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90 oneeve who can judge att sobnebstIsll11 fitat all can fail to see theAM1 sere lais a very bibel compincomparativetive
tat ment of thetha two doctrines toin par

adel
TEACHES

THAT
1 therethera Is only one

googol the lard he tois
god in heaven abobo and
audand the earth beneath
there laIs none else
beat A 89 1 I1 am hebe
before me there was
nd god formed neither
hall anero be after me

1I weneven I1 am the lordja 48 10 11 there
tsIs none other god but
one for though there
bethabe thattaireare called gods

asaa thorere be gods
many and lords many
flaps aad brince J

1 turethere Iss butbat one
OW 1 cor 8 85 6
thou balt have no

other me
Vs WS and hundreds
of other passages as isa

81

9 god has always been
aed toIs uncreated and
eternaleinal present and fu-
ture the eternal god
toie thy refugerefue 11 deutbeut 88
IT from everlasting
tola everlasting thou art

Ps CO 2 GOD
1810 SOTNOT A MAN

1101NEITHERTHER THE SON
OFormahXAN M num 221919

lam the first and I1 am
the last and beside me
therechwe Is no god lea
44 0 and 48 12 him
that satmat on the throne
who I1eveth torfor ever and
overiver revbev 4499

8 god ie16 the father
chervisthere Is no female idraidea
whatever given us about
him our father which
artan tnin heaven mitt 613

4 Is the thought in
emamsome more
or lewless directly stated
therea laIs ab no

vr even birlhintingting at
tee limothernother bod ldid a
thisme idea alsoadso would
imply more than one
god and is hence dirse
ty contrary to and for-
bidden bby such
apaa underI1I1 above I1

A4 god tola spirit with
out material body
atodgod tola a spirit
john 4 oil84 the god
awX the spirits of all
fleshflea num 27 10
do not I1 fill heaven

and jer 23 24

the invisibility of god
provetas him to have no
dlhy b dy as do hithis
omniscience omnipres-
ence omnipotence eter

altyanity and all others of
Ushis and rela-
tion which would be im-
possible except to infin-
ite spirit

K god Is the governor
and lawgiver of the
universeseI and is subject
to no phyphysical law god
tos notpot ruled by any higher
ppower but himself rules
all11II bowboth matter and

be lightsee
whole account of ereacreft
donaton gen 1 he
stretched out thothe

borth over the
empty vaceplace and hangbang
eth theroe earth upon no
ibisva god albfain teth
notof neither Is wearyMtea to40 go8 seea whole
chapter javery miracle
toIs proof of abis point

f A6 god laIs perfectly
dwir therhe lord toIB
dossous tain all hithis ways

od holy la alt liia
INwark

1 Ps 116 17
the lordd our god is

IrolyMPay9 99 9 1 A
of truth and

JOK andatie mut 880

t

MORMONISM TEACH
IS8 THAT

1 thereare multitudes
of gods and they

the gods saidpaid let there
be light pearl of
grentgreat price p 63 atetc

then shall they be
godsgoda doedoc cov
18232822 etc

and note the following
quotations besides other
references innumerable
including the admission
of the editor of the
newsnewa

2 mormon gods worewera
once men and thousands
more are now being rais-
ed asan mormon parents
and children abraham
isaac and jacob are now
not angels but god
doc A covCOT 87

those who remain faith-
ful to god shallobalI1 grow in
perfect on andd finally
become ar tthems-
elves

h 0 m
ed nevnonas As

god toIs we may become
as we arpar god one was 4

quoted by ed news

8 mormon gods are
mulemale and female sae
the hymn 0 my
father especially the
line ive a mother
there 11 doedoc cloy

20 then chatishall
they be god speaking
of polygamous mor
mons male and female
the editor acknowledges
this point also

4 these gods aarer a
partlyartly made of matter
thisats follows from the
doctrine that they were
once men who have
materialmuterlal bodies an well
asaa from many direct
statements from joseph
Smismiths time down to
date and tois very tenae
lowly advocated

65 these goda are sub-
ject to the I1lawsaws of mat-
ter sa05 to th ir bodies
like a stone the editor
denies this point

A these gods are all
sinners first because
they sinned while onOB thehe
earth as human beings
forthefor the bible saysay all
have Bi nnedsinned 99 bom 5

ast9 and second be-
cause

be-
came becoming
gods they have created
men so thatoat they were

I1 4 athersthen ttto BOan on
lain simaatoll11

te 16

7 godflod toIB a trinity
61in the name of the
ratherfather and of the holy
obestabollit 19 matt 2819
and many other passages
stating or implying the

the soH 0 I1 y
spirit IsIR ALWAYS
spoken of asan divine

to h accord-
ing to the dockbook of MIT
mon it nepal 8 11 25
which closcloses tthush 0 8
adimadam fell that men

might be and metmen oreare
that they might havehae
leyjoy 12

7 god isIB not a trin-
ity but a duality nowhow
many personages are
inerenere in the godheadbead
two the father and the
son I1 doc A cov ath
lecture on faith paxpane0
56 ancient ococcultistcultists
explain the sose as
a triad the
theolotheologiansgeans called this
the godhead 11 editor
newshewn argument against
trinity

other points might be named but
these are enough in every one of the
foregoing items the bible Isie flatly
against the mormon doctrinesdoctrineas anyI1

