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wody of My Spirit;" revealing the fact
#at even splrits have bodies, In ac-
sordance with the statement of Paul:
"“There i3 a natural body and there ls
a gpiritual body.” (1 Cor, 16: 44.)

The Book of Mormon recognizes
throughout the Father, the Son and the
Holy Splrit as the great ruling power
#f the universe. It was glven for the
very purpose of establishing the truth
of the Blhle, for It ld wrtten: *“These
last records which thou hast seen
saong the Gentiles, shall establish the
truth of the first, which are of the
tweive Apoatles of the ILamhb....and
xhal] make known.... that the Lamb
of God !s the Son of the Eternal Fa-
sher and the Savior of the world.” (1
Nephl 13: 40.) There is, therefore, no
#iscrepancy between the Bouk of Mor-
mon and the Bible on the doctrlne of
the Deity.

In the Doctrine and Oovenants we
read that *“the Lord Is God and beside
JMIm there Is no Savior: great is His
wisdom, marvelous are His ways, and
sk, extent of His doings none ean find
-aut, From eternity to eternlty He s
-uge same, and ¥lIs years never fall”
A8ec. 76: 1—6.) Further: “He compre-
hemdeth all things, and all things are
‘mefore HIm, and all things are round
about Him: and He Ils above all things,
.aud In all things, and 1s through all
skings, and is round about all things;
and all things are by Him, and of Him,
Levyen God, for ever and ever.” (Sec.
B 41) Further: “These three [the
Pather. Son and Holy Spirit] constl- !
tute the great, matchless, governing
wad supréeme power over all things; by
-whom all things were created and
made that were created and made, and
these three constitute the Godhead;
Wwnd are omne.” (Fifth Lecture <on
Fuwith.) In the Doctrine and Covenants
what may, perhaps, be called a new
truth is revealed relative to the desti- |
ny of man, that those who remalnf
.faithful to God shall grow in perfec-
tlon and finally become Gods, them-!
.velves. We read: *“Then shall they
be Gods, because they +tave no end;
therefore shall they he from everlast-
ing to everlasting, because they con-
tinue; then shall they be above all, be- |
‘oause all things are subject unto them. !
‘Then shall they be Gods, because they
have all power and the angels are sub-
Ject unto them.” (Sec. 132: 20.)

The great truth here revealed s,
however, only relatively new. It Is
implied In former revelations. “Thou
-shalt not revile the gods [meaning the
ndges of Israel] nor curse the ruler of
Ehy pepote!” (Ex. 22: 28). “Is It not
Iritlen In your law; I said, ye are
gods?' (Joh. 10: 34) " Beloved, now
:are we the sons of God, and it doth not
yet appear what we shail be: but we
know that, when He shall appear, we
shall be ke Him, for we shall see Him
a4 he {8.” (1 John 3: 2.3 "To him that
-overcometh will I grant to sit with me
-In my throne, even as I also overcame,
and am set down with my Father in
His throne.” {(Rev. 3: 21} We may
leave to the reader to judge which of
the two records 13 most emphatle on
tais point, the Doctrine and Covenants,
which says: “Then shall they be Gods,"”
or the Bible, which says that we shall
ba *“llke” the Second persom in the
-Ghodhead and sit on His throne as He
-18 eeated on the throne of His Father.
- In the Pear! of Great Price God ap-
pears, as in Genesis, as Lord God Al-
mighty, who Is from eternity toceter-
mty, or endless. {P. 1.} Moses‘is Hls
son. created In the similitude of the
Only Begotten. The Father, the Son
and the Holy Spirit are recognized
throughout in their offices, as In the
Bible. (P. 4) The accounts of the

, #Teation are substantially the same asg
.that in Genesis., In the Book of Abra-
am the orlginal for.God 13 translated

opening dhapter of Genes!s.

0da,", as.it probablw shoujdsbe. in the ,m
e AR o

We are now prepared to state that
the agreement between the revelations
concerning the nature and attrihutes of
God, as recorded in the Bfhle.and the
other sacred volumes, s perfect. Had
it been possible in this limited artjcle
to give a complete concordance of all
the passages in which the subject is
referred to,this fact would appear more
clearly, but those quoied are sufficient,

we hope. Our position is this: In all
of the Inspired records d¢he plocture
presented of the Delty is the same.

Does the Bible represent the supreme
power as One (even In a higher and

more nysterlous sense than Man
s one); and yet more than
one, inasmuch as there Is a

plurallty of Wills, Agents, Persons?
S0 does the Book of Mormon, the Doe-
trine and Covenatita and the Pearl of
Great Price. Does Mormonism as rep-

resented In these standards of faith,,
speak of "many Gods?' So does the
Bible. Of a male and female element’

In the Godhead? So does the BRBible,
slnce the “Spirlt” active in the creatlon
is in the Hebrew represented by a fe-

| male noun, "Ruach'” and since man,

male and female, was created In the
Image of the Gods. Does Mormonism
speak of God's children? No doctrine
Is made plainer by the Bible revelations
than that. Does Mormonlsm believe In
a God, or Gods, In human form? So do
undenjably the authors of the Bible.
Paul, not to refer again to the sacred
records of Moses, has glven sanction to
the beautiful expresslon of the anclent
poet: “For we are also His offspring.”
He argues: “Forasmuch then as we are
the offspring of God, we ought nogt to
think that the Godhead i3 like unto
gold or silver, or stone, graven
by art and man's device,” (Acts 17: 28,
29.) Loglc compels us to conclude that
In Paul's mind the form of God was
that of man, of which He {s the Father;
else, what is the polnt of his argument,
of which one of the premlses is that
we are his offspring? Show us, we
may well exclalm, one single statement
concerning God in the Mormon staad-
ards of falth at varlance with any
statement In the Bible. Mr. Nutting
has wtterly failed to do so.

This I3 all the more remarkable be-
cause of the exultant attitude he as-
sumes ln contemplating hils own con-
cept of the Delty. That is, as we under-
stand it, chiefly the one founded on the
Nicene and Athanasian creeds. Now
these creeds are not the Bible. They
were born under pecullar circumstan-
ces, We think when they are studied
without prejudice, they will be regard-
ed as clumsy &ttempts to reconclle the
Bible theology wlth the dreams of pa-
gan philosophy which exercised a0
much baneful influence on early deca-
dent Christianity. The counell of Nice,
A, D. 325, was called by the emperor
Constantine for the purpose of settling
the remarkable question whether a son
can be as old as his father, Not that
Constantine cared for the theological
controversies, but he needed a unlted
church to lean on, and commanded the
theologlans to unite. So the delegates
to the council came. There were hun-
dreds of them. Constantine met with
them:, t0o. It was the Arst time the
church and the state stood face to face
ag friends. It is said that *“he felt dis-
gusted at the coarse, ecringing creatures
who one moment scrambled around
hitk to snatch up a bit of his munifi-
cence, and the next flew madly Into
each other's faces for some incompre-
hensible mystery,”” These ‘'creatures”
are hardly rellable in a matter of thls
kind, even If they did add a curse upon
those who differ with them [n views.
The Athanasian creed with a¥ {ts ma-
thematical absurdities |s probably
traceable to the tlme of Augustine, per-
haps to bis theology. But even’hls au-
thgrity Is of no account, when it is re-
bered thdt his'-Bible exegesdis 43

extrémely “arbitrafy’ sometimes, oot to

mentlon that there is.some doubt as téw
his veraclty as a chronicler of facts
To the best of our understanding the
god of these creeds 13 essentially the
god of the earty Gnostlcs minus the ink
termedlate emanpatlons or aeons tha,
constituted the Fleroma, or bridge, be
tween them and the Inflnite, who him-
self was unknown and@ unknowable
Incapable, In fact, even of entering ot ¢
immedlate relatlons with the materlal
creatlon. Bul that doctrine is severel

| rebuked by Paut In his letter to thé

Colossians, and it 183 a miracle that it
should have survived to this day In thé
Christian world. Tt s a mystery—a
mystery of Iniqulity. The doctrine of’
God has a practical bearing on the eth

1cs of its adherents. The Gnostic ided
developed both into sickly ascetlelsnd
and unbridled liscentiousness. Are the
results in the Chrilstian world today
different?

Mormonlsm gladly leaves the creedd',
that have been welghed and found
wanting. It takes ks position on Bl
ble ground, and more especlally on the
revelations that portray God as thé
eternal Father of the chlldrén of men:
In these revelations they recognize thse
God of the creation, the God of Abra:
ham, Isaac and Jacob, the od of
Moses and the Prophets, and the God
of Hlm, who in the parting hour de-
clared to his followers: "I ascend unto
my Father and your Father; and to my
God and your God,” {(John 20: 17.) -If
the Fatherhood of God §s merely a
figure of speech, Mormonism s Wrong;
but if It means something In reiation
to the Elder Brother, it also rneans
something in relation to His brethren;
and if so, the entire doctrine i3 clear}
Ccan It be considered derogatory to the;
Deity to belleve that the children wof
God partake of His nature, His attrls
hutes? Chlldren not of the nature of
the parents are called monstrosities;
Are God's children such? If we as
chlldren are partakers of His nature;
is it unreasonable to expect that
through His saving power, and by obe-
dilence, this npature will develop?
Where will the developmert end? Muat,
4 child be rebuked because he aims one
day to do what he sees hiz father do?:
Answer these querles in the light ots‘
Scripture, of nature, of history, of log- -
lcal reasoning, and the reply can be
but one: “As God i3, we may become;
as we are, God once was.” This I3 the
reply Mormonlism offers to those alld
important questlons.

NOTES.

Abraham, Isaac and Jacob are cer-
talply not angels Ia the other world
Angels are minlstering spirits, at the
service wf the children of God. (He
1: 14.) The latter are not “redeemed’
for the purpose of becom!ng servants
In another world.

The statement that Mormonlam,
teaches that God is “made” of matten
and Is subjeot to the laws of matter,
like a stone, shows onily the profound,
fgnorance of Mr, Nutting concerning:
Ll{ormou doctrine. It needs no refuta-
thon,

The subsequent statement that the
Gods ¢f Mormonism are all sipners, we'
regard as an ineffective attempt ab
placlng Mormonism in an absurd
light. No Mormon ever taught or be-
lleved that blasphemous doctrige.,

The statement that the theology of
Mormonlsm is conbtained in heathenlsm
is no argument against It, even if the"
statement were true, The very doc-
trine of the existence of God might be °
assailed on that ground, since even
pa.%anism recognizes the existence of.

od.

The Christian concept of God is be-

Jeved (to have orlginated In paganism.

in its: €ssential features,'the ‘triad, it-is
found In anclent Hindoot téachings, and.



