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My “Ideal” Map
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by Shirley R. Heater

rowing up I was privileged to have great Book of Mormon teachers. During
my high school years (in the 1950s), one such teacher was Con Booton who taught
us using a series of maps he had created to help us visualize the relationship
between the lands and cities. The use of these maps on which to project the
events and movements of The Book of Mormon peoples made a big impact on
enlivening the story action in our studies!

In fact, in the early ‘90s when I prepared
a small set of maps for classes given by Ray
and Mary Lee Treat, I was influenced by
Con’s type of maps (Treat 1991).1 My maps
included: Alma’s missionary journey in
the Land of Zarahemla (p. 19),2 missionary
journeys of the sons of Mosiah (p. 19), a
warfare map of lands and cities in Alma
20-30 [43-63] (p. 20), as well as the Nephites
final days AD 321-400 (p. 28). Included
in their presentations and handout was
a map prepared by Sean Duff, a trained
geographer, which detailed topographical
features of actual mountain ranges, rivers
and lowlands, with designations of the
larger lands of The Book of Mormon (p. vii).
(See also Sorenson 1996 which contains a
series of individual gray scale maps with
beautifully detailed physiography.)
The type of maps prepared by Con
Booton and myself is called “internal,” in
which the places are designated in relation to each other based on the information given in The Book of Mormon and
not necessarily linked to a specific archaeological site. The exercise in preparing those maps, as well as reviewing the
two “external” maps for this issue of glyph
notes, reminded me of my “ideal” map. (An
external map attempts to place the events
as recorded in The Book of Mormon on
a real landscape, ultimately with links to
historical sites which fit the requirements.
For additional examples of external treatment, see Sorenson 1996; internal, Sorenson 2000 and Simmons 1981.)
The ideal map I envision would overcome limitations that are naturally a
part of any one map—namely the need
1. These presentations are available on tape, accompanied
by a handout which includes these maps. Ordering info is
given in a separate box in this issue on page 9.
2. Page number in handout.

to condense over 3,400 years of history
and three groups of people through time
and events in lands with shifting borders.

Scott's map (above left) shows the Nephite
city of Moroni on land while Norman's map
(above right) shows Moroni underwater in
the harbor. An ideal map showing the time
periods before and after the destruction
would resolve circumstances such as this.

An example is the City of Moroni which
was sunk during the crucifixion destruction. Glenn Scott’s map shows the position where it would have been on land
before the destruction, while Garth Norman’s map shows it in a water harbor representing the fact that it had sunk. In this
instance, maps showing the time periods
before and after the destruction would resolve the two circumstances. Another concern is correlating Book of Mormon places
with archaeological sites—mixing the two
with the same symbols can be confusing.
Norman solves this in part by the use of
italics for archaeology sites to set them
apart from Book of Mormon places, as well
as symbols to distinguish Olmec/Jaredite

from later Preclassic (Book of Mormon
Mulekite/Nephite/Lamanite) sites.
The reality of my ideal map became
clearer when several years ago I saw such a
map—a Bible map booklet that left a lasting impression. What made it different was
that it included a basic map of Israel with
a series of transparent overlays depicting
chronological time periods and events in
color. I always thought this would be an
excellent means to merge The Book of
Mormon history (the internal account)
with the physical setting, as well as spotlight places and events correlated with archaeological evidences/sites from the appropriate time period—and would resolve
the issues I mentioned above. It would be

possible with a series of maps to highlight
the major lands in color (similar to Scott’s)
by time periods. Such a map must answer
all questions possible based on the record—a merging of both internal requirements and external evidences, a blend perhaps of the best of Norman’s and Scott’s
maps. Maybe someday...?
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What

made the
map of
Israel
different
was it
combined
a basic
map with
a series
of transparent
overlays
depicting
chronological time
periods
and events
in color.

