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6.0 There follows a summary of a panel discussion, "The Preseat Status of
Book of llormon Arcnaeology,'" presented by the U.A.S., April 25, 1952, at
Salt Lake City, Utah.

6.1 Introduction (Ross T. Christensen): Archaeology may be defined as that
science which is concerned with the discovery and illustration of the past
progress of menkind, by a study of the material remains of human workman-
shin, The term "biblickl archaeology" deals with archaeological discovery
as it throws light upon the Hebrew-Christian scriptures. This is a legit-
imate, recognized field of scientific inquiry. The name "Book of [ormon
arcnaeology" may raise some doubts. ‘e feel justified in using it, how-
ever, because a certain area of archaeological research has begun to have
a direct bearing on the Book of ormon, and special research is being done
in that field,

A case of the application of archaeological materials to the illum-
ination of a puzzling portion of history is found in the Aegean region,
the islands and surrounding laads of the fezean Sea. Zihtry-five years
ago most informed people were juite certain that "Tomer's Illad and Ody-
ssey were valueless as history, despite their great literary worth. Yet
vhen archaeodcgy began to uncover great ruined cities dating froa long
before the time of the Classic Greek civilization (becinning with Schlie-
mann's di-ging at Troy in 1870) and located where ilomer indicated they
should be, the Iliad anu Qdyssey took on new stature as historical docu-
nents. Today no one can cdoubt that they deal with actual historical eon
ditions. Archreclogy can do the same for the 3Book of Mormon.

Archaeology assists the student of the Zible by helping to establish
the correct text, by increasing our understanding of the languages of the
Bible, by throwing light orn the political and cultural background out of
which the Bible cane, by establishing the ancient geography of the Holy
Land, and by coafirming the historical authenticity and reliabilitg:bf
the scripture. Such values can be included under two headings: authent-
ication and elucidation (or explanation).

As for the matter of autheaticatlon, we have the possibility of a
clear-cut scientific test of a primary claim of 2 major modern religious
system, mormonism. If the actual material remains of 3ook of Mermon civ-
ilizations are diccovered, as they should ana can be by archaeoclogists who
search for them, then honest people will have independent scientific evi-
dence of the truth of this scripture and of Tormonism to help their minds
overcome past preiudice.

As important as is its velue for authentication, however, archaeology
has at least equal value for our understanding of what the scripture is
saying. An example of the need for such explanation is found in Helaman
7:10, where reference is made to a "tower" on which !'ephi offered prayer
in his "garden" in Zarahemla. Unfortunately we do not know the nature of
such a liephite "tower" nor its function in detail. If this and other
features could be illustrated accurately, what a marvellous aid it would
be for understanding and teaching the Book of Mormon. llow it may be that
mny of the mounds or temple pyramids of esocamerica were used and thought
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oglbjtthef§3 uil 18*5 é2 pr:,ef vowers “f =0, then archaeology may be
i N B D08 or olrey \
e hiator, o l:LS T oower, s.al.ar Prbchﬁs in tne Book of .ormon.
The hlotord of L eftort to utilige archaeologv in connection with

the ook of ..oraoa has not oeen outstaauiag. Josenn Saith iwseli read
- N -
the e pld‘gdleAx dL,CuJ.QtD oi John Llo ;G Gte ohens  gad was sreatly lmpress—
ed wits the rulns of Central snerica described by him. Little real inves—
tigation was done, hovever, unhbil th: 3ri- an Young Acadeay expedition to
Fanana and Cclowbile in 1,00-19.2. Uﬁinftudatbly the archaeological results
of this trin were no' impressive. Some amateur interest continued to be
expressed in the [ield, bub no further real progress was made uatil thne
establisiment of the Departmen® of Archaeolc-y at 3YU in 1946, followed by
A Y n , f Y

formation of the University Archaeclo:icel Soclety two vears later

Mus, organized professional work ia this field dates back but a few
years. Today most prcfessicnal archzeologists reject the 3ook of forion
C].E.L.TIS, y(jta éleLlally Lhey knDW lltt1e a)ul‘lu tne'n. A‘lat thls Vle“’ may Chan
is indicated by taie fact that a merber of the U.4A.S., Thomas Stuart Fergu~
son, iz scheduled ( ay 3) to deliver to the 17ta nﬁnual “leetins of the foc-
iety for American Archaeolory the first adequate presentation of Book of
‘ Taim= " T o .
L@rmon'CLalmu ("Joseph onith, brmon Fropnet, and Aaerican Archaeology")
ever civen bufore a oody of professional archaeologists.

