The Star of Bethlehem from a
Christian View

Dr. Ray Bohlin looks at the familiar story of the star of
Bethlehem and provides several possible ways that God created
this sign announcing the birth of the Christ. From a Christian
worldview perspective, we know a bright light in the sky was
able to lead the magi to the Christ child. Dr. Bohlin
considers several ways God may have chosen to announce the
coming of the Christ.

The Magi and the Star of Bethlehem

0, Star of wonder, star of night
Star of royal beauty bright
Westward leading, still proceeding,
Guide us to thy perfect light.

This familiar and haunting chorus from the
Christmas carol, “We Three Kings of Orient Are,”
introduces us to what seems to be the only
ubiquitous biblical symbol during the Christmas
season, the star of Bethlehem.

This Christmas, as you look over the Christmas cards in the
stores or in your own burgeoning collection from family and
friends, you will see one very constant element. Whether the
scene depicts the nativity, a backyard nature scene, a
Christmas tree, or just Santa making deliveries, if the
nighttime sky is included, somewhere in the picture, eliciting
warm and happy emotions, is a star. The star dominates the
nighttime sky with its size and brightness and its long tail
pointing to the earth. The star has almost become the
signature which says, “This scene reflects a Christmas theme.”

At first, this may seem quite unusual for something which
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doesn’t even get mentioned in Luke 2, the more familiar
account of our Lord’s birth. The star is featured only 1in
Matthew’s brief description of the visit by the magi shortly
after Jesus’ birth. I think the prevalence of the star stems
from its mysteriousness. For example, what kind of star
convinces a group of Gentile wise men to search for the new
King of the Jews and actually leads them to Him? Before we
explore this puzzle, let’s look at Matthew’s account beginning
in Chapter 2 verse 1:

Now after Jesus was born in Bethlehem of Judea in the days
of Herod the king, behold, magi from the east arrived in
Jerusalem, saying, “Where is He who has been born King of
the Jews? For we saw His star in the east, and have come to
worship Him” (Matt. 2:1-2, NASB).

A couple of things to note: first, these events take place
after Jesus’ birth; second, this was in the days of Herod the
king; third, the magi arrived from an area east of Jerusalem
(probably in the vicinity of Babylon or Persia); fourth, they
already knew they were looking for the newborn King of the
Jews, but the exact location eluded them; and fifth, it was
viewing His star from their home in the east that led them on
this journey.

After consulting with King Herod and finding out from chief
priests and teachers that the Messiah was to be born 1in
Bethlehem, the magi set out for the 5 mile trip south to
Bethlehem. We pick up Matthew’s narrative in verse 9:

And having heard the king, they went their way; and lo, the
star, which they had seen in the east, went on before thenm,
until it came and stood over where the Child was. And when
they saw the star, they rejoiced exceedingly with great joy.
And they came into the house and saw the Child with Mary His
mother; and they fell down and worshiped Him; and opening
their treasures they presented to Him gifts of gold and
frankincense and myrrh (Matt. 2:9-11, NASB).



Here we see that Matthew appears to describe the star as
moving, as leading the magi to Jesus. There is clearly more
than one magi, but only tradition holds that there were
three—presumably because of the three gifts. These Gentile
wise men worship the King whom the star has led them to. In
the rest of this essay, we will explore the nature of this
strange star and what it could have been.

What Was the Star of Bethlehem?

The Gospel of Matthew states that the star informed the magi
of the birth of the King of the Jews and actually led them to
Bethlehem once they had arrived in Jerusalem. The star of
Bethlehem has been the subject of scholarly discussion ever
since the first centuries after Jesus’ birth. Some believed it
was a supernova explosion, others a comet or a conjunction of
planets associated with specific constellations that would
herald the birth of a king in Israel. Some have suggested that
none of these astronomical events can adequately account for
all that Matthew tells us within the context of his worldview.
In this discussion, I will be investigating the more common
explanations to see if we can come to some understanding as to
just what the magi saw 2,000 years ago.

When Matthew quotes the magi as telling Herod that they
observed the new King’s star rising in the east, this can be
interpreted as a new star, something never observed before.
This has led some scholars to believe that the star of
Bethlehem was a nova or supernova. A nova is a white dwarf
star that literally explodes. The explosion may increase the
brightness of the star a thousand to a million times 1its
previous brightness, making a previously invisible star,
visible. A nova, however, does not last very long. The initial
blast of the explosion may only be observed for a few months
before the star shrinks to a remnant of its previous
brightness and disappears altogether.



There are numerous problems with this view. First, although
there was a “new star” recorded by the Chinese in the
constellation Capricorn in March-April of 5 B.C. that lasted
only 70 days, there is nothing to connect this event with the
birth of a King in Israel. Second, and perhaps most
troublesome, nova do not move.

This leads to a discussion of a different astronomical event
that may be associated with the “new star” (a comet) recorded
by the Chinese in 5 B.C. The Chinese would not have
distinguished a comet from a nova since all they recorded was
something new in the sky that was temporary. A comet has the
advantage of a tail that can appear to be pointing in a
direction which may have guided the magi. In addition, a comet
moves! A comet can even disappear as it moves behind the sun
and reappear as it comes out from behind the sun. A major
objection is that the Chinese make no mention of the “new
star” moving. Another problem is that comets are cyclical with
a predictable periodicity. For instance, Halley's comet
appears every 76 years. If the star of Bethlehem were a comet,
we would most likely have observed it again and been able to
extrapolate back to the time of Christ to see if there is a
match. Unfortunately, the only one to come close is Halley’s
comet which appeared in 12 B.C., a date that is impossibly
early.

One could always claim that the comet was one with a very long
periodicity or one that has since disappeared from our solar
system. This is certainly possible, but it does not really
help the discussion. One might as well appeal to a purely
supernatural occurrence that cannot be verified
scientifically. There is no difference. And though comets were
usually interpreted as heralding sweeping changes, the changes
were usually for the worse and there is no way, once again, to
connect these events to the birth of a king in Israel. Next, I
will T1look at planetary conjunction, the most popular
suggestion at planetarium shows during the Christmas season.



Did the Star of Bethlehem Result from a
Triple Conjunction of Saturn and Jupiter?

The bright star usually seen hovering over Nativity scenes
depicted on numerous Christmas cards actually dominates nearly
every nighttime Christmas panorama. As I stated earlier, the
Star of Bethlehem is just about the only ubiquitous biblical
symbol associated with Christmas. The reason probably has to
do with the mystery surrounding what this star was. Earlier, I
showed the unreasonableness of the star being a comet or
supernova explosion. If you were to attend a planetarium show
concerning the star of Bethlehem, they would most likely
present the idea that the star was a triple conjunction of the
planets Jupiter and Saturn in the year 7 B.C. followed by a
massing of Jupiter, Saturn, and Mars in 6 B.C. Realizing that
planetarium shows view Scripture as something less than
historically accurate, it is still necessary to ask if this
indeed could have been the Star of Bethlehem.

In the early 17th century the great astronomer and Christian,
Johannes Kepler, calculated that a triple conjunction of
Jupiter and Saturn had occurred in 7 B.C. While Kepler did not
believe this to be the actual Star of Bethlehem, it may have
alerted the magi to the coming star. 7-4 B.C. have become the
usual dates for fixing the birth of Christ since Herod the
Great’s death, the Herod mentioned by both Matthew and Luke in
their birth narratives, is well established in 4 B.C.
Therefore, Jesus had to have been born in the few years prior
to 4 B.C. since He started his three-year public ministry
around the age of 30 (Luke 3:23) and His death is usually
fixed between 27-30 A.D.

So just what is a triple conjunction, and why would it be
significant to the birth of a King in Israel? A planetary
conjunction is what happens when two planets come in close
proximity to one another. A triple conjunction refers to when
three separate conjunctions of the same two planets occur



within a one year period. Triple conjunctions can be
predicted, but they do not occur with regularity. There have
been only 11 such triple conjunctions since 7 B.C. and the
interval between them varies between 40 and 338 years.

The triple conjunction of Jupiter and Saturn in 7 B.C. was
seen in the constellation Pisces in the months of May,
September, and December. This provides sufficient time for the
magi to see the first conjunction, begin their trip west to
Judea, visit Herod by the second conjunction or at least soon
afterwards, and perhaps not reach Bethlehem until the third
conjunction when it is said to have appeared in the southern
sky, and Bethlehem is just south of Jerusalem. Remember how
the magi rejoiced to see the star again as they departed
Jerusalem for Bethlehem. Ancient astrologers associated
Jupiter with royalty or even a ruler of the universe. Saturn
was associated with Palestine or even with the deity who
protected Israel. And Pisces was associated with the nation of
Israel. Later a massing of Jupiter, Mars, and Saturn occurred
again 1in Pisces in 6 B.C. It seems feasible then that this
triple conjunction followed by the massing of the three
planets in Pisces could indicate to the magi that a King of
Israel and a Ruler of the Universe was about to be born in
Israel.

While this seems to wrap things up rather nicely, there are
significant problems. First, Jupiter and Saturn never were
close enough to be confused as a single object. Matthew
definitely describes a singular star. Perhaps more
importantly, the use of astrology is necessary to interpret
these astronomical signs properly. The 0ld Testament,
particularly, mocks astrologers in Isaiah 47:13-15 and several
times in Daniel (1:20, 2:27, 4:7, and 5:7). Jeremiah 10:1-2
seems to forbid astrology outright. The use of astrology 1is
clearly outside the worldview of Matthew as he penned his
gospel. It seems woefully inconsistent for the Lord to use
astrology to herald the incarnation and birth of His Son into



the world.

Was the Star of Bethlehem the Planet
Jupiter?

In this discussion, I have considered a nova, a comet, and a
triple conjunction of the planets Jupiter and Saturn as the
Star of Bethlehem between 7 and 4 B.C., and none have seemed
to be satisfactory. In 1991, Ernest Martin published a book
titled, The Star That Astonished the World. His major thesis
is that Herod died in 1 B.C. and not 4 B.C. If 4 B.C. is the
wrong date for Herod’s death, then everything must be
reevaluated.

While there are many lines of evidence that Martin uses to
make his point, a critical issue is a Llunar eclipse that
occurred just prior to Herod’s death. According to the Jewish
historian, Flavius Josephus, on the night of a lunar eclipse,
Herod executed two rabbis. Herod himself died soon afterwards,
just before Passover. Martin points out that the lunar eclipse
of March 13, 4 B.C., was only a 40% partial eclipse and barely
visible. Also he reconstructs the events between the eclipse
and Herod's death, about 4 weeks, and determines there was not
enough time for all these things to take place. However,
Martin has located a total lunar eclipse on January 10, 1
B.C., twelve and a half weeks prior to Passover.

If we assume that Martin’s date for the death of Herod 1is
correct, then the years 3 and 2 B.C. can be added to the
search parameters for the Star of Bethlehem. Martin points out
that the planet Jupiter passes through a series of
conjunctions over the course of these two years indicating
that Jupiter is the star of Bethlehem.

Remember that Jupiter is considered the royal star. Well, in 3
B.C., Jupiter came into conjunction with Regulus, the star of
kingship, the brightest star in the constellation of Leo, the



first of several such conjunctions over the next year. Leo was
the constellation of kings, and it was also closely associated
by some with the Lion of Judah. This is beginning to look
interesting. “The royal planet approached the royal star in
the royal constellation representing Israel.” (1) In addition,
on September 11, 3 B.C., Jupiter was not only very close to
Regulus, but the sun was in the constellation Virgo. Hmmm, the
royal planet in conjunction with the royal star while the sun
is in a virgin. September 11, 3 B.C., is also the beginning of
the Jewish New Year. There seems to be an awful lot coming
together here.

But what about the star appearing to stop over Bethlehem?
Planets will actually appear to do just that as they reach the
opposite point in the sky from the sun as they travel east
across the sky. They will stop, reverse directions for a few
weeks, stop again, and head east once again. It’s called a
retrograde loop. Jupiter performed a retrograde loop in 2 B.C.
and was stationary on December 25, during Hanukkah, the season
of giving presents.

Just in case you are ready to proclaim the mystery of the Star
of Bethlehem solved, remember that this whole scenario rests
on Herod dying in 1 B.C. rather than in 4 B.C. The majority of
historians and biblical historians can’t accept this critical
revision. If Herod indeed died in 4 B.C., all of these
coincidences I just reviewed are just that, coincidences.
Also, as I mentioned earlier, the use of astrological meanings
is contrary to the worldview of Matthew. There is another
option that has become very popular, and I'll discuss it next.

The Shekinah Glory as the Star of
Bethlehem

So far in this essay, I have discussed several naturalistic
explanations for the Star of Bethlehem: a nova or exploding
star, a comet, a triple conjunction of the planets Jupiter and



Saturn in 7 B.C., and the planet Jupiter as it traveled in the
constellation Leo in 3-2 B.C. Each of these astronomical
events represents a natural occurrence that God used to
announce the birth of His Son. One of the major problems has
been that in order to interpret any of these signs, one would
have to use astrological meanings for these events and their
locations in the night sky to reach the conclusion that a new
King of the Jews has been born-something that is foreign to
the biblical worldview. Perhaps there was a physical “star”
that gave off real light but indeed was new but not reflected
by any astronomical event.

Remember that Jesus’ birth was the ultimate coming of the
presence of God in the midst of His people. How was God’s
presence manifested elsewhere in the Bible? Moses saw a
burning bush that was not consumed and God spoke to him from
the bush. Again in Exodus, Moses was allowed to see God's
backside and afterwards his face shone with light so bright
that the other Israelites could not look on his face. The
Israelites were led through the desert by a cloud by day and a
pillar of fire by night. When Jesus was transfigured He shone
with a light as bright as the sun. When Jesus appeared to Saul
on the road to Damascus, Saul was blinded by the light which
the others with him saw as well. When God was imminently
present, a bright light was associated with His presence.

The Shekinah Glory denotes the visible presence of God. This
presence was real, and the physical manifestation was real.
Remember that Saul was blinded by the light. The Lord often
announces His presence by a very physical manifestation of
bright light. What better way to announce the coming of Jesus,
God’s Son, the second Person of the Trinity than by a special
light that is not some mere improbable astronomical event,
rather an expression of the Shekinah glory, God’s divine
presence among men?

Astronomer Sherm Kanagy and theologian Ken Boa advance this
thesis in their as yet unpublished manuscript, Star of the



Magi. One of their strong emphases is the necessity to try to
interpret the text of Matthew from first century Jewish
perspective. They reject the idea that any astrological
meaning could have been on Matthew’s mind concerning this
star. It is certainly fair to wonder, therefore, what this
star was and how the magi interpreted it as a star signifying
the birth of the King of the Jews. Kanagy and Boa reveal that
Kepler concluded that the star was not some astronomical event
and was a light that appeared in the lower atmosphere and
therefore was not visible to everyone. But how did the magi
interpret the star? This admittedly is the weakest part of the
interpretation. The text gives no real hints. Magi were simply
wise men of the east, not necessarily astrologers. They were
Gentiles whose presence in the context of Matthew’s Messianic
gospel hints at the eventual spread of the gospel beyond the
Jews. But how did they know what the star meant? We can only
assume there was selective revelation. Only Paul understood
the voice from the light, though all who were with him saw the
light. Only Moses was allowed up on Mt. Sinai to receive the
Law. Only Peter, James, and John were present at the
transfiguration, and they were told to keep it to themselves
until Jesus rose from the dead. Manifestations of God’s
presence with men often were accompanied by selective
revelation. Perhaps the meaning of the “star” was only
revealed to the magi though others could actually see the
“star.”

Well, what was 1it, an astronomical event or the Shekinah
Glory, manifesting God’s presence among men? In my mind the
mystery remains. Perhaps that is how God intends it to be.
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Your Work Matters to God

Sue Bohlin helps us look at work from a biblical perspective.
If we apply a Christian worldview to our concept of work, it
takes on greater significance within the kingdom of God.

This article is also available in Spanish.

