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INTRODUCTION

The Mormon historian B. H. Roberts is considered by
many to be one of the greatest scholars the Church has ever
known. Leonard J. Arrington, who is presently serving as
Mormon Church Historian, wrote the following in an article
published in Dialogue: A Journal of Mormon Thought, Spring
1969, pp. 22-23:

In preparation for this paper, the writer sent out a
questionnaire to some fifty prominent L.D.S. intellectuals—
all of them, I think, with Ph.D. degrees or the equivalent.
I asked them to list the five most eminent intellectuals in
Mormon history. Thirty-eight persons responded. Leading the
list of those most frequently nominated was B. H. Roberts. . . .
Roberts published eight books of theology and nine of history,
including the monumental six-volume Comprehensive
History of the Church . . . Roberts also wrote two volumes
of biography, three of sermons and commentaries, and one
novel. A leading Democrat, successful missionary, soldier’s
chaplain, and high church authority, Roberts seems fully
justified in being regarded—to use Davis Bitton’s phrase—as
the pioneer Utah equivalent of Renaissance Man.

Besides writing the Comprehensive History of the Church,
B. H. Roberts edited Joseph Smith’s History of the Church (a
seven-volume work). He was also noted for his many works
defending the Book of Mormon. Because he was a General
Authority and worked in the Church Historical Department,
Roberts had access to some of the most secret material in the
archives. If anyone was ever in a position to find out the truth
about Mormonism it was B. H. Roberts.

While Roberts is held forth by many as the greatest defender
of Mormonism, there is another side to the story that has only
recently come to light. For years it has been claimed that Roberts
had serious misunderstandings with other General Authorities,
especially Joseph Fielding Smith. It has also been stated that he
prepared a manuscript entitled, “The Truth, The Way, The Life,”
which was suppressed by the Church. In an article published in
Brigham Young University Studies, Spring 1975, pp. 259-260,
Truman G. Madsen acknowledged that Roberts had written “A
747-page . . . type-written manuscript” which he referred to
as “ ‘My latest and greatest work.” The most important work
that I have yet contributed to the Church, the six-volumed
Comprehensive. History of the Church not ommited.””

Dr. Madsen goes on to state that when “a committee
chaired by Elder David O. McKay” recommended changes be
made before publication, “Roberts replied, ‘I will not change
it if it has to sleep.’”

For many years anti-Mormon writers have claimed that B.
H. Roberts became disturbed because of parallels he discovered
between View of the Hebrews (a book published in the 1820’s)
and the Book of Mormon. It was discovered that he had
prepared a manuscript in which these parallels are listed. Copies

of Roberts’ list of parallels were “privately distributed among
a restricted group of Mormon scholars,” and in January 1956
Mervin B. Hogan had them published in The Rocky Mountain
Mason. A careful reading of B. H. Roberts’ work leads one to
believe that he had serious doubts about the Book of Mormon.
Roberts listed eighteen parallels between View of the Hebrews
and the Book of Mormon. In his fourth parallel he stated:

It is often represented by Mormon speakers and
writers, that the Book of Mormon was the first to represent
the American Indians as the descendants of the Hebrews;
holding that the Book of Mormon is unique in this. The claim
is sometimes still ignorantly made. (p. 18)

Some new evidence concerning B. H. Roberts’ interest
in View of the Hebrews has recently come to light. It has been
discovered that Roberts wrote a manuscript of 291 pages
entitled, “A Book of Mormon Study.” In this manuscript 176
pages were devoted to the relationship of View of the Hebrews
to the Book of Mormon. The manuscript was never published
and remained in the family after his death.

A false rumor concerning this suppressed manuscript
has recently been circulated—i.e., that B. H. Roberts tried
to answer the objections which he himself had raised in his
shorter work of eighteen parallels. This idea is certainly far
from the truth. We have recently had the privilege of studying
Roberts’ work and have found that it not only fails to answer
the objections to the Book of Mormon mentioned in the shorter
work, but that it raises many new problems as well.

