
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.”{1}  He  also  states,  “The
Latter-day  Saints  accept  unequivocally  all  the  biblical
teachings on the nature of God.”{2}

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
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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” is
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 O Israel: The Lord our God, the Lord is
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 is the
case with the doctrine of the Trinity. Biblical Christianity



teaches  there  is  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 is 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 O Israel: The
Lord our God, the Lord is one.” God has revealed Himself in
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 is
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 is
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 is, 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, it 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 is
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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Examining the Book of Mormon
– A Christian View
The book of Mormon needs to be evaluated by the light of
scripture and its purported evidence for its reliability. Dr.
Pat  Zukeran  shows  that  the  bad  character  of  the  book’s
witnesses, the lack of archaeological support, and internal
errors reveal it to be the flawed work of man, not God.

The Mormon Story
Some people believe the Book of Mormon is a new revelation
from  God  given  to  Joseph  Smith.  Mormons  recognize  it  as
divinely inspired and equal in authority to the Bible, but
others have reason to doubt its claims.

Mormon Apostle Orson Pratt wrote in 1851, “The Book of Mormon
claims to be a divinely inspired record. . . . This book must
be either true or false. . . . If false, it is one of the most
cunning, wicked, bold, deep-laid impositions ever planned upon
the world, calculated to deceive and ruin millions who will
sincerely receive it as the word of God. . . . If true, no one
can possibly be saved and reject it; if false, no one can
possibly be saved and receive it.”{1}

In this article, we will take a look at internal and external
evidences for the Book of Mormon to see if it should be
considered inspired writing.

The Book of Mormon is said to be a record of two ancient
Jewish civilizations that migrated to America. The Jaredites
left Babylonia during the building of the Tower of Babel in
approximately 2,250 B.C. After establishing a civilization in
America  that  lasted  two  thousand  years.  They  eventually
succumbed to corruption and apostasy and were judged by God
and destroyed.
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The second group of Jews left Jerusalem in 600 B.C. before the
Babylonian exile during the reign of King Zedekiah. This group
crossed the Pacific and landed on the west coast of South
America. Lehi and his son Nephi led these righteous Jews. This
group eventually divided into two warring camps, the Nephites
and  the  Lamenites  and  spread  throughout  North  and  South
America. The Lamenites were cursed with dark skin because of
their evil deeds and were the forefathers of the American
Indians.{2}

Latter-day  Saints  believe  that  during  the  end  of  the  4th
century A.D. the Nephite prophet general Mormon and his son
Moroni, compiled the records of these two civilizations using
the  Reformed  Egyptian  language  and  recorded  them  on  gold
plates. Moroni hid the plates in the hills of Cumorah near
Palmyra,  New  York  to  be  revealed  at  a  later  time.  The
Lamenites eventually destroyed the Nephites in 421 A.D. on the
Hill  Cumorah.  The  Lamenite  civilizations  continued  to
degenerate  and  had  forgotten  their  Jewish  history.  When
Columbus found them centuries later, they had become as the
Book  of  Mormon  describes  them,  a  “filthy  and  a  loathsome
people.” (Book of Mormon 5:15)

Does  the  Book  of  Mormon  qualify  as  divinely  inspired
scripture? In determining the answer, we will take a critical
look at several key issues. First we will look at the nature
in which Joseph Smith received his revelations. Second, we
will  investigate  the  character  of  the  author  and  the  key
witnesses. Third, since the Book or Mormon claims to be a
historical work, we will see if there is evidence to support
this claim. Finally, since the Book of Mormon says it is the
most perfect book ever written, we will examine it to see if
it contains any false precepts. Let’s examine the Book to see
if it is an inspired ancient historical record or a nineteenth
century product.



