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84 “Ilmage” and 'lkensss” harg “stand
for? 1s it only resemblance "as to
moral Gualities? The prohibitiosd would
in that case read pomewhat like this’
"Thou shalt not make unto thee any-
thing that resembles anything in
heaven In its moral qualitles; nor the
‘moral qualitles of anything in the
‘earth beneath or In the water under
the earth.” But that would be absurd.
Yes, but not more so than the state-
ment of our opponent that the image
and likeness spoken of In Gen. 1: 27,
means nat an image or llkeness, but
nmerely a regemblance as to moral qual-
1tieg, We cannot admit that the same
word means one thing in Genesis and
apother in Exodus, unless the context
shows that the author Intended to cou-
vey two different meanings. No sound
exegesis can admnit such arbitrary in-
terpretation.

Paul enlightens us concerning the
true Scriptural meaning of the word
image. Speaking of the resurrectlon,
1 Cor. I5: 49, he says: "As we have
borne the image of the earthly [that
i of Adam] we shall also bear the
image of the heavenly [that iz of the
regurrected Lord]l.” Our Lord was the
exprese image of the Father's “per-
eon” as well as the brightness of His
glory (see Hebr. 1: 3), and the glorified
Rajints in Paradise restored wil} be the
image cof thelr Lord and Savior. That
was the image in which man was ecre-
ated, which sin defaced and which the
atonement s to rrestore. It 1s an
Image of the “person’ of the Father,
not a resemblance merely of His moral
perfections. Let the word of God speak
and mortal man hear and believe, even
when the finite mind falls to compre-
hend to the fullest extent the infinite
that ls opened un before it like the ex-
panse with its countless worids and
aystems of worlds.

Mormonism does not deny that God is
r 8pirit. It does not deny anything
that hag been revealed regarding the
attributes of God. But 1t dges deny
that the word of cur Lord: “Ged i3 a
Spirit” contradicts anything the anclent
gervants of the Al!mighty spoke con-
cerning Him. Paul teaches that there
Is a spiritual body as well as a natural
body (1 Cor. I5: 44), and If this 1s true,
the statement that God is a Spirft is In
perfect accord with the Scripture pass-
ages that represent Him as having
face, hands, eyves, feet, ate.

Nor do these passages confilct with
the statement that God Is invisible.
Invisible {8 that which 1= not for the
ttme being perceptible through the or-
gang of viston, It does not mean that
God cannot be seen, but that He 1s
not now seent. A lghthouse nray one
hour be Inviglble to the sailor, on ac-
count of fog or darkness or distance,
and the next hour it may be visible,
the Intervening obstacle having ‘been
removed. A mlerobe may be lnvisible
on account of its slze, but become vis-
thle when the eye Is alded by the ml-
croscope. In this sense of the word our
Father in heaven s Invisible to His
children here. So Is also our Lord and

S8avior, and so are John and Paul
and Mary and Martha and
the hust of Saints beyond the
vell. Moses and Elljah were
invisible, too;: yet mortals had the!

privilege of seeing them on the mount.|
They were visible for the tlme belng.
The Bible is very clear on this polnt.|
It teaches that no one has seen Gud,
(John 1:18) Moses was denled the
favor for thls reagon: "There shall no
man see me, and llve,” which Indlcates,
not Indeed that God ¢annot be seen,
but that ne one In that dispensation
was to be granted to see God and live,
That God, however, If He willa It, can
show Himself {0 mortal man s clear
from Exodus 33: 22, 23, where we read:
"And 1t shall comme 10 pass, while my
glory [msseth by, that I will put thee

in a gleft of the rock, and will -cover
thee with my hand while ‘I pass by.
And ¥ .wlil take away my hand and
thou ghalt see my back parts, but my
face shall not be seen.’”” Job dld not
entertain the ldea of a God that cannot
‘e seen. He says: "In my flesb shall
1 see God: Whom I shall see for my-
self, and mine cyes shall bebhold, and
not another.” (Job Ib: 2§, 27) Our
Savior comfirms this. When Philip,
evidently actuated by a desire similar
to that of Moses, asked the Master to
show him the Father, Jesus did aot
tell him that his prayer was blas-
phemy; -that God ls a Spirit that can-
not be seen, and so0 on. He told him:
"He that hath seen me hath seen the
Father,' {John 14: 9) And In the
Bermon on the mount, He gave thia
wonderful promise: "Blessed are the
pure In heart: for they shall see God.”
(Matthew B5:8.) How ¢an human
language In clearer terms convey the
truth that God, the XFather, in due
time, will grant His redeemed children
to see Him in His glory? Whom are
we 10 belleve—the Word of God or
modern, wind-filled <beology?

The Fatherhood of God, our <gppon-
ent admits, Is not to be understood as
merely a figure of speech; but, as if
sorry that he had in an unguarded
moment taken a single step In the di-
rection of truth after so long a ramble
in the labyrinth of errors, he hastens
to fiatly contradict himself by stating
in substance that the Fatherhood of
God is mere ly a figure of speech mean-
Ing that God is the "Creator of the
race fnd its momentary preserver and
benefactor.” Now, if that s all there
18 In the expression '‘the Fatherhood
of God,” must we Infer, pray, that God
also Is the Father of the beasts of the
fleld and the monsters of the deep?
He certalnly s thelr creator, preserver
and benefactor, 8ee to what straits
we are driven when our every effort
Is 8tralned to escape the Word of God.

