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MOEMONISM DISCUSSED.

Introductory Note:—It Is mutually

agreed to exclude all persconalities from
this discussion. Its only purpose lIs
to present clearly the facts wupon
which the reapective views are based.
Both cannot be right; and the only hon-
eat attitude of any soul Iz that of sin-%
cere desire to know the truth, that he
may foliow it. In all that the writer
has said op this subject the motive has
been simply to advance the cause of
Christ and to save men. He trusts
that the same may always be true in
the future. If anything in his part of
this discussion shall seem otherwise to
any one, it is hoped that he will remem-
ber these words and judge accordingly.
Muost sincerely, for the cause of the
truth and of the Lord Christ,
JOHN D. NU'I‘TINC;,
lymouth Congregational
Paséor:urch,PSLt Lake Clty, since 1892,

The Openlng Argument,

sormonisim appeals to the world ns‘&a

w religlon, compared with current
l:engfs. Agsl such it must logieally take
the burden of Droving itself true be-
fore the world. But for this dlscussiog
I cheerfully take the “burden of proof”
of the opposite atatement, as desired,
and will attempt to show that Mormons
ism is not true. Starting at the begin-
ning of the system, then, my first
jproposition 1s this: That Mor:nonlsm
untrue because its baslec “revela-

& ntrue.
tl"}ll'lhi:ah?aauslmply a question of historle
facts. Efther the boy Joseph 8Smlith
aid@ or dld not recelve a revelation In
the woods in 1820, according to his his-
tory of the beginning of Mormoniam.
If he truly had such, It was elther
irom God or from Satan, and he has
preserved efther a true or an errone-
ous account of it Let us examine and
see which of these is the truth.

The history is glven In the "Pearl of
Great Price,” pages 83-110. It contains
acoounts of Joseph’s being trr:nuhlec;lI
about the different sects near hls home,
of his concluding that the Blble was of}

account in
g&tfg to the woods to 8eek illumina-
tlon. Here two personages of great
glory appear, one of whom poinis to
$he other and says: 'This la my be.
loved Son, hear him™ (see Luke 9:35)
showing, if true, that both God the
Father and God the Son had come
down from heaven to enlighten him
about the sects. The account goes on

, §9):
(p'*‘llgisslfgd snze personages which of all
the sects was right, and which I should
join. I was apawered that I must Join
none of them, for they were all wrong,
and the personage wWho addressed me
said that all their creeds were an abom-
{npation in his sight; that those profes-
sors were all corrupt, They draw near
to me with their lips, but thelr hearts
ere far from me; they teach for doc-
trine the commandments of men, hav-
ing a form of go%ll:ness. but they deny
er thgreof.’
thlsro?::wthis ?)’:)fessed “revelation” of
either the Father or the Son deals with
matters of historic record, /2nd is easy
to prove or disprove. It/makes very
definite statements about the entlre
Christian church of date 1820, and very
strong charges against It and its mem-
bers. If thls “revelatlon” agrees with
the known facts of church history it
is in so far true; if It does not, it Is not
true, and with it must go the whole
system upon 'which it Is based. The
two fundamental statements are
these: 1. That all ereeds of all the
Chrigtlan c¢hurches In 1820 were an
abomination in God's sight. 2., That
the members of these churches were all

such case, and of his{’

{This misquoted from Matt
15: 8, &

1. As)to the creeds of Christendom.
These {rom the beglnning are a matter
of record in history. What does the
record show? Essentlal unity and es-
sential scripturality of ecreed In all
branches of the evangelical church and
in al) ages,from ¢heApostlies downt! This
is beyond historical question! There
have been variations, of course; no two
men or ages think just allke on firance,
politiecs, or any other subject what-
ever. The clement of individualflty
was intended by Goad to color all we do.
But these variations have been upon
minor points of Bible teaching, or in
the explanation of greater doctrines—
points divinely left without unquestfon-
able statement in the Word,perhaps for

this very purpose of stimulating
thought, falth and appreciation. That
this discussion had sometimez taken

unwise directlon and engendered undua
feellng was only human, and was no
ground whatever for anv wholesale
denunciation of creed and character,
such as the ‘‘revelation” indulges In,
sensible, well-Informed gentleman
wvould be ashamed to do what God Is
thus represented as doing. More than
this; there is not a fundamental point
of doctrine in the Bible whieh waa not
in the creeds thus denounced, nor sush
point In the creeds which was not in
the Bible and had not been taught by
the Church of the Apostles and by
Christ Himself! God's Word and the
creeds of the Church of Christ of all
denominations have always been prac-
tically harmonious on all such points.
Truth does not change In theology any
more than In mathematics; our com-
prehension and statement of it ought
to grow, though dealing always with
the same great essentials. 8y it has
been with the Church; and nothing
beyond this can be sald. Hence to
say that the c¢reeds of Chriitendom
were "all an abomination Iu God's
aight,” is to say a thing which is pal-
pably untrue, They are the truth of
God In all their essentjals. and are
honest reachings out after the truti
in all other particulars.

