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Any document which was not produced in the time, place and manner claimed by

it

For

or its publisher is a forgery. (Willrich).

Forgery is "the false making...of a written intrument of other document forthe

parpose of deceit and fraud." (Webster)
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eral rules for testirg for forgery (Blass):

Assume the dcument is genuime.

If you do not accept it as such, supply 2 ereldible explanation of its origin.

You may NOT assume that it is a clever forgery.

Take the whole document into consideration—the longer the better.

Concentrate on the concrete, historical rather than subjective parts.

ook for details ™too trifling, too inconspicuous, and too trovblescms to re-
produce” without actual experience.

Reject "vhatever lies outside the usualcand familiar", but ONLY if you can supply
a credible explanation in its place.

Inter®nal evidence: some of the t est s
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The mere existence of the document: samebody has gone to a lot of trowle—-vhy?

The size ofthe docurment: the longer a document, the more easily tested and the
harder to fake. A long history is terribly hard to compose, even with notes,

Is it a history giving times, places, persons, events? Or is it vageeand general?
Does it claim religious irmunity? Is it full of double-talk, mystic or abstract term:
Is it a work of creative writing, full of fantasty and exaggeration?

If the story is complex, it will be imrossibl e for a forger to avoid contradictions.
If the author of the book shows intelligence & experience, his vocabulary will be
commensurate with his education. The B.M, vocabulary is only about 3000,

Vani ty is the Achilles' heel of the forger. Every forger is a show-off, attempting
to be clever. Does the writer try to be smart?

A forger must have strong motives—especially if he is running a great risk-—why
would a forger write THIS kind of document? It is dangerous & unpopular.

II. Bxternal evidence requires three conditions tobe effective:

1. The document must make clear and specific statements about concrete things.
2. OTHER sou rces must make like statements about the same things.
3. There must be no possibility of collusion between the two sets of saurces,

For example, proper names (Paianki), stories (the 2 gamments of Joseph), tri-
fling detalls (the garrison of 50).

ITI. Circumstantial evidence is inderect but often very telling.
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The testimony of witnesses.
The youth and inexperience of Jos., Smith.
Absence of notes and sources, e.g., the unpunctuated Ms,
Short tire of production.
Only one versim ever published.
Smith's unchanging attitude towards the book (Ed. Meyer).
Carplete lack of secrecy and sorhistry.
Tvpe of pecple acceptingthe story.
Failure of 130 years of searching to di scover the fatal flaws,
" ven " " n " invernt a convirncing alterzative story.
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Any document which was not produced in the time, place and mammer claimed by
it or its publisher is a forgery. (¥illrichj,

Forgery is "the false making...of 2 written instrument of other document for
the purpose of deceit and fraud.® (wWebster)

General rules for testing for forgery (Blass):

1. Assume the document is genuine.

2. If you do not acecept it as such, supply a credible explanation of its origin.

3. You may NOT assume that it is a clever forgery.

i« T&ke the whole document into consideration-~the longer the bettero

5. Concentrate on the concrete, historical rather than subjective parts,

6. Look for details "too trifling, too inconspicuous, and too troublesome to
reproduce’ without actusl experience.

7. Reject "wtatever lies outside the usual and familiar," but ONLY if you can
supply a credible explairation in its place,

Internal evidence: socme of the tests~=.

l. The mere existence of the documeni: somebody has gone to a lot of trouble-=why?

2, The size of the documeni: the longer a document, the more easily tested and
the harder to fake. A long history is terribly hard to compose, even with notes.

3. Is it a history giving times, plaes, persons, events? Or is it vague and
general?

L. Does it claim religious immunity? Is it full of double=talk, mystic or abstract
terms?

5. Is it a work of creative writing, full of fantasy and exaggeration?

6. If the story is canplex, it will be impossible for a forger to avoid contra-
dictions.

7. If the author of the bouk shows intelligenece and experience, his veocabulary
will be commenswrate with his education. The B.M. vocabulary is only about
3,000,

8. Vanity is the Achilles® heel of the forger. Lvery ferger is a show=off,
attempting to be clever. Does the writer try to be smart?

9. 4 forger must have strong motives--especially if he is running a great risk.-
would a forger write THIS kind of decument? It is dangerous and unpupular.

External evidense requires three conditions to be effective:d

1. The document mugt ke clear and specific statements about concrete things-
2. OTHER sources must make like statement aboul the same things.
3. There must be no possivility of collusion between the two sets of sources

names (Paianki), stories (the 2 garments of doseph),

For example
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Circumstantizl evidence is indirect bubt often very izlling.
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Any deocursab wilich was not  produced in the $ime, place and mamer cilnoncd by
. - - I < \ T
it or its purlisher is a forgery. (Willrienh).

Forgery is “cnu false maldng...of a written instrument of other dozument for
the purpose of dezeit amd fraud." (Webster’

General rules for testing for forgery (Blass):

1. Assume the document is genuine.

2. If you do not a2zcept it es such, supply & credible explanation of its origin.

3. You may ROT assume that it is a clever forgery. E

L. Taze the whole document into consideration-~the longer the beiter.

5. Concantrete on the concrete, histerical rather than subjective parte -

6. Lock for details "too t”lfllnc, too inconspicuous, and too troubleeome to -
reproduce” withou! actusl experisnce. ¥

7 Reject "whatever lies out«ide the usual and faniliar," but ONLY if you ean
supply 2 credible e¢xplaination in its place. o

Internal evicdaenze: some of the testSm=e

1. The mere existence of the document: somebody has gone to a lot of trouble--why?
2o, The size of the document: the longer a document, the more easily tested a&fd
the harder to fakz, A long history is terribly hard to compose, even with notese.
3. Is it @ nistory giving times, pl =xes, perscns, events? Or is it vague and’
general?
L. Dees it claim religious immunity? Is it full of double-talk, mystic or abstract
terms? :
SJ Is it 2 work of creative writing, full of fantasy and exaggeration? i

6. If the story is complex, it will be impossible for a forger to avoid contra=
dictions.

7. If the author of the bock shous intelligence and experience, his vocabulary

will be cormenswete with his education. The B.:M. vocebulary is only about

3,000, oz

8. Vanity is the Achilles’ reel of the forger. Every frrger is a show-off,
attempling to be clever, Does thz writer try to be asmart?

9. A forger must have sircng motivesr--especially if he is running a grest riske
would a forger write ™IS kind of decument? It is dangercus and unpopular.

toternel evidenne reqires three conditicns to be effective?
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