Origin of the Book of Mormon
Mormons believe Moroni appeared to Joseph Smith in 1823 as a
glorified resurrected being, and delivered to him the golden
plates from their hiding place in the Cumorah hills. Using an
occult  seer  stone,  Smith  translated  the  history  of  the
Lamenites and Nephites into the Book of Mormon.{3}

In studying the origin of the Book of Mormon, we must first
investigate the issue of the canon of scripture. Christians
believe the canon is closed with the 66 books of the Bible.
There are no more revelations outside these books. Here are
some reasons why.

First the authority to write the Holy Scripture was given to
the  Old  Testament  prophets  of  God  and  the  New  Testament
Apostles of Christ. The last apostle died at the end of the
first century A.D. and there has not been anyone who fulfills
the qualifications for apostleship since then.

Second, the canon is confirmed to be closed by Judaism, Jesus,
the Apostles, and the early church. According to the writings
of eye witnesses—Emma Smith (one of Joseph Smith’s wives),
William Smith (his brother), and David Whitmer (one of the
three key witnesses), Smith used a common occult practice of
crystal gazing.

In 1877 David Whitmer wrote,

I will now give you a description of the manner in which the
Book of Mormon was translated. Joseph Smith would put the
seer stone into a hat, and put his face in the hat, drawing
it closely around his face to exclude the light; and in the
darkness  the  spiritual  light  would  shine.  A  piece  of
something resembling parchment would appear, and on that
appeared the writing. One character at a time would appear,
and under it was the interpretation in English. Brother
Joseph would read off the English to Oliver Cowdery, who was



his principal scribe, and when it was written down and
repeated to Brother Joseph to see if it was correct, then it
would  disappear,  and  another  character  with  the
interpretation would appear. Thus the Book of Mormon was
translated by the gift and power of God and not by any power
of man.”{4}

Emma Smith wrote to her children, “In writing for your father,
I frequently wrote day after day. . . . He sitting with his
face buried in his hat, with the stone in it, and dictating
hour after hour with nothing between us.”{5} So according to
these accounts, Joseph Smith received his revelations word for
word and used a seer stone.

By contrast, the Bible was not given to us in a word for word
dictation form, nor is there a case of any biblical writer
using  an  occult  object  to  receive  revelations  from  God.
Mormons point to the use of the Urim and Thummim but their
purpose was quite different. The Urim and Thummim were used
for a time by the Aaronic priests only to gain answers of Yes
or No from God to particular questions. Lots were cast to
discern God’s will, not to receive content for revelation.
Finally, we must understand, the Aaronic priesthood and its
practices are replaced by the finished work of Christ (Hebrews
7:12). Occult methods, such as crystal gazing, are forbidden
in  the  Bible  (Deuteronomy  18:9-14,  Leviticus  19:26,  31).
Mormon theologian Bruce McConkie even denounces using objects
to gain new revelation. He condemns Hiram Page, one of the
witnesses of the Book of Mormon for using a seer stone to gain
new  revelations.  Joseph  Smith  obtained  his  revelations
contrary to the method of inspiration received by the biblical
Prophets and Apostles.

Character of the 11 Witnesses
Joseph Smith claims that after he translated the plates, he
returned them to the angel Moroni. Therefore, there is no way
to verify the veracity of the plates or Smith’s translation.



Smith’s only defense of his account is the eleven men who
signed statements claiming to have seen the golden plates.
Therefore, the credibility of Smith’s account rests on the
testimony  of  these  eleven  witnesses.  There  are  three  key
witnesses who claim to have seen the angel show the golden
plates to them. The remaining eight allege to have seen the
plates but not the angel. The LDS church asserts these men
never denied their testimony. However, when we examine the
lives  of  the  witnesses,  we  find  they  were  untrustworthy,
wavering, and gullible witnesses.

