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If the foregoing [acta and explanations can serve in any
sence to illusirate the conditions of making written records in
the days in which, according to its own represeniations, the
Book of Mormon was compiled, we may proceed to a brief
analysie of the only document extant that can sup]}).ly anything
approaching direct evidence on its elaime. Although the “trane-
cript” shown 10 Professor Anthon scems to have disappeared,
another with the same ascribed character has been preserved
in Joseph Smiths® family. I is the document labeled “Car-

actors,” in seript closely resembling the Prophet’s chirography,
and showing seven lines of unfamiliar ligures. . Aecording to
traditional understanding, this is another “transcript” from
the “plates™ of Mormon. While it would seem a quite unprom-
ising task to attempt guesses npon the origin or derivation of
this wriling, careful examinalion confirms the opinion that a
thoroughly informed mind rounst render upon it the verdict that
“some one has heen brying to copy an inscription in a char-
acter closely suggesting Egyptian hieratic.” Several character.
istics are cvident i it:

(1) 1t is evidently the work of a penman umskilled in copying un
familisar and foreign writing—hence it shows marked irregularity in the
f:’)mu;:k;n of severul closely similar figures, probubly intended to be
identical, '

(2) It closcly suggests u studied Iranscript from some previously
formed oriﬁinll, or originals, in the fact that the separate figures zcem to
have been shuped deliberately, and in wccord with some predetermined plan—
just as il the wriler were actuully copying Iines from some document before
him—rather thun 10 have heen written haphazard, as would have been tha
cuse, if cuch figure had been concocted off-hand.

(3) Nt closely suggests the copying of a continuously-reading docu.
ment, rather than the iranseription of a series of selectad eeparale ligures,
in the Fact that, while the first four lines are written large, and with soma
suggestion of care ln forming the figures, the last three lines ave In re-
duced size, and show considerably smaller care for delails. Y

{4) While, as we ht judge from the relative size and apparently
carcful formation of the first two figurcs at the left of the first line, as
comparerd with those following, the writing of this “transcript” seems Lo
have heen done from left to right, according to modern enstom, it could
be held toa represent, or 1o be intendcd to suggest, m script written from
the right, as weare most Semitic Ianguages and Egyptian. This conclusion
seems to be warranted by the prescnea of the three square black figures—




The traditional “transcript” labeled “Caractors” and supposed to be a running copy from a section of the “plates” of
Mormon. It is included for the purpose of comparison with the older form of hieratic writing shown in the page from
Ptah-Hetep; also for brief analysis of the forms of several of its characters.
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tha third at the Left end of the last line—which might seam to he stops or

oda,

(5) While the first four Lines of this document are written compan
atively large,ws il 10 exhibit the forms of the esseniial characters used
in the wriling, the last three arc smaller by at Jeast a half, which fact
might be held to indicate that the writer had concluded 1o represent the
writing in amall size, as it must have on the Plales of Mormon,
It would be entitely ressonsble to hold thal the writer’s mind way di-
vided between two ideas: (2) to reproduce the forms of the separate chur.
wclers, s in the fitst four Jines, and (b) 1o represani tha general appear
ance of the lines ns they appeared inl the original document. While, in
view of the writer’s evident lack of skill as 2 penman, it would he
possiblo o insist \hat his copying was entirely accurate in matters of alsa,
detsil, etc., of the separate characters, it is interesting to nole that each of
the first four lines conisins approximately half az many characiers, on
the average, as the last threa lincs. Thms, there are 26 characters in (he
firsl line, 24 in tho second (total 50); 26 in the 3rd and 21 in the &h
(10181 47)3 37 in the 5ih, 40 in the 6th, and 49 in the Tth; giving an awn
erage of 44.6.

