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V/

PART II

T
he compiler of this article was 
once greatly puzzled and per­
turbed over the complete absence 

of Baal names in the Book of Mor­
mon. By what unfortunate oversight 
had the authors of that work failed 
to include a single name containing 
the element Baal, which thrives 
among the personal names of the 
Old Testament? Having discovered, 
as we thought, that the book was in 
error, we spared no criticism at the 
time, and indeed had its neglect 
of Baal names not been strikingly 
vindicated in recent years it would 
be a black mark against it. Now 
we leafn that the Book of Mormon 
stubborn prejudice against Baal 
names is really the only correct atti­
tude it could have taken, and this 
discovery, flying in the face of all 
our calculations and preconceptions, 
should in all fairness weigh at least 
as heavily in the book’s favor as the 
supposed error did against it.

It just so happens that for some 
reason or other the Jews, at the 
beginning of the sixth century B.C., 
would have nothing to do with 
Baal names. An examination of 
Elephantine name lists shows that 
“. . . the change of Baal names, by 
substitution, is in agreement with 
Hosea’s foretelling that they should 
no more be used by the Israelites, 
and consequently it is most inter­
esting to find how the latest ar­
chaeological discoveries confirm the 
Prophet, for out of some four hun­
dred personal names among the 
Elephantine Papyri not one is com­
pounded of Baal . . . ”57*

Since Elephantine was settled 
largely by Jews who fled from Jeru­
salem after its destruction, their 
personal names should show the 
same tendencies as those in the 
Book of Mormon. Though the 
translator of the Book of Mormon 
might by the exercise of super­
human cunning have been warned 
by Hosea 2:17 to eschew Baal 
names, yet the meaning of that 
passage is so far from obvious that 
Albright as late as 1942 finds it 
“ . . . very significant that seals and 
inscriptions from Judah, which . . . 
are very numerous in the seventh 
and early sixth centuries, seem 
never to contain any Baal names.”58

•Numbers refer to bibliography at end of article 
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It is very significant indeed, but 
hardly more so than the uncanny 
acumen which the Book of Mormon 
displays on this point.

Let us close our short disgression 
on names with a quotation from 
Margoliouth. Speaking of the oc­
currence of a few Arabic names in 
the Old Testament, that authority 
observes, “Considering . . . that the 
recorded names are those of an in­
finitesimal fraction of the popula­
tion, the coincidence is extraordi­

'J’here is ample evidence in the Book of Mormon 
that Lehi was an expert on caravans, as one would 

expect.

nary.”59 This consideration applies 
with multiple force to the very fre­
quent coincidence of Book of Mor­
mon names with non-Biblical Old 
World names.

There is much in Nephi’s writing 
to show that, as he claims, he is 
writing in Egyptian—not merely in 
Egyptian characters, as some have 
maintained.60 When Nephi tells us 
that his record and that of his 
father are in the language of the 
Egyptians (not that the language of 
his father was the language of the 
Egyptians), we can be sure he 
means just that. And what could 
be more natural than that he should 
choose to record his message, ad­
dressed not only to the Jews but also 
“to all the house of Israel” (I Nephi 
19:19) and all the Gentiles (Ibid., 
13:39-40) in a world language 
rather than in his own tribal He­
brew?61 Did not later Jews adopt 
Greek, an international world lan­
guage, in preference to Hebrew, 
even as a vehicle of holy writ, for 
the purpose of commanding the 
widest possible hearing not only 
among the Gentiles but also among 
the Jews themselves?

The first three verses of I Nephi, 
sharply set off from the rest of the 
text, are a typical colophon, a lit­

erary device that is highly charac­
teristic of Egyptian compositions.62 
Typical is the famous Bremer-Rhind 
Papyrus, which opens with a 
colophon containing (1 ) the date,
(2) the titles of Nasim, the author,
(3) the names of his parents and 
a word in praise of their virtues, 
with special mention of his father’s 
prophetic calling, (4) a curse 
against anyone who might “take 
away” the book, probably “due to 
fear lest a sacred book should get 

into impure hands.”68 Compare this 
with Nephi’s colophon: (1) his 
name, (2) the merits of his parents, 
with special attention to the learn­
ing of his father, (3) a solemn 
avowal (corresponding to Nasim’s 
curse) that the record is true, and 
the assertion, “I make it with mine 
own hand”— an indispensable con­
dition of every true colophon, since 
the purpose of a colophon is to 
establish the identity of the actual 
writer-down (not merely the ulti­
mate author) of a text.61 Egyptian 
literary writings regularly close with 
the formula “and so it is.”65 Nephi 
ends sections of his book with 
the phrase, “And thus it is, Amen.”