Balaam, our opponent meets an
angel with & drawn sword, turn wher-
ever he will. As wag pointed out in
our previous artlele, the Beriptures
teach that we are God's *offspring:”
and that Jesus js the “Arst born”
Among many brethren (Rom. & 29);
that His Father I8 our Father and we.
therefore, are the "children” of God.
If this I8 true, we ask again., Is Mor-
monism to be condemned becauss
It has pleased God through it to reveal
the glortous truth that “as we are, God
once was and that as He 1s, His chil-
drepr may become?” Doges that not fol-
low from the very faot that Ged s our
Fother? What de wc;or does anyone,
know about the Infinite? Do we know
ernough about it to justify us in making
the broad statement that the flnite can

never become the Infinite? Where I8
that written, pray?
At last we arrive at Mr. Nutting's

“Doctrines in Paralle] Columns.” We
polnted out in a previous artlele that
It is our opponent’s task to prove that
the Book of Mormon, the Doctrine and
Covenants or the Pear! of Great Price
conteins doctrine concerning God, con-
trasicting that which Is taught in the
Bible. We endeavor to prove that he
hnd utterly falled.inasimuch as the doc-
trine of the plurality In the Gordhead.
a feminine element In the Godhead,
man's "lkeness” to God, the Father,
man's glorious destiny, etc., are all
taught in the Bible. We asked our
onponent, very modestly. to find one
passage If not more In the Blble

contra“icting anyone passage in the
other three facred records. Instead of
complylng with this reasonable request,
he merely restates in paratllel columns;
what he previously stated and we re-|
futed. We have no definite idea of
tbe aim of this kind of tactics. Prob-

ably It !s a very clever mova = But
it seems to us that a series of falsé
statements are as false when they are
printed in paralitels as when they ap-
pear consecutively. We would like to
have the oplnion of expert mathema-
tielane on this polnt. It is an import-
ant one to dlalecticlans. Tt is evident
that if by virtue of pargllels a false-
hood ean be transformed Inte truth,
two falsehoods might become truths
by stating them in print In the shape
of o trfangle, & square, OT possiblg'
some other and more potent mathe<
matical figure.

wWe need not now linger very long
over thls restatement by Mr. Nutting
#f our respectlve conceptlons of the
Delity. With regard to the left-hand
column we need only say again that
Mormonjsm accepta without heslmuorl
the quotations from the Bible, as far,
as they are correctly glven. All that
ir Mormonism. We reject, however,
Mr. Nutting's comments, interpolations
and headings so far as.these contradict
the passages quoted, or others -In the_
Word of God.

wWith regard te the right-hand cel-
umn we beg to remark:

1. The passages quoted from the Pearl
of Great Price and the Doctrine and
Covenants do not prove that Mop-
monism teaches “Afultitudes of Gods,”
but a plurality in the Godhead, in the
same sense as this doctrine 1s taught
throughout the Bible from Genesis {o
Revelation of John. Mr. Nutting dis:
torts facts elther wilfully or by reasor
of lgnorance.

2. When Mormonism
God's children may become Gods, it
simply teaches Secripture doctrine: I
have sald, Ye are Gods, and all of you
are children of the Most High” (Pas:
§2: §.) “We know that, when He shall
appear, we shall be like Him."”” (I John
3:2) To him that overcometh wilt 1

teaches that

grant to sit with me in my throne.”
Rev. 3:21.) 1Is any more evidence
needed?

3. There I8, notwithstanding the de-
nial of Mr. Nutting, a hint In the Bible
of a feminine element in the Godhead
in the account of the creation, where
the Ruach Elohlm (s represented as
“moving upon’ the waters, and where
1t 1s expressiy sald that man, male and
female., was created in God's image and
llkeness. i

4. The statement that the dlvine per-
sons in the Godhead ware '‘made" of
matter and subject to the laws of mat-
ter “'like a satone' i3 a gross perversion
of Mormon doctrine. It is on a par with
the ancient pagan accusatkon that
Christians were cannlbals, because
they partook of the body and shed
blaod of the Savior. That pagan logie
18 just a® good as Mr., Nultlng's when
he says: “This follows." Mr.Nutting has
formed hils own lmage of Mormonlem.:
and 1t is thls image he proceeds to de-
molish. |

6. The same remark .applles to his
statement that *“These Guods are all
slnners.”

8. The Scriptures do not teach the
Trinity of the Athanaslan creed. That
doctrine never was part of true Christ-
lanity. The Trinity taught in the
Bible is taught in the Book of Mormon.
the Dwoctrine and Covenants and the
Pearl of Great Price, as we have pre--
viously proved, Finally, with regard
to both Mr. Nuttlng's columns, we will
say that whatever ls true in them we
claim as Mormomism, whether it is on
tha Jeft or the right side of the rule;
whatever i8 not true we leave to ;
him who may claim it as an essentfal’
rart of his theology.

After all has been sald, this great
fact remains that the four sacred vol-
umes mentioned prescnt to the student
certaln revelations regarding the Delty,
which it 1s his duty to Investigate lb:



