The Book of Abraham:
An Impossible Translation

Joseph Smith claimed the Book of Abraham was his translation of ancient Egyptian papyri.
Modern Egyptology confirms the surviving papyri are common funerary texts and the
translation is incorrect. This infographic examines the two primary theories used to defend
the book’s authenticity against the evidence.
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| Argues Joseph Smith translated from a ~ Suggests the scrolls merely inspired Smith
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Smith's own translation documents match
characters sequentially from the papyrus

His personal journals repeatedly use the
word “translating” to describe his work on

fragments we have today. - the characters.
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Doesn’t Add Up N Points Directly to the Scroll
Experts calculate the missing sectionwasfar [ || | The Book of Abraham text itself refers to the
too small to contain the Book of Abraham. specific illustrations (facsimiles) we possess.

The Apologetic Framework

“Any evidence I find I will try and fit into that paradigm.”

- BYU Egyptologist Kerry Muhlestein, explaining his starting assumption that the book is true.
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