Six of the eleven witnesses, including the three key witnesses
were eventually excommunicated from the church. Former Mormon
President Ezra Taft Benson summed up the legacy of the eleven
witnesses  this  way.  “Six  of  the  original  Twelve  Apostles
selected  by  Joseph  Smith  were  excommunicated.  The  three
Witnesses to the Book of Mormon left the church. Three of
Joseph Smith’s counselors fell–one even helped plot his death.
. . . The wolves among our flock are more numerous and devious
today than when President Clark made a similar statement [in
1949].”{6}

Let us first examine the character of the three key witnesses
since their testimony is the most important. In a letter dated
December 16, 1838, Joseph Smith stated this about the three
key  witnesses  and  John  Whitmer,  one  of  the  eight.  “John
Whitmer, David Whitmer, Oliver Cowdery, and Martin Harris are
too mean to mention.”{7}

Martin  Harris’  testimony  shows  him  to  be  a  gullible  and
unstable  man.  He  changed  his  religious  conviction
approximately thirteen times. He had joined several Christian
denominations  and  other  cult  groups  that  include  the
Universalists,  Strangites,  and  the  Shakers.  {8}(Ankerberg,
196) In Doctrine and Covenants, Joseph Smith gave revelations
in which he denounces Martin Harris and calls him a “wicked
man.”{9}  The  Mormon  leaders  published  an  article  in  the
Elder’s Journal, a Mormon publication edited by Joseph Smith,



in  which  they  accused  Harris  guilty  of  “swearing,  lying,
cheating,  swindling,  drinking,  with  every  species  of
debauchery. . .” (Elders Journal, August, 1838, 59).{10} Here
the  leaders  of  the  Mormon  Church  strongly  criticize  the
character of Harris.

Oliver Cowdery was also shown to be a very gullible man. He
was led astray by Hiram Page, one of the eight witnesses who
himself claimed to have divine revelations from his own seer
stone.  Although  Joseph  Smith  denounced  Hiram  as  a  false
teacher, Smith stated “to our grief, however, we soon found
that Satan had been lying in wait to deceive. . . . Brother
Hiram Page had in his possession a certain stone, by which he
obtained  certain  ‘revelations’  .  .  .  all  of  which  were
entirely at variance with the order of God’s House, . . .”{11}
Despite  Smith’s  condemnation,  Oliver  Cowdery  joined  Page’s
movement. Not only was he a gullible man, he was also indicted
on  several  accounts  of  fraudulent  business  practices.  The
Mormon Church in a letter wrote, “During the career of Oliver
Cowdery  and  David  Whitmer’s  bogus  money  business,  it  got
abroad into the world that they were engaged in it. . . . We
have evidence of a very strong character that you are at this
very time engaged with a gang of counterfeiters, coiners, and
blacklegs . . .”{12} Cowdery was eventually excommunicated and
he later joined the Methodist Church.

David Whitmer wrote, “God spake to me again by his own voice
from the heavens, and told me to ‘separate myself from among
the Latter- day Saints, for as they sought to do unto me, so
should it be done unto them.” In the spring of 1838, the heads
of the church and many of the members had gone deep into error
and blindness. . . . About the same time that I came out, the
Spirit of God moved upon quite a number of the brethren who
came out, with their families, all of the eight witnesses who
were then living (except the three Smiths) came out; . .
.”{13} Here David Whitmer denounced the Mormon Church and
encouraged people to follow his example and the example of the



other witnesses and leave the church.

Joseph  Smith  in  response  attacked  the  character  of  David
Whitmer. Smith stated, “God suffered such kind of beings to
afflict Job . . . this poor man who professes to be much of a
prophet, has no other dumb ass to ride but David Whitmer, to
forbid his madness when he goes up to curse Israel: and this
ass not being of the same kind as Balaam’s . . . he brays out
cursing instead of blessings. Poor ass!”{14}

The character and life of the eleven witnesses to the Book of
Mormon are very different from the Apostles of Christ. None of
the Apostles wavered in their defense of Christ, even though
all  suffered  and  most  died  for  their  faith.  The  Apostles
remained consistent in their teaching and never fell into any
type  of  apostasy.  Their  lives  were  marked  by  honesty  and
integrity. They were never indicted for any criminal activity
except for preaching Christ. The character of the Book of
Mormon’s eleven witnesses does not strengthen Smith’s defense
but cast further doubt on its authenticity.

