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t thenbon follow it up
rn explanation thatteat it leclearis clear
tawewe leave to the other side the
at of the device adopted by the
oa and ingenious painter of horses
toothethe use of the dictionary rev
tagsa idea appears to be that the
attonon there given of the word god
boughgh to upset the theology of
Itoncismism our reply to that was
the dictionary is no authority on

al questions and this is true
dictionary the words contained

are collected and their
conlyly accepted meaning isda given
fethehe meaningdemeaning the dictionary is au-
ty but when the question arises
erthefe arthe commonly accepted mean

a certain word is that in which
W employed let us say by the

of the bible for instance then
inquiryairy must be carried further
19 change meanings and even be
obsoletepbsolete the definitions of the
amarlesries change accordingly but the

eldid truths remain forever and
1 opponent next tries his wit and

jnes sarcastic he emendeavorsdeavors to
ithromrom our quotations of scripture
hessionslon that the doctrine of a
ityty of godsG originated with satan
ii spectacle he makes of himself

ie reader will take the trouble of
kruigC to our previous article he will
ja this point the followingfol lowling
iee serpent in tempting our first
stas holds out as an inducement
cm to eat of the fruit that by so

IE theyey should be as gods gen
a statement that was riothot entirely
sinceinca the god jehovah later on

1 behold adam is become as one
gen 3 22

s almost beyond belief that a
fibiann minister Is willing to place
it on record as that the
tar of gods here taught and

knows of no other estheis the
se of satan moses expressly

Aandna the lord god said be-
thehe man Is become as ONE OFgen 3 22 it is gods doc
wt satansgatansSa tans
our opponent proves himself anliningning juggler not only with

fairee texts but also with the con-
of other morcom standards of

y he says the early motmormonmon
ine of god contradicts the present
alff now fforor the proof of this

ok of mormon teaches only one
sopo doesd oes the doctrine and cove
uptip to section and the pearl of

E pricepace up to page 63 in otherbecause the plurality of the
Is not ofit mr cuttingsnuttingsNuttings wordn for iait revealed in thebhe book ofatnon or on the earlearlierler pages of theisie and covenants and the pearl

jat price therefore those earlierhs orfof these concontradictbradlet
literer ones we presumepresume this is
en of that clear hogile I rdislikes so much how does

C argument strike a bible reader
Mesearchesarches the alme in vain forafor aae ng forth the Trinitrinitariantarlan docacoror the old testament for a clearalionton on the immortality of themust he not by virtue of that
H logic conclude that the bible by

contradicts athanasAthanaaluslus and the
testament the new bible stu

know well that revelrevelationatlon is
U the truths and purposes of
re eternal but the revelations of
truths have aptly been com-
o0 the gradualal rising of the sun

wing1 ng the mists of the morning
ibweryery hlll and valley is clothed
eiidorr Becibecausetuse an early cevelanot convey all there is to be

led we cannot truthfully fimsay
contradicts later and more cocornmy

naiveve revelations it would be aas
natoleble or as foolish to grumble be-eae sunun risesrisea gradually over the
1

fc

amft atotoffee atae lap
eaith inal remain-

ing there stationary apply thitthat rea-
soning to other literary compositions
our opponent argues thus because on
pagepace 63 of the pearl of great price is
recorded a doctrine not terecordedcarded on
page 1 therefore page 1 contradictspage 63 an intelligenti child would not
be deceived by so glaring a fallacy

the hebrew argument we are
told is ludicrous to scholarship in
proof of this two great scholars gese

and davies are quoted on the use
in the hebrew language of plural nouns
to denote single objects the way in
which mr nutting quotes geleniusGesenius
Is certainly ludicrous the sum of
this we are told is that the plural
elohim does not mean ahe plurality but
the excelexcellenceexcellerleince of the one god by
analogy of reasoning we suppose the
word used to denote carbainbertain idols

is plural merely to give em-
phasis to the excellency of that idol

we suppose does not admit
the thoughtthoi ight of many idols of the same
kind but only one whose majesty and
excellence were tootco much for a noun
inim singular form

the explanation given by the scholars
quoted and by cyothers and which the
author of this happens to be familiar
with from early school days 1618 perhaps
the very best that can be offered in sup-
port of orthodox theology on this popointant
we do not underestimate its value or

I1

importance if the controversy turned
on the word elohim alone the theory
of the scholars might even be accepted
but there are other facts which cannot
be overlooked such expressions as
these let US make man in OUR
image and behold the man is be-
come as ONE of US dode not admit
any other explanation than a plurality

I1 in the godhead Plu ralls excellentlae
does not cover the ground A kingkin forfar

1 instance can properly speak of him-
self as us and we that is plural
of excellence or majesty in english as
in hebrew but itif liebe should say that
one of his subjects has become as one
of us that would mean that he had
become as one of the several kings ex-
isting it Is the same when god says
one of us
the very ailanalogy of the word

house idols suggests the same
thought the word Is of obscure origin
but that much Is clear that it denotes
a class of images or idols of which the
one mentioned in I1 sam 19 a 16 was
one

but mormonism is challenged to name
a single scholar who agrees with it that
the word elohim stands for a plurality
of gods we accept dr joseph angus
in his admirable bible handbookhand book page

gives the verdict of christian schol-
arship in these words

in the beginning for example god
taught the unity of his nature while
the truth that there is a plurality in the
godhead was taught but indistinctly
several expressions in the earliest books
imply it and are evidently calculated
to suggest it such expressionsna for ex-
ample as let US make man in our
image see gen 1 26 3 22 and the
use of the plural noun to indicate the
true god with a singular verb gen 1
1 Ps 58 brov 9 10 and several
hundred times

hear another testimony rev A H
in the higher criticism and the

verdict of the monuments says
the word elohim takes us back

again to the pre age of
canaan elohim is a plural noun and
its employment in the old testament
as a singular has given rise to a large
amount of learned discussion and it
must also be added of a learned want
of commoncommonsensesense if aba hebreww word
elohim had not once signified the plur-
al gods it would never have been
given a plural form and the best proof
of this is the tactfact that in several pas

6 used lain A plural amse fatfQ
by thaih author of renascentBenascent
uyity page

the trouble with mr nutting lathatla abat
hebe wants to fasten the charge of pagan
polytheism on mormonism but he
has signally failed to do ao the
plurality of the godhead taught in the
mormon standards of faith is the doc-
trine more or less directly taught in
the bible and no other Is our ftignorant of the fact that juda-
ism to this day charges the christiansChristi alne
with polytheism 9 this is probably
just as well founded as mr cuttingsnuttingsNuttings
charge

the reply to our statement thati thehe
tu thors of the bible had the coconcep-
tion

neep
of a female element in the god-

head Is characteristic we pointed out
I1
that the spirit of god toIs a

L feminine noun our opponent quotes
i geleniusGe seniusentus as follows inanimate ob-
jects properly of neuter gender and
abstract ideas are regarded in hebrew
as either masculine or feminine par-
ticularlyticularly the latter now what has
this rule of grammar to do with thequestion are we to infer that ththe
spirit of god which moved upon tae
waters in the morning of the oreaflon

1
was an inanimate object or an ab

1 idea just fancy the ideidea off aai
i inanimate objectorobject or an abstract meaideal
moving upon the waters for the pur-
pose of bringing life and order out otofcaos the spirit of god
elohim must have some reference togod notwithstanding the assertion V18
the contrary if it isa true that the

aideaidea of gender in grammar was first
suggested by the difference between
male and female it follows that femi-nine words were employed to denotepersons or objects conceived to partake
of feminine characteristics in the

1 earliest known languages a number bfwordsWOMB in daily use ending with a cer-
tain vowel tameame to be regarded aa
masculine on account of their meaningZM

1

andd others with a different endingending goas
feminine for the same rereasonalson thenwords less frequently used were torfar
convenience sake classified as mascu-
line or feminine on account of theircharacteristic endings regardless oftheir meaning tnin this way inanimateteobjects and abstract ideas are othereither I1

masculine or feminine in hebrewHebrewasas tninother languages but that does nat explain why a person and especially adivine person Is represented byara afeminine noun there is some otherreason for that
and this reason is plainly indicatedwe do not say fully revealedreve in thenarrative of the creation af man weread in the image of god createdhe him 1I1 ae man the homo arormale and female created sethem 11 gen 1 27 both reaaralele and

ferfemalenale weve concludecon elude were needed frthe completion of the divine aaebut we atreare told that the imagemagreI orlikeness of man to god tinartimage or a likeness aresemblance to god in hl essentialnature that is as we read a it thescripturessculptures are alleged 0too teach that we
resembleresemy our heavenly fa therein Anoth-ing othbut ani hishia moral qualities welwe
submit alfe question whetherhether1 thlethis state-ment oancan be proved except by a moatflagrant violation of all accented rules
ofdf interpretation the word imageduill8
used several times by the abla 4au-thors iwe read that adam begat
son in his own likeness after hosforage gen 5 3 Does that nnsimply a resemblance to the fathervaAM4
moral qualities aniland no more etke
commanded israel as followsfollos tatimake unto thee wtAaft
image or any likenesse so of
is in healea aboveaboa ex 2090 4 t


