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CHAPTER XXVII.

I n d i r e c t  E x t e r n a l  E v i d e n c e s — A m e r i c a n  A n t i q u i t i e s .

Continued.

Antiquity of American Ruins.

We have now before us a subject on which the author
ities on American Antiquities are most divided, and I shall 
not attempt in this writing to reconcile them or dispute the 
position of either class; but after a few quotations from these 
authorities shall leave the question of the antiquity of Amer
ican ruins found in Central America and elsewhere as I find 
it, an open question. “There is nothing in the buildings to 
indicate the date of their erection—that they were or were 
not standing at the commencement of the Christian era,'**’- 
says H. H.Bancroft, in speaking of the cities and other mon
uments of Yucatan—and it is a remark which could with 
equal propriety be made of nearly all the ruined cities of 
America. “We may see now, abandoned' and uncared for,’’ 
he continues, “they may have resisted the ravages of the ele
ments for three or four centuries. How many centures they 
may have stood guarded and kept in repair by the builders 
and their descendants, we can only conjecture.”0 Later, in 
the same work, our author discusses the question of the age 
of Palenqtie and other ruins in the following manner: I

I confess m y inability to judge from  the degree of a rt dis
played respectively in the peninsular ruins and those of Pal-



enque, which are the older; I will go further, and while in a 
confessional mood, confess to a shade of skepticism  the ability of 
o ther w riters to form  a well-founded judgm ent in the m atter. 
A uthors are, however, unanim ous in the opinion th a t Palenque 
was founded before any of the cities of Y ucatan, an opinion 
which is supported to a ce rta in -ex ten t by traditional history, 
which represents V otan’s empire in Chiapas and Tabasco as pre
ceding chronologically the allied M aya em pire in the peninsula. 
If the Yucatan cities flourished, as I have conjectured, betw een 
the third and ten th , enturies, Palenque may be conjecturally  
referred to a period between the first and eighth enturies. I re
gard  the theory th a t Palenque was built by the T oltecs after 
their expulsion from  A nahuac in the ten th  century  as w holly 
w ithout foundation; and I believe th a t it would be equally im 
possible to  prove or disprove th a t the palace was standing at 
the b irth  of ChristA

(Following"this passage, Mr. Bancroft gives a valuable 
collection of opinions in his notes where he represents M. 
Violette-le-Duc as expressing the belief that Palenque was 
built probably some centuries before Christ by a people in 
which “yellow blood predominated, although with some 
Aryan intermixture; but that the Yucatan cities owe their 
foundation to the same people at a later epoch and under a 
much stronger influence of the white races/’ Dupaix he 
represents as believing that the buildings were reared by a 
flat-headed race that has become extinct, and who, after 
writing his narrative, made up his mind that Palenque was 
antediluvian or at least that a flood had covered it. Lenoir 
he represents as saying that, according to all voyagers and 
students, the ruins of Palenque are not less than three thou
sand years old’; while Catlin, a French writer, in a French 
periodical for March, 1867, he represents as asserting that 
the ruined cities of Palenque and Uxmal have within them-



selves the evidence that the ocean has been their bed for 
thousands of years, but the material is soft limestone and 
presents no water lines. Foster, the author of “Pre-Historic 
Races” (pp. 398-9), is represented as regarding the ruins of 
Palenque as the worik of an extinct race, and then he pro
ceeds with a number of citations for a more modern origin. 
The valuable notes will -be found in Bancroft’s “Native 
Races,” Vol. IV., pp. 262-3.

Prescott, in his treatise on the origin of Mexican civil
ization, offers the following reflections on the antiquity of 
American ruins:

I t  is im possible to  contem plate these m ysterious m onum ents 
of a lost civilization, w ithout a strong  feeling of curiosity  as to 
who were their architects, and w hat is their probable age. The 
data on which to rest our conjectures of their age,-are no t very 
substantial; although some find in them  a w arran t for an anti
quity of thousands of years, coeval with the architecture of Egypt 
and H indostan. But the  in terpretation  of hieroglyphics, and the 
apparent duration' of trees, are .vague and unsatisfactory. And 
how far can we drive an argum ent from  the discoloration and 
dilapidated condition of the ruins, when we find so m any struc
tures of the Middle Ages dark .and m ouldering with decay, while 
the m arbles of the Acropolis, and the gray stone of Paestum , 
still shine in their prim itive splendor?- T here are, however, un
doubted proofs of considerable age to  be found there. T rees have . 
sho t up in the m idst of the buildings, which measure, it is said, 
m ore than nine feet in dfameter. A still m ore strik ing  fact 
is the accum ulation of vegetable m ould in one of the courts, 
to the depth of nine feet above the pavement. This in our lati
tude would be decisive of a very great antiquity. But, in the 
rich soil of Yucatan, and u n d e r the ardent sun of the tropics, 
vegetation bursts fo rth  with irrepressible exuberence, and gen
erations of plants succeed each o ther w ithout interm ission, 
leaving an accum ulation of deposits, that would have perished 
under the northern  winter. A nother evidence of their age is 
afforded by the circum stance, that, in one of the courts of Uxm al



the granite pavement, on which the figures of torto ises were 
raised in relief, is w orn nearly sm ooth by the feet of the crowds 
who have passed over it; a curious fact, suggesting inferences 
both in regard to the age and population of the place. Lastly, 
we have au thority  for carrying back the date of m any of these 
ruins to a certain period, since they were found in a deserted, 
and probably dilapidated, state by the first Spaniards who entered 
the country. T heir notices, indeed, are. brief and casual, for the 
old conquerors had little respect for w orks of a r t; and it is fo rtu 
nate for these structures, tha t they had ceased to be the living 
tem ples of the gods, since no m erit of architecture, probably, 
would have availed to save them  from  the general doom of the 
m onum ents of Mexico.*