The great preoccupation and con­
cern displayed in the Book of Mor­
mon for matters of writing, Lehi’s 
passion for writing everything down 
(Ibid,, 1:16), and the obvious pride 
of writers in their skill, are peculiar­
ly Egyptian. Nephi’s “I make it 
with mine own hand,” is simply the 
Egyptian “written with my own 
fingers,” and we can almost hear 
Nephi speaking in the words of an 
Egyptian sage: “Copy thy fathers 
who have gone before thee. . . . 
Behold, their words are recorded 
in writing. Open and read and 
copy. ...” Certainly Nephi him-
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self was diligent in keeping this 
seboyet."“ It was the Egyptian, not 
the Hebrew gentleman who adver­
tised his proficiency in the arts of 
the scribe.87 Thoroughly Egyptian 
also is Lehi’s didactic spirit and his 
habit of giving long formal ad­
dresses on moral and religious sub­
jects ‘‘in the manner of the fathers” 
to his sons. Like a good Egyptian 
he wrote all this down, of course. 
The form of these discourses, with 
their set introductions and formal 
imagery8* might have come right out 
of an Egyptian schoolroom, though 
their content smacks more of the 
‘‘learning of the Jews,” as Nephi 
himself observes. (Ibid., 1:2.) Both 
in form and content, however, the 
writings of the prophets and the 
wisdom of Israel are found to re­
semble the prophetic and “wisdom” 
literature of Egypt very closely,88 
so that we need not be surprised 
if Lehi’s prophecies do the same. At 
the end of the last century scholars 

MARKET SCENE IN JERUSALEM AS ONE MAY SEE IT TODAY
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were mystified to find that a demotic 
prophecy datable to the time of 
Bocchoris (718-712 B.C.), in which 
coming destructions were predicted 
with the promise of a Messiah to 
follow, was put into the mouth of 
“the Lamb” (pa hib).™ Greek 
sources inform us that this prophecy 
enjoyed very great circulation in 
ancient times.71 The strange word­
ing of Lehi’s great prophecy, ut­
tered by “the Lamb” (Ibid., 13:34, 
41 ) is thus seen to be no anachro­
nism, taken from Hellenistic or 
Christian times, as was once 
maintained.

Typical of the Egyptian prophets 
is one Neferrohu, whose prophecies, 
though of uncer­
tain date, were 
credited with great 
antiquity. This 
man describes him­
self as a com­
moner, but withal 
a valiant man and 
“a wealthy man of 
great possessions,” 
and he is proud of 
his skill as a scribe. Like Lehi in 
other things, he recalls also that he 
brooded much “over what should 
come to pass in the land,” and hav­
ing done so was moved to prophesy: 
"Up my heart, and bewail this land 

J-Jis family accuse Lehi of 
folly in leaving Jeru­

salem and do not spare his 
personal feelings in making 
fun of his dreams and vi­
sions, yet they never ques­
tion his ability to lead 
them.

whence thou art sprung . . . the land 
is utterly perished, and nought re­
mains . . . the earth is fallen into 
misery for the sake of yon food of 
the Bedouins who pervade the 
land. ...” Yet he looks forward 
to a savior-king who is to come.” 
The situation is not unique but is 
a characteristic one both in Egypt 
and Judah, and no one could deny 
that if Lehi was not a fact, he was 
at least a very authentic type. Nephi 
says his father was but one among 
many prophets in his own day.

Lehi and the Arabs

Lehi was very rich, and he was a 
trader, for his 
wealth was in the 
form of “all man­
ner of precious 
things” such as 
had to be brought 
from many places. 
Very significant is 
the casual notice 
that he once had a 
vision in a desert 

place “as he went forth” (Ibid., 
1:5): as he went he prayed, we are 
told, and as he prayed a vision came 
to him. The effect of the vision 
was to make him hasten back “to 
his own house at Jerusalem,” where 
he had yet greater visions, showing 
that it was not necessary for him 
to “go forth” either to pray or to 
have visions; he did not go forth 
expecting a vision, but one came to 
him in the course of a regular jour­
ney as he went about his business 
and forced him to change his plans. 
Lehi’s precious things and gold 
came to him in exchange for his 
wine, oil, figs, and honey (of which 
he seems to know a good deal), not 
only by sea (hence the great im­
portance of Sidon) but necessarily 
by caravan as well. There is ample 
evidence in the Book of Mormon 
that Lehi was an expert on cara­
vans, as one would expect. Con­
sider a few general points before 
we introduce particulars.

