Evolution
Deseret Morning News - [Regarding the newly published book, Mormonism and Evolution: The Authoritative LDS Statements by William E. Evenson and Duane E. Jeffery.]  One authoritative statement is by current LDS Church President Gordon B. Hinckley, quoted in a book by Larry A. Witham, "Where Darwin Meets the Bible: Creationists and Evolutionists in America."

"What the church requires is only belief 'that Adam was the first man of what we would call the human race.'" President Hinckley added that scientists can speculate on the rest, and recalled his own study of anthropology and geology, saying, "Studied all about it. Didn't worry me then. Doesn't worry me now." (“No definitive LDS stance on evolution, study finds”, March 1, 2006)
Encyclopedia of Mormonism, “Evolution” - The position of the Church on the origin of man was published by the First Presidency in 1909 and stated again by a different First Presidency in 1925:

The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, basing its belief on divine revelation, ancient and modern, declares man to be the direct and lineal offspring of Deity…. Man is the child of God, formed in the divine image and endowed with divine attributes (see Appendix, "Doctrinal Expositions of the First Presidency").    

The scriptures tell why man was created, but they do not tell how, though the Lord has promised that he will tell that when he comes again (D&C 101:32-33). In 1931, when there was intense discussion on the issue of organic evolution, the First Presidency of the Church, then consisting of Presidents Heber J. Grant, Anthony W. Ivins, and Charles W. Nibley, addressed all of the General Authorities of the Church on the matter, and concluded,

Upon the fundamental doctrines of the Church we are all agreed. Our mission is to bear the message of the restored gospel to the world. Leave geology, biology, archaeology, and anthropology, no one of which has to do with the salvation of the souls of mankind, to scientific research, while we magnify our calling in the realm of the Church….    

Upon one thing we should all be able to agree, namely, that Presidents Joseph F. Smith, John R. Winder, and Anthon H. Lund were right when they said: "Adam is the primal parent of our race" [First Presidency Minutes, April 7, 1931].  
[Encyclopedia of Mormonism, p. 478. The  entry is by William E. Evenson)
The First Presidency, 1909 (Joseph F. Smith, John R. Winder and Anthon H. Lund) - It is held by some that Adam was not the first man upon this earth, and that the original human being was a development from lower orders of the animal creation. These, however, are the theories of men. The word of the Lord declares that Adam was “the first man of all men” (Moses 1:34), and we are therefore in duty bound to regard him as the primal parent of our race. (“The Origin of Man,” Improvement Era, Nov. 1909, p. 80).

Spencer W. Kimball - Man became a living soul—mankind, male and female.  The Creators breathed into their nostrils the breath of life and man and woman became living souls.  We don’t know exactly how their coming into this world happened, and when we’re able to understand it the Lord will tell us.  (“The Blessing and Responsibilities of Womanhood,” Ensign, March 1976, p. 72, also in the Pearl of Great Price institute manual, p. 9)
Philip  F. Low – So much has been said about the conflict between science and religion that it is almost axiomatic [self-evident] that such a conflict actually exists.  However, truth cannot be in conflict with itself.  It follows that whenever a claim is made that science and religion conflict with each other, the claim - if it is a valid one - must be based on some kind of misunderstanding in science or religion or both.  In this context, conflicts can exist only between – 1. False religion and true science; 2. False science and true religion; 3. False religion and false science.  
… If the scriptures could be entirely reconciled with the scientific theories of today, they could not be entirely reconciled with the scientific theories of tomorrow, because these theories are constantly changing.
… We learn that spirits existed in the presence of God before Earth was organized, that man (and woman also) was formed in the image of God, that he was formed from the dust of the earth, that his spirit was put into his body, and that he became a living soul when the breath of life was breathed into his nostrils.  But we do not learn the process by which the body of man was formed.  I suggest that this process could have involved some aspects of evolution as described by modern science and that it could have continued until the body was "in the image of God," at which point it was a fit abode for a divine, preexistent spirit.  Then the spirit of Adam, our common progenitor, was put into his body, and he became a living soul.  By reason of his divine spirit, Adam was distinguished from all forms of life that preceded him.  This spirit endowed him (and his progeny) with special attributes, particularly the ability to reason.  As a result, he could "subdue" the earth and "have dominion .  . .  over every living thing that moveth upon the earth"  (Genesis 1:28).  (From his chapter in Of Heaven and Earth: Reconciling Scientific Thought with LDS Theology, p. 8, 14, 17.)
Bart J. Kowallis - One day [on my mission] while I was working with Elder Clayton on an exchange, we tracted out some potential investigators in an apartment building.  They invited us in, and we began to have a lively discussion.  At one point in our conversation, one of them asked us what our church taught about evolution.  I responded that we believed it to be a false theory and that as a church we could not accept it.  Elder Clayton, in his calm and pleasant manner, interjected that he believed I was wrong.  His understanding was that the LDS Church took no official stand on evolution.  I was completely astounded and distraught, and I felt the blood rushing to my head as I checked my anger, for this was heresy to me.  We left, and on the way back to our apartment I let him know that the Church could not tolerate such doctrine.  I pointed out the obvious implications that evolution had for fundamental tenets of the gospel like the Fall and Atonement, the creation story, and our relationship to God.  He said he understood what I was saying, but he stuck by his belief that the Church had not taken an official position.  Although I felt vindicated that day, his comments had a profound effect on me: they opened a crack in my mind with thoughts that had not been there before; they helped me to be more open and willing to listen the next time a similar discussion occurred.  I am indebted to him for the day we shared together.   