Many Christians hold a decidedly unbiblical view of work. Some
view it as a curse, or at least as part of the curse of living
in a fallen world. Others make a false distinction between
what they perceive as the sacred-serving God-and the
secular—everything else. And others make it into an idol,
expecting it to provide them with their identity and purpose
in life as well as being a source of joy and fulfillment that
only God can provide.

In their excellent
book Your Work
Matters to God,{l}
Doug Sherman and

OUH William Hendricks expose the

wrong ways of thinking about

work, and explain how God

invests work with intrinsic

value and honor. Rick Warren

echoes this 1idea 1in his

A i blockbuster The Purpose Driven

_ Life when he writes, “Work

l()( ()D becomes worship when you

W 4 ;f]“ dedicate it to God and perform

it with an awareness of his
presence.”{2}
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First, let’s explore some faulty views of work: the secular
view, some inappropriate hierarchies that affect how we view
work, and work as merely a platform for doing evangelism.

Those who hold a secular view of work believe that life 1is
divided into two disconnected parts. God is in one spiritual
dimension and work is in the other real dimension, and the two
have nothing to do with each other. God stays in His corner of
the universe while I go to work and live my life, and these
different realms never interact.

One problem with this secular view is that it sets us up for
disappointment. If you leave God out of the picture, you’ll
have to get your sense of importance, fulfillment and reward
from someplace else: work. Work is the answer to the question,
“Who am I, and why am I important?” That is a very shaky
foundation—-because what happens if you lose your job? You're
suddenly a “nobody,” and you are not important because you are
not employed.

The secular view of work tends to make an idol of career.
Career becomes the number one priority in your life. Your
relationship with God takes a back seat, family takes a back
seat, even your relationship with other people takes a back
seat to work. Everything gets filtered through the question,
“What impact will this have on my career?”

The secular view of work leaves God out of the system. This 1is
particularly unacceptable for Christians, because God calls us
to make Him the center of our life.{3} He wants us to have a
biblical worldview that weaves Him into every aspect of our
lives, including work. He wants to be invited into our work;
He wants to be Lord of our work.{4}

Inappropriate Hierarchies: Soul/Body,
Temporal/Eternal

In this article, we’re examining some faulty views of work.



One comes from believing that the soul matters more than the
body. We can wrongly believe that God only cares about our
soul, and our bodies don’t really matter. The body is not
important, we can think: it is only temporal, and it will fade
and die. But if that view were true, then why did God make a
physical universe? Why did He put Adam and Eve in the garden
to cultivate and keep it? He didn’t charge them with, “Go and
make disciples of all nations which aren’t in existence yet,
but they will be as soon as you guys go off and start making
babies.” No, He said, “Here’s the garden, now cultivate it.”
He gave them a job to do that had nothing to do with
evangelism or church work. There is something important about
our bodies, and God is honored by work that honors and cares
for the body—which, after all, is His good creation.

Another wrong way of thinking is to value the eternal over the
temporal so much that we believe only eternal things matter.
Some people believe that if you work for things that won’t
last into eternity—jobs like roofing and party planning and
advertising-you’re wasting your time. This wrong thinking
needs to be countered by the truth that God created two sides
to reality, the temporal and the eternal. The natural universe
God made 1is very real, just as real as the supernatural
universe. Asking which one 1is real and important is like
asking which is real, our nine months in our mother’s womb or
life after birth? They are both real; they are both necessary.
We have to go through one to get to the other.

Those things we do and make on earth DO have value, given the
category they were made for: time. It’'s okay for things to
have simply temporal value, since God chose for us to live in
time before we live in eternity. Our work counts in both time
and eternity because God is looking for faithfulness now, and
the only way to demonstrate faithfulness is within this
physical world. Spiritual needs are important, of course, but
first physical needs need to be met. Try sharing the gospel
with someone who hasn’t eaten in three days! Some needs are



temporal, and those needs must be met. So God equips people
with abilities to meet the needs of His creation. In meeting
the legitimate physical, temporal needs of people, our work
serves people, and people have eternal value because God loves
us and made us in His image.

The Sacred/Spiritual Dichotomy; Work as a
Platform for Evangelism

Another faulty view of work comes from believing that
spiritual, sacred things are far more important than physical,
secular things. REAL work, people can think, is serving God in
full-time Christian service, and then there’s everything else
running a very poor second. This can induce us to think either
too highly of ourselves or too lowly of ourselves. We can
think, “Real work is serving God, and then there’'s what others
do” (which sets us up for condescension), or “Real work 1is
serving God, and then there’s what I have to do” (which sets
us up for false guilt and a sense of “missing it"”).

It's an improper way to view life as divided between the
sacred and the secular. ALL of life relates to God and is
sacred, whether we’re making a business presentation or
changing soiled diapers or leading someone to faith in Christ.
It’s unwise to think there are sacred things we do and there
are secular things we do. It all depends on what'’s going on in
our hearts. You can engage in what looks like holy activity
like prayer and Bible study with a dark, self-centered,
unforgiving spirit. Remember the Pharisees? And on the other
hand, you can work at a job in a very secular atmosphere where
the conversation is littered with profanity, the work 1is
slipshod, the politics are wearisome, and yet like Daniel or
Joseph in the 0ld Testament you can keep your own conversation
pure and your behavior above reproach. You can bring honor and
glory to God in a very worldly environment. God does not want
us to do holy things, He wants us to be holy people.



A final faulty view of work sees it only as a platform for
doing evangelism. If every interaction doesn’t lead to an
opportunity to share the gospel, one is a failure. Evangelism
should be a priority, true, but not our only priority. Life is
broader than evangelism. In Ephesians 1, Paul says three times
that God made us, not for evangelism, but to live to the
praise of His glory.{5} Instead of concentrating only on
evangelism, we need to concentrate on living a life that
honors God and loves people. That is far more winsome than all
the evangelistic strategies in the world. Besides, if work 1is
only a platform for evangelism, it devalues the work itself,
and this view of work is too narrow and unfulfilling.

Next we’ll examine at how God wants us to look at work. You
might be quite surprised!

How God Wants Us to See Work

So far, we have discussed faulty views of work, but how does
God want us to see it? Here’s a startling thought: we actually
work for God Himself! Consider Ephesians 6:5-8, which Paul
writes to slaves but which we can apply to employees:

Slaves, obey your earthly masters with respect and fear, and
with sincerity of heart, just as you would obey Christ. Obey
them not only to win their favor when their eye is on you,
but like slaves of Christ, doing the will of God from your
heart. Serve wholeheartedly, as if you were serving the
Lord, not men, because you know that the Lord will reward
everyone for whatever good he does, whether he is slave or
free.

It's helpful to envision that behind every employer stands the
Lord Jesus. He sees everything we do, and He appreciates it
and will reward us, regardless of the type of work we do. I
learned this lesson one day when I was cleaning the grungy
bathtub of a family that wouldn’t notice and would never



acknowledge or thank me even if they did. I was getting madder
by the minute, throwing myself a pity party, when the Lord
broke into my thoughts. He quietly said, “I see you. And I
appreciate what you’re doing.” Whoa! In an instant, that
totally changed everything. Suddenly, I was able to do a
menial job—and later on, more important ones—as a labor of
love and worship for Jesus. I know He sees and appreciates
what I do. It forever changed my view of work.

God also wants us to see that work is His gift to us. It is
not a result of the Fall. God gave Adam and Eve the job of
cultivating the garden and exercising dominion over the world
before sin entered the world. We were created to work, and for
work. Work is God’s good gift to us!

Listen to what Solomon wrote:

After looking at the way things are on this earth, here’s
what I’'ve decided is the best way to live: Take care of
yourself, have a good time, and make the most of whatever
job you have for as long as God gives you life. And that’s
about it. That's the human lot. Yes, we should make the most
of what God gives, both the bounty and the capacity to enjoy
it, accepting what’s given and delighting in the work. It’s
God’'s gift!{6}

Being happy in our work doesn’t depend on the work, it depends
on our attitude. To make the most of our job and be happy in
our work is a gift God wants to give us!

Why Work is Good

In this article we’re talking about how to think about work
correctly. One question needs to be asked, though: Is all work
equally valid? Well, no. All legitimate work is an extension
of God’s work of maintaining and providing for His creation.
Legitimate work is work that contributes to what God wants
done in the world and doesn’t contribute to what He doesn’t



want done. So non-legitimate work would include jobs that are
illegal, such as prostitution, drug dealing, and professional
thieves. Then there are jobs that are legal, but still
questionable in terms of ethics and morality, such as working
in abortion clinics, pornography, and the gambling industry.
These jobs are legal, but you have to ask, how are they
cooperating with God to benefit His creation?

Work is God’s gift to us. It is His provision in a number of
ways. In Your Work Matters to God, the authors suggest five
major reasons why work is valuable:

1. Through work we serve people. Most work is part of a huge
network of interconnected jobs, industries, goods and services
that work together to meet people’s physical needs. Other jobs
meet people’s aesthetic and spiritual needs as well.

2. Through work we meet our own needs. Work allows us to
exercise the gifts and abilities God gives each person,
whether paid or unpaid. God expects adults to provide for
themselves and not mooch off others. Scripture says, “If one
will not work, neither let him eat!”{7}

3. Through work we meet our family’s needs. God expects the
heads of households to provide for their families. He says,
“If anyone does not provide for his relatives, and especially
for his immediate family, he has denied the faith and is worse
than an unbeliever.”{8}

4. Through work we earn money to give to others. In both the
0ld and New Testaments, God tells us to be generous in meeting
the needs of the poor and those who minister to us
spiritually. {9}

5. Through work we love God. One of God’s love languages 1is
obedience. When we work, we are obeying His two great
commandments to love Him and love our neighbor as we love
ourselves.{10} We love God by obeying Him from the heart. We
love our neighbor as we serve other people through our work.



We bring glory to God by working industriously, demonstrating
what He is like, and serving others by cooperating with God to
meet their needs. In serving others, we serve God. And that’s
why our work matters to God.
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Mormon Doctrine of Jesus: A
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Christian Perspective

Dr. Pat Zukeran looks at a Mormon view of Jesus, comparing it
to an authentic Christian perspective. He finds that the
Mormon view 1is not supported by the biblical text.

Jesus a Procreated Being?

The Mormon Church claims to have restored the true teachings
of Jesus. In this article, we will compare the Mormon doctrine
of Jesus to the New Testament.

The New Testament teaches that Jesus, God the Son, is eternal
and has no beginning. However, Mormonism teaches that Jesus 1is
a procreated being, the literal offspring of God the Father
and one of His heavenly wives. According to Mormon theology,
God the Father, Elohim, dwells on a planet with His many
spirit wives producing numerous spirit children who await to
inhabit physical bodies so that they too may one day ascend to
godhood as their parents did. Jesus is believed to be the
firstborn spirit child of Elohim. The Doctrine and Covenants,
one of the four sacred books of Mormonism states, “Christ, the
Firstborn, was the mightiest of all the spirit children of the
Father.”{1} The Gospel Principles, which is the manual of the
Mormon Church, states, “The first spirit born to our heavenly
parents was Jesus Christ.”{2} James Talmage, one of the early
apostles of the church wrote, “[A]lmong the spirit-children of
Elohim, the firstborn was and is Jehovah or Jesus Christ to
whom all others are juniors.”{3}

According to the Mormon view, Jesus 1is not unique from the
rest of mankind. He is simply the firstborn spirit child. The
Doctrine and Covenants states, “The difference between Jesus
and other offspring of Elohim is one of degree not of
kind.”{4} That is why Mormons refer to Jesus as elder brother.
James Talmage wrote, “Human beings generally were similarly
existent in spirit state prior to their embodiment in the
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flesh. . . . There 1is no impropriety, therefore, in speaking
of Jesus Christ as the Elder Brother of the rest of
mankind."” {5}

Mormon doctrine deviates significantly from the Bible, which
teaches that Jesus is eternal and not procreated. Although
Mormons teach that Jesus is eternal, what they mean is that He
existed as a spirit child prior to His incarnation. Being an
offspring of Elohim means He was created at some point in
time.

To support their view, Mormons appeal to John 3:16, which
states Jesus is the “only begotten.” The Greek word used there
is monogenes, which means “unique” or “one of a kind.” It does
not mean procreated, but emphasizes uniqueness.

Mormons also appeal to Colossians 1:15, which calls Christ the
“Firstborn over all creation.” The Greek word for firstborn is
prototokos, meaning “first in rank, preeminent one.” It
carries the idea of positional supremacy. Christ is the
firstborn in the sense that He is preeminent over all
creation. Renowned Greek scholar, the late F.F. Bruce, wrote
on how the term was used during the time in which Paul wrote.
“The word firstborn had long since ceased to be used
exclusively in its literal sense, just as prime (from the
Latin word primus—first) with us. The Prime Minister is not
the first minister we have had; he is the most preeminent.

Similarly, firstborn came to denote (among the ancients) not
priority in time but preeminence in rank.”{6} Psalm 89:27 in
the Septuagint calls David the firstborn. We all know David 1is
not the first-born son in his family, nor is he the first king
of Israel. “Firstborn” here is a title of preeminence.

These Bible verses do not support the teaching that Jesus is a
procreated being. The Bible further teaches Jesus 1s an
eternal being. He had no beginning.

Colossians 1:17 states, “He is before all things, and in Him



all things hold together.” Christ as the eternal Son of God
existed before all creation. Since Christ is “before all
things,” He did not depend on anyone or anything for His
creation or existence.

John 1:1 shows Jesus is eternal and has no beginning. John
wrote, “In the beginning was the word.” Scripture indicates
that the universe was not created in time, but that time
itself was created along with the universe.{7} In other words,
time was not already in existence when God created the world.
The world was created with time rather than in time. Back
before the beginning mentioned in Genesis 1:1 and John 1:1 lay
a beginningless eternity.{8} The verb was is in the imperfect
tense, indicating continued existence. So Jesus did not come
into existence at some point in eternity past, He always
existed. There has never been a point where He was not in
existence.

In John 8:58 Jesus tells the religious leaders, “Before
Abraham was born, I am.” Jesus is identifying Himself as the
eternal God, quoting the words from Exodus 3:14. For this
reason the Jews were seeking to stone Him for the crime of
blasphemy. The words “I am” or “Yahweh” in the Hebrew language
is the verb, to be. This name conveys the meaning of eternal
self-existence. Yahweh, whom Jesus is identifying with, 1is
eternal and beyond the realm of time. Abraham came to exist at
a point in time, but Jesus never had a beginning. He 1is
uncreated and eternal. Since the Bible teaches the eternal
nature of Christ, He cannot be a procreated being as Mormon
doctrine teaches.

Lucifer and Jesus

According to Mormon theology, God the Father lives on a planet
with His spirit wives procreating spirit children who await
physical bodies to inhabit. As we learned earlier, Jesus 1is
the first son born to Elohim. God the Father had numerous
other offspring, which included Lucifer. This makes him a



spirit brother of Jesus and of all human beings. Mormon
theologian LeGrand Richards writes, “Satan was just as much a
man in the spirit world, as were those spirits who have been
given bodies through birth in this world.”{9}

Mormonism teaches that Jesus and Lucifer were involved in
planning mankind’s eternal destiny. In order to attain godhood
like our heavenly parents, the spirit children needed to leave
the presence of their heavenly Father, inhabit a physical
body, and live a worthy life. Elohim knew that mankind would
sin and thus require a savior to pay for sin and show us how
to return to our heavenly father. At the heavenly council,
Jesus and Lucifer proposed their plans. Lucifer offered to go
to earth and be the savior but he wanted to force everyone to
be saved and do everything himself. Jesus desired to give man
the freedom of choice. The Father chose Jesus’ plan. Angered
by the decision, Lucifer persuaded one third of the spirit
children to rebel and a war in heaven took place between
Satan’s forces and Jesus and His followers. Lucifer was
defeated, cast out of heaven, and denied the right to inhabit
mortal bodies.{10} Without the ability to attain physical
bodies, exaltation to the Celestial kingdom is impossible. He
became known as Satan and his followers became the demons who
now exist on earth as spirits opposing God'’s work.