Upon receiving a warning dream, 
Lehi is ready, apparently at a 
moment’s notice, to take his whole 
“family, and provisions, and tents” 
out into the wilderness. While he 
took absolutely nothing but the 
most necessary provisions with him 
(Ibid., 2:4), he knew exactly what 
those provisions should be, and 

(Continued on following page)
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(Continued from preceding page) 
when he has to send back to the 
city to supply unanticipated wants, 
it was for records that he sent and 
not for any necessaries for the 
journey. This argues a high de­
gree of preparation and knowledge 
in the man, as does the masterly 
way in which he established a base 
camp in order to gather his forces 
for the great trek, in the best ac­
cepted manner of modern explorers 
in Arabia.73 Up until Lehi leaves 
that base camp, that is, until the day 
when he receives the Liahona, he 
seems to know just where he is 
going and exactly what he is do­
ing: there is here no talk of being 
“led by the Spirit, not knowing be­
forehand ...” as in the case of 
Nephi in the dark streets of Jeru­
salem. (Ibid., 4:7.)

His family accuse Lehi of folly 
in leaving Jerusalem and do not 
spare his personal feelings in mak­
ing fun of his dreams and visions, 
yet they never question his ability 
to lead them. They complain, like 
all Arabs, against the terrible and 
dangerous deserts through which 
they pass, but they do not include 
ignorance of the desert among their 
hazards, though that would be their 
first and last objection to his wild 
project were the old man nothing 
but a city Jew unacquainted with 
the wild and dangerous world of the 
waste places.

Lehi himself never mentions 
inexperience among his obstacles. 
Members of the family laugh 
contemptuously when Nephi pro­
poses to build a ship (Ibid., 
17:17-20) and might well have 
quoted the ancient proverb, “Show 
an Arab the sea and a man of 
Sidon the desert.”7* But while they 
tell him he is “lacking in judgment” 
to build a ship, they never mock 
their brother as a hunter or a dude 
in the desert. The fact that he 
brought a fine steel bow with him 
from home and that he knew well 
how to use that difficult weapon 
shows that Nephi had hunted much 
in his short life.

Lehi has strong ties with the 
desert in his family background. 
Twenty-six hundred years ago the 
Jews felt themselves much closer to 
the people of the desert than they 
ever have since.75 They themselves 
were desert people originally, and 
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they never forgot it; for them the 
desert was always just next door, 
and there was a constant going and 
coming between the two realms,76 
especially in the days of great com­
mercial activity.77 The Jews always 
felt a spiritual affinity with the 
nomad which they never felt to­
wards the settled cultivators of 
Palestine.78

We have often been told that 
the patriarchs were wandering 
Bedouins;78 their language was that 
of the desert people; many of whose 
words are to this day closer to 
Hebrew than to modern Arabic.80

This ostracon, found at Eiath (Tell el-Kheleifeh, 
the site of King Solomon's copper refineries on the 
Gulf of 'Aqaba) in 1940, dates from the fifth or 
fourth century B.C. The second line reads thy 
‘b[dl . . . "Lhy the servant of ... " The letters 
of the name are the same as those in the place-name 
Lehi in Judges 15:9, 14, 19, and this object definite­
ly proves the occurrence of Lehi (Prof. Glueck 
vocalizes it Lahai) as a personal name among the 
desert people in ancient times. (After a facsimile 
copy illustrating an article by Nelson Glueck i : t:ie 
Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental Re­
search, No. 80 (Dec. 1940), p. 5, fig. 2).

Of recent years the tendency has 
been more and more to equate He­
brew and Arab, and Guillaume con­
cludes the latest study on the sub­
ject with the dictum that the two 
words are really forms of the same 
name, both referring originally to 
“the sons of Eber.”81 The name 
Arab is not meant to designate any 
particular race, tribe, or nation but 
a way of life: Arab means simply 
a man of the desert and was applied 
by the Jews to their own cousins 
who remained behind in the wilder­
ness after they themselves had 
settled down in the city and coun­
try.82