Truman G. Madsen, professor of philosophy at Brigham
Young University, concedes that B. H. Roberts did prepare
a manuscript entitled, “Book of Mormon Study,” but he
maintains that Roberts was merely using “the ‘Devil’s
Advocate’ approach to stimulate thought™:

Later, in March of 1922, Roberts prepared a draft of a written
report to the First Presidency and the Quorum of the Twelve. It
included a further discussion of the linguistic problems and other
points as well. The study of such books as those of Josiah Priest,
Ethan Smith, and others led him to examine such questions as:
What literary and historical speculations were abroad in the
nineteenth century? Could Joseph Smith have absorbed them in
his youth and could these influences have provided the ground
plan for such a work as the Book of Mormon? Did Joseph
Smith have a mind “sufficiently creative” to have written it?
And what internal problems and parallels within the Book of
Mormon called for explanation? In confronting such questions
Roberts prepared a series of “parallels” with Ethan Smith’s View
of the Hebrews; a summary of this analysis excerpted passages
from Ethan Smith’s work and lined them up in columns with
comparable ideas in the Book of Mormon. Examination of such
questions was contained in a typewritten manuscript entitled
“Book of Mormon Study.”



About this particular study, certain points must be kept
in mind if it is not to be gravely misunderstood. First, it
was not intended for general dissemination but was to be
presented to the General Authorities to identify for them
certain criticisms that might be made against the Book of
Mormon. . . .

Second, the report was not intended to be balanced. A
kind of lawyer’s brief of one side of a case written to stimulate
discussion in preparation of the defense of a work, already
accepted as true, the manuscript was anything but a careful
presentation of Roberts’s thoughts about the Book of Mormon
or of his own convictions. . . .

Teachers who have used the “Devil’s Advocate”
approach to stimulate thought among their students, lawyers
who in preparation of their cases have brought up what
they consider the points likely to be made by their worthy
opponents—all such people will recognize the unfairness of
taking such statements out of context and offering them as
their own mature, balanced conclusions. For ill-wishers to
resurrect Roberts’s similar “Devil’s Advocate” probings is not
a service to scholarship, for they are manifestly dated. And it
is a travesty to take such working papers as a fair statement
of B. H. Roberts’s own appraisal of the Book of Mormon,
for, as this paper abundantly demonstrates, his conviction
of its truth was unshaken and frequently expressed down to
the time of his death. (Brigham Young University Studies,
Summer 1979, pp. 440-442)

While there is no evidence that B. H. Roberts publicly
repudiated the Book of Mormon, a careful reading of his
manuscript, “A Book of Mormon Study,” leads one to believe
that he was in the process of losing faith in its divine origin.
Although he may have started out merely playing the part of the
“Devil’s Advocate,” we feel that he played the role so well that
he developed grave doubts about the authenticity of the Book
of Mormon. In any case, Roberts has done an excellent job of
compiling the evidence to show that Joseph Smith could have
written the Book of Mormon from the material available to
him. Although Roberts’ study has not been published, Wesley
P. Walters has prepared an article analyzing this manuscript
for The Journal of Pastoral Practice, Vol. 111, No. 3. We felt
that Walters’ article was so important that we reproduced it in
its entirety in Part 1 of this booklet. In Part 2 the reader will
find some very revealing photographs taken from Roberts’
original manuscript.

Jerald and Sandra Tanner
Modern Microfilm Company
December 4, 1979

NOTE: B. H. Roberts’ manuscript was published under the title,
Studies of the Book of Mormon.
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PART 2

Photographs from Roberts’ Original Manuscript,
“A Book of Mormon Study”



A photograph of the first page of B. H. Roberts’ manuscript, “A Book of Mormon Study.” The
reader will note Roberts’ corrections in the manuscript and the word “proofed” at the top of
the page. A second typed copy of the first chapter is also included in the manuscript.



A photograph of Part 1, chapter 1, page 4, of Roberts’ manuscript.



A photograph of Part 1, chapter 1, page 5, of Roberts’ manuscript.



A photograph of Part 1, chapter 1, page 8, of Roberts’ manuscript.



A photograph of Part 1, chapter 13, page 13, of Roberts’ manusript.



A photograph of Part 1, chapter 13, page 19, of Roberts’ manuscript.



A photograph of Part 1, chapter 13, page 20, of Roberts’ manuscript.



A photograph of Part 1, chapter 14, page 1, of Roberts’ manuscript.



A photograph of Part 1, chapter 14, page 13, of Roberts’ manuscript.



A photograph of Part 2, chapter 1, page 1, of Roberts’ manuscript.



A photograph of Part 2, chapter 3, page 13, of Roberts’ manuscript.



