear in 
mind that a perpendicular stroke with four dots is the sign for mankind, and 
so on. A few centuries later and this shortened form was developed into 
a new independent style of writing, the so-called demotic. If we reflect that 
the writing underwent this complete degeneration at the same time as the 
orthography also degenerated in the manner described above, we shall be 
able to imagine the peculiar character of many handwritings of later time.

A. Erman, Life in Ancient Egypt, trans. H. M. Tirard (1894), p. 342
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APPENDIX S ZL

Meroitic Hieroglyphic & Demotic Alphabet

112 F. Ll. GRIFFITH
I have also in my hands for publication over forty funerary inscriptions from 

Faras and a number of ostraca from Faras and Bohon. Among Prof. Garstang’s 
inscriptions are considerable fragments of a four-sided stela or obelisk found by him in 
1911, of which Prof. Sayce has most kindly communicated to me his copy. Numerals 
extracted from these unpublished texts were quoted in the previous instalment of Studies.

The most convenient method of registering the advances made will be to follow 
the account of the writing and language given in the Introduction to the Karanbg 
memoir, supplementing each section in order. The first objects aimed at there were 
to distinguish clearly the different letters of the hieroglyphic and cursive1 alphabets, 
fix the correspondence of the hieroglyphic and the cursive forms, and ascertain the 
sound which each letter represented. The resulting table of the alphabet was printed 
for reference at the beginning of each volume in the E.E.F. memoir on Meroitic 
Inscriptions and is here reproduced.

$ initial aleph or a El cu r

p 5 e 5 I

a / e <=> CT h (khy

h (kh)n -9- i

44 jh s

w /// y
lOU s

fl 3 w
I k

’fej b
A, zj D Iffl P ' t

k 7 VI ra /*9~ te

AAA 
AAA n

u A n z

Also • : stop to separate words.

It may be remarked that some of the items noted in the following pages have 
been already stated, mostly in Meroitic Inscriptions, Part II, while others have come 
to light since.

Kar. pp. 3—4. We can see definitely in Meroitic writing, besides (1) the signs 
of the alphabet and (2) the group of dots commonly used as a divider of words—which 
alone constitute the bulk of the inscriptions—some other rarer classes of signs, namely

1 For convenience I have reverted to the term ‘cursive’ instead of ‘demotic’ which was used 
in Karanog for the non-pictorial form of the writing, thus confining ‘ demotic ’ to its usual employment 
for the latest forms of cursive Egyptian.

2 Altered to ch in these Studies.

F. Ll. Griffith, "Meroitic Studies, II," Journal of Egyptian 
Archaeology, III (1916), 112
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Horizontal Meroitic Demotic
Vertical columns of Meroitic 
Demotic on statuette of the 
Lion-God, Apazemak (in the 
Louvre)

PL. XLI.

127

F. LI. Griffith, Meroitic Inscriptions, II, Napata to Philae and Miscellaneous, 
Archaeological Survey of Egypt 20 (London: Egypt Exploration Fund, 1912), plate 
XLI:126-127 (cf. plate XLIV).
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Horizontal Meroitic Demotic Inscription ca. 23 B.C.

Plate XXXI

sC °y/,/i ytz t/ij y

5
~ <•><>z7yzzz?x.;>>zz<v^.V<z^y t tzzz;^zz^ y <;<>

^ s~/rz^,z t<t ez < .:77-7rn 
\:yv/w^^;/^<j r.*4^ vyz^Kv/ •X.-O^vzz^ri^ w --------- ' J

10 10
1

THE STELA OF PRINCE AKINIZAZ 
Upper Portion

F. LI. Griffith in Journal of Egyptian Archaeology, IV (1917), plate XXXI, 
facing p. 164
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Horizontal Meroitic Demotic Inscription ca. 23 B.C.

Plate XXXII

THE STELA OF PRINCE AKINIZAZ
Lower Portion

F. LI. Griffith in JEA, IV (1917), plate XXXII, facing p. 168
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