Archaeology and the Book of Mormon
According to the Book of Mormon, Jews migrated from the Middle
East  to  Central  and  South  America  and  established  great
civilizations on the continents of North and South America.
The Book of Mormon states that large cities were built so that
by 322 A.D. “The whole face of the land had become covered
with buildings and the people were as numerous almost as it
were the sand of the sea.” (Mormon 1:7) Thirty-eight cities
are specifically mentioned in the Book of Mormon. Also in the
final  battle  between  the  Nephites  and  Lamenites,  230,000
Nephites were killed near the hills of Cumorah in New York.

With such a vast population and cities, one would expect to
find numerous archaeological evidences to substantiate such
large civilizations. However, there is no evidence to validate
the claims of the Book of Mormon. Despite expeditions financed



by the Mormon Church, archaeologists have concluded the Book
of Mormon is not historical but a work of fiction.

The Smithsonian Institute in a letter to the Mormon Church
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 archaeology of
the New World and the subject matter of the Book.”{15}

The National Geographic Society writes, “With regard to the
cities  mentioned  in  the  Book  of  Mormon,  neither
representatives  of  the  National  Geographic  Society  nor
archaeologists connected with any other institution of equal
prestige  have  ever  used  the  Book  of  Mormon  in  locating
historic ruins in Middle America or elsewhere.”{16}

Even  Mormon  archaeologists  admit  there  is  no  conclusive
evidence. Dr. Hugh Nibley, a Mormon apologist, states in his
book Since Cumorah that no real archaeological proof for the
Nephite civilization exists. He writes regarding the Nephites,
“All that we have to go on to date is a written history . . .
there  is  nothing  whatever  that  an  anthropologist  or
archaeologist as such can say about the Book of Mormon.”{17}

Dee Green, professor of anthropology at Weber State University
and a respected Mormon scholar states, “The first myth we must
eliminate is that Book of Mormon archaeology exists . . . no
Book of Mormon location is known with reference to modern
topography. Biblical archaeology can be studied because we do
know where Jerusalem and Jericho were and are, but we do not
know where Zarahemla and Bountiful (nor any other location for
that matter) were or are. It would seem that a concentration
on geography should be the first order of business, but . . .
years of such an approach has left us empty-handed.”{18}

Another  prominent  Mormon  scholar  is  B.H.  Roberts.  He  was
described as one of the most valiant writers and speakers in
defense  of  the  Book  of  Mormon.  However,  after  years  of



research he concluded at the end of his life that the Book of
Mormon was a fictional work created by Joseph Smith. He wrote,
“the evidence I sorrowfully submit, points to Joseph Smith as
their creator. It is difficult to believe that they are the
product of history, that they come upon the scene separated by
long periods of time, and among a race which was the ancestral
race of the red man of America.”{19}

Another prominent defender of the Book of Mormon was Thomas
Ferguson, who was president of the New World Archaeological
Foundation, which was funded by Bringham Young University and
the Mormon Church. He hoped to discover archaeological support
for  the  Book  of  Mormon.  In  1962  he  announced,  “Powerful
evidences sustaining the book are accumulating.”{20} However,
after years of research and many fruitless expeditions, his
original hopes were shattered.{21} He eventually wrote,

With  all  these  great  efforts,  it  cannot  be  established
factually that anyone, from Joseph smith to the present day,
has put his finger on a single point of terrain that was a
Book of Mormon geographical place. And the hemisphere has
been pretty well checked out by competent people I must
agree with Dee Green, who has told us that to date there is
no Book of Mormon geography. I, for one, would be happy if
Dee were wrong.{22}

