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we control those things that the world
cannot possibly do.

As I read here, there was one thing
that the disciples of the Savior did not
accomplish—they dild not succeed in
estabiishing that union of spirit and
feeling that they ought to have had,
and the Lord chastened them for it.
The J.ord requires that men should
forglve one another, even seventy times
seven. And even if the party does not
ask forgiveness, we are to forgive for
a certain number of times. He that
forgives not his brother, we are told,
there remaineth in him the greater
sin—that is, he Is a greater sinner than
the person that offended him. The
Lord reguires us to love our neighbor
as we do ourselves—a pretty difficull
matter under many clrcumstances;
but we will have to reach that point
of perfection, and we will reach It
'Moses, through the Adlvinity that was
always with him, did some extraor-
dinary things, The people of Israel
had abused him in every condition.
They continually went contrary to his
counsel, and on a certaln occasion they
appointed a captain to take them back
into Egyptian bondage. It was as
much as he could possibly bear to put
up with their indignities. Finally the
Lord became angry, His patlence be-

came exhausted, and He made up His'

mind that He would destroy every
one of them, except Moses, and He
would take him and make him what
he proposed to do with Israel—a
mighty nation. There are very few In
these days but would have jumped at
that opportunity, to become as It were
-the starter of a new world, of a mighty
and an everlaosting kingdom. That
was proposed to Moses by the Lord.
Well, Moses had educated himself by
the spirit of God that he was able to
act In that way that he might save
the house of lIsrael on that very ex-
traordinary occasion. He called upon
the Lord with mighty faith, and con-

versed with Him, He tried to explain!

to0 Him that it was not a good proposi-
tion at the least. He argued with Him
as one man argues with another.
was he capable of dolng this?

he had seen God face to face, as some | been

men have seen Him in these latter
days, and he knew that he could rea-
son and talk with Him. He told the
Lord that If He did what He pro
posed—destroy Israel—the nations
around would say that He had under-
taken a task that He could not suc-
ceed in accomplishing. Well, the Lord
changed His mind, so it reads, and
did not that which He had intended
to do. Now. whether the Lord had a
d&lsposition in this matter to try Moses,
may be a guestion; but the distinct
understanding with Moses was that if
He d!d not plead with the Lord all
Iargel would be destroyed, It was the

divinity within Moses, brought up toj’

such a high point, that enabled him
to do this. There wag a divinlty with-
in Abraham also. Nn mortal man
could have done what Abraham did—
taking up on Mount Moriah his only
#on as a sacriflice—except he were in-
spired and had a divinity within him
to recelve that inspiration. We read
of these extraprdinary manifestations
in the lives of the prophets. We find
men at the present day that never
could have done what they have dome.
never could have made the sacriflces
they have, unless there had been a

recelving and comprehending of the

language of divinlty—the Spirit.

As to our recelving these wonderful
things about which I have read to you,
I am just as sure of it as I am that
"1 am talking to you today. Although
it seerns marvelous, it I8 here so stat-

ed, and I know the Lord tells that
which i{g true. When He gives com-
fort to His Saints in His promises,

 those promires when fulfilled are vast-
1y greatet than the words seemn to have
{ndicated. Preslident Woodruff could

not have gone through the scenes that
he has, and come out allve as He has,
unless there had been a divinity within
him—a part of God himself—receiving
and understanding that divine BSpirit
that came to him and enabling him to
accomnplisth what he has. Other men
might be mentioned in the same way.
Joseph 8mith, the Prophet, with whom
I was intimately acquainted for years,
as well as I was with my brother, I
know hilm to have been a man of In-
tegrity, a man devoted to the Interests
of humanity and to the requirements
of God all the days in which he was
permitted to live. There néver was a
man that possessed a higher degree
of Integrity and more devotedness to
the interest of mankind than the
Prophet Joseph Smith. I can say this
ﬁl;om a personal acquaintance with

m.

Latter-day Saints, we have had a
lovely Conference, and the weather has
been very beautitful. The TLord has
blessed ud abundantly. Here we are,
gathered from many of the nations of
the earth, and It has been a most
marvelous accomplishment. God alone
could have accomplished it. And the
prospects before us are grand and
glorious, The time is speedily coming
—we do not want to talk very much,
though, about golng to Jackson Coun-
ty, Missouri, because through our
foolishness
not care anything about building
houges and making ourselves com-
fortable here. I know when we first
gtarted a colony In Brigham Clty, the
people generally thought it was non-
sengde, perfectly useless, to plant peach
trees, apple trees, currant bushes and
the lke, because we were golng to
Jackson County =so speedily: and it
wag with the utmost effort that we
were enabled to disabuse them of this
idea, We are not going tomorrow, nor
next day, this week or next week; but
we are golng, and there are many—
hundreds and hundreds within the
sound of my wvoice that will live to go
back to Jackson County and build a

How | holy temple to the I.ord our God. Be
Why, ' prepared to do these things that have

taught us during this Confer-
ence, and make ourselves worthy, and
we wlll receive everything that I have
read to you In this section. We have
not time to explain these things, Wa
bear our testimony in regard to what
we know, and what God has done for
us, and what we hope to do with His
arristance, and leave It In that way.