Mormon theologian Bruce McConkie states, “The appointment of
Jesus to be the Savior of the worlds was contested by one of
the other sons of God. He was called Lucifer, son of the
morning. Haughty, ambitious, and covetous of power and glory,
this spirit-brother of Jesus desperately tried to become the
savior of mankind.” {11}

The Bible teaches that Jesus is not the spirit brother of
Lucifer or of human beings. Lucifer is an angel and part of
the created order. Ezekiel 28:13-19 reveals that Lucifer, 1in
contrast to Jesus, is a created cherub angel. Colossians 1:16
tells us that Christ is the Creator of all things, including
the angelic realm. The words “thrones”, “dominions”,



“principalities” and “powers” were used by rabbinical Jews to
describe different orders of angels. In Colossae, there was a
problem of worshipping angels. Christ had been degraded to
their level. Paul’s argument here is that Christ is superior
to the angels for Christ created them. Lucifer falls into this
category of a created angel, thus making him a created being.
Hebrews 1:4 also reinforces the fact that Jesus, being God the
Son, 1is superior in nature to the angels. Christ is Creator,
while Lucifer is creature, two totally different classes and
they cannot be spirit brothers as Mormonism teaches.

The Incarnation of Christ

The Mormon doctrine of Jesus deviates from biblical teaching
regarding the preincarnate life of Christ. It also deviates in
its teaching on the incarnation of Jesus. Mormonism teaches
that Jesus’ incarnation was the result of sexual relations
between the flesh and bone Heavenly Father and Mary. Jesus 1is
the only earthly offspring so conceived. Mormon theologian
Bruce McConkie states, “Christ was begotten by an Immortal
Father in the same way that mortal men are begotten by mortal
fathers.”{12}

He also writes, “God the Father is a perfected, glorified,
holy man, an immortal Personage. And Christ was born into the
world as the literal Son of this Holy Being; He was born in
the same personal, real and literal sense that any mortal son
is born to a mortal father. There is nothing figurative about
this paternity; He was begotten, conceived, and born in the
normal and natural course of events, for He is the Son of God,
and that designation means what it says.”{13}

James Talmage wrote, “Jesus Christ is the Son of Elohim both
as spiritual and bodily offspring; that is to say, Elohim is
literally the Father of the spirit of Jesus Christ and also of
the body in which Jesus Christ performed His mission in the
flesh.”{14}



Mormon theology teaches that the Father was the main person
involved in Mary'’'s conception, not the Holy Spirit. Joseph
Fielding Smith wrote, “Christ is not the Son of the Holy
Ghost, but of the Father.”{15} Mormon Historian Stephen
Robinson states, “Mary was in some unspecified manner made
pregnant by God the Father, through the power of the Holy
Spirit.”{16} Dr. Robinson attempts to remain faithful to
Mormon theology and the Bible, but his attempt falls short.

The Bible makes it clear: Jesus was conceived as the result of
a miraculous work of the Holy Spirit, not a physical union
with the Father. John 4:24 says that God is spirit. He 1is not
a resurrected man.

Luke 1:35 states, “The Holy Spirit will come upon you, and the
power of the Most High will overshadow you.” The Holy Spirit’s
supernatural work in Mary’s body enabled Christ—eternal God-to
take on human nature. Jesus thus had a dual nature. He was
fully God and fully man. Mormons reject this teaching.

Stephen Robinson writes, the “unbiblical doctrine of the two
natures in Christ was added to historic Christianity by the
Council of Chalcedon in 451 A.D."”{17} This might be a
consistent conclusion for Mormonism, but it is contrary to the
Bible. Throughout the Gospels Jesus showed His humanity: He
was hungry, He got tired, and His human body experienced
death. However, He also revealed His divinity, demonstrating
omnipotence (Colossians 1:17), omniscience (John 2:25),
eternity (John 1:1), and omnipresence (Matthew 28:20).

There 1s a wide separation between the Mormon doctrine of the
incarnation of Christ and what the Bible teaches.

The Atoning Work of Christ

Another key area in which Mormon theology deviates from
biblical teaching is their view of the atoning work of Christ.
To understand this, we must understand the Mormon view of the



fall. According to Mormon theology, Adam was given two
conflicting commands by God: one to become mortal and the
other not to eat of the tree of knowledge of good and evil;
out of which mortality, children, and death would result. Adam
chose to eat of the fruit for it was the only way salvation
could come to mankind.{18} As a result of the fall, Adam and
Eve left their purely spiritual state and became physical
beings. Mortality and child bearing would provide the way to
exaltation and godhood. Man then inherited a dual nature, one
physical and the other spiritual.{19}

Jesus’ death is believed to have atoned for only Adam’s sin,
leaving us responsible for our sins.{20} Adam’s act brought
mortality and death. The result of Jesus’ atonement is that
all humankind will be resurrected. Mormon theologian Bruce
McConkie states, “Unconditional salvation, that which comes by
grace alone without obedience to gospel law, consists in the
mere fact of being resurrected.”{21} The Second Article of
Faith states, “We believe that men are responsible for their
own sins, and not for Adam’s transgression.”{22}

In Mormon theology, there is a distinction between general
salvation-resurrection for all, and individual salvation which
refers to exaltation. Mormonism teaches that that we have all
attained universal resurrection as a result of Jesus’ death,
but we must now earn our own place in heaven by doing all we
can do.

Mormonism teaches there are three levels of heaven: telestial
is the lowest level, the terrestrial, and celestial. The
resurrection of Christ allows non-Mormons entrance to the
telestial or terrestrial kingdom. All Mormons desire the
celestial level where they attain exaltation to godhood.
Attaining to this level depends on their life here on earth.
The Mormon Church and Joseph Smith play the major roles in
achieving exaltation. The Gospel Principles tell us that Jesus
“became our savior and He did His part to help us return to
our heavenly home. It is now up to each of us to do our part



and become worthy of exaltation.”{23}

The Bible does not equate salvation with resurrection. Jesus’
death provides atonement for all of humanity (Isaiah 53:6),
but salvation is contingent on one’s response to Christ’s
atoning work. Salvation applies only to those who accept
Christ’s work on the cross. It is not universal as 1in
Mormonism.

All mankind will be resurrected, but it is at the resurrection
that some will be condemned to hell and others to eternal life
in God’'s presence (Rev. 20:11-15). Those who reject Christ
will not be saved (John 3:18). So resurrection is not equated
with salvation.

Finally, individual salvation is by faith alone, not by works.
(Ephesians 2:8-9) It is through faith in Jesus alone that one
receives the full measure of the gift of salvation. The Bible
does not teach three levels of glorification. There is only
eternal life with Christ, or eternal separation from God.

Jesus the Polygamist?

As we have studied, the Mormon doctrine of Jesus deviates from
the Jesus of the Bible in several key areas. Another unique
teaching of Mormonism on the life of Christ is in regards to
His marital state. Mormonism teaches that while on earth,
Jesus was married to at least three women. Although Mormons
today try to distance themselves from this teaching, it is
clearly a part of their historical record. Orson Hyde, one of
the original Twelve Apostles of the Mormon Church and who was
ordained by Joseph Smith, cites the gospel of John when he
writes, “Jesus was the bridegroom at the marriage of Cana of
Galilee, and He told them what to do. Now there was actually a
marriage; and if Jesus was not the bridegroom on that
occasion, please tell who was. I shall say here, that before
the Savior died, He looked upon his own natural children as we
look upon ours.”{24}



Mormonism teaches that Jesus was not only married, but He had
a family. In a speech given by Hyde in the Salt Lake City
Tabernacle, he exclaimed, “I discover that some of the Eastern
papers represent me as a great blasphemer, because I said, 1in
my lecture on marriage, at our last conference, that Jesus
Christ was married at Cana of Galilee, that Mary, Martha, and
others were His wives, and that He begat children. All that I
have to say in reply to that charge is this—they worship a
Savior that is too pure and holy to fulfil the commands of his
Father. I worship one that is just pure and holy enough ‘to
fulfil all righteousness;’ not only the righteous law of
baptism, but the still more righteous and important law ‘to
multiply and replenish the earth.’ Startle not at this! For
even the Father Himself honored that law by coming down to
Mary, without a natural body, and begetting a Son; and if
Jesus begat children, He only ‘did that which He had seen His
Father do.'"{25}

This would be consistent with Mormon theology, since marriage
1s a requirement for exaltation to godhood. {26}

According to the New Testament, there is no evidence to
indicate that Jesus was married or that He had children. It is
even more inconceivable that He would enter into a polygamous
relationship, for it was not God’s intended will for marriage.
(Genesis 2:24, Matthew 19:5, and 1 Timothy 3)

Our study reveals that the Jesus of Mormonism is not the Jesus
of the Bible. The Mormon view of Jesus teaches that He was not
eternally God, that He was procreated as the first spirit
child of the Father, He is a spirit brother of Lucifer, and
was begotten of the Father through physical relations with
Mary. For these reasons, we cannot consider the Mormon
teachings on Christ to be consistent with the New Testament.
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Mormon Doctrine of God: A
Christian Perspective

Dr. Pat Zukeran examines the Mormon doctrine of God from a
Christian perspective. Is their view of God consistent with
the biblical view?

Monotheism or Polytheism?

The Mormons consider themselves to be Christian, but many
question this claim. In this article we will investigate the
teaching of Mormonism regarding the doctrine of God and
compare it with Biblical teaching.

Mormon doctrine is derived from four primary sources. The
first is the Bible; the second are the sacred texts of
Mormonism, the Book of Mormon, The Doctrine and Covenants, and
The Pearl of Great Price. The third comes from the writings of
the founder of the church Joseph Smith, and the fourth is the
writings of church leaders, especially the church presidents
who are considered to be inspired prophets of God. In regard
to the God of the Bible, Stephen Robinson, chairman of the
Department of Ancient Scriptures at Brigham Young University,
writes, “The Latter-day Saints (should) be considered
worshipers of the one true God.”{l} He also states, “The
Latter-day Saints accept unequivocally all the biblical
teachings on the nature of God.”{2}
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Christianity has taught monotheism from its foundation, the
belief in the existence of one God. Mormonism believes in the
existence of a plurality of gods. According to Mormonism,
there are an infinite number of planets like earth in the
universe, each with their god or gods who were once men who
have evolved into godhood. Mormon theologian and Apostle Bruce
McConkie states, “[A] plurality of gods exist . . . there is
an infinite number of holy personages, drawn from worlds
without number, who have passed on to exaltation and are thus

gods.”{3}

Joseph Smith wrote, “In the beginning, the head of the gods
called a council of the gods; and they came together and
concocted a plan to create the world and (the) people in

it."{4}

The Pearl of Great Price states in the Book of Abraham, “And
they (the gods) said: let there be light and there was light.
And they (the gods) comprehended the light, . . . and the gods
called the light Day and the darkness they called Night.

" In these two chapters, the plural designation “gods” 1is
used over fifty times.

Although they believe that numerous gods exist, Mormons
consider themselves to be monotheists because they focus their
worship exclusively on the Godhead of this earth. With this
being the case, a more accurate description of Mormon practice
is henotheism, a form of polytheism that stresses a central
deity.

The Bible clearly teaches monotheism. This truth is taught in
Deuteronomy 6:4, “Hear 0 Israel: The Lord our God, the Lord 1is
one.” Isaiah writes about God, “Before me there was no god
formed, nor will there be one after me.” There was no god
created before or any to come for there is only one God. Later
he adds, “You are my witnesses. Is there any God besides me?
No, there is no other Rock: I know not one.” God knows of no
other, not because God is limited in knowledge, but because



there is no other like Him in existence.

Doctrine of the Trinity

Christians and Mormons share many similar theological terms.
We both refer to God, salvation, and heaven. However, the
words often have radically different meanings. Such 1is the
case with the doctrine of the Trinity. Biblical Christianity
teaches there 1is one God eternally coexisting in three
persons: God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy Spirit.
As we will see, the Mormon view of the Godhead is quite
different.

The Mormons reject the traditional Christian view of the
Trinity as being in error. Joseph Smith wrote,

Many men say there is one God; the Father, the Son and the
Holy Ghost are only one God. I say that is a strange God
[anyhow]—-three in one and one in three. . .It is curious
organization All are crammed into one God according to
sectarianism (Christian faith). It would make the biggest
God in all the world. He would be a wonderfully big God-he
would be a giant or a monster. (Joseph Smith, Teachings,
372)

Church president James Talmage stated, “Father, Son, and Holy
Ghost are as distinct in persons and individualities as are
any three personages in mortality.”{5}

Mormons believe that there are an infinite number of planets,
each with their own god or gods. On this earth, there are
three separate gods, God the Father or Elohim, Jehovah or
Jesus the son, and the Holy Ghost who make up the Godhead.
Instead of Trinitarian, tritheistic would be a better word to
describe Mormon belief. Mormon theologian Bruce McConkie
states, “There are three Gods— the Father, the Son, and the
Holy Ghost.”{6} He further explains that, “[T]hree separate
personages—Father, Son, and Holy Ghost comprise the Godhead.



As each of these persons 1is a god, it is evident, from this
standpoint alone, that a plurality of gods exists. To us,
speaking in the proper finite sense, these three are the only
gods we worship.”{7}

Jesus is believed by Mormons to be the literal offspring of
the Father. The Mormon Church teaches that “Jesus Christ is
the son of Elohim both as (a) spiritual and bodily offspring;
that is to say, Elohim is literally the Father of the spirit
of Jesus Christ and also of the body in which Jesus Christ
performed his mission in the flesh. . . ."{8}

The Bible teaches that there is only one true God, not three
separate gods. Deuteronomy 6:4 states, “Hear 0 Israel: The
Lord our God, the Lord is one.” God has revealed Himself 1in
three coeternal and coequal persons of the same substance or
essence, however, distinct in subsistence. The Bible reveals
that all three persons—Father, Son, and Holy Spirit—have the
attributes of deity. All three have existed for eternity, took
part in creation, and play a role in salvation. The whole,
undivided essence of God belongs equally to each of the three
Persons. {9}

God Was Once a Man

As we discussed earlier, Mormon theology teaches that there 1is
a plurality of gods. All gods were once mortal men on other
planets who, through obedience to the commands of their God,
attained exaltation or godhood. All Mormon men have the
potential of attaining godhood as well. God’s progression from
man to God is clearly stated throughout Mormon literature.
Joseph Smith wrote:

God himself was once as we are now, and is an exalted man,
and sits enthroned in yonder heavens! . . . I am going to
tell you how God came to be God. We have imagined and
supposed that God was God from all eternity. I will refute
that idea, and take away the veil, so that you may see.



He was once a man like us; yea that God himself, the
Father dwelt on an earth, the same as Jesus Christ himself

did. . . .{10}

Brigham Young, the second president taught “[T]hat God the
Father was once a man on another planet who ‘passed the ordeal
we are now passing through. . .'”"{11} The Doctrine and
Covenants states, “God is a glorified and perfected man, a
personage of flesh and bones. Inside his tangible body is an
eternal spirit.” (130:22)

Jesus is believed to have been a mortal man who attained
godhood and showed that all men can do the same. The goal of
every Mormon man is to achieve exaltation to godhood. Bruce
McConkie states, “That exaltation which the saints of all ages
have so devoutly sought is godhood itself.”{12} Joseph Smith
exhorted all Mormon men to strive for this goal. He stated,

Here then, is eternal life-— to know the only wise and true
God; and you have got to learn how to be gods yourselves,
and to be kings and priests to God, the same as all gods
have done before you. . . .{13}

The Mormon Church teaches that if a couple marries according
to Mormon ceremony, and each lives an obedient life, they may
attain godhood at the resurrection. The Doctrine and Covenants
teaches,

[Y]e shall come forth in the first resurrection; . . . and
shall inherit thrones, kingdoms, principalities, and powers,
dominions, all heights and depths . . . (and you) shall pass
by the angels, and the gods, which are set there, to (their)
exaltation.” (132)

The passage concludes, “Then they shall be gods, because they
have no end; therefore shall they be from everlasting to
everlasting because they continue. . . . Then they shall be
gods because they have all power, and the angels are subject
to them.” (132:20)



The Bible teaches that God has always been God. Psalm 90
states, “From everlasting to everlasting you are God.” God did
not evolve from mortal man. Isaiah 43 reveals, “Before me no
god was formed, nor will there be one after me.” This verse
destroys any hope of any man thinking he may become a god.