' It is proper, to say, however, that Mr. Prescott declares 
that some of the remarks in the above paragraph would have 
been omitted had he enjoyed the benefit of Mr. Stephens’ 
researches when it was originally written. Mr. Stephens, it 
should be remembered, is among those who grant no great 
antiquity to the ruins. On this subject, however, I find the 
fairest treatment in the profound reflections of Mr._ Bald
win ;

The Mexican and Central A m erican ruins m ake it certain 
tha t in ancient times an im portant civilization existed in tha t 
part of the continent, which m ust have begun at a rem ote period 
in the past. If  they have any significance, this m ust be accepted 
as an ascertained fact. A large portion of them  had been for
gotten  in the forests, or became m ythical and m ysterious, long 
before the  arrival of the-Spaniards.

In  1520, three hundred and fifty years ago, the forest which 
so largely covers Yucatan, Guatemala, and Chiapa was grow ing 
as it grows now. * * * • How m any additional centuries
it had existed no one can tell. I f  its age could be told, it would 
still be" necessary to  consider tha t the ruins hidden, in it are 
much older than the forest, and tha t the- period of civilization 
they represent closed long before it was established.



In  the ages previous to the beginning of this immense forest, 
the region it covers was the seat of civilization which grew  up 
to a high degree of development, flourished a long time, and 
finally declined, until its cities were deserted, and its cultivated 
fields left to the wild influences of nature, it m ay be safely 
assum ed th a t both  the forest-covered ruins and the forest itself 
are. far older than the Aztec period; but w ho 'can  tell how much 
older? Copah, first- discovered and described three hundred 
years ago, was then as strange to the natives dwelling near 
it as the old Chaldean ruins are to the A rabs who wander over 
the w asted plains of Lower M esopotam ia. Native tradition  had 
forgotten its h isto ry  and become silent in regard to  it. How 
long had ruined Copan been in this condition? No one can tell. 
M anifestly it was forgotten, left buried in the forest w ithout 
recollection of its history, long before M ontezum a’s people, the 
Aztecs, rose to pow er; and it is easily understood tha t this 
old city had an im portant h istory  previous to that unknown 
time in the past when war, revolution or some o ther agency 
of destruction put an end to its career and left it to become 
w hat it is now.

M oreover, these old ruins, in all cases, show us only the 
cities last occupied in the period to which they belong. D oubt
less o thers still older preceded them ; and, besides, it can be 
seen tha t some of the ruined cities which can now be traced 
were several tim es renewed by reconstructions. W e m ust con
sider, also, th a t building m agnifient cities is not the first 
w ork of an original civilization. The developm ent was neces
sarily gradual. I ts  first period was m ore or less rude. T he 
a rt of building and ornam enting such edifices arose slowly. 
M any ages m ust have been required to develop such adm irable 
skill in m asonry and ornam entation. T herefore the period be
tween the beginning of this m ysterious developm ent of civilized 
life and the first builders who used cut stone laid in m ortar and 
cement, and covered tHeir w ork with -beautifully sculptured 01 
nam ents and inscriptions, m ust have been ver> long.

W e have no m easure of the time, no clew to the old dates, 
no th ing  whatever, beyond such considerations as I have stated, 
to w arran t even a vague hypothesis. I t  can be seen clearly that 
the beginning of this old civilization was much oldeT than the



earliest g reat cities, and, also, tha t these were much m ore ancient 
than  the time when any of the la ter built or reconstructed  cities 
whose relics^still exist, were left to decay. If  we suppose P a l
enque to have been deserted some six hundred years previous 
to the Spanish conquest, this date will carry  us back only to 
the last days of its h isto ry  as an inhabited city. Beyond it, in 
the d istan t past, is a vast period in which the civilization repre
sented by Palenque was developed, m ade capable of building 
such cities, and then carried on through the m;any ages during 
which cities became num erous, flourished, grew  old, and gave 
place to others, until the long h istory  of Paleftque itself be
gan. . * * *

'No well considered theory  of these ruins can avoid the 
conclusion tha t m ost of them  are very  ancient, and that, to find 
the origin of the civilization they represent, we m ust go far 
back into the “deep of antiquity.” * * *

N evertheless, some of them  m ust be very  old. T he forest 
established since the ruin began, the entire disappearance of 
every th ing  m ore perishable than stone, the u tte r oblivion which 
veiled their h istory  in the time of M ontezum a, and probably 
long previous to his time, all these facts bear w itness to  their 
great antiquity. In  m any of them , as a t Quirigua and Kabah, 
the stone structures have become m asses of debris; and even 
at Copan, Palenque, and Mitla, only a few of them  are sufficient
ly well preserved to show us w hat they were in the great days 
of their history. • Meanwhile, keep in m ind that the ruined 
cities did not begin their present condition until the civilization 
that created them  had declined; and, also, tha t if we could

*

'determine exactly the date when they w ere deserted and left 
to decay, we should only reach th a t point in the past w here their 
h istory  as inhabited cities was brought to a close.