The next encounter I had with these theories of Earth was on my return to BYU in the winter of 1974.  I enrolled in a historical geology class taught by Dr.  Lehi F. Hintze and was cruising along in the course, doing quite well, feeling only occasionally uncomfortable about the vast ages that were proposed for the periods of geologic time, when Dr.  Hintze decided it was time to talk more pointedly about evolution and the age of Earth and to give us his view of the LDS Church's position.  It was a difficult and challenging week for me.  During our discussions, I again felt flushed and uncomfortable, but I couldn't simply ignore what Dr. Hintze was saying, for he had built a firm foundation of geologic facts and evidences during the earlier part of the course, and now he backed up his LDS views with quotes from apostles and other General Authorities.  Elder  James E. Talmage, he pointed out, had written and talked about the creatures that "lived and died, age after age, while the earth was yet unfit for human habitation."  (James E. Talmage, "The Earth and Man." Address delivered in the Salt Lake Tabernacle on Sunday, August 9, 1931, and later printed in the Deseret News, 21 November 1931.  Reprinted for the BYU Geology Department in 1976 by BYU Printing Service.) 

Elder John A. Widtsoe had written about the "vast periods of time" required for each class of animals to arise, dominate Earth, and then become extinct, and he felt that millions of years were needed to accomplish the task.  (John A. Widtsoe, Joseph Smith as Scientist, manual distributed by General Board of the YMMIA 1908, p. 52.)
Many other quotes and articles were presented, but perhaps the most significant for me was the copy of a letter sent by President David O. McKay to Professor William Lee Stokes, an LDS geology professor at the University of Utah.  The letter, dated 15 February 1957, stated that "on the subject of organic evolution the Church has officially taken no position.”  (This letter to Professor Stokes and others like it have been widely distributed, but they have also been criticized as not being official Church documents. These letters are private correspondences signed only by President McKay, not by the entire First Presidency. For me, however, at the time I first read one of these letters, it carried a great deal of weight, because it came from the prophet and president of the Church. I still find them to be useful and important documents today.)
Elder Clayton, my one-day mission companion, had been correct!  I felt embarrassed by what I had said to him, and yet I began to feel a great sense of relief to know that I could continue to study geology and to learn and believe its fundamental theories without throwing out my religion in the process.   