Celestial Parenthood

In Mormon theology, there are three levels of heaven,
terrestial, tellestial, and celestial. It teaches that almost
everyone will make it to the first level, terrestrial, but
Mormons seek entrance to celestial heaven, because there they
are exalted to godhood. Once a man is exalted to godhood, he
and his wife will reproduce offspring for eternity. These
spirit children will in turn inhabit physical bodies and have
the opportunity to become gods as well. This privilege 1is
reserved for those who go through the sacred marriage ceremony
in the Temple and live in obedience to Mormon teachings.

As we discussed previously, the Mormon book Doctrine and
Covenants teaches that Mormons who marry within the context of
the church, and remain obedient, shall be resurrected
together. They shall then inherit thrones and kingdoms and are
then declared gods because they will then rule together for
eternity. Church president James Talmage adds, “[W]e are to
understand that only resurrected and glorified beings can
become parents of spirit offspring . . . and the spirits born
to them in the eternal worlds will pass in due sequence
through the several stages or estates by which the glorified
parents have attained exaltation.”{14}

God the Father 1is, therefore, believed to be married to God
the Mother, and together they are producing spirit children.
Bruce McConkie states, “An exalted and glorified man of
holiness could not be a Father unless a woman of like glory,
perfection, and holiness was associated with him as a Mother.
The begetting of children makes a man a father and a woman a
mother whether we are dealing with man in his mortal or



immortal state.”{15}

All men and women are thus the offspring of this heavenly
union. James Talmage wrote, “God the Eternal Father, whom we
designate by the exalted name-title ‘Elohim,’ is the literal
Parent of our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ and of the spirits
of the human race.”{16}

The Bible teaches that God the Father is not married. Isaiah
46:9 states, “I am God, and there is no other; I am God; and
there is none like me.” The Bible teaches that men and women
who receive Christ as their savior will be glorified and live
eternally in the presence of God. However, they will never be
equal to God, nor will they be married. If marriage were
essential to attain exaltation, 1t seems strange that Paul
would write in 1 Corinthians 7, “It is good for a man not to
marry.” When Jesus was questioned about the state of marriage
in eternity he said, “When the dead rise, they will neither
marry nor be given in marriage, they will be like the angels
in heaven.” The covenant of marriage is for our earthly
existence only. The Bible does not teach a doctrine of
celestial parenthood.

God is a Physical Being

Christianity teaches that God is immaterial. Mormonism teaches
that God has a physical body. The Mormon Doctrine and
Covenants teaches, “The Father has a body of flesh and bones
as tangible as man’s, the Son also. . . ."{17} Brigham Young
wrote, “We cannot believe for a moment that God is destitute
of body, parts, passions, or attributes.”{18}

Although John 4:24 clearly teaches that God is spirit, Mormons
like Bruce McConkie teach that this is a mistranslation of the
text. He writes:

False creeds teach that God is a spirit essence that fills
the immensity of space. . . . In a vain attempt to support



this doctrine, formulated by councils in the early days of
the great apostasy, it is common for apologists to point to
the statement in the KJV Bible, which says, “God is a
Spirit.” The fact is that this passage is mistranslated:
instead the correct statement, quoted in context reads: “For
unto such hath God promised his Spirit. And they who worship
him, must worship in spirit and in truth.”{19}

However, there is no justification for McConkie’s translation.
The KJV translation of “God is a spirit” is misleading; modern
translators are more accurate rendering the passage “God 1is
spirit.” The Greek construction and word order place the
emphasis on the essential character of God; thus the essence
of true worship must be on God’s terms and in accord with his
nature.{20} Jesus further taught in Luke 24:36-43, “[A] spirit
does not have flesh and bones.” 1 Timothy 1:17 states, “Now to
the King eternal, immortal, invisible, the only God.” God is
invisible because He is immaterial. 1 John 4:12 and John 1:18
tell us that no one has seen God. The second of the Ten
Commandments forbids anyone from making an image of God,
partially because nothing physical could accurately reflect
God, who is immaterial. If God created the universe, as the
Bible teaches, He could not be a physical being.

Scripture often uses anthropomorphic language, attributing
human characteristics to God to help describe God's
activities. Psalm 17 pleads, “Keep me (Lord) as the apple of
your eye, hide me in the shadow of your wings.” Mormons have
used this kind of language to prove that God has a physical
body. In doing so they ignore the use of figurative language.
God no more has a physical eye than He has wings and feathers.

God also revealed Himself in temporary physical forms that men
could understand called theophanies. Examples are the burning
bush, the fiery cloud in Exodus, and the unique incarnation of
Christ. God the Son humbled Himself and took on human form. He
was not a pre-existent spirit-being, waiting for a body, as
the Mormons teach. John 1 reveals that the Son was God from



eternity and became a man to redeem humanity. We must
conclude, based on our study of the doctrine of God, that
Mormonism and traditional Christianity are indeed two
different religions.
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The Mormon Veneer

Having spent many hours of conversation with those in Mormon
leadership, Don Closson considers some of the theological
assumptions behind today’s evangelical-sounding Mormon
proponents.

The Need for Precision

Recent events have helped to pull Mormonism from the fringe of
American culture to a place much closer to mainstream thinking
about religion and family. Mitt and Ann Romney’s campaign for
the presidency is only one factor among many contributing to a
changing perception of Mormons and their beliefs. For
instance, in March of 2011 a musical called The Book of Mormon
opened on Broadway depicting Mormon missionaries in Uganda. It
went on to win multiple awards including nine Tonys and a
Grammy. We have also seen the production of popular cable TV
programs depicting both real and fictional polygamous families
in ways that make them much less controversial. The result is
that modern and historical Mormonism seems a little less
foreign or isolated from our everyday experiences.

A 2012 Pew Research Center poll found that while
eight in ten Americans said they learned little or
nothing about the beliefs of Mormons or about the
church itself during the past presidential
election, it found that Americans are now more
likely to describe Mormons as “good people,” “dedicated,” and
“hardworking.”{1} This adds to the evidence that Mormonism has
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gained a favorable mainstream standing among typical
Americans. This growing acceptance of individual Mormons adds
to the perception that Mormonism itself is less controversial
and perhaps different from other self-labeled Christian groups
in only a denominational sense. Some, even in our Bible
Churches, feel that we have been too harsh on Mormons and
should seek to find common ground rather than point out
distinctive theological differences that keep us apart.

While finding common ground 1s an important part of sharing
our faith in any setting, it is essential that when talking
with Mormons we clearly distinguish between Mormon and
traditional Christian beliefs. This is because both traditions
place Jesus Christ at the center of worship and theology,
creating an appearance of commonality when, in fact, little
exists. The rest of this article will make these differences
explicit.

Our society’s heavy emphasis on tolerance places pressure on
Christians to be more accepting of other belief systems, to
focus more on loving people and less on insisting that our
beliefs are in some sense universally true. However, it 1is
possible to express love for people without sacrificing the
truth that the gospel of Jesus Christ stands on. In the end,
it is neither loving nor honest to sacrifice the good news
found in the New Testament in the name of a redefined
tolerance that refuses to admit that real differences divide
orthodox Christianity from Mormon beliefs.

The Person of Christ

Mormons are highly offended when others question whether or
not they are Christian. They point out that in 1830 Joseph
Smith initially named their religious movement the Church of
Christ and that Christ is at the center of every Latter-day
Saints Sacrament service. So let me begin by acknowledging
that Mormons do place a Jesus Christ at the center of their



theological system and that I do not doubt for a minute the
sincere faith of my Mormon friends in the Jesus taught by the
Mormon Church. However, this leaves us with the problem of
defining who this Mormon Jesus is. After all, it is the object
of our faith that saves us, not faith itself.

The Mormon view of Jesus is dramatically different from the
traditional view held by Christians for the last two thousand
years. Although we use the same names to identify him-Jesus,
the Christ, the Messiah, and the Word-and we agree on many of
His sayings and actions, we differ widely on what kind of
being He 1is. This 1s important if we are to place our
salvation in His hands.

Mormons believe that all conscious entities—God the Father,
Jesus the Son, angels, and humanity—-are the same kind of
beings. As Mormon Apostle John Widtsoe has written, “God and
man are of the same race, differing only in their degrees of
advancement.”{2} They also believe that everyone on earth has
existed from eternity past, first as disembodied
intelligences, then as spirit beings born of God the Father
and an unnamed Goddess, and finally incarnated into bodies of
flesh and bone. It is interesting to note that, although Jesus
is God the Father’s firstborn son, Satan and all of humanity
are His spiritual brothers and sisters.

The only difference between you, me, and Jesus is that He has
advanced further along the path of spiritual progression to
Godhood than we have. According to Latter-day Saints
teachings, Jesus 1is a god today because of His obedience to
our heavenly Father and Mother, and to a set of eternal
spiritual guidelines. What makes Mormonism dramatically
different from traditional Christian belief is that it teaches
that we, too, can become Gods just as Jesus has. In fact, it
is the Father’s, or Elohim’s, desire that we all become gods
and have our own spirit children just as He has.

Are we the same kind of being as God the Father and Jesus
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Christ? Since Mormons accept the Bible as revelation from God,
is this what the Bible teaches? We need to grasp that Jesus is
different from every other living thing in the universe, and
very different from the way He 1is represented by the Later-day
Saints.

The Latter-day Saints teach that all of humanity 1is
essentially the same kind of being as Jesus, just not as
spiritually advanced. Rather than saying that Jesus is God in
the flesh, they would emphasize that He is a man of flesh who
has become a god. Mormons also reject the doctrine of the
Trinity, the idea that there is one God, one being, revealed
in three Persons. Instead, they teach that there are three
separate beings united in purpose in the Godhead-Father, Son
and Holy Spirit—who cooperate together in order to accomplish
the Mormon plan of salvation.

As a result of this thinking, Mormons teach that Elohim in the
Old Testament refers to the Father, while Jehovah or Yahweh
refers to Jesus. But is this supported by the Bible? The 0T
uses Jehovah and Elohim as interchangeable titles for the
Godhead, of which both the Father and Jesus are part.
Deuteronomy 6:4 is a good example of this. It reads, “Hear, 0
Israel: The LORD [Jehovah] our God [Elohim] is one LORD
[Jehovah].” It would be difficult to make this verse fit the
Mormon view. Using their ideas it would have to be translated
“Hear, 0 Israel: Jesus our Father is one Jesus.” This doesn’t
make sense, especially if Jesus and the Father are two
discrete beings.

The Mormon view runs into more difficulty in the New
Testament. I asked a Mormon Bishop to confirm that Mormons
believe that all sentient beings existed from eternity past,
which he agreed to. Then I asked him to read Colossians
1:16-17 which states that Jesus created all things visible and
invisible, that He existed before all things, and that all
things are held together in Him. At this point I asked him to
tell me which idea about Jesus he believed, that we have all



lived in eternity past with Jesus or that Jesus made all
things and was before all things. He thought for a moment and
then replied that both statements are true. At which point I
suggested that these are mutually exclusive ideas; we cannot
have lived in eternity past with Jesus while at the same time
Jesus was before us and made us. He finally admitted that when
faced with logical contradictions like this he has to trust in
what his prophet Joseph Smith taught.

This is a pretty important idea. Either Jesus is eternally God
who, with the Father and Spirit, brought into existence all
things and holds all things together moment by moment as the
Bible teaches, or He is merely a human being who happens to be
more spiritually advanced than we are.

The Atonement of Christ

If you ask a Mormon what he is trusting in for salvation, he
will most likely say that it is the atoning suffering and
death of Jesus Christ in the garden called Gethsemane and on
the cross. They also believe that there is no other hope by
which we can be saved. Although this sounds pretty good to an
evangelical’s ears, these words mean something quite different
than what traditional Christianity teaches.

According to the Latter-day Saints, Christ’s death and
suffering made it possible to be saved from sin, if we do our
part.{3} What this means becomes clearer when we read a
parable given to explain what Christ’s death accomplished in a
chapter on the atonement in the Mormon book Gospel Principles.

The parable tells of a foolish man who ignored warnings about
going too far into debt. Although he made payments along the
way, he could not pay the debt in full when it came due. The
creditor (God the Father) appeared and threatened to repossess
all that the man owned and throw him into prison. The man
begged for mercy, but the Father was only concerned about



justice and the law. The parable weaves a picture of two
eternal ideals, mercy and justice, in conflict.

Christ is depicted as a friend of the debtor who knew him to
be foolish but loved him anyway. As mediator, Jesus stands
before the Father and says “I will pay the debt if you will
free my friend from his commitment so he may Kkeep his
possessions and not go to prison.” Sounds good so far, but
then Jesus turns to the debtor and says, “If I pay your debt,
will you accept me as your creditor?” And then he adds, “You
will pay the debt to me and I will set the terms. It will not
be easy, but it will be possible.”

Although mercy is offered in the Mormon view, the word grace
is nowhere to be found. This isn’t a parable that teaches
grace and forgiveness; 1it’'s a description of a loan being
refinanced. Mormons believe that trusting in Jesus’ atonement
creates a path to salvation in that it provides for our
resurrection and the forgiveness of past sins. However, to
reach exaltation or complete salvation, in their view, one
must earn it through celestial marriage, tithing, attending
sacrament meetings, and sustaining the current Prophet, among
other responsibilities.

Rather than earning our salvation, Paul teaches grace 1in
Galatians 2:16, writing, “And we have come to believe in
Christ Jesus, so that we may be justified by the faithfulness
of Christ and not by the works of the law, because by the
works of the law no one will be justified.”

The Priesthood

We come now to what Mormons believe to be at the heart of
their theological system, the priesthood. They argue that
along with the birth of their church in 1830 came a
restoration of a priesthood that had been lost since the end
of the apostolic period around A.D. 100. According to the



Mormon Church, one cannot receive the Holy Spirit, be baptized
or be married for time and eternity without proper priestly
authority.

Mormons teach that priesthood power literally created heaven
and earth; it is the power and authority of God himself.
Mormon men can tap into this power, eventually obtaining to
two levels of priesthood. At the age of twelve, most Mormon
boys are ordained as deacons of the Aaronic priesthood. By the
time they are finished with secondary school, most have become
elders within the priesthood order of Melchizedek. Throughout
these years Mormon young men receive training, usually prior
to the beginning of each school day, for various offices or
positions within the two priesthood levels.

Mormons believe that every miracle in the Bible is an example
of priesthood power. This is problematic for evangelicals.
First, we don’t associate miracles with priests. In the 0ld
Testament it was usually prophets who performed miracles, not
priests. In the New Testament, miracles are performed by Jesus
and his disciples without mention of a specific priesthood. In
fact, Peter says that all believers as priests{4} and their
function, according to Paul, is to proclaim the gospel of

God.{5}

The book of Hebrews teaches that the Mosaic covenant along
with the Aaronic or Levitical priesthood was passing away
because it was useless for making us righteous or holy. The
author tells us of a better covenant and a better priest
entering the picture as a result of Christ’s ministry. We now
have a new covenant in Christ’s blood and Jesus 1is our
permanent, perfect, and eternal high priest, replacing the
limited imperfect priests of the Mosaic covenant.{6} Nowhere
are the followers of Christ told to train for or to seek entry
into a priesthood. And Jesus is the only person given the
title of priest according to the order of Melchizedek in the
New Testament.



Although Mormons and Christians use similar language to
describe their faith, they represent two very different belief
systems. Mormons see themselves as eternal creatures working
their way towards becoming gods and populating a planet with
their offspring in the future. Traditional Christians draw a
clear line between the creator and creation. We are not gods
and will never become one.
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Suffering

Dr. Michael Gleghorn considers the lessons presented by the
life and writings of the famous author of The Pilgrim’s
Progress to give each of us a better understanding of the role
of suffering in the lives of followers of Christ.