Now of all the tribes of Israel 
Manasseh was the one which lived 

farthest out in the desert, came into 
most frequent contact with the 
Arabs, intermarried with them most 
frequently, and at the same time had 
the closest of traditional bonds with 
Egypt.83 And Lehi belonged to the 
tribe of Manasseh. (Alma 10:3.) 
The prominence of the name of 
Ammon in the Book of Mormon 
may have something to do with the 
fact that Ammon was Manasseh’s 
closest neighbor and often fought 
her in the deserts east of Jordan; 
at the same time a prehistoric con­
nection with the Ammon of Egypt 
is not at all out of the question.8* 
The semi-nomadic nature of Manas­
seh might explain why Lehi seems 
out of touch with things in Jeru­
salem. For the first time he “did 
discover” from records kept in 
Laban's house that he was a direct 
descendant of Joseph. Why hadn’t 
he known that all along? Nephi 
always speaks of “the Jews at Jeru­
salem” with a curious detachment, 
and no one in I Nephi ever refers 
to them as “the people” or “our 
people” but always quite imperson­
ally as “the Jews.” It is interesting 
in this connection that the Elephan­
tine letters speak only of Jews and 
Aramaeans, never of Israelites,83 
while Lachish Letter No. 6 de­
nounces the prophet for spreading 
defeatism both in the country and 
in the city, showing that Lehi could 
have been active in either sphere. 
Even the remark that Lehi “dwelt 
at Jerusalem in all his days” would 
never have been made by or for 
people who had never lived any­
where else, and a dwelling “at 
Jerusalem” would be an aid rather 
than a hindrance to much travel.86

There is one clear indication that 
Lehi's forefathers were not natives 
of Jerusalem. We learn in Mosiah 
1:4 that certain plates were written 
“in the language of the Egyptians.” 
Nephi informs us (I Nephi 3:19) 
that these same plates were in “the 
language of our fathers,” and that 
the possession of them was neces­
sary if a knowledge of that lan­
guage was to be preserved among 
his people. Lehi’s children could 
have produced from their own re­
sources any number of books in 
their own language, so that when 
Nephi expresses his belief that with­
out that one volume of plates a 
language will be lost—the ancient 

(Continued on page 155)
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(Continued from page 104) 

language of his fathers—he cannot 
possibly be speaking of Hebrew. 
The necessary precautions to pre­
serve Hebrew would naturally in­
clude possession of the scriptures, 
but these could be had anywhere in 
Judah and would not require the 
dangerous mission to Laban. The 
language of Lehi’s forefathers was 
a foreign language; and when the 
Book of Mormon tells us it was the 
language of the Egyptians, it means 
what it says.

Not only do both Nephi and Lehi 
show marked coolness on the sub-
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ested in young people

• Top-notch equipment
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friends
ject of tribal loyalty, but both also 
protest that tribe counts for nothing, 
that the same blessings are avail­
able to all men at all times and in 
all parts of the world (Ibid., 10:17- 
22), that “the Lord esteemeth all 
flesh in one” (Ibid., 17:35), there 
being no such thing as an arbitrarily 
“chosen” people. (Ibid., 17:37-40.) 
This is in marked contrast to the 
fierce chauvinism of the Jews at 
Jerusalem and is of a piece with 
Lehi’s pronounced cosmopolitanism 
in other things. Lehi, like Moses 
and his own ancestor, Joseph, was 
a man of ihree cultures, being edu­
cated not only in “the learning of 
the Jews and the language of the 
Egyptians,” but in the ways of the 
desert as well. This three-cornered 
culture is an established pattern in 
that part of the world where the 
caravans of Egypt and Israel pass 
each other, guided through the 
sands by those men of the desert 
who were the immemorial go-be­
tween of the two civilizations.87 
Without the sympathetic coopera­
tion of the Arabs any passage 
through their deserts was a terrible 
risk when not out of the question, 
and the good businessman was the 
one who knew how to deal with 
the Arabs—which meant to be one 
of them.88

The proverbial ancestor of the 
Arabs is Ishmael. His is one of the 
few Old Testament names which is 
also at home in ancient Arabia.89 
His traditional homeland was the 
Tih, the desert between Palestine 
and Egypt, and his people were 
haunters of the “borders” between 
the desert and the sown;90 he was 
regarded as the legitimate offspring 
of Abraham by an Egyptian

(Continued on following page)

For Further
Information
Write or Call . 1.1), s.

^BASKETBALL
EQUIPMENT.

L.D.S. Training doesn’t cost, it pays.

