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ply to argument of the negative
veral of my references tolto josephoseph
hi the catechism key etc by
i the student might furtherurther verify

I1 jippositionssitione on mormonism were
kencen out of my last article it may

ani advantage to my opponent or to
pauseabee to revise my argument but
winded people will hardly think so
I1 cannot permit it to pass without
nentment protest in the interestterestla of

th wadand fairness I1 agreed that our
I1 authority should be tourfour books

t emphatically I1 did not agree that
uld not refer studentstir to others

auldmid let my opponent shape my ar-
ntsants in the least any who wish
references can write me if the

wbre does not print them in this
goas I1 hope it will J D N 1

roeee things are suggested in this
action which mormonismmormon ism seems tofo

kee clear logic the dictionary and
established laws of interpretation

but these lieile at the very
bof all communication by words

usee god has made us to act on
t basis disregarding these it is

ible to convey ideas with
7 or to understand the language
anotheraether even god himself 1 I

k with all reverence must speak
s way because we can under
tnin no ottherother this he always
and one who attempts to inter

t thebe bible differently will not get
ds truth but Sasatanstanks error this

onion trouble with the mormon use
e word is abundantly illustrated
y opponents article I1 am very
however that hebe emphasizes the

y of the bible in regard to the doc
of god if this discussion results
thing better than stimulating the

estst independent study of the word
11I1 do much good sufuredy

ndI1 his bible study has been
stul in one item of this case

toldold of ben butler the noted gen
and lawyer that during an imps

id1 speech in a murder easecase he said
rr honorhanorho nor we have it on the highest
rity that all that a man hath will

ivere for his life the opposing law
slowlyo arose and said 1I have long
desirous of knowing whom my

ngu dished opponent considered as
highestiguest legal authority and now I1

the eacret record fromfroim which
iss quoted reads and satan an-
daed all that a man hath will he
for his life job 24 if my
cents interpretation of satansgatans
speech in gen 343 4 aad 5 is cor-
isis teaching plurality of gods ahen

was the author of this diunda
alil doctrine of momormonism
L devil also enunciated several

mormon views amun the same in
eww with eve as that god was a
r carrying out a scheme of fraud

anatst her verses 4 and 5 thatthathatt
e it was right and really necessary

err highest good that she should
in takijiig the fruit that not death

ivinity would be her future if she
silol nned and hence the
ne of universalism my opponent
myself are agreed satan was
authorathor of these chief doctrines

t god and man I1 hadh ad long given
thekhe credit without thinking of

biblical authority
oreire conconsideringaldering my opponents
iw argument let us notice one im
utait fact that the early mormon
nee of god contradicts the present
dj pa 9 far more scriptural theile
or mormon was the earliest of

onn works it teaches through
bwyamsy one godgd the doctrine and

laatsta does likewise up to sectionn
written in 1839 and so does the

ifacred book of mormonism the
ofjet great price uptup to page 63
waswaa written during 1836 6 after

josep hh bayun bif wndy otof he-
brewbrew herihere th many
godsg idea begins and tois found in the
doctrine and covenants three years
later as above and in all sermonseermons on
the subject thence down to this day
being hence the authoritative doctrine
on this point as acknowledged by my
opponent and this Is only one contra-
diction evidently the god ofAM MOT

monism did not know asaa much about
himhimselfbelr before joseph studied hebrew
as he did afterwards or else he was
practicing his doctrine of the necessity
ot sin and deceiving a little in either
event he can be no true god at all

now for the hebrew argument which
is ludicrous to scholarship to say the
least and I1 ask no aneone to takebake my
word as authorauthoritytty here As the whole
mormon polytheistic doctrine rests upon
this argument it is worthy of careful
attention the statement is that be-
cause the hebrew word for god in
genesis etc is in theithe plural number
ffrequently there mutmust be many godsgoals
andnd that becausebecause the word for sipiirit
or breath Is of feminine gender the
holy spirit must be a female and
god both father and motherbothee I1 will

let GesengeleniusGeseniuslus probably the moart re-
nowned hebrew icolar of modernmodem times
and davies author of a standard die

tion tary of hebrew speak as to thith
facts on these points

says GeseGesen Blualu grammar p

the terminations which properly ex-
press plurality are employed in the ex-
pressionpres slon of other kindred ideas so that
the hebrew often uses pluralal fforms
where other languages employ singular
the plural use denotes so partic-
ularly we find god then a
few times the holy hos 12 1 and
the heb word torfor hauae e idols in the

plural when onlyonay one image Is mmeanteant
1 I sam 19 8 16 farther lord

also master 1 says davies under the
hebrew word eloma which all trans-
lation of the bible render god but
joseph smith says should be gods
this plural is often called pluralplu rallsis ex

or plural of ex-
cellencecel lence or majesty it is mostly
corisconstruedtrued with the singular verb but
the plural ts used aileo to designate a
god idol deutbeut 32 39 even a god-
dess says Gesenlus again p as
to gender IneLinanimatedImate objects proper-
ly of neuter gender and abstractt ideas