A Suffering Pilgrim

John Bunyan is known to most people today as the
author of The Pilgrim’s Progress, a book he began
writing in prison. It tells the story of
“Christian,” who makes his way from the “City of
Destruction” (which represents this world) to the
“Celestial City” (which represents Heaven). It’s been
described as “perhaps the world’s best-selling book” (after
the Bible), and has been “translated into over 200
languages.”{1} Written in the form of an allegory, it
essentially relates the story of Bunyan’s own Christian
journey.{2} And just as his life was full of trials and
suffering, so also “Christian” must face many hardships and
difficulties as well.

I\

Bunyan was born in England in 1628 at a time of great
political and religious unrest. In 1644, at just fifteen years
old, both his mother and sister died within a month of each
other. Later that year, “when Bunyan had turned sixteen, he
was drafted into the Parliamentary Army and for about two
years was taken from his home for military service.”{3} He
married in 1648, at about the age of twenty, but his wife died
just ten years later, leaving him with four children, the
oldest of whom was blind. He married again the following year,
in 1659, but incredibly, just one year after this, “Bunyan was
arrested and put in prison.”{4} His wife, who was pregnant at
the time, suffered a miscarriage, probably because of the
added stress which this ordeal created. She was then left to
care for Bunyan’s four children while he spent the next twelve
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years in jail.{5}

As you can see, Bunyan was no stranger to suffering. Indeed,
he had an intimate, firsthand acquaintance with heartache,
trials, and difficulties. But what crimes had he committed to
be cast into prison? Essentially, the charges against him were
two: first, “he refused to attend the services of the
Established church” of England; and second, he “preached to
unlawful assemblies.”{6} You see, Bunyan had converted to
Christianity during his first marriage and had become a
powerful and respected preacher. But in the volatile political
and religious climate of that day, the freedom of
Nonconformist preachers like Bunyan eventually came to an end.
And when it did, he was arrested and put in prison.

In the remainder of this article we’ll look at some of the
trials this man endured, how he responded to them, and what
they might teach us as we each make our own spiritual journey.

The Pilgrim’s Conversion

The Pilgrim’s Progress is one of the best-selling Christian
books of all time. But as Bunyan tells us in another of his
books, the autobiographical Grace Abounding to the Chief of
Sinners, before becoming a Christian he had few equals in
“cursing, swearing, lying and blaspheming the holy name of
God.” Indeed, prior to his marriage, he says he was “the very
ring-leader of all the youth . . . into all manner of vice and
ungodliness.”{7}

Bunyan’'s young wife had a very godly father. When he died, he
left her two books which she brought into her marriage: The
Plain Man’s Pathway to Heaven and The Practice of Piety.
According to Bunyan, although these books did not awaken him
to his “sad and sinful state,” they nevertheless did arouse
within him “some desires to religion.”{8} One of the practical
effects of these new desires was Bunyan’s regular attendance



at a local church.

Soon Bunyan also began to read the Bible. He then came under
such powerful conviction of sin that he scarcely knew what to
do. “Sin and corruption,” he wrote, “would as naturally bubble
out of my heart, as water would bubble out of a fountain.

I thought none but the devil himself could equalize me for
inward wickedness and pollution of mind.”{9} Bunyan was
plunged into a state of despair over the greatness of his sin
which, he tell us, “continued a long while, even for some
years together.”{10}

Eventually, after years of spiritual and emotional agony,
Bunyan described “what seemed to be the decisive moment.”{11}
He was heading into the field one day when suddenly this
sentence broke in upon his mind: “Thy righteousness is 1in
heaven.” At this, he says, “I . . . saw . . . that it was not
my good frame of heart that made my righteousness better, nor
yet my bad frame that made my righteousness worse: for my
righteousness was Jesus Christ himself, the same yesterday,
and today, and for ever (Heb. 13:8).” “Now,” he said, “did my
chains fall off my legs indeed . . . my temptations also fled
away . . . now went I . . . home rejoicing, for the grace and
love of God.”{12}

After years of spiritual anguish, Bunyan had been set free by
the grace of God from some of his worst fears and torments.
But as we’'ll see, this was not to be the end of his experience
with suffering. As one set of trials was ending, another was
soon to begin.

The Pilgrim’s Imprisonment

According to Bunyan, five or six years after his conversion,
in about the year 1655, some of the believers in his local
congregation began entreating him “to speak a word of
exhortation unto them.”{13} Although initially hesitant,



Bunyan agreed to their request “and suddenly a great preacher
was discovered.”{14} Apparently, word spread quickly through
the English countryside. According to one author, “In the days
of toleration, a day’s notice would get a crowd of 1,200 to
hear him preach at 7 o’clock in the morning on a weekday.”{15}

Unfortunately, it was not to last. In 1660, the same year in
which Charles II was brought home as king in the Restoration
of the Monarchy, John Bunyan was arrested and imprisoned “for
preaching without state approval.”{16} Officially, he was
charged with being in violation of the Elizabethan Conventicle
Act of 1593. According to this Act, anyone found guilty of
“abstaining from coming to church to hear divine service, and
being a common upholder of several unlawful meetings

could be held without bail until he or she submitted to the
authority of the Anglican church.”{17} As a Nonconformist
preacher, this Act applied to men 1like Bunyan.

What's interesting, however, 1is that Bunyan could have gone
free at any time, so long as he agreed to give up preaching.
But as he was firmly persuaded that he had been called by God
to this ministry, he was completely unwilling to abandon his
calling. He thus spent the next twelve years in prison,
largely cut off from his wife, children, friends, and church.

I say “largely cut off” for, strange as it may seem, 1it
appears that Bunyan was occasionally let out “to see his
family or make brief trips.”{18} Of course, this was the
exception and not the rule. Nevertheless, by “the standards of
the seventeenth century the conditions in which he was held
were not particularly brutal.”{19} On the other hand, Bunyan
was largely fortunate in this respect: “hundreds of Dissenters
died in prison, and many more came out with their health
broken by foul, over-crowded conditions.”{20}

Although these qualifications must be admitted, we must never
lose sight of the fact that Bunyan was willing to endure
twelve long years of this suffering, rather than agree to give



up preaching. And thankfully, as we’ll see, God brought a
great deal of good out of His faithful servant’s suffering.

The Pilgrim’s Writings

Most people today know John Bunyan as the author of The
Pilgrim’s Progress, but this is just one of many works written
by the metal-worker turned minister. His first book was
written in 1656, when he was twenty-eight years old. But by
the time of his death, some thirty-two years later, he had
authored fifty-seven more!{21} John Piper notes:

The variety in these books was remarkable: books dealing with
controversies (like those concerning the Quakers
justification and baptism), collections of poems, children’s
literature, and allegory (like The Holy War and The Life and
Death of Mr. Badman). But the vast majority were practical

expositions of Scripture built from sermons for the sake
of . . . helping Christian pilgrims make their way
successfully to heaven.{22}

What's especially astonishing about the size and variety of
Bunyan’s literary legacy 1is that it came from a man with
almost no formal education. As a child Bunyan had been taught
to read and write, but nothing more. He had no university or
seminary degrees in which to boast. And yet his diligent study
of the Bible, born mainly out of a burning desire to find
peace with God, made Bunyan mighty in the Scriptures. Indeed
the Bible, more than any other book, would be the primary
influence upon his many writings. So evident was this to
Charles Spurgeon, the famous nineteenth century Baptist
preacher, that he once wrote of Bunyan:

He had studied our Authorized Version . . . till his whole
being was saturated with Scripture; and though his writings
are . . . full of poetry, yet he cannot give us his Pilgrim’s

Progress—that sweetest of all prose poems—without continually



making us feel and say, “Why, this man is a living Bible!”
Prick him anywhere; and you will find that his blood 1is
Bibline, the very essence of the Bible flows from him.{23}

Not even his suffering in prison could dampen Bunyan’s
enthusiasm for the Word of God or for writing. Indeed, if
anything, it increased it. Some of his best-known works were
written from the confines of a prison cell. These include
Grace Abounding to the Chief of Sinners, written during his
first dimprisonment, as well as The Pilgrim’s Progress,
apparently completed during a second, briefer period of
imprisonment in 1677.{24} Bunyan’s writings are surely one of
his greatest gifts to the church.

Lessons from a Suffering Pilgrim

A thoughtful examination of John Bunyan’s reflections on the
purpose and value of suffering can give us much wisdom in how
best to deal with it in our own lives. Near the end of his
spiritual autobiography, Grace Abounding to the Chief of
Sinners, he appended a brief account of his imprisonment in
the Bedford jail. In it, he tells of how he tried to prepare
himself for imprisonment, and possibly even death, when he
realized that he might soon be called upon to suffer for the
cause of Christ. Naturally, as one might well expect, one of
the things he did was pray. He was particularly concerned to
ask God for the strength to patiently endure his imprisonment,
even with an attitude of joy (Col. 1:11).{25}

However, it’'s the second thing he says that I find especially
interesting and helpful. He reflects on the words of the
apostle Paul in 2 Corinthians 1:9: “[W]e had the sentence of
death within ourselves in order that we should not trust in
ourselves, but in God who raises the dead” (NASB). Commenting
on this verse, he then makes the following two observations:

By this scripture I was made to see that if ever I would



suffer rightly, I must first pass a sentence of death upon
everything that can properly be called a thing of this life,
even to reckon myself, my wife, my children, my health, my
enjoyments and all, as dead to me, and myself as dead to
them. . . . The second was, to live upon God that 1is
invisible; as Paul said in another place, the way not to
faint, is to look not at the things that are seen, but at the
things that are not seen; for the things that are seen are
temporal, but the things that are not seen, they are
eternal{26}.

Bunyan realized that, like it or not, suffering, pain, loss
and death would all come to him in one way or another. Indeed,
sooner or later every single one of us must ultimately face
these terrifying realities. How, then, can we best prepare to
meet them? As Bunyan reminds us, if we only prepare for
prison, say, then we will be unprepared for beatings. But if
we stop our preparation with beatings, then we will be
unprepared for death. But we cannot evade or cheat death
forever. And thus, concludes Bunyan, “the best way to go
through sufferings, is to trust in God through Christ, as
touching the world to come; and as touching this world.”{27}
This was how Bunyan lived, and with God’s help it was also how
he died. May the eternal and unseen God grant each of us the
grace to follow his example.
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Mormon Beliefs about
Prophecy, Heaven, and
Celestial Marriage

Russ Wise demonstrates some ways in which Mormonism cannot be
true because of false prophecies. He also examines their
beliefs about three levels of heaven, and the concept of being
married for eternity, even though scripture contradicts these
doctrines.

The Book of Mormon: A Superior Revelation
or a Hoax?

Missionaries for the Mormon Church have converted millions of
people to the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints by
convincing them that the Book of Mormon is true and superior
to the Bible.

The Book of Mormon claims to be history of “the period from
600 BC to 421 AD during which the Nephite, Lamanite, and
Mulekite civilizations flourished.”{1} It is also believed by
the Mormon Church that these civilizations were descendants of
Lehi, a Jew who led a colony of people from Jerusalem to the
Americas in 600 BC.

The Nephite prophet Mormon and his son Moroni played major
roles in bringing the lost story of these civilizations to
light. War broke out among the descendants of Lehi, and as
they were about to annihilate one another, Mormon wrote their
history on golden plates and hid them in the hill Cumorah in
New York state.

According to Bruce R. McConkie, a Mormon scholar, the Book of
Mormon has three purposes:

» To bear record of Christ and clarify his Divine Sonship and
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mission, proving that he is the Redeemer and Savior;

» To teach the doctrines of the gospel in such a perfect way
that the plan of salvation will be clearly revealed,;

e To stand as a witness that Joseph Smith was the Lord’s
anointed through whom the latter-day work of restoration
would be accomplished.{2} (According to the Mormon Church,
Christianity was corrupted after the death of the last
apostle and Joseph Smith was anointed by God to restore the
true church.)

Referring to the Book of Mormon, the Mormon apostle Orson
Pratt, said: “This book must be either true or false. If true,
it is one of the most important messages ever sent from God...
If false, it is one of the most cunning, wicked..impositions
ever palmed upon the world, calculated to deceive and ruin
millions.”{3}

It is imperative that we recognize the Book of Mormon for what
it is and challenge those who continue to perpetuate the false
idea that it is true. In order for the Book of Mormon to be
accepted as divine truth, the Bible must be discredited.

The book of 2 Nephi in the Book of Mormon says: “Because that
ye have a Bible ye need not suppose that it contains all my
words.”{4} Joseph Smith said, “I told the brethren that the
Book of Mormon was the most correct of any book on earth, and
the keystone of our religion, and a man would get nearer to
God by abiding by its precepts, than by any other book.”{5}

The underlying problem with the Book of Mormon is that there
is absolutely no objective, external evidence for much of the
information found in the book. And the information that 1is
trustworthy was plagiarized right out of the King James Bible.
Beyond the fact that the Book of Mormon cannot be verified
externally, the potential convert is told that the Smithsonian
Institution uses the Book of Mormon to aid its archaeological



work. However, in a letter referring to this Mormon claim, the
Smithsonian Institution Department of Anthropology states:
“The Smithsonian Institution has never used the Book of Mormon
in any way as a scientific guide. Smithsonian archaeologists
see no connection between the archeology of the New World and
the subject matter of the Book.”{6}

Joseph Fielding Smith, the tenth President of the Church, has
unintentionally summarized my thoughts about the Book of
Mormon exactly as he stated, “If Joseph Smith was a deceiver,
who willfully attempted to mislead the people, then he should
be exposed; his claims should be refuted, and his doctrines
shown to be false, for the doctrines of an impostor cannot be
made to harmonize in all particulars with divine truth. If his
claims and declarations were built upon fraud and deceit,
there would appear many errors and contradictions which would
be easy to detect.”{7}

It is interesting to note that there have been close to four
thousand corrections made in the Book of Mormon to date. What
an epitaph for a “perfect” book of divine teaching.

Prophesies That Didn’t Come True

Mormon writers have influenced millions of people over the
years and have been instrumental in developing less than
truthful statements concerning the church. These statements,
or prophesies, must be looked at carefully, then refuted when
they miss the mark of legitimacy.

It is imperative that we understand the biblical teaching
regarding a prophet. Deuteronomy 18:20-22 says:

But the prophet who presumes to speak a word in My name,
which I have not commanded him to speak, or who speaks in the
name of other gods, that prophet shall die. And if you say 1in
your heart, ‘How shall we know the word which the Lord has
not spoken?’ When a prophet speaks in the name of the Lord,



if the thing does not happen or come to pass, that is the
thing which the Lord has not spoken, the prophet has spoken
it presumptuously. . .”{8}

If the prophecy does not come to pass, the scripture is plain
in stating that the individual 1is not a prophet of God and
that he should be put to death. There is no acceptable average
of correctness other than 100% correct, 100% of the time.
Anything less had grave consequences.

The president of the Mormon Church is known as the “Prophet,
Seer, and Revelator” of the church. It is their duty to divine
the word of God, to be His mouthpiece.

Perhaps the most embarrassing prophecy that did not come to
pass 1is the prophecy regarding the temple in Zion. The
Doctrine and Covenants, a later book of revelations given by
Joseph Smith, says this about the temple:

“Verily this is the word of the Lord, that the city New
Jerusalem shall be built by the gathering of the saints,
beginning at this place... For verily this generation shall not
all pass away until an house shall be built unto the Lord.

-"igl

This prophecy was in reference to Jackson County, Missouri. It
is interesting to note that this prophecy was given 1in
September of 1832 and that there has not been a temple built
as of this date nor within the generation of those living in
1832.

Another prophecy related to the temple in Zion 1is found 1in
Doctrine and Covenants 97:19. It states: “And the nations of
the earth shall honor her, and shall say: Surely Zion is the
city of our God, and surely Zion cannot fall, neither be moved
out of her place, for God is there. "

Once again it is noteworthy that a temple was not built in



Missouri, but that a temple WAS built in Salt Lake City. If
the prophecy is true, Salt Lake City cannot be Zion. However,
if Salt Lake City is indeed Zion, the prophecy is utterly
false.

On another occasion, February 14, 1835, Joseph Smith said that
“it was the will of God that those who went to Zion, with a
determination to lay down their lives, if necessary, should be
ordained to the ministry, and go forth to prune the vineyard
for the last time, or the coming of the Lord, which was nigh
even fifty-six years should wind up the scene.”{10} The truth
regarding this prophecy that Jesus would return in 56 years 1is
obvious to any living today. His bride 1is yet waiting His
return after one hundred and fifty-five years.