STAINED GLASS 
\ WINDOWS
f 16 ASHBURTOIM .PL.RCE. '

BOSTON 6 MASS-

HOTEL LANKERSHIM
7th I BROADWAY
ROOMS WITH BATH 

Single or Double from $3.50 
New dining and supper rooms

LOS ANGELES 
“TWO PERSONS - ONE CHARGE

BUSINESS COLLEGE
70 North Main Salt Lake City

-sr STOP SMOKING?
Nico-Stop, new medical discovery, will help you 
stop the tobacco habit. Pleasant tasting. A 
few drops on the tongue relieves craving AT 
ONCE and starts clearing the system of accum­
ulated tobacco poisons. Prescribed by physicians.

Priced at less than the cost of a few weeks' 
smoking. Money-back guarantee. At drug stores 
or write to Nico-Stop Sales Co., Box 193, St. 
Helena, Calif.

NICO-STOP
NICO-STOP, BOX 193, ST. HELENA, CALIF. 

Please send me further information about Nico- 
Stop.

Address ..............................................................................

City................................................ State........................

Wvp' BEST-there is 
ft for Home Popping
E AMERICA'S FAVORITE POP CORN

HEADQUARTERS FOR L. D. S. 
IN LAS VEGAS, NEVADA

YE KING'S REST MOTEL
526 SOUTH 5th STREET 

Dr. Harold B. Foutz, Owner 
Edgar H. Foutz, Manager 

Beautyrest Mattresses Throughout

WEDDINGS BANQUETS
ALL SIZE PARTIES

GOOD FOOD 
MA'S & PA'S PLACE

Ogden-Salt Lake Highway
U.S. 91 PHONE 2-0824

FEBRUARY 1950 155



(Continued from preceding page) 
mother.80 His was not a name of 
good omen, for the angel had 
promised his mother, "... he will 
be a wild man, his hand will be 
against everyone, and every man’s 
hand against him . . . ,’,B1 so the 
chances are that one who bore his 
name had good family reasons for 
doing it, and in Lehi’s friend Ish­
mael we surely have a man of the 
desert. Lehi, faced with the pros­
pect of a long journey in the wilder­
ness, sent back for Ishmael, who 
promptly followed into the desert 
with a large party; this means that 
he must have been hardly less adept 
at moving about than Lehi himself. 
The interesting thing is that Nephi 
takes Ishmael (unlike Zoram) com­
pletely for granted, never explain­
ing who he is or how he fits into 
the picture—-the act of sending for 
him seems to be the most natural 
thing in the world, as does the mar­
riage of his daughters with Lehi’s 
sons. Since it has ever been the 
custom among the desert people for 
a man to marry the daughter of 
his paternal uncle (bint ’ammi), it 
is hard to avoid the impression that 
Lehi and Ishmael were related.

There is a remarkable association 
between the names of Lehi and 
Ishmael which ties them both to 
the southern desert, where the 
legendary birthplace and central 
shrine of Ishmael was at a place 
called Beer Lehai-ro’i.82 Wellhausen 
rendered the name "spring of the 
wild-ox (?) jaw-bone,” but Paul 
Haupt showed that Lehi (for so he 
reads the name) does not mean 
"jawbone” but "cheek,”83 which 
leaves the meaning of the strange 
compound still unclear. One thing 
is certain, however: that Lehi is a 
personal name. Until recently this 
name was entirely unknown, but 
now it has turned up at Elath and 
elsewhere in the south in a form 
which has been identified by Nelson 
Glueck with the name Lahai 
which "occurs quite frequently 
either as a part of a compound, 
or as a separate name of deity 
or person, particularly in Minaean, 
Thamudic, and Arabic texts.”84 
There is a Beit Lahi, "House 
of Lehi” among the ancient place- 
names of the Arab country around 
Gaza, but the meaning of the 
name has here been lost.85 If
156
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the least be said for it, the name 
Lehi is thoroughly at home among 
the people of the desert and, so far 
as we know, nowhere else.

The name of Lemuel is not a con­
ventional Hebrew one, for it occurs 
only in one chapter of the Old 
Testament (Proverb 31:1, 4),

xs.

