
support, facilitates a host of activities
that are wrong. Left-leaning, practicing
Mormons like to believe that the good
of the Church outweighs the bad. But
I’m not sure that’s true. Most big insti-
tutions are probably 50/50.

The Mormon Church has never,
and probably will never, stay out of poli-
tics. Political developments in the last
five years mandate a level of conscious-
ness, advocacy, and action that is the
moral duty of every citizen of this na-
tion. That Utah is seemingly the last
state in the Union that supports the ad-
ministration of George W. Bush is an
embarrassment.

In short, my work appearing on the
cover of Dialogue felt somewhat like an
endorsement of Mormonism. I do not
endorse Mormonism.

Lane Twitchell
Brooklyn, N.Y.

Filling Gaps and Responding to
“Silences in Mormon History”

Editor’s note: On December 12, 2006, D.
Michael Quinn sent Dialogue the final ver-
sion of his article, “Joseph Smith’s Experience
of a Methodist ‘Camp-Meeting’ in 1820.” Di-
alogue posted it several days later as the ex-
panded, definitive version of E-Paper #3 on
Dialogue Paperless. It may presently be viewed
at http://www. dialoguejournal. com/
excerpts/e3. pdf. Accompanying the article
was the author’s cover letter, which he has
kindly given us permission to quote.

I cannot thank you enough for suggest-
ing last spring that I post this article on
Dialogue’s website (a possibility I hadn’t
known about). Its huge length has
(alas!) made it unpublishable in

print-form, but your innovative
website has allowed me to distribute it
without my paying to photocopy and
ship it by Pony Express to interested
readers.

I will always be grateful to you for
this opportunity of internet publica-
tion, because this is the most impor-
tant article I’ve ever written. It’s the su-
preme demonstration of my de-
cades-long affirmation that it is ulti-
mately faith-promoting to insist on rig-
orous scholarship that doesn’t flinch
from challenging traditional LDS his-
torians and revising official histories.

Far beyond my expectations when I
began this project in June 2005 to
write what I thought would be a
ten-page research note about faithful
“possibilities,” I have proved the accu-
racy of Joseph Smith’s statements that
there was significant local revivalism
in 1820—a claim that BYU religion
professors and other LDS apologists
had said (or implied) was unprovable
for nearly forty years. It took me a year
of research and writing in my spare
time to do the preliminary version of
July 2006, plus three months to pro-
duce this expanded revision that (I
think) demonstrates Joseph Smith’s
religious honesty beyond doubt con-
cerning the circumstances leading to
his First Vision of deity.

Naysayers will continue doubting
the theophany itself, because no vi-
sion can be “proved” historically, but
(if I am not being too arrogant) no one
can honestly challenge Joseph’s ac-
count of the vision’s prelude after
reading my article’s final version.

Why I was able to do this with such
relative ease, while the traditional
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LDS apologists were not able to (or gave
up trying) with the same sources avail-
able to them for decades, is something
they will have to explain, because I
can’t figure it out. Filling gaps and re-
sponding to “silences in Mormon his-
tory” have been my stock-in-trade as a
social historian, but I never expected to
do so with such a well-worn topic as Pal-
myra’s revivalism.

As an excommunicated historian, I
offer this 1820 camp-meeting article as
my gift to the people I’ve always loved,
the believing Latter-day Saints. And if
the feedback I’ve received from friendly
skeptics is representative, even nonbe-
lievers appreciate the historical context
and lush descriptions I’ve provided for
the Methodist revivalism that de-
scended on Palmyra in the late spring
of 1820.

If most Mormons choose to ignore
what is written by someone they regard
as a “disgusting homosexual apostate,”
that’s their problem—not mine. I’ve
been an ardent believer as long as I can
remember, have defined myself as ho-
mosexual since the age of twelve, and
am tired of trying to persuade nay-
sayers that Mormonism has a loyal op-
position—even of gay activists who are
“uppity” when consigned to the back of

the LDS bus. Now I’ve at least done
my part to make a faith-promoting ar-
ticle about Mormon beginnings avail-
able to anyone who might be inter-
ested (or who should be).

I appreciate your patience, and
thank you, thank you, thank you for
giving me a way to distribute this arti-
cle electronically to a worldwide audi-
ence!!

D. Michael Quinn

Rancho Cucamonga, California

Erratum: The biographical statement
about Henry Miles (“My Mission De-
cision,” Dialogue 40, no. 1 [Spring
2007]: 138–51) was inadvertently left
out of the Contributors’ list in the
spring issue. It is as follows:

HENRY L. MILES retired after a ca-
reer in the Foreign Service. During his
eleven years in Latin America, he
served as counselor to three mission
presidents while his wife, Carol,
served on mission boards and as Relief
Society president. After retiring, both
took degrees at BYU. They have five
children and twenty grandchildren,
the oldest just returned from a mis-
sion. Henry spends his time writing
family narratives and personal essays.
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