The fact that these and other prophecies of Joseph Smith were
not fulfilled leads us to only one conclusion in light of
Deuteronomy 18:20-22. Joseph Smith was indeed a false prophet.

The Great Restoration or the Great
Fabrication?

The Book of Mormon tells us that many of the truths of the
early church were lost when the church fell into apostasy.
Joseph Smith taught that after the death of Jesus Christ and
the apostles, there was a total apostasy. They further teach
that the churches of our day do not represent Christ and have,
in fact, done away with many of the original truths of the
early church. The Book of Mormon states, “they have taken away
from the gospel of the Lamb many parts which are plain and
most precious; and also many covenants of the Lord have they
taken away.”{11}

One major aspect of the restoration which Joseph Smith was
called to establish was that of the priesthoods—both the
Aaronic and the Melchizedek.

The Mormon Missionary Handbook indicates that the only ones



who have the authority to baptize new believers are those who
hold the Priesthood in the Mormon Church. However, when one
takes a critical look, it is obvious that the concept of
reintroducing the priesthoods into the church is an unbiblical
endeavor.

This is of primary importance when one realizes that the
structure of the Mormon Church is based on the revelation of
Joseph Smith.{12} According to the past president of the
Mormon Church, Spencer W. Kimball, “The priesthood is the
power and authority of God delegated to man on earth to act in
all things pertaining to the salvation of men. It is the means
whereby the Lord acts through men to save souls. Without this
priesthood power, men are lost.”{13} Bishop H. Burke Peterson
declared that the effectiveness of the priest’s authority, or
“the power that comes through that authority—-depends on the
patterns of our lives; it depends on our righteousness.”{14}
It is interesting to note that the priest’s power to do the
will of God is not given by the Holy Spirit but comes from
one’s personal righteousness.

David Witmer, one of the three witnesses to the Book of
Mormon, had this to say about the Priesthoods: “This matter of
‘Priesthood,’ since the days of Sidney Rigdon, has been the
great hobby and stumbling-block of the Latter- Day Saints.
Priesthood means authority; and authority is the word we
should use. I do not think the word priesthood is mentioned in
the New Covenant of the Book of Mormon.”{15} Witmer goes on to
say that it was in fact Sydney Rigdon who gave Joseph Smith
the idea of reintroducing the Priesthoods. The Mormon Church
had been operating for two full years before the establishing
of this new line of authority. About two thousand followers
were baptized into the church and confirmed without the
advantage of a recognized priest.

David Witmer addresses his remarks to Joseph Smith as he
continues his address to all believers in Christ by saying,
“You have changed the revelations from the way they were first
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given and as they are today in the Book of Commandments... You
have changed the revelations to support the error of a
President of the high priesthood... You have altered the
revelations to support you in going beyond the plain teachings
of Christ in the new covenant part of the Book of Mormon.”{16}

Not only does Joseph Smith have problems with his revelation
concerning the priesthoods with the authority of the Book of
Mormon and David Witmer, but the Bible does not help him
either.

It is apparent that when young Joseph was plagiarizing the
Bible that he did not look very closely at the book of
Hebrews. If he had, he might have realized that God had sent
His Son to be the eternal High Priest.

Three Chances at Heaven

Joseph Smith was a man of revelation. Perhaps the most welcome
revelations from young Joseph were his new teachings about
salvation. The idea that all people would receive a measure of
salvation was widely received by the Mormon Church.

As well, his teaching regarding the celestial kingdom found
wide acceptance. According to Bruce R. McConkie, author of
Mormon Doctrine, “Heaven is the celestial Kingdom of God.”{17}
LeGrand Richards, a presiding bishop of the Mormon Church,
says that we have “at least five places to which we may go
after death.”{18} He says we “have three heavens, paradise,
and the hell so often spoken of in the scriptures. . . ."{19}
Joseph Smith taught that “in the celestial glory there are
three heavens or degrees.”{20} However, according to the Holy
Bible, Joseph’s teaching about man’s disposition after death
is anything but scriptural.

n

The revelation or “The Vision,” as it came to be known, 1is
found in the Doctrine and Covenants and was given to Joseph
Smith and Sidney Rigdon on February 16, 1832.{21} This



revelation was given by Jesus {vs. 14} to those individuals
who will be in the first resurrection of the Firstborn. The
Firstborn are those who held the priesthood.

The Celestial Kingdom is made up of three levels or degrees of
heaven. The first, or the lower level of heaven, is known as
the telestial glory. This degree of heaven is held for those
“who received not the gospel of Christ, neither the testimony
of Jesus,”{22} but who, nevertheless, did not deny the Holy
Spirit. The Telestial Kingdom 1is for those who chose
wickedness over godliness.

The second degree of heaven is the terrestrial glory. This
level is held for those “who, though honorable, failed to
comply with the requirements for exaltation, were blinded by
the craftiness of men and unable to receive and obey the
higher laws of God.”{23} Likewise, it is for those who
rejected Christ in mortal 1ife but accepted Him
afterwards.{24}

The third, or the highest level, of heaven is that of the
celestial. This degree is held for those who have received the
Temple ordinances. They have been married in the Temple for
all time and eternity and they are gods.{25} According to
James E. Talmage, they “have striven to obey all the divine
commandments,. . .have accepted the testimony of Christ,
obeyed ‘the laws and ordinances of the Gospel,’ and received
the Holy Spirit.”{26} Therefore, they are entitled to the
highest glory.

The remaining options for the individual who does not qualify
for the celestial glories are paradise and perdition, for the
Latter- day Saints do not believe in a hell. Joseph Smith put
it this way: “There is no hell. ALl will find a measure of
salvation.”{27}

At death the individual'’'s spirit goes either to paradise to
later be judged and offered one of the three degrees of



heaven, or his spirit is sent to perdition where it is given a
chance to repent and thus gain a higher heavenly option.

Perdition, commonly known as Spirit-Prison Hell, is a
temporary state even though it lasts more than a thousand
years. It is interesting to note that the Book of Mormon does
not seem to agree with the Doctrine and Covenants where it
clearly states there is no second chance for repentance after
death. Alma 34:32 states,

“For behold this life is the time for men to prepare to meet
God...Do not procrastinate the day of your repentance until
the end..if ye have procrastinated the day of your repentance
even until death, behold, ye have become subjected to the
spirit of the devil, and he doth seal you his; therefore, the
Spirit of the Lord hath withdrawn from you, and hath no place
in you, and the devil hath all power over you; and this 1is
the final state of the wicked.”{28}

Once again it becomes evident that Joseph Smith changed his
mind regarding another key revelation, since the teaching of
the Bible does not correspond to the changeableness of the
Mormon prophet. We must conclude that Mormonism completely
lacks of any biblical basis and is truly another gospel.

Celestial Marriage: Fact or Fiction?

Eternal Marriage is essential for exaltation. A key element of
Mormon doctrine and the foundation for exaltation in the
highest heaven 1is celestial marriage. Exaltation 1is the
primary goal for each Mormon to achieve. To understand the
Latter-Day Saints’ desire to enter into an eternal marriage it
is important to understand the term “exaltation.”

Exaltation, according to an official Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-day Saints publication, “is eternal life, the kind of
life that God lives. He lives in great glory. He is perfect.
He possesses all knowledge and all wisdom. He is the father of



spirit children. He 1is a creator. We can become gods like our
Heavenly Father. This is exaltation.”{29}

We find in the Book of Moses in Mormon scriptures God saying,
“This is my work and my glory—to bring to pass the immortality
and eternal life of man.”{30}-in other words, to help man and
woman become gods and goddesses in the celestial kingdom.

“An eternal marriage must be performed by one who holds the
sealing powers and authority”{31}-one who holds the priesthood
authority. The marriage “must also be done in the proper
place. The proper place is in one of the holy temples of our
Lord. The temple is the only place this holy ordinance can be
performed.” {32} Mormons believe that if they are married by
any other authority the marriage is for this life only and
therefore negates their opportunity for celestial exaltation.

William Clayton, Hyrum Smith’s clerk, was present when Joseph
Smith first announced the revelation regarding plural and
celestial marriage. Clayton wrote that from Joseph he “learned
that the doctrine of plural and celestial marriage is the most
holy and important doctrine ever revealed to man on earth, and
that without obedience to that principle no man can ever
attain to the fullness of exaltation in celestial glory.”{33}

This revelation was first given publicly at Nauvoo, Illinois,
July 12, 1843. In May of that year Joseph revealed that “In
the celestial glory there are three heavens or degrees; and in
order to obtain the highest, a man must enter into this order
of the priesthood [meaning the new and everlasting covenant of
marriage]; and if he does not, he cannot obtain it.”{34}
Joseph goes on to reveal that “if ye abide not that covenant,
then are ye damned.”{35}

It has already been pointed out that the individual will
receive a measure of salvation regardless of his disposition.
The recurring question that remains is, Why should I subject
myself to the regimen of the church (ie. the hassles) if I



will receive salvation anyway? We find the answer further in
the revelation. “We must be obedient to every covenant that we
make in the temple of the Lord. He (God) has said that if we
are true and faithful we shall pass by the angels to our
exaltation. We will become gods.”{36} The Mormon hopes to
become a god himself but only if he is in complete compliance
with the church.

It is noteworthy that the teaching that reveals the foundation
for celestial marriage {exaltation} is not to be found in the
Book of Mormon, the “most correct” of any book on earth.{37}
Therefore, it seems that the motivation for entering into
celestial marriage is not based on fact but on the possibility
of being a god or a goddess.

The teachings of the Mormon church often go unchallenged and
many in the church, along with a growing number outside its
doors believe it to be a Christian institution. Those in the
church have in many cases been “fellowshipped”; that is, they
have been catered to for the specific reason of gaining their
membership in the church. Often these members have not clearly
discerned the doctrine of the church.

Those outside the Mormon Church see the good works of 1its
members and because of their lack of understanding of
Christian teaching and their acute lack of knowledge regarding
Mormon sources, they tend to think that the Mormon church 1is
as Christian as the Baptists, Methodists and the
Presbyterians.

Brigham Young, second President of the Mormon Church,
challenged the world to test the teachings of the Latter-Day
Saints. This essay is an answer to his challenge.
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Verbal Abuse: A Biblical
Perspective

Kerby Anderson offers a distinctly Christian view of this
important topic. Taking a biblical perspective moves this
problem from strictly emotional to its full implications for
our spiritual lives.

This article is also available in Spanish.

I would like to address the subject of verbal abuse for two
important reasons. First, our behavior is often a great
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indicator of our worldview. Proverbs 23:7 says, “For as he
thinks within himself, so he is.” What a person thinks in his
or her mind and heart will be reflected in his or her words
and actions. Verbal abuse and physical abuse result from a
worldview that is clearly not biblical.

Second, I want to deal with verbal abuse because
of the incredible need for Christians to address
the subject. Ten years ago I did a week of radio
programs on this topic, and I have received more e-
mails from men and women who read that transcript
than any other article. They were grateful that I addressed
the subject. Since there are some new books and web sites, I
wanted to update the original article.

Most of us know someone who has been verbally abused. Perhaps
you are involved in a verbally abusive relationship. It is
also possible that no one even knows your circumstances.
Verbal abuse is a kind of battering which doesn’t leave
evidence comparable to the bruises of physical battering. You
(or your friend) may be suffering in silence and isolation.

I want to tackle this very important issue in an effort to
understand this phenomenon and provide answers. First, we
should acknowledge that verbal abuse is often more difficult
to see since there are rarely any visible scars unless
physical abuse has also taken place. It is often less visible
simply because the abuse may always take place in private. The
victim of verbal abuse lives in a gradually more confusing
realm. In public, the victim is with one person. While in
private, the abuser may become a completely different person.

Frequently, the perpetrator of verbal abuse is male and the
victim is female, but not always. There are many examples of
women who are quite verbally abusive. But for the sake of
simplicity of pronouns in this program, I will often identify
the abuser as male and the victim as female.
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STRTEL-RILATED ABUSE 400 DSCALATING REHANIOR

One of the first books to describe verbal
abuse in adults was Patricia Evan'’s book
The Verbally Abusive Relationship.{1} She

. . o 11
VERBALLY interviewed forty verbally abused women
ABUSIVE who ranged in age from 21 to 66. Most of
the women had left a verbally abusive
RELAT ONSH]P relationship. We will use some of the

s characteristics and categories of verbal
Hﬂﬂ to Recognize It abuse these women describe in this book.

and How to Res spond

Patrl cia Evans

Years later, she wrote a second book, The Verbally Abusive
Man: Can He Change?{2} In that book she makes the claim the
some men can change under certain circumstances. That led to
the subtitle of her book, “A Woman’s Guide to Deciding Whether

to Stay or Go.”

Is there hope that some abusers can
change? Yes, but the key to healing is for
the person being abused to recognize
verbal abuse for what it is and to begin
to take deliberate steps to stop it and
bring healing. Since the abuser is usually
in denial, the responsibility for
recognizing verbal abuse often rests with
the partner.

THE

VERBALLY
B

Can He
Change?

A Woman's Guide to
[ke L||‘]II|L| Whether to Stay or Go

Patricia Evans

Characteristics of Verbal Abuse

What are some of the characteristics of verbal abuse? Here is
a list as outlined in The Verbally Abusive Relationship.{3}

1. Verbal abuse is hurtful and usually attacks the nature and


https://amzn.to/2QeeXgu
https://amzn.to/2P00GDI

abilities of the partner. Over time, the partner may begin to
believe that there is something wrong with her or her
abilities. She may come to feel that she is the problem,
rather than her partner.

2. Verbal abuse may be overt (through angry outbursts and
name-calling) or covert (involving very subtle comments, even
something that approaches brainwashing). Overt verbal abuse is
usually blaming and accusatory, and consequently confusing to
the partner. Covert verbal abuse, which is hidden aggression,
is even more confusing to the partner. Its aim is to control
her without her knowing.

3. Verbal abuse is manipulative and controlling. Even
disparaging comments may be voiced in an extremely sincere and
concerned way. But the goal is to control and manipulate.

4. Verbal abuse is insidious. The partner’s self-esteem
gradually diminishes, usually without her realizing it. She
may consciously or unconsciously try to change her behavior so
as not to upset the abuser.

5. Verbal abuse is unpredictable. In fact, unpredictability is
one of the most significant characteristics of verbal abuse.
The partner is stunned, shocked, and thrown off balance by her
mate’s sarcasm, angry jab, put-down, or hurtful comment.

6. Verbal abuse is not a side issue. It is the issue in the
relationship. When a couple is having an argument about a real
issue, the issue can be resolved. In a verbally abusive
relationship, there is no specific conflict. The issue is the
abuse, and this issue 1is not resolved. There is no closure.

7. Verbal abuse expresses a double message. There 1is
incongruence between the way the abuser speaks and her real
feelings. For example, she may sound very sincere and honest
while she is telling her partner what is wrong with him.

8. Verbal abuse usually escalates, increasing in intensity,



frequency, and variety. The verbal abuse may begin with put-
downs disguised as jokes. Later other forms might surface.
Sometimes the verbal abuse may escalate into physical abuse,
starting with “accidental” shoves, pushes, and bumps.

Categories of Verbal Abuse

What are some of the categories of verbal abuse? Here 1is a
list as outlined in The Verbally Abusive Relationship.{4}

The first category of verbal abuse is withholding. A marriage
requires intimacy, and intimacy requires empathy. If one
partner withholds information and feelings, then the marriage
bond weakens. The abuser who refuses to listen to his partner
denies her experience and leaves her isolated.

The second is countering. This is the dominant response of the
verbal abuser who sees his partner as an adversary. He 1is
constantly countering and correcting everything she says and
does. Internally he may even be thinking, “How dare she have a
different view!”

Countering is very destructive to a relationship because it
prevents the partner from knowing what his mate thinks about
anything. Sometimes the verbal abuser will cut off discussion
in mid-sentence before he can finish his thought. In many
ways, she cannot even allow him to have his own thoughts.