The close resemblance of many of the figures found in this
“¢ranscript™ to characters familiar in Egyptian hieratic writing
invites careful analysis, not becanse such, or similar, figures
might not have been produced by an entirely ignorant person
in attempting to justify his claim to possession of a secret writ-
ing in a strange language, but precisely because, according to
claims, this writing professes 1o reproduce the characters of
an “Egyptian™ original. If the writer had stated that this
“transcript” rcpresents cither Hebrew or Greek writing, an
intelligent critic wonld be in conscience bound to say that it
represents neither the onc nor the other—nor conld represent
either of them. But when he has given us to understand that
it representa Egyptian writing, no informed and conscientions
mind cam fail to recognize thut he has given us many figures
closely suggestive of chaructera msed by writers of tint very
language. Where did an unschooled American writer of
nearly 100 years ago find soch charsctern to capy, unless he
had before him the very kind of original which he claims to
bave possessed? To invoke “coincidence” wonld he merely un-
intelligent, since the numerous “good guesses” of Joseph Smith
will presently present a sitnation nearly as interesting—in some
scientific particnlars—as a full demonsiration of the remarkable
claims and explanations which he himeself haa given.

Thus, as seen in the writing of Ptah-Hetep, an given above,
there are numerous figures cloeely tuggeoting script capital
“L.)” capital “S” reversed, or the numeral “2.” Counting the
signe in our “wranecript” from the lcft, we shall find eug-
gestions of such forms in line I, no. 22; line II, nos. 7, 14, 20,
23; line 1XI, 12 and 18; line IV, 13, 14, 17; line V, 12, 17, 33;
kine VII, 2, 17, 28, 40. Because of the evident inexactitude of
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such should be its real explanation is faitly outside the range
of probability—a man capable of so closely imitating hieratic
writing must certainly be supposed to have had sufficient im-
agination to avoid so obvious a blunder as to intrmde script
capital letters in his “transcript,” otherwise so convincing. As

é@&fz{

The Crouching Lioness and the "Ccpiul H” Shouin; the pmib!y
oty g A :am' ol g e
mammhﬁfe’ ; fwn:hmanmh{’
aginably, be miscopied into ﬂuform skmuc
a matter of fact, this figure may be held to be an example of
the force of association between a familiar sign and one re-
sembling it in an mnfamiliar writing. Precisely thia deserip-
tion won]d lead ua to & that it might be an attempt to

duce, in all essential strokes the figure of the crouching
Honess—the traditional symbol for the letter “L¥—as found in
numerousﬂlhluane manf m{n‘l The resemblance, instead of
T ettamenpt raudulent in nnylame,zslnghlya
gifi:::ﬁ in further eupporting the theory that it is preeuglﬁ
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what it purports to be. It seems to be repeated at line IT, 9, 21;
IV, 19; V, 16, 28; VI, 4; VIL, 33. '

Probably the most suggestive [act about this professed
“trapscript” is that it includes compounded figures, closely like
those formed by the familiar Egyption habit of writing one
character above another—"piling” them as we might say—sev-
eral examples of which may be in Prah-Hetep’s lines. Such
“piled” figures, closcly suggesting some of his, or reminding
the reader of the Egyptian practice in general, may be seen
in the “transcript,” as followa: Linc 1, 3, 8, 20, 24; {I, 1; IO,
6, 23; V, 29; VI, 5; VII, 9, 25, 30, 37. So this “transeript™
ignorantly concocted as some ignornntly argue—shows, not only
numerous [igures very closely like those familiar in Egyptian
hicratic writing, but zlso represents in several casce a manner of
writing used in all kinda of Egyptian styles, and nowhere else!

Wif‘l:::t pauuigg to analyze the pumerons il'llillcl'inite bslt:okcs
in our nseript,” or attempting to gucss at the possible sig-
nificances of the several figures not evidently akin to known,
or common, hieratic symhols (e. g., line I, 5; 11, 2, 11, 16; 111,
2, 16; IV, 5, 6, 12, ctc.), it is safe to state that the following are
certainly close imitations of probable hieratic originala: line
I, 10, 11, 12, 13, 20, 22, 23, 24; lJme II, 7, 10, 12,
13, 14, 19, 20, 21, 23; 114, 3, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 18, 20; IV, 4, 7,
11, 13, 14, 15, 17, ctc. Counting thes¢ with the characters
viously analyzed, we find that, out of a total of ninety-one char-
acters in the first four lines of the “transcript”—all more care-
fully copied than those in the sueceeding three lines—we have
a total of forty-two that so strongly suggest characters usual to
hieratic writing that they are worthy of mention. When we con-
sider again that the writer of this “transcript” claimed that it
was in this very kind of character, and that its general appear.
ance atrongly suggesta that it was actually copied from some
original, rather than invented off-hand, as alovenly theorists
would have us suppose, it scems perfectly reasonable 1o ask,
“What was this original? And how did the writer obtain it?”
How far & careful study of this document could take ua toward
justifying the traditional claim that it is an actual inseription
in Egyptian characters, thia suielﬁeinl stndy can not, of conrse,
inform uvs. We arve entitled, however, to the full measure of
satisfaction that may be derived from the assurance that its
professed representation of Egyptian writing may be partially
justified by cven a casual examination.