And so I became a geologist, as my patriarchal blessing said I would.  I have never regretted the decision.  As I have continued to learn, grow, and study in the two decades that have followed that historical geology class, I have found that my study of science has sometimes forced me to rethink other beliefs and to challenge other long-held tenets of my faith.  But I believe the outcome of this process has always been to eventually strengthen my testimony of the gospel, to make me a better person and a more understanding teacher, and to bring me a bit closer to the truth.  (From his chapter in Of Heaven and Earth: Reconciling Scientific Thought with LDS Theology, p. 36-37.)
Wilford R. Gardner – [Elder John A.] Widtsoe wrote at length on science and Mormonism.  One helpful passage comes from the volume In Search of Truth.  (In Search of Truth: Comments on the Gospel and Modern Thought , 1930)  In commenting on what he terms "this troublesome squabble about evolution," Widtsoe wrote, "The gospel of Jesus Christ accepts all truth.  There is no limitation placed upon that truth that may be accepted by members of the Church.  A vast literature sets forth in detail the facts around which the evolution controversy has raged.  No one, least of all the Church, objects to those facts if they are properly verified.  They are to be accepted, acceptable, and welcome.”  Widtsoe goes on to refer to "man-like" forms found in various countries and acknowledges them as "undoubtedly genuine."  (ibid., p. 33, 67-88)  (From his chapter in Of Heaven and Earth: Reconciling Scientific Thought with LDS Theology, p. 86.)
The National Academy of Sciences has recently published a report entitled How to Teach About Evolution (Washington, D.C.: NAS Press, 1998).  I was asked to review this report prior to publication because of my known affiliation with the LDS Church.  My charge was to ensure that, insofar as possible, the report would not inadvertently appear to denigrate any religion or anyone's religious beliefs.  (From his same chapter, p. 90) 
(Sheet prepared by Zan and Misty Larsen, http://lessons.elarsen.net)
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Brigham Young - It was observed here just now that we differ from the Christian world in our religious faith and belief; and so we do very materially.  I am not astonished that infidelity prevails to a great extent among the inhabitants of the earth, for the religious teachers of the people advance many ideas and notions for truth which are in opposition to and contradict facts demonstrated by science, and which are generally understood.  Says the scientific man, "I do not see your religion to be true; I do not understand the law, light, rules, religion, or whatever you call it, which you say God has revealed; it is confusion to me, and if I submit to and embrace your views and theories I must reject the facts which science demonstrates to me."  This is the position, and the line of demarcation has been plainly drawn, by those who profess Christianity, between the sciences and revealed religion.  You take, for instance, our geologists, and they tell us that this earth has been in existence for thousands and millions of years.  They think, and they have good reason for their faith, that their researches and investigations enable them to demonstrate that this earth has been in existence as long as they assert it has; and they say, "If the Lord, as religionists declare, made the earth out of nothing in six days, six thousand years ago, our studies are all vain; but by what we can learn from nature and the immutable laws of the Creator as revealed therein, we know that your theories are incorrect and consequently we must reject your religions as false and vain; we must be what you call infidels, with the demonstrated truths of science in our possession; or, rejecting those truths, become enthusiasts in, what you call, Christianity."     

In these respects we differ from the Christian world, for our religion will not clash with or contradict the facts of science in any particular.  You may take geology, for instance, and it is a true science; not that I would say for a moment that all the conclusions and deductions of its professors are true, but its leading principles are; they are facts-they are eternal; and to assert that the Lord made this earth out of nothing is preposterous and impossible.  God never made something out of nothing; it is not in the economy or law by which the worlds were, are, or will exist.  There is an eternity before us, and it is full of matter; and if we but understand enough of the Lord and his ways, we would say that he took of this matter and organized this earth from it.  How long it has been organized it is not for me to say, and I do not care anything about it.  As for the Bible account of the creation we may say that the Lord gave it to Moses, or rather Moses obtained the history and traditions of the fathers, and from these picked out what he considered necessary, and that account has been handed down from age to age, and we have got it, no matter whether it is correct or not, and whether the Lord found the earth empty and void, whether he made it out of nothing or out of the rude elements; or whether he made it in six days or in as many millions of years, is and will remain a matter of speculation in the minds of men unless he give revelation on the subject. 
… We differ very much with Christendom in regard to the sciences of religion.  Our religion embraces all truth and every fact in existence, no matter whether in heaven, earth, or hell.  A fact is a fact, all truth issues forth from the Fountain of truth, and the sciences are facts as far as men have proved them.  In talking to a gentleman not long ago, I said, "The Lord is one of the most scientific men that ever lived; you have no idea of the knowledge that he has with regard to the sciences.  If you did but know it, every truth that you and all men have acquired a knowledge of through study and research, has come from him - he is the fountain whence all truth and wisdom flow; he is the fountain of all knowledge, and of every true principle that exists in heaven or on earth." The gentleman said that such ideas conflicted with his traditions; but said he, "I like to hear such talk and such principles taught, for we do know, from scientific research and investigation, that certain facts exist in nature which those called Christians discard or throw away; they do not want anything to do with them; they say this has nothing to do with religion; but you talk very different to this."  (Journal of Discourses, v. 14, p.117)


