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of God; for the very first of the Com-
mandments absolutely forbids us to
have more than one God even In
thought; “Thou shalt have none other
Gods before me!" This absolutely for-
bids all the above and simlilar ldeas of
God ever dreamed of on the face of the
earth, and makes any and all of them
to be simply idolatry! and the advo-
cacy of them blasphemy!

This may seem Severe language. But
it there is anything on earth which

merits severe words It ls such tunda-j

mental sin agalnst God and the whole
humsan race as teaching these fdola-
trous ideas of Ged! It 1s time that
some ome cried out to warn thils people,
apd It may as well be the writer as
any one else, perhaps. (SBee Fzek.
3: 17 — 21.) The  utter awfulpess
ot asuch doctrines as these 13 almost
past comprehension in an age of sup-
posed enlightment! These words are
not written In anger, but In grieved ia-
dignation and sorrowful love for the
souls of men who are thus being de-
celved.

Let me close with somewhat of the
Word of God about this very kind of
doctrine, which was quite as well
known to the Children of Israel as to
Mormons of today. In Exod. 22:20 God
says:y "He that sacrificeth unto any
god save unto the Lord only, he shall
be utteriy destroyed.” And in Deut. 13,
He says, agaln; “If there arise among
you a prophet, or a dreamer of dreams,
and giveth thee a sign or a wonder, and
the sign or wonder come to pass,where-
of he spake unto thee, saylng, Let us go
after other gods, which thou hast not
known, and let us serve them; thou
ahalt not hearken unto the words of
that prophet., or that dreamer of
dreams: for the Lord your God proveth
you, to know whether ye love the Lord
vour God with .al! your heart and with
all your soul......And that prophet, or
fhat dreamer of dreams, shall be put to
death; because he hath spoken to turn
you away from the Lord your Godg,
which brought. you-out of the land of
Egypt.” (Read the rest of the chapter
aigo.) This shows how God looks upon
entlicements to the worship of false
pods; and the same 1s as true of men-
tal idolatry as of physical. It also shows
that in all ages of the world false mir-
acles and false prophesies—of classes
remarkably similar to those of Mormon-
jsm—have been ufed by Satan for the
purpose of deceiving the people about
dod and rellglous things. Here is food
for very solemn thought by every Mor-
mon. It Is a question which every one
must settle between himselfl and that
True God whom he will iave to mest
face to face bye-and-bye, and who has
clearly described himself in his Word
as stated In the Christian belief above!
Yhat §s God? Which doctrine i{s true?

The¢ Reply.

We agree with the Rev. Yohn D. Nut-'

ting, that the doctrine of Ged Is of
the utmost Importance. Cur Savlor af-
firms that 1t 18 eternal life to know the
only true God and Him whom He has
sent. {(Joh., 17: 3.) Tt behooves us, then,
to approach the subject with an earnest
desire to recelve some of that knowl-
edge, that light which |ls the essence of
life eternal, lest through prejudice, Ilg-
norance or comdemnable preference for
valn phllosophy. and the traditlons of
men we should err fatally.

The questlon at issue has hardly been
touched by Mr. Nutting, It is this:
Does Mormonism teach anything con-
eerning the Deity, contrary to that
which s revealed through the auwthors
of the various books of the Bible? In
ather words, Do the revelatlons on
record In the Book of Mormon, Doe-
trine and Covenanis and the Pearl of
Great Price accord with those recorded
in the Old and New Testaments? If rn.
the assertlon that 'Mormonism s not
kg Cprigtianity” iy false,

It matters not whether the logical de-
ductions of the theological doctors of
the world, from the earliest ages down
,to the present one, agree or disagree
fwith those of the writers or speakers
of the Church ot Jesus Christ of Latter-
day Saints, In the interest of truth an
investigation into this subject must be
lcaried back to the fundamental facts
on which the deductions rest. Is there
lagreement or disagreement between the
statements of fact, as found in the Bij-
ble and the other sacred books men-
_tioned? That is the vital questlon

To lllustrate: The Bible may In places
seem to represent the Supreme Being
as a universally dlffused power and
in others as a material being with
hands, feet etc. Now, one theologlan,
in his efforts to harmonize to hls think-
Ing the apparent discrepancy, may ar-
rive at the conclugion that the first rep-
resentation is to be understood literaliy
and the second only figuratively,and he
forms his ldeas of Gud accordingly. He
coneludes: that the Omnipotent 8 a
being without form and passions. That
s hlg deductlon. Another may feel thai

this reasoning Is tawity and
he prefers, therefore, td regard bocth
sets of revelatlons as literal descrip-

tions of God. That is his deductlon.
Now there is a wide difference between
these -two concepts of the Delty, but
the faets that form the initlal point
from which both start are <the same.
It Is therefore perfectly clear that the
real question turns not upon the agree-
ment or disagreement between theo-
logians but upon the faets which are,
50 to0 speak, the raw material of tha
science of theology,