T ake Copan, for instance. T his city m ay have become 
a ruin during the time of the Toltecs, which began long before 
the Christian era and ended some five or six centuries probably 
before the country was invaded by Cortez. I t  was built before 
their time, for the style of writing, and m any features of the 
architecture and ornam entation, show the w orkm anship of their 
predecessors, judging by the historical intim ation found in the 
old books and traditions. W e m ay suppose it to  have been an old



city a t the time of the T oltec invasion, although not one of the 
first cities built by th a t m ore ancient and m ore1 cultivated people 
by whom  this old Am erican civilization was originated.^

From the foregoing it will be apparent how unsatisfac
tory are the conclusions respecting the age of America’s 
ruined cities and monuments of an tiq u ity an d  since, as 
Mr. H. H. Bancroft remarks, there is nothing in the ruins 
themselves by which their age may be determined, it is clear 
that all the authorities are merely dealing in conjecture con
cerning them. The value of that conjecture will, of course, 
depend upon the general breadth of knowledge and judg
ment of the individual expressing it. This much may be 
safely claimed, so far as the Book of-Mormon is concerned, 
in the question: there is nothing as to the age of American 
ruins that contradicts its statements, nor can I conceive of 
the rising of any circumstance in connection with the age of 
American ruined cities that would conflict with its claims. If

r

it should turn out eventually that all the monuments .of 
American ruins are of comparatively modern origin, that is, 
suppose they have arisen within that thousand years pre
ceding the advent of the Spaniards, who came early in the 
sixteenth century, it could then be claimed that they were 
fhe monuments of Lamanite civilization merely; and 
that the monuments of the Jaredite and Nephite civiliza- • 
tions had passed away, or that the monuments of Lamanite 
civilization were built in the midst of the monuments of the 
earlier civilizations, and so intermingled as to confuse every
thing and render classification impossible. If investigation, 
however, should finally establish the fact that the ruined 
cities of America are the monuments of very ancient and 
perhaps of successive civilizations, it'would tend in a positive 
way to establish the truth of the Book of Mormon more



clearly, and I now proceed to the consideration of that 
branch of the subject.

ii.

Successive Civilizations.

Scattered over the southern plateaus are heaps of arch itect
ural rem ains and m onum ental piles. Furtherm ore, nativ.e tra 
ditions, both  orally transm itted  and hieroglyphically recorded 
by m eans of legible picture-w ritings, afford us a to lerably  clear 
view of the civilized nations during a period of several centuries 
preceding the Spanish conquest, together with passing glances, 
through m om entary  clearings in m ythologic clouds, a t historical 
epochs much m ore rem ote. H ere we have as aids to this analy
sis-ra ids alm ost wholly w anting am ong the so-called savage 
tribes—antiquities, traditions, history, carrying,, the student fa r 
back into the m ysterious New W orld  past; and hence it is tha t 
from  its sim ultaneous revelation and eclipse, Am erican civiliza
tion would otherwise offer a m ore limited field for investigation 
than Am erican savagism, yet by the introduction of this new 
elem ent the field is widely extended.

N or have we even yet reached the lirrlits of our resources 
for the investigation of this New W orld  civilization. In  these 
relics of architecture and literature, of m ythology and tradition, 
there are clear indications of an older and higher type of 
culture than th a t b rought im m ediately to the knowledge of the 
invaders; of a type tha t had tem porarily  deteriorated, perhaps 
through the influence of long-continued and bloody conflicts, 
civil and foreign, by which the m ore warlike ra th e r than the 
m ore highly cultured nations had been brought, into prom inence 
and power. But this an terio r and superior civilization, resting  
largely as it does on vague tradition, and preserved to our 
knowledge in general allusions ra ther than in detail, may, like 
the native condition since the conquest, be utilized to  the best 
advantage here as illustrative of the la ter and better-know n, 

• if som ewhat inferior civilization of the sixteenth century, de
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scri;bed by the conqueror, the m issionary, and the Spanish his
to r ia n /

In addition to the “passing glances” through “momen
tary clearings” in the mythological clouds “at historical 
epochs much more remote” than those “several centuries 
preceding the Spanish conquest,” there is also the evidence 
afforded by the different ages in which the cities of Amer
ica now in ruins were built; the difference being so marked 
in some instances as to suggest not only different ages for 
their construction, but their construction by different races. 
“That a long time must have passed between the erection of 
Copan and U tatlan/ the civilization of the builders mean
time undergoing great modification, involving probably the 
introduction of new elements from foreign sources, is a 
theory supported byv a careful study of the two classes of' 
ruins.s * . * v ~ Then we have the strong differences 
noticeable,between UxrnaP and Palenque, which lead us to 
conclude that these cities must have been built either at 
widely different epochs, or by branches of the Maya race 
which have long been separated, or by branches, which, un
der the influence of foreign tribes, lived under greatly mod
ified institutions.”*