Expanded Excerpt from the 
1931 Message from the First Presidency

(http://eyring.hplx.net/Eyring/faq/evolution/FP1931.html)

From the top of the web page: 

Here is the text of the 1931 FP statement. I have deleted several letters which are quoted in the statement. Only a few sentences at the end are quoted in the Encyclopedia of Mormonism "Evolution" article. Note that this is a communication to other general authorities, not a statement published for the general membership of the church.

1931 Statement of the First Presidency

April 5, 1931

TO THE COUNCIL OF THE TWELVE, THE FIRST COUNCIL OF SEVENTY, AND THE PRESIDING BISHOPRIC.

Dear Brethren:

On the 5th of April, 1930, at a conference of the Genealogical Society of Utah, Elder Joseph Fielding Smith [of the Council of the Twelve] delivered a sermon under the title "Faith Leads to a Fullness of Truth and Righteousness."

This sermon was published in the Utah Genealogical and Historical Magazine, and copies of it in pamphlet form were distributed, which gave it wide circulation.

In the sermon referred to, Elder Smith devotes the greater portion of his remarks to the subject of the creation of the earth and the relationship of our Father Adam to it and its inhabitants. He refers to the conflict which exists between geologists and the scripture dates which are given, in regard to the period of time that has elapsed since the creation to the present, and definitely states that there was no death upon the earth, either vegetable, insect or animal, prior to the fall of man, and that human life did not exist upon the earth prior to Adam.

On the 15th of December, 1930, Elder B. H. Roberts [of the First Council of the Seventy] submitted the following letter to the First Presidency:

[Elder Roberts' letter asks the First Presidency if Elder Smith's article was approved by the First Presidency as doctrine, or if it is unofficial and represents Elder Smith's personal views. Elder Roberts objected to the dogmatic tone of the article, and claimed that Elder Smith was in conflict with the scriptures, and the statements of an earlier apostle.]

The sermon referred to, with this letter, was handed by the Presidency to the Council of Twelve with the request that the matter be taken up, and the difference of opinion which existed between the two brethren be composed.

At a meeting of the Council of Twelve, Elder Roberts was invited to be present and submit his findings upon the question at issue, the principal point involved being: Is the age of the earth greater than that set forth in the scripture, as it is given in the Bible, and was Adam the first human life upon it, or does he represent the first of the human race that now occupy it, and may human life have existed prior to his advent.

Elder Roberts appeared before the Council of Twelve and submitted a paper of fifty pages, in which he quotes copiously from the sermon of Elder Smith, and then proceeds to discuss the following statements made in the sermon:

    "All life in the sea, on the earth, in the air, was without death. Things were not changing, as we find them changing in this mortal existence, for mortality had not come. I denounce as absolutely false the opinion of some that this earth was peopled by a race before Adam. I do not care what scientists say in regard to dinosaurs and other creatures upon the earth millions of years ago, that lived and died, and fought and struggled for existence." 

Elder Roberts quotes from the scripture and extensively from the conclusions reached by the leading scientists of the world, to show that the earth is older than the time given to its creation in Genesis indicates. He places much stress upon the command of the Lord to Adam in which he says: "Be fruitful, and multiply, and replenish the earth." The word replenish he defines to mean to do a thing which has been done before, or refill that which has been made empty.

He quotes a statement made by Apostle Orson Hyde who, at a general conference of the Church, held October, 1854, declared that there were people upon the earth prior to the advent of Adam. Brigham Young and other of the presiding officers were present, and after the remarks made by Elder Hyde, President Young arose and said: "I do not wish to eradicate any items from the lecture Elder Hyde has given us this evening, but simply to give you my views in a few words on the portion touching Bishops and Deacons. We have had a splendid address from Brother Hyde, for which I am grateful. I say to the congregation treasure up in your hearts what you have heard tonight, and at all other times."