A third category of verbal abuse is discounting. This is like
taking a one hundred-dollar item and reducing its price to one
cent. Discounting denies the reality and experience of the
partner and is extremely destructive. It can be a most
insidious form of verbal abuse because it denies and distorts
the partner’s actual perception of the abuse.

Sometimes verbal abuse is disguised as jokes. Although his
comments may masquerade as humor, they cut the partner to the
quick. The verbal jabs may be delivered crassly or with great



skill, but they all have the same effect of diminishing the
partner and throwing her off balance.

A fifth form of verbal abuse is blocking and diverting. The
verbal abuser refuses to communicate, establishes what can be
discussed, or withholds information. He can prevent any
possibility of resolving conflicts by blocking and diverting.

Accusing and blaming is another form. A verbal abuser will
accuse his partner of some wrongdoing or some breach of the
basic agreement of the relationship. This has the effect of
diverting the conversation and putting the other partner on
the defensive.

Another form of verbal abuse is judging and criticizing. The
verbal abuser may judge her partner and then express her
judgment in a critical way. If he objects, she may tell him
that she is just pointing something out to be helpful, but in
reality she is expressing her lack of acceptance of him.

These are just a few of the categories of verbal abuse. Next
we will look at a number of other forms of verbal abuse.

Other Forms of Verbal Abuse

Trivializing can also be a form of verbal abuse. I discuss
this in more detail in my article on why marriages fail.{5} It
is an attempt to take something that is said or done and make
it insignificant. Often the partner becomes confused and
believes she hasn’t effectively explained to her mate how
important certain things are to her.

Undermining 1is also verbal abuse. The abuser not only
withholds emotional support, but also erodes confidence and
determination. The abuser often will squelch an idea or
suggestion just by a single comment.

Threatening is a classic form of verbal abuse. He manipulates
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his partner by bringing up her biggest fears. This may include
threatening to leave or threatening to get a divorce. In some
cases, the threat may be to escalate the abuse.

Name-calling can also be verbal abuse. Continually calling
someone “stupid” because she isn’t as intelligent as you or
calling her a “klutz” because she is not as coordinated can
have a devastating effect on the partner’'s self esteenm.

Verbal abuse may also involve forgetting. This may involve
both overt and covert manipulation. Everyone forgets things
from time to time, but the verbal abuser consistently does so.
After the partner collects himself, subsequent to being yelled
at, he may confront his mate only to find that she has
“forgotten” about the incident. Some abusers consistently
forget about the promises they have made which are most
important to their partners.

Ordering is another classic form of verbal abuse. It denies
the equality and autonomy of the partner. When an abuser gives
orders instead of asking, he treats her like a slave or
subordinate.

Denial is the last category of verbal abuse. Although all
forms of verbal abuse have serious consequences, denial can be
very insidious because it denies the reality of the partner.
In fact, a verbal abuser could read over this 1list of
categories and insist that he 1is not abusive.

That is why it is so important for the partner to recognize
these characteristics and categories since the abuser 1is
usually in denial. Thus, the responsibility for recognizing
verbal abuse and doing something about it often rests with the
partner.

We have described various characteristics of verbal abuse and
have even discussed the various categories of verbal abuse.
Finally, I would like to provide a biblical perspective.



A Biblical Perspective of Verbal Abuse

The Bible clearly warns us about the dangers of an angry
person. Proverbs 22:24 says, “Do not associate with a man
given to anger; or go with a hot-tempered man.” And Proverbs
29:22 says, “An angry man stirs up strife, and a hot-tempered
man abounds in transgression.”

It is not God’s will for you (or your friend) to be in a
verbally abusive relationship. Those angry and critical words
will destroy your confidence and self-esteem. Being submissive
in a marriage relationship (Ephesians 5:22) does not mean
allowing yourself to be verbally beaten by your partner. 1
Peter 3:1 does teach that wives, by being submissive to their
husbands, may win them to Christ by their behavior. But it
does not teach that they must allow themselves to be verbally
or physically abused.

Here are some key biblical principles. First, know that God
loves you. The Bible teaches, “The LORD is close to the
brokenhearted and saves those who are crushed in spirit”
(Psalm 34:18).

Second, deal with your feelings of guilt. You may be feeling
that the problems in your marriage are your fault. “If only I
would do better, he wouldn’t be so angry with me.” The Bible
teaches in Psalm 51:6 that “Surely You desire truth in the
inner parts; You teach me wisdom in the inmost place.” Even
though you may have feelings of guilt, you may not be the
guilty party. I would recommend you read my article on the
subject of false guilt.{6}

A related issue is shame. You may feel that something is wrong
with you. You may feel that you are a bad person. But God
declares you His cherished creation. Psalms 139:14 says, “I
praise you because I am fearfully and wonderfully made; your
works are wonderful, I know that full well.”
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A key element in this area of verbal abuse will no doubt be
confrontation of the abuser. It’s important for you to realize
that confrontation is a biblical principle. Jesus taught about
this in Matthew 18:15-20. I would recommend that you seek help
from a pastor or counselor. But I would also recommend that
you gather godly men and women together who can lovingly
confront the person who is verbally abusing you. Their goal
should be to break through their denial and lovingly restore
them with a spirit of gentleness (Galatians 6:1).

But whether you confront the abuser or not, I do recommend
that you seek out others who can encourage you and support
you. If the abuser is willing to confront his sin and get
help, that is good. But even if he will not, your hope is in
the Lord and in those who should surround you and encourage
you.
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The Pagan Connection: Did
Christianity Borrow from the
Mystery Religions?

Dr. Pat Zukeran examines the myths from mystery religions
which are sometimes arqued to be the source of our Gospel
accounts of Jesus. He finds that any such connection 1is
extremely weak and does not detract from the reliability of
the gospel message.

One of the popular ideas being promoted today especially on
the internet is the idea that the miracle stories of Jesus
were borrowed from ancient pagan myths. Timothy Freke and
Peter Gandy write in their book The Laughing Jesus, “Each
mystery religion taught its own version of the myth of the
dying and resurrecting Godman, who was known by different
names in different places. In Egypt, where the mysteries
began, he was 0Osiris. In Greece he became Dionysus, in Asia
Minor he 1is known as Attis, in Syria he is Adonis, 1in Persia
he is Mithras, in Alexandria he is Serapis, to name a few.”{1}

Proponents of this idea point out that there are
several parallels between these pagan myths and the
story of Jesus Christ. Parallels including a virgin
birth, a divine Son of God, the god dying for
mankind, resurrection from the dead, and others are
cited. Skeptics allege that Christianity did not present any
unique teaching, but borrowed the majority of its tenets from
the mystery religions.

Indeed, some of the alleged parallels appear to be quite
striking. One example is the god Mithras. This myth teaches
that Mithras was born of a virgin in a cave, that he was a
traveling teacher with twelve disciples, promised his
disciples eternal life, and sacrificed himself for the world.
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The god Dionysius miraculously turns water into wine. The
Egyptian god Osiris is killed and then resurrects from the
dead.

This position was taught in the nineteenth century by the
History of Religions School, but by the mid-twentieth century
this view was shown to be false and it was abandoned even by
those who believed Christianity was purely a natural
religion. {2} Ron Nash wrote, “During a period of time running
roughly from about 1890 to 1940, scholars often alleged that
primitive Christianity had been heavily influenced by
Platonism, Stoicism, the pagan religions, or other movements
in the Hellenistic world. Largely as a result of a series of
scholarly books and articles written in rebuttal, allegations
of early Christianity’s dependence on 1its Hellenistic
environment began to appear much less frequently in the
publications of Bible scholars and classical scholars. Today
most Bible scholars regard the question as a dead issue.”{3}

Despite the fact that many of the arguments were rejected,
this theory has once again emerged through the popular
writings of skeptics.

What makes Christianity unique among the world religions 1is
that it is a historical faith based on the historical person
of Christ who lived a miraculous life. In what follows, we
will examine Christianity to see if it teaches a unique Savior
or if it is simply a copy of these pagan myths.

Fallacies of the Theory

There are several flaws with the theory that Christianity
isn’t unique. New Testament scholars Ed Komoszewski, James
Sawyer, and Dan Wallace point out several fallacies. The first
is the composite fallacy. Proponents of this view Llump
together pagan religions as if they are one religion when
making comparisons to Christianity. An attempt is made to show



strong parallels by combining features from various
religions.{4} However, when the individual myths themselves
are studied, the reader soon finds major differences and very
little commonality.

A second fallacy is a fallacy of terminology. Christian terms
are used to describe pagan beliefs, and then it is concluded
that there are parallel origins and meanings. Although the
terms used are the same, however, there are big differences
between Christian and pagan practices and definitions.{5}

A third fallacy is the chronological fallacy. Supporters of
the theory incorrectly assume that Christianity borrowed many
of its ideas from the mystery religions, but the evidence
reveals it was actually the other way around. There is no
archaeological evidence that mystery religions were 1in
Palestine in the first century A.D. Jews and early Christians
loathed syncretism with other religions. They were
uncompromisingly monotheistic while Greeks were polytheistic.
Christians also strongly defended the uniqueness of Christ
(Acts 4:12). Although Christians encountered pagan religions,
they opposed any adopting of foreign beliefs.{6} Ron Nash
stated, “The uncompromising monotheism and the exclusiveness
that the early church preached and practiced make the
possibility of any pagan inroads . . . unlikely if not
impossible.”{7}

Fourth is the intentional fallacy. Christianity has a linear
view of history. History is moving in a purposeful direction.
There is a purpose for mankind’s existence; history is moving
in a direction to fulfill God’s plan for the ages. The mystery
religions have a cyclical view of history. History continues
in a never ending cycle or repetition often linked with the
vegetation cycle.{8}

Christianity gains 1its source from Judaism, not Greek
mythology. Jesus, Paul, and the apostles appeal to the 0ld
Testament, and you find direct teachings and fulfillments in



the New Testament. Teachings such as one God, blood atonement
for sin, salvation by grace, sinfulness of mankind, bodily
resurrection, are sourced in Judaism and foreign to Greek
mythology. The idea of resurrection was not taught in any
Greek mythological work prior to the late second century

A.D.{9}

Legends of the Mystery Religions

As noted above, critics of Christianity point to several
parallels between Christianity and the myths of the mystery
religions. However, a brief study of the legends reveals that
there are few if any parallels to the life of Jesus Christ.
Historians acknowledge that there are several variations to
many of these myths and that they also evolved and changed
under the influence of Roman culture and, later, Christianity.
Historical research indicates that it was not until the third
century A.D. that Christianity and the mystery religions came
into real contact with one another.{10} A brief overview of
some of the most popular myths reveals the lack of resemblance
with Christianity.

In the matter of death and resurrection, major differences are
seen between Christianity and pagan myths. First, none of the
resurrections in these myths involve the God of the universe
dying a voluntary death for His creation. Only Jesus died for
sins; the death of other gods was due to hunting accidents,
emasculation, and other calamities. The gods in these stories
die by compulsion, not by choice, sometimes in bitterness and
despair, never in self-giving love.{11}

Second, Jesus died once for all (Heb. 7:27, 9:25-28), while
pagan gods repeat the death and rebirth cycle yearly with the
seasons.

Third, Jesus’ death was not a defeat but a triumph. The New
Testament’s mood of victory and joy (1 Cor. 15:50-57 and Col.



2:13-15) stands in contrast to the mood of pagan myths which
is dark and sorrowful over the fate of their gods.

Finally, Jesus’ death was an actual event in history.
Christianity insists on and defends the historical credibility
of the Gospel accounts while the pagan cults make no such

attempt.{12}

A popular myth that some believe parallels the resurrection of
Christ is the story of Osiris. The cult of the gods 0Osiris and
his wife Isis originated in Egypt. According to the legend,
Osiris’ wicked brother Set murdered him and sank his coffin to
the bottom of the Nile. Isis recovered the coffin and returned
it to Egypt. However, Set discovered the body, cut it into
fourteen pieces, and threw the pieces into the Nile. Isis
collected thirteen of the body parts and bandaged the body,
making the first mummy. Osiris was transformed and became the
ruler of the underworld, and exists in a state of semi-
consciousness.

This legend hardly parallels the resurrection of Christ.
Osiris is not resurrected from death to life. Instead he 1is
changed into another form and lives in the underworld in a
zombie state. Christ rose physically from the grave,
conquering sin and death. The body that was on the cross was
raised in glory.

Resurrection Parallels

Two other popular myths compared to Christianity are those of
Mithras and Attis.

There is a belief that the story of Mithras contains a death
and resurrection. However, there is no teaching in early
Mithraism of neither his death nor his resurrection. Ron Nash
stated, “Mithraism had no concept of the death and
resurrection of its god and no place for any concept of
rebirth — at least during its early stages. . . . Moreover,



Mithraism was basically a military cult. Therefore, one must
be skeptical about suggestions that it appealed to nonmilitary
people like the early Christians.”{13}

Moreover, Mithraism flowered after Christianity, not before,
so Christianity could not have copied from it. The timing is
incorrect to have influenced the development of first-century
Christianity. It is most likely the reverse: Christianity
influenced Mithraism. Edwin Yamauchi, one of the foremost
scholars on ancient Persia and Mithraism states, “The earnest
mithraea are dated to the early second century. There are a
handful of inscriptions that date to the early second century,
but the vast majority of texts are dated after A.D. 140. Most
of what we have as evidence of Mithraism comes in the second,
third, and fourth centuries AD. That’s basically what’s wrong
with the theories about Mithraism influencing the beginnings
of Christianity.”{14}

The legend of Attis was popular in the Hellenistic world.
According to this legend, Cybele, also known as the mother
goddess, fell in love with a young Phrygian shepherd named
Attis. However, he was unfaithful to her so she caused him to
go mad. In his insanity, he castrated himself and died. Cybele
mourned greatly (which caused death to enter into the world).
She preserved Attis’ dead body, allowing his hair to grow and
little finger to move. In some versions, Attis returns to life
in the form of an evergreen tree. However, there is no bodily
resurrection to life. All versions teach that Attis remained
dead. Any account of a resurrection of Attis does not appear
till a hundred and fifty years after Christ.{15}

To sum up, the claim that Christianity adopted its
resurrection account from the pagan mystery religions 1is
false. There are very few parallels to the resurrection of
Christ. The idea of a physical resurrection to glory 1is
foreign to these religions, and the stories of dying a rising
gods do not appear till well after Christianity.



Myths of a Virgin Birth

Let us now look-at the alleged parallels between virgin births
in the mystery religions and the virgin birth of Christ.
Parallels quickly break down when the facts are analyzed. In
the pagan myths, the gods lust after women, take on human
form, and enter into physical relationships. Also, the
offspring that are produced are half human and half divine
beings in contrast to Christ who is fully human and fully
divine, the creator of the universe who existed from eternity
past.

The alleged parallels to the virgin birth are found in the
legends of Dionysus and Mithras. Dionysus is the god of wine.
In this story, Zeus disguised as a man had relations with
Semele and she became pregnant. In a jealous rage, Hera, Zeus’
wife, attempted to burn Semele. Zeus rescued the fetus and
sewed it into his thigh until the offspring, Dionysus, was
born. The birth of Dionysus was the result of a sexual union
of Zeus, in the form of a man, and Semele. This cannot be
considered a virgin birth.

One of the popular cults of the later Roman Empire was the
cult of Mithra which originated in Persia. Mithra was
supposedly born when he emerged from a rock; he was carrying a
knife and torch and wearing a Phrygian cap. He battled first
with the sun and then with a primeval bull, thought to be the
first act of creation. Mithra slew the bull, which then became
the ground of life for the human race.{16} The birth of Mithra
from a rock, born fully grown, hardly parallels the virgin
birth of Christ.

New Testament scholar. Raymond Brown states that alleged
virgin parallels “consistently involve a type of hieros gamos
where a divine male, in human or other form, impregnates a
woman, either through normal sexual intercourse or through
some substitute form of penetration. They are not really
similar to non-sexual virginal conception that is at the core



of the infancy narratives, a conception where there is no male
deity or element to impregnate Mary.”{17}

The Gospel of Luke teaches that the Holy Spirit came upon
Mary, and through the power of the Most High she became
pregnant. Mary had no physical relationship with a man or a
deity who became a man.