OPPoc
can see there is no possibility of
bowingwowing thisthia conclusion yet my op-
ponent said that the agreement be

the bible and the mormon books
Isia perfect perhaps he hadbad never

comparedcorn pared them as above not one per-
son in thouthousands has or has matched
the two systems together lain any fair
way of course I1 understand that the
mormon books havebave some things about
god which accord with the bible the

verses of the bible which are put
bodily into the book of mormon will do
that of course but the distinctive
points ofat mormonism are what we are
discussing and such are the above in
the clear view of them presented toie it
possible to believe that the mormon

isi the true christian biblical
one

NOTES ANSWERED
abraham isaac andaid jacob are

angels in theane other world
the thchildrenildren oco C god are not redeemed
torfor the purpose of becoming servantsservanta
in the other world no they are not
angels but leesleas Ps 8 65 only saints at
the foot of the thronethrone instead of gods
upon it according to the pen pictures
by god in rev 7 9 17 and 5 6 14 and
the sredsacred record contradicts mormon-
ism as above flatly again in rev 7

1815 saying therefore are they before
the throne and serve him day and
night that mormonism regards serv-
ice as degrading is only another proof
that it is not christianity torfor christ
said 1Iiamam among you usas one that
ser veth and whosoever will be chief
amangamong you let him be your servantt
matt 20 252825 28 luke 22 27 the

principle and fact of service extends
from the throne of god wwhoho is the dl
vinatalnet servant down through all to
the gates of hellbell beyond which it does
not go the idea above Is next found
in anall this distance

if I1 am ignorant in sayongg that the
mormonmorman gods are made of matter as
to their bodies and subject to its laws
then joseph smith parley P pratt

arldand others of the greatest authors of
mormonism or more so who Is my
opponent that he calls down the great
eaeatt cormonsmormons who have ever lived

the fatherhood of god is not at all
distinctively a new testament doc-
trine AsAB early as in deutbeut 3282 6 it is
mentioned and in Ps 111411 14 isa
63 3616 and 64 89 are as tender state-
ments of it as can well be put into
words

the attempt to prove a heathen ori-
gin for the scriptural doctrine the
trinity lain onlyatily another proof offat my
position that mormonism tola

christianunchristianun in substituting duality
lorfor trinity it tola indeed necessary to
be clear on this point 11 but when one

I1 the ediorth bbu probably inadvertently
omitted abe9 lain abb quotation

geteta clear hih wili know
not gnyany truth in ascribing 0 alt

biblical origin to the doctrinedoctrine of
trinity which has always bebeenen hm
the christian church dualismDualiBin H
more a heathen doctrine than
and the trinity Is indeed far front 1

adiol
V

now that mormonism retreats to
notion of two holy spirits one wl
god and another which tois an I1influx
at work in nature and the
shall know how to avoid the torea
the statements in the key which wo
clipped out of my last article
the position will be just as untrue ta
holy spirit tois god and nothing

As to hebrew note my chalchallengeleni
ready given besides this I1 chah
my opponent to name a single H
totlet who admits what he says tb
do perhaps nobody is beau
bubutt himself

my opponent argues that thoth
that both himself and christ havehav
accused of blasphemy tois the grarlpossible testimony to the treb
mormonism this tois a

icamenaimen of mormon logic I1
any logician would call it a
sequitur nevertheless in
16 we find that a devil from hellhed
blasphemed god apply the f
logic mormonism and this devil
both accused of blasphemy thethere
they are alike and the logic boultwoul
just as good and the conclusion
more true according to the thin
of the christian world

my opponent fallsfails to grasp themthe
that none of the great d
christianity have either originate I
or been arglearg 11 shaped by any couchui
or auth wity whatever 1 aside frer
word of Ggo in tnco 1 1lieig tl tout x

ent age ays littleit tie attention tollto inand personally I1 div none at allyall
any muchmch connection there I1la0
priestly authority over brain oroil hhe
in the ti hristian church
bible only is the cry

answer
itoto mr john D nutting

sir you call public attention act
fact that the news eliminated
your article preceding this your
erencen to the catechism key to

etc by so doing you simplypp
pose your almost impudent violviolattBt
our agreementent published in the na
of august over your own big
ture the matter waswaa thoroughly j
cussed at the time and any fui
reference to it will be treated
significant silence on our part
imputation that we have revisedrevisedk 3

argument or even weakened it in
way is false the references aapt
of are left out of this article too
it does not suit your purpose totodil
mormonism astoundas found in our standtan
of faith as agreed upon you wi
liberty to end the discussion at
earliest convenience ed new

I1 rev john D nutting ch l
mormonism seems to dislike ciecleafrj
the dictionary and the establish
of inteinterpretationrp of language
that charge Is based on does
pear to the best afpfof our undunac
ing it is clear logic a correct i

the dictionary and the correcorrectdt a
tion of the laws of interpretsInterpretatS
which we contend it would e
to hurlburl the charge back on taj
of our opponent but there toie no
of retaliation the public Is the
as to which sideaide has the clearest
etc we at least neneedednotnot ffc