As may be understood, most of the focts and inferences
hitherto adduced may he said to constitite argument more or
lesa subsidiary in character—creating favorable impressions,
without directly dcmonstrating conclusions. Since, ‘however,



552 IMPROYVEMENT KERA

Joseph Smith claimed acquaintance with Egyplion writing and
language, it might seem highly reasonable to inquire whether he
has left any evidence which informed minda might construe
as partial justificationn. To avoid lengthy ‘discussion of this
point, it may be in place to seleet two conspicuous facts, which
conclusively demonstrate that he had derived Egyptological
knowledge from a reliable source. The firsi ia to be found in
the name of the city Nauvoo, which was selected, as we are told,
becanse it connoted the idea “beauntiful.” It was, in [act, the
“City Beautiful”. This meaning, he said, belonged to the word
in the language, or dialect, which he called “reformed Egyptian™.
Now, in Egyptian the word for “beanty” is usually rendered
refer, and is regnlarly indicated by the [igure of a Tute an ohject
which some authorities have held to represent the sound of rof,
or nofer. Nor ia there ceriainly in this case, as alse in many
others, apart from the analogies of the later Coptic language.
In fact, the values of the vowels in most Egyptian words con-
stitute the greatest uncertainties in Egyptological study. In any
event, the familiar method of deriving the idea “beautiful™
from the aymbol for “beauty™ wasa 10 pluralize it after the noun
to be qualified. Thus, on the Rosetta Siono, we find sevcral
times repeated the litle of Plolemy Epiphanea, neter per neb
neferu, literally “god Pharaoh, Lord-of beanties” by which we
are to understand “beantiful Lord,” or “good Lord.” The ex-
pression for “beautiful city” would be nut neferu, “city-of bean-
Lica.” The conspicuous difference betwoen the name Nauvoo and
the Egyptian plural form nfrw is the absence of the letter “»™,
which could readily be supposed 1o indicate just such a dialectic
change as might be found in a language described as “reformed,”
or modified. Ita close approximation to the esasential Egyp-
tian sovmd, also to the plural form with final “u”, can not but
be suggestive.* Ys this another “good guess™?

_ The second fact may be uﬁ:‘i even more suggestive, and
hears directly upon the question of ability to read any variety
of Egyptian writing. I eccurs in the eaption to the first of the

*It i Interesting to mote in passing that tha custom. of designaling
cities and countries by names in plural form was familiar in ancient times,
Thus, in Greece, we find Athenai (Athens), Thebal, (Thebes), Mukenai
{Mycenas), etc., all plaral in form. In the Bible, also, several place names
follow this custom. s we have Succoth {“booths”), Bachim {“weepers™)
Chinfm (“giants”}, Anathoth (“answers™), et¢ The New Testament pama
Chorasin suggestsa a plural form In Chaldes, We find alaoc the dual form
Mitsraim for the name of Egypl, meaning literally “the two Egypts,” upper
and lower, south and north, as frequently designated in Egyplian writings.
The Hebrew name Ephreim secros to have a similar meaning: \hus “iwo
lands,” ete., but, althongh the form of the name suggests tha doal number,
the derivation is not entirely certain.
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three plates illusirating the Book of Abraham. In the right
hand Jower comner of this plat¢ will be scen the figure of an of -
fering tahle smrmounted with flowers aud ekirted by two other
objects of problemutical character. It is numbered “10,” and is
said to indicate “Abraham in Egypt.” If we understand that
this ia the roduction of a note, really inleading to say,
“Abraham in Egyptian,” we have an interesting evidence of
something guite othor than gucsawork. The hieroglyphic value

of the offering table is commaunly given as “ab”