The sacred writlngs presemt a strlk-
ing analogy to nature. The great Au-
thor of the unlverse did not arrange
the objects of creation in genus and
species but scattered them In endless
variety, The arrangement In classes
and groups, which after all must - be
more or less defective and arbitrary, Is
the work of the geologist, the botanist,
the zoologist, and other scientists. It
is 80 with the sacred Scriptures. The
truths revealed are scattered all over,
sometimes In the form of law and
sometimes  in histdrieal narrative;
sometimes In the form of promises and
sometimes In the form of doctrine.
The careful! student Investigates ithe
facts and classifies them when found.
Thus he forms his theology, just as the
naturalist shapes his particular “'sci-
ence,”” The value of the latiter de-
pends, of course, chiefly on the knowl-
edge and intelllgence of its exponent,
The opinion of an untutdored savage
concerning the cauvses of the eruption
of Mount Vesuvius, for instance,
counts for very little when compared
to that wof a echelarly student of
geclogy. It J8a s0 in theology. ‘The
value 0f a particular system or of a
partleular doctrine In that system de-
pends entirely on the qualifications of
the exponent thereof, and more es-
peclaily on the measure of inspiration
wikth which he has applled himself to
the Investigation of his subject. But
whatever the doctrine, or the system,
may be, these must be considered sep-
arately from the revealed facts on
which they rest, just as nature in Its
multiform features is essentially dis-
tinet from the segientific systems
framed for the purpose of alding us to
, comprehend those features,

‘With this clearly *understaod, we re-
peat the question, Do the revelations
1 concerning God on record In the Bible,
the Book of Mormon, Doctrine and
Covenanis and the Pearl of Great Price
agree? -

Let us first notice a few statements
In the Bible on the subject under can=
siderftt-lgn. On the very first - page of
Gerfe3ig we are t0ld that God—the He-
brew. noun being plural-—ls the author
of the unjverse and that the-.Spiritaof

e o sGodrthe wopd  Bpirit-in the Hebrew

L
belng a feminine noun-moved ppom

the waters. As we oontinue reading
we find that man, male and female,
was created in the Image of Guod, og
Gods,—the Hebrew noun being plural—
‘“after our likeness;"” and an attentive
reader of the narrative of the creatiom
of man must notlce the faot that a
distinetion !s made between the coun-
sel pf Gods (“L.et TS make man In
OUR image") preceding the creation,
and the creation itself, ("So God cre-
ated man In HIS image.””) In the next
chapter of Genesis the God Jehovah, or
Lord God, is presented. We read fur-
ther and find that the serpent in temp-
ing our first parents holds out as an in-
ducement to them to ext of the fruk,
f‘hat by so deing they shall- be as

Gods" (Gen. 3: 5), a statement that
was nat entirely false, since the God
Jehovah later on sald: “Behold AfHam
is become as ONE OF TU8" (Gen.
3: 22.)‘ In Gen. 11, we read that Jeho-
vah ‘“came down" to see the clty and
tower being built in the plain of Shinar.
“Let US go down,” He says. Further,
Jehwvah “appeared” to Ahram {Gen.
17: 1) and “talked” ta him (v 3, see also
chap. 18.) Jacob believed he saw God
face to face at Penlel. (Gen. 32730
Moses spoke to the Lord "tace to face.’
(Ex. 33: 11.) He was covered with
the “hand” of the Lord, while He
passed by him and he saw His “back
parts.”  (Ex, 33; 18—23.) And finally,
the Prophet Isajah saw the Lord sft-
ting upon a throne {0 the Temple. (Is.
6: 1—5.) In numerous bassages wa
read of God having hands (Ex. 33),
eyes (Pealms 129), lips (Isa, 30), finger
(Deut. 9), ears (Psal, 18), ete. Such
references to the Lord God are very
numerous. As to His attributes, He Is
described as a Spirit, omnipotent. mer-
ciful, long-suffering, Just, eiernnl
Jjealous, compassionate, righteous, um -
searchable, immutable, omnlpresent,
the source of truth, life and light, man-
ifext in creation and hiatory, the judge
of all men,the searcher of hearts and
the author of gur szlvatlon.

In the New Testament, eapecially, He
i8 represented as the Father, who
glves His Sbn as a Savior of the
world.  But there are three per-
sondlities, not one, equally concerned
in this'great work—the Father, the Son
and the Holy Ghost. The Bon iz the
“'exprese lmage” of the Father, the"
*first born,” the “only begotten,” the
head of the Crurch, the King of kings
and Lord of lords. Btephen the mar-
tyr, saw Him “standlng on the right
hand of God.” (Acte 7: 5-6.) This was
after His ascepmsion. The Holy Spieit
Is repregented as the Instructor and
comforter of the Saints, proceeding
from the Father, through' the Interces-
sion of Christ. (John 14: 16.) He abldes
with the Saints, testifles of Christ and
reveals the things of God. The Holy
Splrit 1s likened unto refreshing water,
purlfying fire, powerful wind, [lluminat-
ing oll, rain and dew, a dove, a volee
and a seal

Such, in brief, is the saered material
left us by the authorse of the Bible from
which to form, in all reverence and hu-
mliity, oir concepts of the Delity. g
that which has been preserved In thes
Boook of Mormon, Doctrine and Covw-
énants and the Pearl of Great Prlce
difterent In any way from this? Mont
emphatically not.

To quote one single instance: In the
remarkable vislon of the brother ot Ja-
red (Book:of Ether, 3! 1-16) we read,
that the Lord showed his finger, and
that it was '"as the finger of a man,
like .unto flesh and blgod.” The ex-
planation 18 added: "Because of thy
faith thou hast seem that I shall take
upon me fiesh and bod.” The perssn-
age spepking sa¥s:~ !'I:am. the: Father

sand the.Son,” implying the unity ofithé

Gogdhead as.plalnly aa shis, dootrine la
ever taught.in-Hely-Writ: “Mawm,” It
ie further said,. ‘F ¢reated after-the-