Questicns of Geography and Chronologr (Dr. . “fells Jakemen): Latter—day
Salnts, particuiariy missionaries, have in the nast seigzed on almost any
nexspoper report ol arciaenicaicai discovery in the estern Jemisoiere as
"oroving the Rook ¢f ormon. IMis hos been dene without considefing

that meny areas and peoples of tae uew . orld apparently had no direct conn-
ection with Rook of .ormon events, seins outside the area and time of the
civilizations described in that rccord.

The preat challenge of the Buok of ornmwa to archaeology lies in the
fact that Book of ormon peonles awst hove left behird extensive meterial
resaine, botii celbural <nd ckeietal, et specifiad sites whirn date to def-
inite periods. (iven a sn=ll household group living in one snot for only
a generation or two will leave behind abundant reusins such as broken pots,
implements, #nd house ioundatlons ' nich will still be found nany centuries
iater. ..e should exvect the archaeologist then to find lsrge quantities of
such materinl t.at n.:d been leit oy the populous ook of Mormon rations who
lived in the same area over tiousands of years.)

lowever, the main problea to solve before comparing archeeological re-
mains vith the 3ook of wormen record 1s geography. qortunat2ly there are
ever 4C0 statements in the cecord on tnis subject, nore than enough to re-
construct a reliable geography. 4s examples of the uniformly consistent
geozrapnical iaforamation in the record, we m2y mention several features.
There are forty-eight references to a 1and northward and/or land soutaward
without 2 single mention of & land eastward or & land westward. BEqually
without centradiction are the forty—four statements indicating that Zara-
hemla vas "down' from rephi and .‘ephi "up" from Zarshenla. Also the river
Sidon 1s consistently indicated to have flowed nortuward through tiae gen-
eral land of rYarahemla, that is, from the nighlands through the lowlands
of Zarahemla and Bountiful tc the ssa. “rom data of such consistency con-
struction of a reliable internal eeography is entirely possible.

Vhen we attempt to identify this geography with some actual part of
the American continent which will fit the feabures specified in the scrip-
tural record, we find several theories in favor emong stulents of the sub-
ject. One may be called the "lfanama theory." This would identify the
narrow neck of land with the Isthmus of Panema. Central America (and I'orth
America too, according to many) would then be the land northwerd, and north-
western {or all) South America the land southward. Althougn the Prcphet
Josepn himself seems not to have taken thie view, it has heen in great vogue
csince Neynclds! dav.




6.3

The other leading view may be termsd the "Tehuantepec theory" since
it identifies the Isthmus of Teruantepec in southern lexico with the nar-
row neck of land. Supporters of this view usuzlly see Central Amzerica
(Tabasco, Chizpas, Gustemala, Yoncuras, etc.) as tne land southward. The
land northward would then be a mortion ¢f exico north of the isthaus (or
all orth Anerica, as some believe).

Actually ooth views lavolve difficultles. The Panama theory fails to
fit the land—-sea pattern of the 3ook of . ormon {where is the sea east and
sea south in view of indications in the scripture that the land southward
was only a few hundred miles across?) as well as failing on other counts.
Tehuantenec, on the other nand, is rather wide for the narrow neck, but the
topography and sea arrangement fit very well (still, the Peninsula of Yuca-
tan is difficult to fit into the Dook of Mormon _icture.)

Archaeology provides the final test for either thecry, for the cities
mentioned in the record must actually appear at the correct spots under the
shovel of tiae archseologist. As of now the Tehuantepec view has a2 definite
edge. Of several thousand charted sites 1a iexico and Central America, near-
ly eighty are now known to date back intc 3ook of .iormon times. And the re-
mains disclosed at these sites are in some ways in striking agreement with
wnat we should expect from the civilizations of the Book of .ormon. Colombia,
in northwestern South America (Bountiful and Zerahemla in the Paname theory)
392 not well known archaeclogicaily, but sco far as is known does not reveal
anything et all dating back into Boox of wormon times. I[leither does Panama
(the beginning of the land northward ia this theory, hsve any sites of the
proper time or cultural level required Ly the Book of liormon.

Some Specific Confirnations (John L. Soreason): In order to compare complete
cultures with esch other (as that of the 3ook of iormon with those of anc-
ient ‘merica), we must add to srchacclogy the evidence from lingulstics,
physical aathropolczy, ethnograpny {cbservation of modera tribes), and every
other area of research involving culture. If we speak of archaeology here
it is in this extended sense.

It has been pointed out that Book of “ormon archneclogy divides into
two parts, authentication and elucidation. 1In dealin_ with concrete contri-
buticns of archaeology to the Book of lermen we must add a gecgraphical div-
ision to these first two. Cne study deals with migrations of peoples from
the 0ld to the I'ew ..orld, seeking to authenticate and explain such migrations
as those of whith the Book of ilbrmon speaks. A second subject for research
deals with archaeology within the Anericas and the light it throws on Book
of lormon civilizations as they existed in this heaisphere.

Yferewith are offered some evidences of authentication in the form of
similarities in cultural traits. Some of them are general, such as might
have occurred by independent inventicn of the same trait more than once.
Other similarities, however, are so arbitrary or complex as to make it ex-~
tremely unlikely that the trait was invented more than one time. If such a
trait occurs in one hemisphere, we assume it must have been takan from one
to the other side of the world, probably by aigrating people.

Traits that ccrrespond in the ancient [lear Bast (before Lehi's day) and
in lMesoamerica (probably the central Book of Mormon area) include: developed
cereal agriculture including irrigation and fertilizatlion and possession of
cotton and the gourd: religious structures on raised platforms or pyramids,
often similar in construction and function; 2 highly organized, graded prie-
sthood which was freguently the controlling force in a theocratic government;
religious beliefs such as human sacrifice (similar in meny details), bloecd
atonement idea, sin as a cause of sickness, confession as a healing power,
fasting, circumcision, baptism, and emphasis on ritual; traditions of a rreat
flood and great tower; symbolisms including the Tree of Life, the serpent as
a sign of wisdom, and the cat (or lion, etc.) as a frequent artistic and rel-




igious motif; historical and genealogic#sl reccrds, often on paper; prec—

lous stones as a common for.i of wealth; the wabrells as a symbol of div-

inity or rank; manufacture and use oi purple dye from shellfish and scar-
let dye from the cochineal (or similar) insect; turbans in great variety;
advanced chronological and mathematlical reckoning.

Some correspondences showing a basic similarity of early ("Formative')
culture of ..esoamerica to that described in the 3ook of lormon were dis-
cussed by the speaker in a paper delivered at the Fifth Annual Symposium
of the UAS last year. For suthentication of the similarity of these two
cultures from:hative historical records consult Hunter and Ferguson, Anc—
ient America and the Book of lormon.

But few cxamples can so far be given of how archazeology has eluci-
dated the Book of Mormon. The '"tower" of ‘'ephi, mentioned before, may
have been one of the mounds or pyranids found archaeologically in ifeso~
america. Climatic change shown by geological and archreological data now
appears.tolhdvarcansed a dry oeriod in l‘exico about the same time that the
lephites colonized the land northward, which had been deforested. The
"wilderness" of tropical forest around the ruins of Central America fits
ideally the Book of _iormon wilderness full of wild beasts, impeding travel
and causing parties tc get lost centinually. The divisioa of Guatemals
and adjoining regions into two distinct archaeological zones corresponding
to the highlands and the lowlands may indicate some basic physical and
economic rezsons for the enmity of the highland Lemanites toward the low-—
land iepaitcs.

A1) the above fields of research have been barely touched by studies
thus far. Any one subject or trait mentioned above offers a challenge to
LDS investigators. Today the professional world of archaeclogy rejects
almost unanimously (or rather pays no attention to) ths Book of Mormon
claime, but if we accumulate further eviuence, the experts will be forced
to give serious attention to the question. Iieanwhlile our own knowledge
and appreciation of the scripture will coantinue to grow by such study.

t.L Conclucding Remarks (Dr. Jakeman): Tne needs of Book of Lormon archaeolomy
‘are three—~fold: (1) definite location of sites corresponding, at least in
a general way, to Book of Liormon cities where excavation can be undertaken;
(2) trained personnel; (3) funds. The first is feirly well settled since
Central America certainly was inhabited by Book of .iormon peoples by either
theory of Book of HMormon ;eograpnhy. The 3YU Department of Archaeology has
an understanding with the Ilexican government which will meke possible the
continuation of its work at an important site in southern Mexico besun in
1948. The second need is being met by the training of students in arch-
aeology at 73YU and by offers of help from outside archaeologists, a few of
whom are becoming sufficiently interested in the challenge of the Book of
iormonn to archaeclogy to offer their services. The third need, funds, is
still the great obstacle to further progress.

6.5 A news note of interest to society members appeared in the Smithsonian
Annual Report for 1950. George A. Llanc, a botanist, reports that one spe-
cies of lichen, which grows on rocks in Bible lands, is often blown loose
and piled by the wind in small hummocks where some desert tribes gather
and eat it. As he supgests, this may well be the manna of the Israelites.
eaten by them during their forty years' wandering in the Sinai desert.