Two weeks after Elder Roberts had submitted his paper Elder Smith appeared before the Council of Twelve and submitted a paper consisting of fifty-eight pages, in which he answers the arguments advanced by Elder Roberts, his contention being that Adam was the first man to come to this earth, and that consequently it could not have been previously inhabited by man; that there was no death upon the earth prior to the fall, neither vegetable, insect , or animal, which of course includes man.

In support of his argument he quotes extensively from the scripture, and from sermons of presiding men of the Church, particularly from the sermons of Orson Pratt, who refers to Adam as the first man, the first of all men, the Ancient of Days, etc. To meet the argument of Elder Roberts in the application of the word replenish he shows that the word may be used, and signifies, to fill as well as to fill again.

To meet the statement of Orson Hyde, Elder Smith says that Orson Hyde was not discussing the subject of Pre-Adamites, but was preaching upon marriage, and referred to Pre-Adamites incidentally. He admits that President Young was present, and that he endorsed the remarks made.

While there are many quotations cited by Elder Smith which refer to Adam as the first man, the following is the only one in which a pre-Adamic race is referred to. It is quoted under the heading: "Testimony of Charles W. Penrose":

It is held by some that Adam was not the first man upon this earth, and that the original human being was a development from lower orders of the animal creation. These, however, are the theories of men. The word of the Lord declares that Adam was the first of all men, (Moses 1:34) and we are therefore in duty bound to regard him as the primal parent of our race. 

                                (signed)  Joseph F. Smith

                                                John R. Winder

                                                Anthon H. Lund."

While this quotation is signed by the Presidency of the Church, it is given under the heading of "Testimony of President Charles W. Penrose."

After hearing granted to Elder Smith the following communication was received by the Presidency:

[A letter to the First Presidency from the Council of the Twelve (signed by its president, Rudger Clawson) reported that, as reviewed above, the Council devoted three lengthy meetings to the issue, in which Elders Roberts and Smith submitted papers and were permitted to defend their views. The papers submitted to the Twelve were turned over to the First Presidency.]

It will be observed that no suggestion is made in this communication regarding the attitude of the Council of Twelve in respect to the question involved in the controversy under consideration.

On February 9th the following communication was received from Elder Roberts:

[A letter to the First Presidency from Elder Roberts makes reference to the discussion and papers presented to the Council of the Twelve. Elder Roberts requests an opportunity to point out what he felt was "the weakness and inconsistency of Elder Smith's paper", which Elder Roberts characterizes as "slighter than a house of cards."]

After receipt of this latter communication the Presidency carefully reviewed the papers which had been submitted to the Council of the Twelve, and after prayerful consideration decided that nothing would be gained by a continuation of the discussion of the subject under consideration.

The statement made by Elder Smith that the existence of pre-Adamites is not a doctrine of the Church is true. It is just as true that the statement: "There were not pre-Adamites upon the earth", is not a doctrine of the Church. Neither side of the controversy has been accepted as a doctrine at all.

Both parties make the scripture and the statements of men who have been prominent in the affairs of the Church the basis of their contention; neither has produced definite proof in support of his views.

We quote the following from the Millennial Star, February 19, 1931:

    "The sun is giving out energy daily. In a few million (or billion) years its energy will be gone. The other heavenly bodies are radiating and losing their heat; and in time they will be no better off than the age-bitten sun. The universe will run down. Then, on earth, there will be no summer and winter, perhaps no light and day, but just eternal twilight of middle African temperature, in the monotony of which all life will perish. So warns Sir James Jeans, famous British scientist, and brilliant writer and lecturer. Well for us that day is distant - a billion years or so - but, think of the grandchildren.

    There is a ray of hope.

    Dr. Robert A. Millikan, famous American scientist, and brilliant writer and lecturer, as discovered cosmic rays, sources of energy, that come from the uttermost confines of the universe to replenish the energy we lose by radiation. Out in the depths of space, by means unknown to us, the lost energy is assembled, converted, concentrated and sent back to delay the evil day. In short, Dr. Millikan says that this is a self-winding, self-repairing deathless universe. Day and night, summer and winter, may follow one another endlessly. That is more cheerful.