• Speaking of the ruins at Quiche, Mr. Stephens says:

T he point to which we directed our attention was to discover 
some resem blance to the ruins of Copan and Q uirigua; but we did 
not find statues, or carved figures, or hieroglyphics, nor could we 
learn tha t any .had ever been found there. If  there had. been 
such evidences we should have considered these ruins the works 
of the same race of people, but in the absence of such evidences

^Native Races, Vol. II ., pp. 83, 84.
f One of the old Am erican cities located in Central Guatemala.
^Native Races, Vol. IV., p. 128.
&One of the old cities of northern  Yucatan.
♦Native Races, Vol IV., p. 361.



we believed that Copan and Q uirigua w ere cities of ano ther race 
and of a much older date./

On this point of distinct eras in American civilization, 
Baldwin says:

I t  is a point of no little  in terest th a t these old constructions 
belong to different periods in the past, and represen t som ew hat 
different phases of civilization. Uxm al, which is supposed to 
have been partly  inhabited when the Spaniards arrived in the 
country, is plainly much m ore m odern th an  Copan o r Palenque. 
T his is easily traced in the ruins. I ts  edifices were finished in a 
different style, and show fewer inscriptions. Round pillars, 
som ew hat in the D oric style, are found at Uxm al, bu t none like 
the square, richly carved pillars, bearing  inscriptions, discovered 
in some of the o ther rums. Copan and Palenque, and even 
Kabah, in Yucatan, m ay have been very old cities, if no t already 
old ruins, when U xm al was built. A ccepting the reports of 
explorers as correct, there is evidence in the ruins tha t Quirigua 
is older than  Copan, and that Copan is older than  Palenque. T he 
old m onum ents in Y ucatan rep resen t'sev era l distinct epochs li
the ancient h istory  of th a t peninsula. Some of them  are kindred 
to those hidden in 'th e  great forest, and rem inded us m ore of 
Palenque than of Uxm al. A m ong those described, the m ost 
m odern, or m ost of these, are in Y ucatan; they belong to the 
time when the kingdom  of the M ayas flourished. M any of the 
o thers-belong  to ages previous to the rise of this kingdom ; and 
in ages still earlier, ages older than the g rea t forest, there were 
other cities, doubtless, whose rem ains have perished utterly, 
or were long ago rem oved from  us in the la ter constructions.

The evidence of repeated reconstructions in some of the 
cities before they were deserted has been pointed out by ex
plorers. I have quoted w hat C harnay says of it in his description 
of Mitla. At Palenque, as at Mitla, the oldest w ork is the m ost a r
tistic and adm irable. O ver this feature of the m onum ents, and the 
m anifest signs of their difference in age, the atten tion  of investi
gators lingered in speculation. T hey  find in them  a significance



which is stated  as follows by B rasseur de B ourbourg: “Am ong 
the edifices forgotten  by time in the forests of Mexico and Cen
tra l America, we find architectural characteristis so different 
from  each other, th a t it is im possible to attribu te them  all to  the 
same people as to  believe they w ere all built a t the same epoch.” 
In  his view, “the substruction at M ayapan, some of those at 
Tulha, and a great part of those at Palenque, are am ong the 
older remains. These are not the oldest cities whose rem ains 
are still visible, but they m ay have been built, in part, upon the 
foundation of cities- much m ore ancient. No well considered 
theory  of these ruins can avoid the conclusion tha t m ost of them 
are very ancient, and that, to find the origin of the civilization 
they represent, we m ust go far back into the ‘deeps of an
t iq u ity /”*

Further on, in speaking of the Aztecs and their civiliza
tion, Mr. Baldwin says:

T hey were less advanced in many things than their p re
decessors. T heir skill in architecture and architectural o rna
m entation did not enable them  to build such cities as M itla and 
Palenque, and their “picture w riting” was a much ruder form 
of the graphic a rt' than the phonetic system  of. the M ayas and 
Quiches. I t  does not appear that they ever w ent so far in lit
erary  im provem ents as to adopt this sim pler and m ore complete 
system  for any purpose whatever. If  the country had never, in the 
previous ages, felt the influence of a higher culture than tha t of 
the Aztecs, it would not have now, and never could have had, 
ruined cities like Mitla, Copan and Palenque. N ot only was the 
system  of w riting shown by the countless inscriptions quite be
yond the attainm ents of Aztec art, but also the abundant scu lp-' 
tu res and the whole system of decoration found in the old ru in s/

“Two distinct classes of ruins appear to have been ob
served in Central America,” says Nadaillac.w And then 
later, “All the Central American tribes do not seem to have 
lived in an equally degraded condition before the period' of