Our study of the mystery religions reveals very few parallels
with Christianity. For this reason, the theory that
Christianity copied its major tenets from the mystery
religions should be rejected.
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Mormon Beliefs About the
Bible and Salvation —
Attacking Salvation through
Christ’'s Grace

Russ Wise helps us understand Mormon beliefs from a Christian
worldview perspective. He looks at their core teachings on the
Bible and salvation and demonstrates their inconsistency with
the truths of Christianity. He concludes that Joseph Smith
attempted to strip Jesus Christ of His fundamental gift to
humanity—salvation through grace.

The Foundational Vision of Joseph Smith

Mormonism has become America’s most successful home-grown
religion. An Examines Mormon doctrine about the Bible, Mormon
scriptures, and salvation.April 1987 news brief in the Dallas
Morning News reveals a nine percent rise in the conversion
rate to Mormonism. The Mormon church boasts a four million
membership in the United States and 6.2 million members
worldwide. In fact, the Mormon church 1is doubling in size
every ten years. It took 117 years for the Mormon church to
reach one million members and a short five years to add a
fourth million to its membership.

Joseph Smith, the founder of the Mormon church in 1830,
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declared that he was chosen by God to restore true
Christianity to human kind. Think about it, Christianity was
lost after the death of the last disciple; and Joseph Smith, a
young man fourteen years of age would be used by God to
restore the lost truths of Christianity. The young prophet was
not greeted by enthusiasm but received ridicule instead.

Brigham Young, the successor to Joseph Smith said this about
Mormonism: “I say to the whole world, receive the truth, no
matter who presents it to you. Take up the Bible, compare the
religion of the Latter-day Saints with it, and see if it will
stand the test.”{1}

According to Spencer W. Kimball, the past president of the
church, the goal of the Mormon church is to bring light into
the world and the charge to convert the people of the world to
accept the truth. He stated: “This is what we want-the total
membership of all the world as indicated by the Lord.”{2} The
Latter-day Saints are not only interested in converting the
living to their truth but the dead as well.

In the mid 1820’'s a great revival broke out in the Methodist
Church in upstate New York and quickly spread to the Baptist
and Presbyterian churches. As a new convert, young Joseph was
confused as to which church he should join. Because of his
unrest he went into the woods to pray for God’s guidance in
the matter. It was there that he saw a vision that set a new
course for his life and millions of others. However, this
foundation block has been rehewn over the years.

There are no less than nine versions of this one vision. There
are three versions given by Joseph Smith himself. The first
version was dictated by Joseph Smith in 1838 and published in
1842. It stated that he was fourteen years of age, that God
and Jesus had appeared to him and told him that all churches
were wrong.{3} Another version was dictated with portions in
Joseph Smith’s handwriting in 1831 or 1832. It stated that he
was sixteen years of age, that Jesus had appeared and that by



searching the Bible, he had found that all religions were
wrong.

It’s amazing to me, and I suppose you, too, that these
accounts—as divergent as they are—-could lend credibility to
young Joseph’s vision. If you were a witness of a crime and
gave views as different as these, one would question your
presence at the event.

Prophet David 0. McKay says that: “The appearing of the Father
and the Son to Joseph Smith is the foundation of this
church.”{4} I find it ludicrous that so many would place their
faith on such a shaky foundation. Jesus called Peter the rock
and that on that rock he would build his church.

Sources of Mormon Doctrine

The Book of Mormon is believed by Mormons to be the “fullness
of the everlasting gospel.”{5} If this is true, then why so
many additions to it?

Mormon doctrine 1is primarily received by the Prophet of the
church. The Prophet Ezra Taft Benson, spoke at Brigham Young
University on February 26, 1980. During his remarks he gave
the current teaching regarding the absolute authority of this
high office. He stated: “Keep your eye on the President of the
church. If he ever tells you to do anything, and it is wrong,
and you do it, the Lord will bless you for it.”

The Living Prophet is the first line of authority for the
Mormons. The present Prophet can overturn any prior teaching
of a past Prophet, including that of Joseph Smith. Brigham
Young said that (paraphrased) when compared with the living
Prophet, the Bible, the Book of Mormon and other standard
works of the church are nothing to him. They do not convey the
word of God as does the Prophet.

President Joseph Fielding Smith declared that at every General
Conference of the church the speakers are giving forth



scripture that is equal to anything in the Bible or the Book
of Mormon.

To contrast the teaching of this evolutionary prophet, the
Bible tells us that God is an unchanging God. Malachi 3:6
says: “For I the Lord do not change..” God’s character does not
change; He is the same yesterday, today and forever; nor does
he change his mind.”

The second source of authority for the Mormon is the Doctrine
and Covenants and was written after the Book of Mormon. The
Doctrine and Covenants contains revelations received by Joseph
Smith after the publication of the Book of Mormon. For the
Mormon, the Doctrine and Covenants has authority over the Book
of Mormon since it reveals “latter-day” truth. It’s
interesting to note that there are a large number of
contradictions between the two.

The History of Joseph Smith, another source of authority,
states this regarding the Book of Mormon: “He said there was a
book deposited, written upon gold plates. . ., he also said
that the fullness of the everlasting gospel was contained in
it, as delivered by the saviour to the ancient
inhabitants.”{6}

Let me underscore the phrase “the fullness of the everlasting
gospel was contained in it.” If we can allow the English
language to speak for itself, I think one would have to agree
that what Joseph Smith 1is saying here 1is that the Book of
Mormon is the full presentation of the everlasting gospel—that
God has “said it all”-right here. If this is true, then the
prophet has shot himself in the foot. Where, then, lies the
authority for the Doctrine and Covenants and the other
standard works of the Mormon church?

The Pearl of Great Price is made up of three books: The Book
of Moses, the Book of Abraham and the writings of Joseph
Smith.



The Book of Abraham is unique in that it was translated much
the same way as the Book of Mormon. The Book of Abraham was
translated from some ancient records from the catacombs of
Egypt. Joseph Smith believed these records to be written by
Abraham’s own hand and called it “The Book of Abraham.”

To shed light on the veracity of Joseph Smith’s translation,
three well-known Egyptologists were allowed to give
independent translations of the papyri. Each one, independent
of the other, came to the same astonishing conclusion. The
Book of Abraham, as translated by Joseph Smith, was a farce.
He had taken one proper name and translated it into some 85
words with eleven proper names. Joseph Smith did not get even
one word correct in the whole translation. However, the
manuscript was plagiarized from the Egyptian “Book of
Breathings.”

It is hard to reach any other conclusion than that Joseph
Smith’s explanations were products of his creative
imagination. If, in fact, Joseph Smith’s credibility
concerning these sources 1is faulty, then can we dare assume
that the balance of his teaching represents the truth?

Why Mormons Reject the Bible

Mormonism has become America’s most successful home-grown
religion; but are they the only true church, as they believe?

The Mormons insist that they do not reject the Bible-in fact,
you might have seen their missionaries use the Bible. However,
they consider it only partially complete.

The Church News, a Mormon newspaper, carried this statement
concerning the Bible: “It is the Word of God. It is not
perfect. The prophet Joseph made many corrections in it.”{7}

au

The Book of Mormon echoes this idea in First Nephi 13:26: “.. a
great and abominable church which is most abominable above all
other churches; for behold, they have taken away from the



gospel of the lamb many parts which are plain and most
precious..”

To better understand the Mormon disregard for the Bible, we
need to be aware of how they view the Christian church. The
apostle Orson Pratt, in his book The Seer says this about the
Christian community: “Both Catholics and Protestants are
nothing less than the ‘whore of Babylon’ whom the Lord
denounces by the mouth of John the Revelator as having
corrupted all the earth by their fornications and
wickedness.”{8}

The Mormon church views the Christian pastor or priest as a
hireling of Satan. But where did Joseph Smith get this idea?

Shortly after the religious awakening in upstate New York,
Joseph Smith had a vision. In the vision he asked God which
Christian church he should join. Joseph Smith writes in The
Pearl of Great Price: “I was answered that I must join none of
them, for they were all wrong; the Personage who addressed me
said that all their creeds were an abomination 1in his

sight.”{9}

I believe that one could safely say that Joseph Smith
considered the Christian church to be a false church. Because
of this basic premise, the logical conclusion would be, if the
church 1is false, then the source of 1its doctrine-the
Bible—-must be false as well. Therefore, one can better
understand the motivation behind the eighth article of faith
of the Mormon church: “We believe the Bible to be the word of
God as far as it is translated correctly.”

Joseph Smith has, in effect, set the stage whereby he can
rewrite the Bible, {10} or add to it, to establish his personal
theology. The Mormon church believes that Joseph Smith 1is
God’s instrument to bring about His truth, in its entire
fullness.

Whenever this attitude toward Christianity and the Bible



prevails, the individual is drawn away from the Bible and to
the writings of Joseph Smith and the Mormon church. Orson
Pratt said: “No one can tell whether even one verse of either
the Old or New Testament conveys the ideas of the original
author.”

An attempt at credibility is given the Book of Mormon by
Joseph Smith in Volume Four of the History of the Church where
he says; “I told the brethren that the Book of Mormon was the
most correct of any book on earth, and the keystone of our
religion, and a man would get nearer to God by abiding by its
precepts, than by any other book.”{11}

In essence, Joseph Smith has attempted to strip the Bible of
its authority and place that authority upon the Book of Mormon
and the standard works of the Mormon church.

The Bible speaks for itself. We find in scripture that God'’s
word will stand forever (Isaiah 40:8), that it will never pass
away even though heaven and earth will someday pass away
(Matthew 24:35).

According to 2 Timothy 3:16, the Bible is inspired by God; and
2 Peter 1:20 indicates that all scripture was written by men
moved by the Holy Spirit.

God’s word has withstood critics, skeptics, and others who
have sought to destroy it.

Mormon Doctrine

“As man is, God once was. As God 1is, man can become.” Is it
possible that we, too, can become like God, that we can become
God?

A chief source of doctrine for the Mormon church has been the
book titled Mormon Doctrine{l2} by the late Bruce R. McConkie.
However, there are those who strongly disagree with him. The
problem is simply this: McConkie contended that the true



source of authority for the church is the standard works which
include The Holy Bible, the Book of Mormon, the Doctrine and
Covenants, and the Pearl of Great Price.

The presidents of the church, however, have attempted to
establish themselves as the final authority of the church on
doctrinal matters. McConkie gives us a glimpse of the primary
teachings of the church. First is the belief that, “As man is,
God once was. As God 1s, man can become.”{13} The Mormon
church teaches that God was once a man and that he progressed
to godhood. {14} So for the Mormon, the good news is that you
too can become as God. In contrast, the Bible clearly teaches
that God has been God from everlasting to everlasting (Ps.
90:2).

Another belief is that individuals have to learn how to become
gods themselves.{15} The road to godhood is paved with good
works, and the responsibility is squarely on the shoulders of
the individual.

Another belief that has received much attention 1is that
godhood is not for men only, but for men and women together.
This doctrine has spawned the teaching that God originally
intended for man and woman to be joined together throughout
all eternity-that the marriage covenant was to extend beyond
death. The Mormon church further teaches that the practice of
marrying “until death do you part” did not originate with the
Lord or his servants, but is a man made doctrine.{16} This
system of holy matrimony, involving covenants as to time and
eternity, is know distinctively as “celestial marriage”-the
order of marriage that exists in the celestial worlds.

The apostle James E. Talmage, in his book The Articles of
Faith, says this about those who may aspire to such a
marriage: “The ordinance of celestial marriage is permitted to
those members of the church only who are adjudged worthy of
participation in the special blessings of the House of the
Lord..” {17} The use of the word “worthy” is another indication



of the works orientation of the Mormon Church.

The Bible plainly teaches in Matthew 22:30 that in the
resurrection men and women are no longer given in marriage,
but are like angels in heaven.

The fourth doctrine we will look at is: God is a resurrected
man. This doctrine puts forth the idea once again that God was
once a man who discovered his personal godhood and elevated
himself to become a god.

Joseph Smith says: “The Father has a body of flesh and bones
as tangible as man’s.”{18} But he contradicts himself in the
Book of Mormon; in Alma 31:15 he writes: “Holy, holy God; we
believe that thou art God, we believe..that thou wast a spirit,
and that thou art a spirit, and that thou wilt be a spirit
forever.” At this point Joseph is agreeing with the Bible, for
we find in John 4 that “God is a spirit.”

The problem of inconsistency arises for the Mormon church,
when Joseph Smith contradicts himself between the Book of
Mormon and the other standard works of the
church—-inconsistencies which point to the man-made nature of
the religion. On the other hand, the Holy Bible is unique in
that it has incredible unity in its message, even though it
was written over a span of sixteen hundred years.

Josh McDowell, a defender of the Bible, writes: “Biblical
authors wrote on hundreds of controversial subjects with
harmony and continuity from Genesis to Revelation. There 1is
one unfolding story: ‘God’s redemption of man.'”{19}

The Mormon Plan of Salvation

The Mormon church teaches that it is the only hope for
salvation. If this is true, then why did Jesus suffer on the
Cross?

For many in this world, salvation is truly a slippery slope.



Oftentimes the problem is that one does not really know if he
possesses it or not. One of the greatest barriers to realizing
our position in Christ is that we do not have a clear
understanding of the gospel. To understand the Mormon church’s
teaching regarding salvation we must first realize what it
believes the gospel to be.

By definition the Mormon church teaches that the gospel is the
Mormon church system and its doctrine.{20} The church and its
doctrine becomes the good news—their gospel.

For the Christian it’s not an organization but a Person who
represents the gospel, and that Person is God’s only begotten
son, Jesus Christ. It is the life, death and resurrection of
our Lord Jesus Christ that embodies the gospel for the true
Christian. Jesus 1is man’s savior. The Bible tells us that
JESUS is the only way to God the Father.{21}

By contrast, Brigham Young says: “No man or woman in this
dispensation will ever enter into the celestial Kingdom of God
without the consent of Joseph. . . .” “He reigns there as
supreme a being in his sphere, capacity, and calling as God
does in heaven.”{22} So for the Mormon, Joseph Smith has
become the savior.

Volume One of Doctrines of Salvation says this about Joseph
Smith: “No salvation without accepting Joseph Smith. If Joseph
Smith was verily a prophet, and if he told the truth..then this
knowledge is of the most vital importance to the entire world.
No man can reject that testimony without incurring the most
dreadful consequences, for he cannot enter the Kingdom of

God."”{23}

The Mormon church teaches that all men will receive a degree
of salvation and that there is no place known as hell.{24} By
incorporating this doctrine into the church, they have
attempted to undercut the explicit teachings of the Bible.
Furthermore, the church teaches that it ALONE is the only hope



for salvation. Bruce McConkie, the Mormon scholar, says this
regarding salvation: “If it had not been for Joseph Smith and
the restoration, there would be no salvation. There is no
salvation outside of the church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints.”{25}

Many Mormons who may no longer fully believe the church’s
teachings find themselves in a dilemma. They have been so
persuaded that only the Mormon church offers a hope for
salvation that they lose all hope for ever obtaining it. To
better understand this instruction, we need to recognize the
twofold approach to salvation taught in the Mormon church.

First, is general salvation. Grace comes to the Mormon by the
death of Jesus Christ on the cross, and there is no need for
obedience to the Mormon church and its doctrine or gospel law.
However, to obtain individual salvation one must meet the
conditions set by the church.{26} For the Mormon, this
salvation, called “eternal life,” means godhood.

For the most part, the Mormon has never clearly understood the
gospel of Jesus Christ because his church has so distorted
Christian teaching. The outcome of this distortion is that
Joseph Smith has stripped Jesus of His gift to mankind and he,
Joseph, has taken the rightful place of our Lord and Savior.
The Bible simply teaches that man must humble himself and
receive the work Jesus did for him at the cross. Romans 10:9
put it this way: “..if you confess with your lips that Jesus is
Lord and believe in your heart that God raised him from the
dead, you will be saved.”
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