THIS DAY-
¡Qollemó and j^romiôen

gOME nineteen centuries or so ago there walked among 
men one Jesus of Nazareth, the Christ, the Son of 

God, the Prince of Peace. His fortunes varied from being 
acclaimed King to being condemned to death. Even the 
sick whom he healed did not always pause to give grati­
tude. And in his time of greatest need he could not even 
count on those who but a few days before had strewn 
his path with palms. The principles he proclaimed were 
not popular with the prevailing powers of his time and 
were not well understood by the people. And because 
his precepts and principles apparently have not prevailed, 
men have sometimes become cynical, have sometimes 
despaired, have sometimes lost hope and faith in the 
future. But let no man lose faith in the future: The 
spirit of this day is proof of what life could be like when 
his precepts are put even into partial practice. And the 
spirit of many darker days is proof of the price we pay 
for departing from his principles. But even though men 
have made many mistakes in the use of their God-given 
freedom, the promising part of the picture is this: not that 
so many men forsake these principles—but that the prin­
ciples themselves persist—that they are here and await 
only a time when men shall turn to them. If there were 
no plan, no pattern, no purpose, if there were no all-pre­
vailing Providence, no way provided for the solution of 
the problems, the depth of despair would be unbounded; 
but the fact is that there is an answer, that there is a 
pattern for peace, that there is an all-prevailing purpose, 
and that there is sound reason for an unfailing faith in 
the future—in the gospel of the Prince of Peace, which 
is here, and ever ready for us to turn to whenever men 
shall have learned their lessons. And now soon again, 
after this day and tomorrow, we shall go back to our 
pressing problems, back to the pressure of the daily pur­
suits that make more and ever more demands upon our 
patience. And as we do, we could well determine to take 
with us the spirit of this day, which lights the eyes of chil­
dren and puts laughter on their lips and mellows the 
hearts of men. In the words of Dickens: "Nearer and 
dearer to our hearts be the Christmas spirit. . . . God bless 
us, everyone.”

FROM TEMPLE
SQUARE PRESENTED OVER COLUMBIA BROAD­

CASTING SYSTEM, DECEMBER 25, 1949

where it is commonly supposed to 
be a rather mysterious poetic sub­
stitute for Solomon. It is, however, 
like Lehi, at home in the south 
desert, where an Edomite text from 
“a place occupied by tribes de­
scended from Ishmael” bears the 
title, "The Words of Lemuel, King

BY RICHARD L. EVANS 
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of Massa.”98 These people, though 
speaking a language that was al­
most Arabic, were yet well within 
the sphere of Jewish religion, for 
‘‘we have nowhere any evidence 
that the Edomites used any other 
name for their God than Yahweh, 
the God of the Hebrews.”98

The only example of the name 
of Laman to be found anywhere 
to the writer’s knowledge is its at­
tribution to an ancient Mukam, or 
sacred place, in Palestine. Most of 
these Mukams are of unknown, and 
many of them of prehistoric, date. 
In Israel only the tribe of Manasseh 
built them.97 It is a striking coinci­
dence that Conder saw in the name 
Leimun, as he renders it (the vowels 
must be supplied by guesswork), 
a possible corruption of the name 
Lemuel, thus bringing these two 
names, so closely associated in the 
Book of Mormon, into the most 
intimate relationship, and that in 
the one instance in which the name 
of Laman appears.98 Far more popu­
lar among the Arabs as among the 
Nephites was the name Alma, which 
can mean a coat of mail, a mountain, 
or a sign.99

It should be noted here that 
archaeology has fully demonstrated 
that the Israelites, then as now, 
had not the slightest aversion to 
giving their children non-Jewish 
names, even when those names 
smacked of a pagan background.100 
One might, in a speculative mood, 
even detect something of Lehi’s 
personal history in the names he 
gave to his sons. The first two 
have Arabic names—do they recall 
his early days in the caravan trade? 
The second two have Egyptian 
names, and indeed they were born 
in the days of his prosperity. The 
last two, born amid tribulations in 
the desert, were called with fitting 
humility, Jacob and Joseph. Wheth­
er the names of the first four were 
meant, as those of the last two sons 
certainly were (II Nephi 2:1, 3:1), 
to call to mind the circumstances 
under which they were born, the 
nam^s are certainly a striking indi­
cation of their triple heritage.

(To be continued)
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Royal J. Rigby, Milton Ellis Bond, H. Vard Leany.

Sixteenth row: Benjamin L. Dlckison, Meade Squire, 
Douglas Low, Glenn Hamberlain, Earl Beecher, 
Dale R. Street, Daniel Jones.

Seventeenth row: Orville D. Carnahan, Gerrard 
B. Denkers, Jr., Herbert W. Wilkinson, Frank Chand­
ler, Glenn B. Mecham, Glen E. Rich, Morris J. Brady.
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