2 the fi on the
floor at the right, correaponds to nothing more cloufynﬁuan the
hieroglyphic symbol for the letter “r”, the flower above the
table, in itx conventional hiemgl;,rphie form, connotes the syl
lable “ha”™ {correctly with hard “h*, likc the German ch in ach}.
This gives us five easentinl letters, Ab-r-hqg, drawn from familiar
hieroglyphic values. The figure on the floor to the right of the
offering table is not so clear.  When, however, we consider that
the wood engraver who originally copied this plate evidently has
shown himee)f neither an Egyptologist nor an artist, we may
conclude that this figure has not been copicd with entire ac-
curacy. As it stands, it suggesta nothing more cloacly than the
familiar scribal rendering of the figure of an owl, which is the
well known hieroglyphic equivalent of the letier “m™. What-
ever it may have been in the original drawing, it ia sufficiently
elose 10 the owl figure to tempt Joseph Smith, or any other ob-
server to assume that the owl was intended, and to give the fami-

O3 Ao

AB R HA M

Analysis of Fig. 10, Plata [ of the drowings accompanying the text of
tl.¢ Book of Abrcliom, giving their readily recognizable Fldlﬂl‘ phic eguiva.
lenis, with phonetic 1 spelling the name “Abraliam” as indicoted in tha
traditonal caption, This exhthiz enjorces the conclusion that tha writer of
the caption kad some Inowledge of Fgypiion methods of writing.

liar hieroglyphic valuc, thus completing the name Ab-r-ha-m.
If, by any chance, he, or we ourselves, mistook the value of this
particular element, the fact cam not be held to vitiate the iden-
tifications of tho other three figures, about the values of which
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there is no doubt whatever. This ia explained in the accom-
pany diagram. We are not concerned, l{:iwever. with the pos-
sible, or even the “probable,” original significance of these fig-
ures, ll)'ut solely ;\;ith determining how far ahmnu of :llll:de;l;
times has been able Lo recognize the proper phonetic values
objects commonly wsed as characters in hiegoglyphic writing,
The man who wrote the caption to this plate undoubtedly ha
some elements of Egyptological knowledge.

We have attempied in the present wriling to go no fuxther
than verifiable facts can take ws—avoiding inferences, except
where facts seem to uphold them. Neveﬁleleag we have dis-
covered that, in several essential particulars, the allegations of:
the Book of Mormon have the support of science. How far
the demonstration of its accnracy in these particulars ean go
toward erecting a complete conviction of the truth of its claims,
each reader must, of course, judge for himeelf. We can add
merely that as in other maiters of definite knowledge, the facts
are at band, also that they are as represented. They were not
fully accessible to anyone in the daye of Joseph Smith; nor is
he known to have made any such investigation on his own in-
itiative, as conld have enabled him, under even the most favor.
able circumstances, to discover them for himself. How shall we
account for these Facts? That is a fair question.

Stand Together, Mutual Workers

(Tune: “Let thc Lower Lighis be buming™ Songs of Zion, page 2640

Stand togcther, Mutual workers,
Faithfully siond side by side,

With the Slogan as onr motto,
And oor constant, daily guide.

Chorus:
Stand together, Muatual workers.
Let \be Slogan j.0int the way.
“Pyre lifa through clean t and action”

De onr watchword, M. 1. A.

Happy we, when scrving others.
“He who serves besy, profits most,”
“Service above sell,” my brothars,
Ever guide onr Mutnal hest.

Bravely stand and meet the {ssne,
Never falter, never fail.

Honor leaders, honor Priesthood,
Keep the faith—trnth will prevail.

Motual workers, God is with you,
IIe will comfort, he will bless,
Diutual work brings mutnal bleseings,
Mutnal help and happiness.
Lethbridge, Conada _ D. H. Blron