are regarded an hebrew as either
masculine or particularly the
latter as sin sleep baldness the
sun etc the sum of these statementsstate ments
lais that the plural of elohim
does not mean the pluplurality
butbu the excellence of the one
god and the femininity of rusch
the word for spirit bite or breath im-
plies nothing whatever as to bexansex in
anything and the word used alone has
not the slightest reference to god

all hebrew scholscholarstare are agreed on
these popol ritts I1 challengech mormonism
to name one single exception all schol-
arship says that the mormon position
here Is widwithoutphout any foundationfound atlon what-
ever yet on this falsehood its greatest
doctrine 18 built ahme ittM cannot pos-
sibly be true even if joseph smithsm l ithth did
get so puffed up with his knowledge
of hebrew at this point that he ex-
claimed 1I know more than all the
world put together

the image or 1111Ukkenessenesa of mianman to
god at creartion no more means that
god has a body than a photograph
proves that its original is made of
cardboard and chemicals 11II11 peter
3 16 theme passage simply means that
man resembles god indis essential na-
ture but roansmans body is not the es

for that may be sick or out
haila wayawaya by the surgeon without in-
juring the real man at anall the spiritt

so this really teaches
that god is a spirit as al-
ways has affirmed and not that he is
made of matter

so Twh14 all the other muibible pasparpdd bae hachet asef aba
raherlhe when a sensible
both clear statements of fet inowand
eure allusions on a subject

honest and fair treatment Is tor stief
jrefrett the obscure by the clear to do
otherwise is to make him out false or
foolish this is the fundamental law of
interpretation everywhere apply it
here the plainest statement of the bi-
ble as to gods essential nature laIs abat
of john 4 24 god is a spirit that
Is a perfectly clear statement by godgidd
himself in christ and was aimedadmed
squarely against the materialistic I1lo-
calized ideas of the samaritanssamaritanaSamaritans as to
god and worship it is the testteat passage
torfor all obscurer ones they cannot be
contrary to it because god is true and
consistent this decides the truth notnet
those they must be interpreted asan

or in some other way
they cannotca decide because they oftare
not clear and because ifa thay
were they would simply make ILa con-
tradictiontra diction and we would be any
knowledge of god by revelrevelationatlon oveone
great fault of mormonism tois that ttit
builds aali its essential doctrines upon
such uncertain passages if upon
and gives them mmeaningsean ings whichwatch aheiare
possible by this clear test

manyMany of the passages quoted by my
opponent imply absolutely nothing 46
to god having a body face to fadeface

18

appeappearedarid talked saw the lord
etc could be just as true of a spirit
as otherwise god having haaffhand
etc is plainly figurative in view of
what we have just said and the long
list of attributes given is very cancon-
spicuous by its omission from the list
whence it seems to have been copied
of theonethe one attribute which would utter-
ly have refuted the whole flesh and
bones god idea that of god as invis
ible flesh and bones carlcan ibebe seen bybv
men and cannot fall to be seen if prexpre
ent without a miracle of blindness
but spirit cannot be seen without a
miracle of eight since the word re-
peatedlypeat edly affirms that god cannot vebe
seen by man liehe must be spirit and
not flesh jqhnjohn 1 18 says no mewman
hath seen god at any tame I1 tim
6 16 says of him whom none man hath
seen nor can see so again be-
cause he is omnipresent everywhere
at once he absolutely cannot be made
of flesh folfor everybody knows that a6body cannot liebe spread all over tild
universe at once and that ruonio tm
bodies can occupy the same place at
the samesaime time so with gods omnipo-
tence and with most of0 HIMHI otherawer
tributes they are entirely impossible
to flesh and bones hence bodgod
possibly be such

the fatherhood ot god is not interiinert-
ly a figure of spikespeecheh but literally broo
of god as creatorCreatotr of the race and tt
momentary preserver and benefactor
but it is NOT true in the blasphemous
physical sense which the
god doctrine of Mornionmormonismlem holds aad
to which the editoredl tor refers

itif god is simply a greAgreatertere mali 44
mormonismMormon lam teaches in common withith
paganism then of course we may hope
some time to become gods ourselves
butiabut if helsomhe is of an entirely different classclaas
of being we can only hope to approach
his infinite in a sphere
measurelessly below his this is the
bible doctrine the finite can never
become the infinite

my apponopponentenit fakher seems to actt on
the principle of claiming everything
in sight and some more HSha saysTin all the inspired recorecordsads foible and
mormon books the picture presented
of the deltydeity is the same 0 0 show
us we may well exclaim one vllatooestatement concerning god ln thithe far
mon standards of faith atart vrvariancekatee
with any statement in the bible WM
NUItnuttingting has utterly tailedfailed to do
read my article and spsee abutto at 1 wuidojo
it and better veryveo gladly vo40