2. As to the character of Christlan
people in 1820. "All corrupt”™ hypocrites
is the sweeping judgment of the reve-
lation, upon the whole Christlan world!
Only Joseph seems to be exempt. This
condemnation Includes the writer's own
grandparents, who were then living—as
pious, truly Christian men and women
as could easlly be found, whose chlldren
were largely misionaries of the cross
among the barbarous heathen, and
whose grandchlldren *rise up and ecall
them blessed.” It Includes millions of
‘other people’s grandparents of simllar
character—all hypocerites! It Includes
all the most noted Salnts of all earth’s
history—men like FEdwards, Judson,
‘Whitefield, the Wesleys, the English
and other martyrs, Luther, Huss, Fene-
lon, Thomas-a-Kempis, Bernard of
Cladrvaux, Augustine and even the
Apostles themselves; for all belleved
the same essentlal doetrines, from the
same Blble, lived the same Godly lives,
and were membeais of the same Church
universal whieh ‘this '‘revelation” ma-
ligns. More than this; Chirst gracious-
ly ldentlfies Himself with his faithful
followers as to the treatment accorded
them; {Matt. 10:41 and references) hence
this “revelation’” makes God to reject
Himself with these followers, and to
call himself “corrupt,” ete.

Reader, does God blaspheme Himself?
Does He traduce and vilify His own
pious, loving children of grace, the best
men and women of the earth? Does
He slander His own Church on earth,
which He dled to create? Does He call
His everlasting truth an "abomination
| in_Hjs sight?" To ask these questlens,
to answer them in thunder-tones,

corrupt, being hypocrites and teachingd iz

for dootrines the commandments off

\"No.”

What then logically follows? Since
this "revelation,” sy-called, solemnly
affirms that he did these things, what
must the “revelation itself be? Hera
are the possibilities of the case:

(a) It cannot possibly be true, for it
13 mrade of historle faise¢hoods.

(b} It cannot possibly have come,
from God, for God does not lie, or even
make mistakes, I

(¢} Tt may come from Satan, for “he
s a Mar, and the father of it.” (Christ,
John §: 44.) .

¢d) It may have been an imagination
of the boy Joseph, honestly held and
acted upon. He was young and {mag-
Inative. i |

(e) It may have been a hoax invent-
ed by Joseph, elther then or later, and
either with or without definite purposs
further at the time.

Personally, the writer is undecided
as to which of the last three Is true;
possibly a combination of all. But
one thing seems to him loglecally and
absolutely settled forever; that this
go-called ‘“revelatlon’” cannot posslbly
be true, because its essentlal part i3
made up of statements which we know
absolutely to be untrue! The reader
may say what bhecomes of the building
when the foundation ls ‘emoved.

My next articles will treat of some of
t+he doctrinal teachings which compose
this edifice based upon the “"revelation'”
which we have been considering above.
The first of these, Providence permit-
¢ing, will be the dootrine of God.

The Reply,
In his opening argument tfor the
proposition that - Mormonism (s not

true Christianity, Rev. John D, Nut-
ting arrives at the conclusion that the
"basic revelation” of the reigioma ays-
tem under dlscussion s untrue dnd
that the superstructure, conseguently
falls with & It will, therefore, be our
first duty to examine the reasoning by
which this conclusion is sought to ba
eatablished,

The gentleman, it will be noticed, re-
lles entirely on internal evidence as re-
gards the authenticity of the revela-
tlon he reviews—a eclass of evidence
which, as applled to the Bible, has al-
ready created a school of critlcs but
little distant from the now almost de-
funct ratiomallsis of Germany. But
what is especlally notlceable is that he
places his own construetion on the lan-
guage of the revelation and then de-
molishes thls construetion. The reve-
latlon Itself I8 untouched and Intaet,
He says: “The two fundamental
statements are thege: 1. That all the
creeds of all the Christlan churches in
1820 were an abomination 1in Ged’s
slght. 2. That the members of ithese
churches were all corrupt, belng hypo-
crites and teaching for doctrines the
commandments of men.” ‘This, he ar-
gues, no sensible, well-Informed gentle-
man would say, and certainly not Goaq.
Ergo, the revelatlon representing Him
a8 making these statements Is not
‘true.

It ia necessary here to call attention
to the fact thal the revelatlon does not
represent all the members of the varl-
ous churches aa corrupt or as hypo-
crites., It deals exclusively with ‘“ithose
professors,” and the whole context
showa that certain religlous teachera,
who teach the commandments of men.
instead of the word of ithe Lord, aie
here held up ¢o the light., To smay that
this revelation, or any other accepted
by the Lalter-day Saints, denounices
good and honest men and women as-
“‘corrupt,” or as hypocrites Ls to mls-
represent ¢he matter. Our Lgrd Him-
self derrounced ‘all that ever came be-
fore me” as “thieves and robbers’
But He had reference to just that clasa
ot people spoken of In these quotations
from the Pearl of Great Price.

Let us now examine the passage a.
little closer, 1t says: ro