    Whom are we to believe? These men are both world famous; both experimenters of the first rank, both honest men. Perhaps Dr. Millikan gives us a clue in his address as retiring president of the American Association for the Advancement of Science, delivered last Christmas week. He says:

        'If Sir James Jeans prefers to hold one view and I another on this question, no one can say us nay. The one thing of which you may all be quite sure is that neither of us _knows_ anything about it.'" 

This is the frank and truthful admission of one of the foremost scientists of the world, an honest man, earnestly searching after truth, which he admits has not been definitely discovered.

The Prophet Joseph Smith said: "Oh, ye elders of Israel, hearken to my voice; and when you are sent into the world to preach, tell those things you are sent to tell; preach, and cry aloud, "Repent ye, for the kingdom of heaven is at hand; repent and believe the Gospel." Declare the first principles, and let mysteries alone, lest ye be overthrown....Elder Brown, when you go to Palmyra say nothing about the four beasts, but preach those things the Lord has told you to preach about--repentance and baptism for the remission of sins."

We call attention to the fact that when one of the general authorities of the Church makes a definite statement in regard to any doctrine, particularly when the statement is made in a dogmatic declaration of finality, whether he express it as his opinion or not, he is regarded as voicing the Church, and his statements are accepted as the approved doctrines of the Church, which they should be.

Upon the fundamental doctrines of the Church we are all agreed. Our mission is to bear the message of the restored gospel to the people of the world. Leave Geology, Biology, Archaeology and Anthropology, no one of which has to do with the salvation of the souls of mankind, to scientific research, while we magnify our calling in the realm of the Church.

We can see no advantage to be gained by a continuation of the discussion to which reference is here made, but on the contrary are certain that it would lead to confusion, division and misunderstanding if carried further. Upon one thing we should all be able to agree, namely, that Presidents Joseph F. Smith, John R. Winder and Anthon H. Lund were right when they said: "Adam is the primal parent of our race."

[End of the material about the 1931 message.]



Morris S. Peterson - The different roles science and religion play is illustrated in a study of the dinosaurs.  From the fossil record it is theorized that the dinosaurs were the dominant animals on earth between 225 and 67 million years ago. Some were meat-eating, others lived on plants. Some were small, while others were gigantic, weighing up to seventy-two metric tons and growing to lengths of more than twenty-seven meters.

The existence of these animals is unquestionable, for their remains have been found in rocks all over the world. What eternal purpose they played in the creation and early history of the world is unknown. The scriptures do not discuss the subject of dinosaurs, and it is not the purpose of science to explain why they were here. We can only conclude, as Elder Talmage did, that “The whole series of chalk deposits and many of our deep-sea limestones contain the skeletal remains of animals. These lived and died, age after age, while the earth was not ready for human habitation.”  (“Questions and Answers,” Tambuli (foreign version of the Ensign), Apr. 1988, p. 29)

Hugh Nibley - Do not begrudge existence to creatures that looked like men long, long ago, nor deny them a place in God's affection ... Nor am I overly concerned as to just when they might have lived, for their world is not our world.  They had all gone away long before our people ever appeared. God assigned them their proper times and functions, as he has given me mine—a full-time job that admonishes me to remember his words to the overly eager Moses: "For mine own purpose have I made these things. Here is wisdom and it remaineth in me." (Moses 1:31)  It is Adam as my own parent who concerns me.  When he walks onto the stage, then and only then the play begins.  He opens a book and starts calling out names.  They are the sons of Adam, who also qualify as sons of God, Adam himself being a son of God.  This is the book of remembrance from which many have been blotted out.  (Old Testament and Related Studies, p. 82–83)



News Interview with 
Elder D. Todd Christofferson

REUTERS: Do you believe in Evolution?

CHRISTOFFERSON:  I don't know.  That's a very intriguing question.  I can't think of a doctrinal statement by the church on evolution.  We do believe certainly in a divine hand in creation.  And one of our scriptures says there is a lot yet to be revealed.  There's not much that's frankly been revealed on the religious side regarding it.  You've got a basic account of creation over different periods - we're not talking necessarily about 24 hour days but periods in which God directed creation.  The hows, the details, I don't know, to be honest with you.  We don't claim to know.