^Ancient America, pp. 155, 156.
^Ancient America, p. 221.
wP re-H isto ric  America, p. 156.-



the Mayas. Ruins of considerable extent are met with in 
Gautemala. These consist of undressed stones similar to 
thoge used in the cyclopean buildings of Greece and Syria; 
but no tradition refers to their origin. They are, however, 
attributed with some reason to a race driven back by con
quest, and superior in culture to the people overcome by the. 
Maya invasion of Central America.”’1

Nor is it alone in the differences that exist between 
some of these ancient ruins, proclaiming for them at least 
erection in different ages, and perhaps by different races, 
that the idea of successive civilizations in Ancient America 
is. established. In the matter of language no less than in 
ruins is this fact proclaimed. “Traces.are also supposed to 
have been met with of a more ancient language than the 
Maya, Nahuac or their derivatives,” remarks Nadaillac, in 
a footnote to page 264 of his “Pre-Historic America,” and 
cites Humboldt’s “Views of the Cordilleras” in support of 
his statement. This, however, is a subject which is too 
extensive to be considered here.

Closely connected’ with the subject of successive civiliza
tions is also that of ancient migrations, but that is a matter 
I shall treat in another, chapter, and more especially for an
other reason, than maintaining successive civilizations, as I 
esteem what is here set down as sufficient proof for the ex
istence of successive civilizations in ancient America.

h i .

Peruvian Antiquities.

It will be observed that thus far, in dealing with Amer-. 
ican antiquities, I have said nothing concerning Peru and



the monuments of its civilization. Still, as Book of Mor
mon peoples inhabited South America as well as North 
America, some attention should be paid to the monuments of 
Peruvian civilization. For the general description of South 
American antiquities I find what Professor Baldwin says to 
be most acceptable:

T he ruins of Ancient P eru  are found chiefly on the elevated 
tablelands of the Andes, between Quito and Lake T iticaca; but 
they can be traced five hundred miles farther south, to  Chili, and 
throughout the  region connecting these high plateaus with the 
Pacific coast. The great d istrict to which they belong extends 
north  and south about two thousand miles. W hen the m araud
ing Spaniards arrived in the country, this whole region .was 
the seat of a populous and prosperous empire, com plete in its 
civil organization, supported by an efficient system  of industry, 
arid presen ting  a very notable developm ent of some of the-m ore 
im portan t arts of civilized life. These ruins differ from  those 
in Mexico and Central America. No inscriptions are found in 
P eru ; there is no longer a “m arvelous abundance ol decorations;” 
nothing is seen like the m onoliths of .Copan or the bas-reliefs 
of Palenque. The m ethod of building is different; the Peru- 
vain ruins show us rem ains of cities, tem ples, palaces, o ther 
edifices of various kinds, fortresses, aqueducts (one of them  
four hundred and fifty miles long), g reat roads (extending 
through the whole length of- the em pire), and terraces on .the 
sides of m ountains. F o r all these constructions the builders 
used cut stone laid in m ortar or cement, and their w ork was 
done adm irably, but it is everywhere seen tha t the- m asonry, 
although som etim es ornam ented, was generally plain in style and 
always massive. The antiquities in this region have not been as 
much explored and described as those north  of the isthm us,-but 
the ir general character is known, and particular descriptions 
of some 'of them  have been published.0

The chief thing to be noted with, reference to South



American monuments of ancient civilization is the fact that 
they are located along the line of Nephite movement from 
thirty degrees south latitude northward along the western 
plateau of South America, though it must be confessed that 
during their movements northward the Nephites" were not 
sufficiently numerous nor did they stay sufficiently long in 
the southern part of the region now covered with ancient 
ruins to erect*such permanent monuments of civilizations as 
are now to be found there in ruins. In their occupancy of the 
northern section of the region described by Baldwin it is 
different. There, in the land of Nephi and the land of Anti- 
Lehi-Nephi—supposed to embrace say the northern part of 
Peru and Ecuador,—we have reason to believe they stayed 
a sufficient length of-time and were also sufficiently numer
ous to leave enduring monuments of their sojourn in that
country. For the existence of the more southern monu-

• • /
ments we must suppose one of two things, or perhaps both 
of them united, viz.:

F irs t: Lamanites who remained in the far. south paid 
more* attention to civilized pursuits than has Usually been 
accredited to them, and the remarks of the Book of Mormon 
concerning the Lamanites being an idle people, living upon 
the fruits of the chase, and their marauding excursions into 
Nephite lands are to be more especially applied to those 
Lamanites more immediately in contact with the Nephites, 
while further southward they were pursuing the arts of 
peace. Or, second: that after the fall of the Nephites at 
Cumorah- there were strong colonies of Lamanites that 
pushed their way through Central America down into Peru, 
subdued the inhabitants who had remained there and es
tablished themselves as the' ruling class, constituting, in 
fact, the invasion of the Incas, under whom arose the mon
uments of civilization found in the land by the Spaniards



when they invaded it. The difference between the monu
ments found in Bern and those found in Mexico and Cen- 
trail America arises, in my judgment, from, the fact that 
there was not present in South America the monuments of 
the great Jaredite civilization, to crop up through and be
come intermingled with the Nephite and Lamanite monu
ments of civilization.

IV .

The Mound Builders.

As I have noted South American antiquities, so. also I 
think it necessary to note the more northern antiquities of 
North America—the works of the Mound Builders of the 
valleys of the Mississippi and its tributaries. It is matter of 
common knowledge that throughout the region of country 
just named there exists in great number artificial hillocks of 
earth, “nearly always constructed,” says Nadaillac, “with a 
good deal of precision.” “They are of various forms, round, 
oval, square, very rarely polygonal or triangular. Their 
height varies from a few inches to more than ninety feet, 
and their diameter varies from three.to about a thousand 
feet.”  ̂ Evidently the mounds were erected for a variety of 
purposes, and the author last quoted, following Mr. Squier* 
and Mr. Short/ makes the following classification: 1, de
fensive works.; 2, sacred enclosures; 3, temples; 4, altar- 
mounds ; 5, sepulchral mounds, and 6, mounds representing 
animals. Short ( “North Americans/’ p. 81) gives a slight
ly different classifications, as follows: I., Enclosures: for

/’P re-H isto ric  America, p. 81.
^Ancient M 'onuments of the M ississippi Valley! 
'F o o tp rin ts  of V anished Races.



defense; for religious purposes; miscellaneous. II., Mounds 
of sacrifice; for temple sites; of sepulchre; of observation.”5

On the subject of the mounds being erected for purposes 
of fortification, Nadaillac says:

T he whole of the space separating  the A lleghanies from  the 
Rocky M ountains affords a succession of entrenched camps, 
fortifications generally made of earth. T here  were used ram parts, 
stockade, and trenches near m any eminences, and nearly  every 
junction of two large rivers. T hese w orks bear w itness to the 
intelligence of the race, which has so long been looked upon as 
com pletely barbarous and wild, and an actual system  of de
fences in connection with each o ther can in som e cases be made, 
out with observatories on adjacent heights, and concentric ridges 
of ea rth  for the protection  of the entrances. W ar was evidently 
an im portant subject of thought w ith the M ound Builders. All 
the defensive rem ains occur in the neighborhood of w ater 
courses, .and the best, proof of the skill shown in the choice 
of sites is shown by the num ber of flourishing cities, such as 
Cincinnati, St. Louis, Newwark, P ortsm outh , F ran k fo rt* * New 
Madrid, and m any others, which have risen in the same sit
uations in m odern times.*

' * Concerning the matter of the Mound Builders in gen
eral we are again in the presence of a subject concerning 
which there is very great diversity of opinions on the part 
of. authorities. Learned opinion is divided as to whether 
the mounds represent an indigenous or exotic civilization; 
whether they were built by the ancestors of the near or re
mote Indian tribes of North America, or by a race now ex
tinct, or by some mysterious process or otlier, “vanished.” 
Also they differ as to the antiquity of the mounds, some as
cribing to them quite a recent origin, and others ascribing to

•sPre-Historic America, pp. 87, 88.
*Pre-H istoric America, p. 88.



them an antiquity of thousands of years. It must be ob
vious that I cannot enter into a consideration of all these 
questions, and hence content myself with a few quotations 
from those whose information and judgment I most esteem”

Upon the subject of Mound Builders, as upon so many 
subjects in American antiquities, I find what Mr. Baldwin 
has said—except wherein his remarks' are against migra
tions from other continents for very ancient American peo
ples—most acceptable.^

T hat appears to me the m ost reasonable suggestion which 
assum es th a t th e  M ound Builders came originally from  Mexico 
and Central America. I t  explains m any facts connected with 
their rem ains. In  the  Great Valley their m ost populous set
tlem ents were at the south. Coming from  Mexico arid Central 
America, they would -begin their settlem ents on the gulf coast, * I

» “Those desiring -to enter upon a fu rther inquiry of this 
subject will find it som ewhat elaborately trea ted  in A llen’s Pre- 
H istoric W orld  or Vanished Races, chapter 10; also Nadaillac’s 
P re-H isto ric  America, chapter 3; H isto ry  of Am erica Before 
Columbus,-P. De Roo, chapter 3; and in A ncient M onum ents of 
the M ississippi Valley, by E. George Squier.

^'Throughout this w riting I have often felt the need of some 
sort of compendious work to guide me in my researches, and 
in all the collection of my w orks upon the subject I have found 
Mr. Baldwin’s A ncient America the m ost useful; and should 
the readers of these chapters desire a special w ork upon the sub
ject of Am erican antiquities, I do no t th ink they could fintfr a 
single book on the subject which would be m ore satisfactory 
than  the little w ork (293 pages) here referred to ; and since
I have quoted so extensively from  it, I cite the following to 
show in w hat esteem  Mr. Baldwin is held by one who is the 
au thor of the m ost elaborate work on the subject of Am erican 
antiquities. “Mr. Baldwin’s m ost excellent little j book on 
A ncient Am erica is the only com prehensive w ork trea ting  of this 
subject now before the -public. As a popular treatise, com
pressing within a small duodecimo volume the whole^ subject 
of archaelogy, including, besides m aterial relics, tradition, and 
speculation concerning origin and h isto ry  as well, this book 
cannot be too highly praised.” B ancroft’s Native Races,” Vol. 
IV., 2.



and afterw ards advance gradually  up the river to  the Ohio valley. 
I t  seems evident th a t they came by this rou te; and their re
mains show that their only connection with the coast was a t the 
south. T heir settlem ents did no t reach the coast at any o ther 
point.

T heir constructions were sim ilar in -design and arrange
m ent to  those  found in Mexico and C entral Am erica. Like the 
M exicans and C entral Am ericans, they  had m any of the sm aller 
structures known as teocallis,. and also large high m ounds, with 
level sum m its, reached by g reat flights of steps. Pyram idal 
platform s o r foundations for im portant edifices appear in bo th  
regions, and are very  much alike. In  C entral Am erica im portan t 
edifices were built of hewn stone, and can still be exam ined 
in their ruins. T he M ound Builders, like som e of the ancient 
people of M exico and Yucatan, used wood, sun-dried brick, or 
some o ther m aterial that could not resist decay. T here is evi
dence tha t they used tim ber for building purposes. In  one of 
th e  m ounds opened in the Ohio valley tw o cham bers w ere found 
with rem ains of the tim ber of which the walls were made, and 
with arched ceilings precisely like those in C entral America, 
even to  the overlapping stones. Cham bers have been found in 
some of the C entral Am erican and Mexican m ounds, but there 
hewn stones were used for the walls. In  both regions the 
elevated and terraced foundations remain, and can be com 
pared. I have1 already called atten tion  to the close resem blance 
between them , but the fact is so. im portant in any endeavor to 
explain the M ound Builders that I m ust bring  it to view here.

Consider, then, th a t elevated and terraced  foundations for 
im portant buildings are peculiar to  the ancient M exicans and 
C entral A m ericans; th a t 'this m ethod of construction, which,* 
with them, was the rule, is found now here else, save th a t terraced 
elevations, carefully constructed, and precisely like theirs in form 
and appearance, occupy a chief p laceam o n g  the rem aining w orks 
of the M ound Builders. T he use m ade of .these foundations 
a t Palenque, U xm al and Chihen-Itza, shows the purpose* of 
which they were constructed in the M ississippi valley. The 
resem blance is no t due to chance. T he explanation appears 
to me very m anifest. This m ethod of construction was brought 
to the  M ississippi valley from  Mexico and Central America, the



ancient inhabitants of th a t region arid the M ound Builders 
being the same people in race, and also in- civilization, when 
it was b rought here.

A very large proportion of the old structures in Ohio and 
fa rther south called “m ounds,” namely, those which are low in 
proportion to their horizontal extent, a.re terraced foundations 
for buildings, and -if they were situated in Yucatan, Guatemala, 
and Mexico, they would never be m istaken for anything else. 
The high m ounds also in the two regions are rem arkably  alike. 
In  both  cases they are pyram idal in shape, and have level sum 
m its of considerable extent, which were reached by means of 
stairw ays on the outside. The great m ound at C hichen-Itza is 
75 feet high, and has on its sum m it a ruined stone edifice; tha t at 
U xm al is 60 feet high, and has a sim ilar ruin on its sum m it; 
th a t a t M ayapan is 60 feet high; the edifice placed on its sum 
m it has disappeared. The great m ound at M iamisburg, Ohio, is 
68 feet high; an d .th a t at Grajve Creek, W est Virginia, is 75 feet 
high. Both had level summits, and stairw ays on the outside, 
but no trace of any structure rem ains on them. All these mounds 
were constructed for religious uses, and they are, in their way, as 
much alike as any five Gothic churches.

Could these w orks of the Mound Builders be restored to the 
condition in which they were when the country was filled with 
their busy com m unities, we should doubtless, see great edifices, 
sim ilar in style to those in Yucatan, standing on the upper 
terraces of all the low and .extended “m ounds,” and sm aller 
structures on the high mounds, such as those above named. 
T here would seem to be an extension of ancient Mexico and 
Central A m erica through Texas into the M ississippi and. Ohio 
valleys; and so, if there were no massive stone work in the old 
ruins of those countries, it m ight seem that the M ound Builders’ 
works were anciently extended into them  by way of Texas.

T he fact th a t the settlem ents and works of the Mound 
Builders extended through Texas and across the Rio Grande in
dicates very plainly their connection with the people of Mexico, 
and goes far to  explain their origin. W e have o ther evidence 
of intercourse between the tw o peoples; for the obsidian dug 
from  the mounds, and perhaps the porphyry also, can be ex
plained only by supposing com m ercial relations between them.



W e can not suppose the M ound Builders to have come 
from  any o ther part of N orth America, for nowhere else north  of 
the Isthm us was there any ' o ther people capable of producing 
such w orks as they  left in the places w here they  dwelt. Beyond 
the relics of the M ound Builders, no traces of the form er ex
istence of such a people have been discovered in any part of 
N orth  A m erica save Mexico, and Central Am erica, and districts 
im m ediately connected with them . A t the sam e time it is not 
unreasonable to suppose the civilized people of these regions 
extended their settlem ents th rough Texas, and also m igrated 
across the gulf into the M ississippi yalley. In  fact, th'e connection 
of settlem ents by way of Texas appears to have been unbroken 
from  Ohio to  Mexico.