God bless you, Latter-day Saints.

"~ love to serve you, and to 4o every-
thing that the Lord enables us te do.
because we expect to be together dn
the pther life, from all eternity to &I
eternity, May God help us, in the
name of Jesus. Amen.

MORMONISM DISCUSSED.

Afirmative.
[By Rev. John D. Nutting.]

As the affirmative has both the open-
ing and closing of a debate, It devolves
upon me to rebut very brlefly my op-
ponent’'s argument of last week. He
has made the points which I antlcipat-
ed, chiefly, and they are probably the
best possible, It is always feasible to
say something for any position—as the
woman did when she was chalienged to
speak a good word for the devil, and
retorted that we “might all well imftate
his perseverance.”

and weakness we would |

{
I

The essence of my opponent’s reply (s’

this: First, that the “revelatlon” In
question does pot mean Wwhat it says;
and gecond, that if it did, the Bible says
similar things. Neither is true, If the
writer understands much about elther
the English language, In which he was
born, and which he has uged {n public
for twenty years, or about the REible,
which, he¢ has studled’ and used nearly
twice as long.

The use of the English language 19
not a matter of guess-work. It is
settled and definlte, according to the
rules of grarnmar and correlate sclence:
and the meanings of Its words aré
equally settled according to the dletion-
ary. These uses and meanings of words
must absolutely be regarded, or- lap-
guage Is of little value and discussiap ig
legs. I shall abide by them, and must
hold my opponent to them in thiz aig-
cussion, though it is chargcteristle of
Mormonism to neglect them, whether
intentionally or otherwisge.

When the “revelation” says “al] thejp
creeds are an abomination {n God’s
sight,” the words cannot possibly mean
less than that practically every creed of
Christendom in 1820 was characteristic-
ally abominable. It cannot possibly
mean that a small part of most of the
creeds was somewhat different from
what It should be, and i3 “to that ex-
tent abominable,” *as my oppanent
would make it. Such use of language
would be ridiculous, and can hardly be
geriously meant, on second thought.
Joseph Smith must submit to the ryles
of language. When God speaks, He al-
ways speaks acecording to the laws of
the language used; and if Joseph Smith
cannot be logically Interpreted, thus {t
is only another proof that it {s not Goq
speaking when he speaks, by any
meana,

So of the phrase “those professors.®
“Those™ I8 a pronoun, and must refer to
an antecedent word, in correct English:
this {s pot correct, and so the woré
has no antecedent expressed. But the
only idea preceding It which can pog-

sibly serve as such, is that
of the dame sentence the
professors, or- members ot the

"gects’’ s0 savagely denounced. Thlg s
the meaning which my argument giveg
it; and it is the only posslble ope,
S0 my position stands on this point,

Ag to the Scripture argument, only a
word, Joseph Smlth spoke these wards
of utter condemnation regarding ‘the
saved part of the world—the very best
of mankind-—and this 12 the reason why
they are not true; the passages fram
Paul and the Psalms quoted, were
spoken avowedly of the very opposite
class—those who were wilfully sinners
and unsaved—and this 1s the reason
why they arc true. To confound the two
is to lose slght of the very bottom fact
of the whole situation. The Bible never
speaks even disparagingly of the
Church of Christ; It speaks very scath-
ingly of individual slhners who may be
outwardly attached to the Church, The
Church of Christ I8 the sacred Lody of
Chrlst, (I Cor. 12) and it i3 this which
the “revelatlon” mallgns, not the few
unzaved who may be outwardly at-
tached.

My argument only touched upon a
few of the possible points in the “reve-
lation” showling Its falsity. There {5 no-.
space for others.

A Brief Repty,

It |7 exceedingly gratifylng to learn
that Rev. J. Nutting, at the outset,
finds himself In a position ta_Intimate
that hiz knowledge of English is moare
thorough than that of his opponent,
though his assertion that he was born
in ¢the English language—meaning pre-
sumably in a ¢ountry or a region where
English is spoken—hardly goea to
prove superlor accuracy; It is gratify-
ing, for as an Englleh scholar he ean-
not fail to percelve that he has in hla
rebuttal radlcally misrepresented oup
rejolnder to hls opening statement.
Rev. Nutling says: )

“The essence of my Opponent’s reply
Is this: TFirst, that the ‘revelation’ in
question does not mean what it says;
and second, that If it dld [“does,” wea
presume] the Bible says simlilar
things."

Now +this is a glaring mlsstatement
of our reply. Thé essence of it"wag