We do believe that more is to be revealed.  One of our articles of faith is that we believe all that God has revealed, all that is now revealed and all that is yet to be revealed.

I think it's important to admit on the scientific side there are limits to what we know and on the religious side there are limits to what we know.

REUTERS:  Does the church believe Intelligent Design should be taught in schools?
CHRISTOFFERSON:  Not necessarily.  We teach in the church as our doctrine as our scriptures teach that the creation was directed by God, that we are his children, not just creatures of happenstance.  But we teach whatever science has discovered at this point in school at Brigham Young University and anywhere else.  You'll find discussion of what we know that goes under the rubric of evolution, science classes, biology classes at BYU as you would just at any other university

We're not pushing that schools teach Intelligent Design but rather that they teach honest science and at church we teach what we know.  Eventually they will come together.  (“Q&A with Mormon elder”,  http://www.reuters.com/article/idUKFLE15338920070611?pageNumber=1&virtualBrandChannel=0&sp=true, Mon Jun 11, 2007)



Deseret Morning News

No definitive LDS stance on evolution, study finds

By Carrie A. Moore

Published: Tuesday, Feb. 28, 2006 9:03 p.m. MST

OREM — Despite characterizations by some Latter-day Saints that their theology eschews the theory of evolution, two LDS scientists say their church has no definitive position on whether humans evolved from earlier life forms.

William Evenson and Duane Jeffery told dozens of people gathered at Utah Valley State College on Tuesday that what definitely has evolved over time is the position taken by The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints on the issue.

They came to that conclusion after dissecting the history of statements made by past LDS leaders at the request of former Brigham Young University president Rex Lee. In 1991, Lee asked Evenson — then dean of physical and mathematical sciences at BYU — to draft a document that could be given to students who routinely queried him on the church's position.

"There was a committee organized to put together a packet of materials. . . . The idea was to assemble those things that had some authority to represent the position of the LDS Church," Evenson said.

He and Jeffery collaborated, along with deans from other BYU departments, gathering and sifting through statements by church presidents, the LDS First Presidency and members of the church's Quorum of the Twelve.

The documents contained some statements that inferred there was no basis for the scientific theory of evolution, and others that took no position on the science itself but merely emphasized that man was created in the image of God.

In the end, they included four different statements as part of the BYU packet:

· A 1909 First Presidency statement on "The Origin of Man," published the centennial year of Charles Darwin's birth and the 50th anniversary of his publication of "On the Origin of Species."

· A 1910 First Presidency Christmas message that addressed the issue.

· A 1925 statement, released during the highly -publicized Scopes trial regarding the teaching of evolution in public schools, called "Mormon View of Evolution."

· And a 1992 entry from the Encyclopedia of Mormonism, which includes an excerpt of minutes from a 1931 meeting of the First Presidency on the issue.

As Evenson and Jeffery examined the history, it became obvious there was vast disagreement among some former church leaders about whether evolution played a role in the origin of man, Jeffery said.

"The goal was not to achieve some kind of 'balance' among the views that have been expressed but to give students the full range of officials' views," so they could evaluate the material for themselves when they came upon material from different LDS sources that didn't jibe, Evenson said. The other goal of the "BYU Evolution Packet" — distributed to faculty as well as teachers within the LDS Church Education System — was to provide only materials that could be clearly said to represent the official position of the church, so they could be juxtaposed with a "fair sampling of diverse viewpoints among LDS Church leaders."

In doing so, the two learned that a 1909 statement — signed by President Joseph F. Smith and his counselors — contained a couple of paragraphs that were "quite anti-evolutionary, yet they don't come right out and say it's false, but it doesn't take much to say that's what the intent was," Jeffery said. "It has been published ever since by anti-science writers in the church ever since as the official position."

But what is less well-known "is what has happened since then," Jeffery said. Letters began arriving at the office of the First Presidency after the 1909 statement, and in December 1910 another message was released, saying in part, "Our religion is not hostile to real science. That which is demonstrated, we accept with joy …"

Jeffery, a biology professor at BYU for 37 years, said that statement was quoted by members for the ensuing 20 years, "and I would suggest it's still a good idea."