T his colonizing extension of the old M exican race m ust 
have taken place a t a rem ote period in the past; for w hat has 
been said of the antiquity  of the M ound Builders shows th a t a 
very long period, far m ore than two thousand years, it m ay be, 
m ust have elapsed since they left the valley of the Ohio. P e r
haps they found the country  m ostly  unoccupied, and saw there 
but little of any o ther people until an eruption of warlike bar
barians came upon them  from  the northw est. * * *

T he supposition tha t the T oltecs and the M ound Builders 
were the same people seem s to me n o t im probable. T he reasons 
for it will be stated  when we come to  a discussion of the an ti
quities, books, and traditions of C entral America. I will only 
say here that, according to  dates given in the  C entral Am erican 
books, the Toltecs came from  “H uehue-T lapalan,” a d istant 
country  in the northeast, long previous to  the Christian era. 
T hey  played a g rea t part and had a long career in Mexico 
previous to  the rise of their successors in power, the Aztecs, who 
were overthrow n by the Spaniards.™

✓
Bancroft, in a general way, coincides with the views of

^A ncient America, pp. 20-24. Rev, J. G. Fish speaking of 
some of these N orth  Am erican m ounds declares th a t “the sum m it 
level, of some of them contains m ore than twelve acres. A t their 
base they appear like walls stretch ing  up to heaven and it re
quires bu t a stretch of the im agination to fancy them  m ouldering 
bastions and ram parts of some ancient fo rtress." “Bible in the 
Balance,” p. 237.



Mr. Baldwin. Discussing several theories respecting the 
Mound Builders, he speaks of this a s / ‘the most reasonable 
[hypothesis] and best supported by monumental arid tradi
tional evidence. The temple-mounds strongly resemble, in 
their principal features, the southern pyramids: at least 
they imply a likeness of religious ideas in the builders. The 
use of obsidian, implements shows a connection, either 
through origin, war, or commerce, with the Mexican na
tions, or at least with nations who came in contact with the 
Nahuas. There are, moreover, several Nahua traditions re
specting the arrival on their coasts from the northeast, of 
civilized strangers.”* Hie further says: “I am inclined to 
believe that the most plausible conjecture respecting the or
igin of the Mound Builders is that which makes them a col
ony of the ancient Mayas who settled in the north during 
the continuance of the great Maya empire of Xibalba, in 
Central America, several centuries before Christ.”? 1

It will be observed that these views harmonize almost 
to completeness with the requirements of the Book of Mor
mon for such evidences. Whether the Jaredites built some 
of these mounds or not does not so much, matter, though I 
am inclined to think they did. If  some of the earlier mon
uments of Central America, such as Copan, Qurigua and 
Palanque, represent Jaredite ruins, as I am inclined to be
lieve, then it is most likely that the truncated mounds in the 
north—which so much resemble the stone-faced pyramids of 
the south—were also built by them. Undoubtedly, during 
the two centuries following the advent of Messiah the Ne
phites also extended their occupancy of the continent into 
the valleys of the Mississippi and its tributaries, and then 
during the next two hundred years of troubled warfare,

^N ative Races, Vol. IV., pp. 788, 789. 
^Native Races, Vol. V., p. 539.



erected the numerous fortifications throughout that land 
which now are so distinctly recognized and spoken of by the 
authorities which I have here quoted. In any event it is to 
be seen that the Book of Mormon requires that the civiliza
tion of the Mississippi'valley should find its origin in Central 
America, and the fact that such distinguished authorities 
recognize Central America as its source, is a strong pre
sumptive evidence for- the truth of the Book of Mormon.

Summary.

I have now presented to the reader all the matter on that • 
part of American antiquities pertaining to the extent and lo
cation of the ruined cities and other monuments of ancient 
American civilization that my space will allow, and I only 
pause before closing this chapter to summarize the ground 
covered. Beyond question we have established the following 
facts:

(1) There existed in ancient times civilized races in
both of the American continents.

(2) The monuments of these civilizations are located
along the western plateau of South America, through Cen
tral America, and in the Mississippi valley—lands occupied 
by the Jaredites and Nephites respectively; that is to say, 
the monuments of these ancient civilizations are found 
where the Book of. Mormon requires them to be located.

(3) Successive civilizations have existed in America
in ancient times; and the older civilization was the most ad
vanced.

' (4) The chief center of this ancient American civ
ilization, and its oldest and most enduring monuments are 
in Central America, where the Book of Mormon locates its 
oldest race of people, and where civilization longest pre



vailed and builded its most enduring monuments; and is the 
centre from which civilization, beyond question, extended 
into the north continent. ’

In making these claims I am not unmindful of 
the fact that there are authorities who hold somewhat differ
ent views from those whose works I have so extensively 
quoted; but I do not believe that the conclusions here sum
marized can be disturbed either by facts or theories of other 
authorities. And however divergent the views of authori
ties may be, this much can be absolutely claimed, that there 
is nothing in their works which, on the matters so far con
sidered, directly conflicts- with the claims of the Book of 
Mormon; while so much as is here stated is certainly very 
strong evidence in its favor.