In the following years, LDS apostles, including B.H. Roberts and James E. Talmage, wrote about the issue and presented their findings to the First Presidency with a leaning toward scientific theory, while junior apostle Joseph Fielding Smith vehemently opposed their views in his own writings and presentations to the First Presidency, Jeffery said. Much of their disagreement came over whether "pre-Adamites" walked the Earth before God created Adam, and whether death of any species had occurred prior to Adam. The debate became so heated that on April 7, 1931, the First Presidency called all the general authorities together and distributed a seven-page memo that "said straight out the church has no position on pre-Adamites or death before the fall of Adam, Jeffery said.

"They basically said, 'leave the subject alone.'" But the competition between Talmage and Smith continued, as Talmage gave an address at the Salt Lake Tabernacle in August 1931 which was later published under the direction of the First Presidency over Smith's objections, Jeffery said.

Tuesday's lecture was given one day after Utah legislators rejected a bill that would have required the State Board of Education to establish curriculum requirements stressing that the scientific theory about the origin of species and evolution is not empirically proven.

The two scientists have recently published their own book, "Mormonism and Evolution: the Authoritative LDS Statements," that includes the "BYU packet" along with a variety of other "authoritative statements."

One is by current LDS Church President Gordon B. Hinckley, quoted in a book by Larry A. Witham, "Where Darwin Meets the Bible: Creationists and Evolutionists in America."

"What the church requires is only belief 'that Adam was the first man of what we would call the human race.'" President Hinckley added that scientists can speculate on the rest, and recalled his own study of anthropology and geology, saying, "Studied all about it. Didn't worry me then. Doesn't worry me now."



Letter to William Lee Stokes

The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints
47 East South Temple Street
Salt Lake City, Utah 
DAVID O. McKAY, PRESIDENT
February 15, 1957
Professor William Lee Stokes
2970 South 15th East
Salt Lake City , Utah
Dear Brother Stokes:
Your letter of February 11, 1957, has been received.
On the subject of organic evolution the Church has officially taken no position. The book "Man, His Origin and Destiny" [by Joseph Fielding Smith] was not published by the Church, and is not approved by the Church.
The book contains expressions of the author's views for which he alone is responsible.
Sincerely your brother,
[signed] David O. McKay
(President)
(William Lee Stokes was from the University of Utah Department of Geological and Geophysical Sciences.  This letter was in answer to a letter from Stokes asking for clarification on statements made by JFS.)



Mormonism allows Huntsman, 
Romney to embrace science, article says

By jamshid ghazi askar, Deseret News, Aug. 23, 2011

Jon Huntsman Jr. and Mitt Romney both accept the science of climate change and evolution — a stance which isn't all that uncommon for Mormons, McKay Coppins writes in an article The Daily Beast published Tuesday.

"Romney and Huntsman are currently the only two Republican presidential candidates who embrace mainstream science on (climate change and evolution). They also are the only two Mormons in the race. A look at the relationship between Mormonism and science makes a convincing case that this is no coincidence. …

"While conservative Christians continue to insist that evolution is an assault on their faith, the LDS church has issued no official statement on the subject in decades, and it is almost never mentioned during church services. Ever the pragmatists, many Mormons tend to eschew the culture war in favor of a 'third way,' establishing doctrinal inroads for mainstream science."

Coppins, a BYU alum, interviews several BYU professors in the article and also quotes a 2007 interview in which Romney spoke at length about evolution.

"I believe that God designed the universe and created the universe," Romney said in May 2007. "And I believe evolution is most likely the process he used to create the human body. … I'm not exactly sure what is meant by intelligent design. But I believe God is intelligent and I believe he designed the creation. And I believe he used the process of evolution to create the human body."

No discussion of Mormon faith and science would be complete without a hat tip to Henry Eyring, the famous late LDS chemist who penned the influential treatise "Reflections of a Scientist."
"Organic evolution is the honest result of capable people trying to explain the evidence to the best of their ability," Eyring wrote. "From my limited study of the subject I would say that the physical evidence supporting the theory is considerable from a scientific viewpoint. … In my mind, God is behind it all whether we evolved or not."