In contrast, biblical archaeology has provided thousands of
discoveries that have confirmed biblical references. Hundreds
of ancient civilizations, artifacts, historical records and
inscriptions have been discovered that prove the historical
accuracy of the Bible. Archaeological discoveries confirming
biblical accounts have been acknowledged by Christians as well
as skeptics. Foremost Middle East archaeologist Dr. William
Albright wrote, “Discovery after discovery has established the
accuracy of innumerable details, and has brought increased
recognition  to  the  value  of  the  Bible  as  a  source  of
history.”{23} When asked if archaeology confirms the accuracy
of the New Testament, scholar John McCray states, “Oh, there



is no question that the credibility of the New Testament is
enhanced.”{24}  A  historical  faith  should  have  historical
proofs.  Historical  research  has  led  both  Christians  and
skeptics to affirm the historicity of the Bible. However,
historical  research  has  proven  damaging  for  the  Book  of
Mormon.

Errors in the Book of Mormon
Mormons claim the Book of Mormon is the most perfect book ever
written. Joseph Smith stated, “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 any other book.”{25}

Is Joseph Smith’s claim true? Errors in the Book of Mormon
should cause one to question its divine inspiration.

In  studying  the  Book  of  Mormon,  one  soon  finds  numerous
historical,  geographical,  and  scientific  errors.  First,  in
Mormon 9:32 the Book of Mormon claims to have been written in
Reformed Egyptian, but Egyptologists say this language does
not exist. Second, in Alma 7:10, Jerusalem is called a land or
country when it is a city. In Alma 46:15 the saved in America
take on the name Christian in 73 B.C. In the Bible, believers
are not called Christian until 50 A.D. in Acts 11:3. Nephi
17:7 teaches that leprosy occurred in America in 34 A.D. but
no cases of leprosy here are known until 1758. Mormon 9:2 and
other references teach that the Indians had official records,
scrolls, and other writings, but historical research shows no
such records were kept. (Mormon 5:23, 3 Nephi 9:18, 12:18)

Not only are there historical errors, but there are false
teachings as well. Alma 24:16 teaches that burying swords deep
in the earth will keep them bright. Basic science proves that
burying steel objects causes decay and rust. 2 Nephi 13:24
teaches that baldness is caused by sin. Other absurdities
include the teaching that God curses Indians with dark skin



and anyone who marries an Indian will be cursed (2 Nephi 5:21
Jacob  3:3-9,  Mormon  5:15-17,  Alma  3:6-10).  However,  when
Indians accept the Mormon teaching, they will become white and
delightsome. (2 Nephi 30:5-7)

There appear to be internal contradictions also. In 3 Nephi
9:18,  Jesus  allegedly  preached  to  the  Nephites  who  fled
Jerusalem in 600 B.C. with concepts communicated in the Greek
language. But the Nephites are said to have written and spoken
in Reformed Egyptian. Therefore, they would have no knowledge
of Greek since Alexander, who lived in the 4th century, had
not Hellenized the world yet. Jesus preaching to the non-Greek
Nephites declaring, “I am the Alpha and the Omega,” would have
not made any sense. Moreover, Joseph Smith and the Mormons
claim  the  gold  plates  from  which  the  Book  of  Mormon  was
translated had no Greek or Latin in them.{26} However, Alpha
and Omega are Greek, not Egyptian terms. Even stranger is that
the French word “adieu” is used as a farewell in Jacob 7:27.

In contrast to the Book of Mormon, the Bible proves to be
historically accurate and internally consistent. It also does
not have the absurd teachings that we find in the Book of
Mormon. The evidence appears to point to the fact that the
Book of Mormon is not an ancient historical text, but an 18th
century work created by Joseph Smith.
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Other Faiths
Christians need to introduce the gospel differently to people
with different worldviews. Steve Cable provides ways to talk
to Muslims, Hindus, Mormons and postmoderns.

Changing Worldview Landscape
Growing up in the sixties and seventies, I had very limited
exposure to other worldviews significantly different from my
own. Raised in a small town in New Mexico, I was exposed to a
number of Hispanic Catholics, and I knew at least two families
that were Mormons. Frankly, I never had either of those groups
share their worldview with me. But, by and large, most people
appeared to have a pretty conventional Christian worldview,
answering the basic worldview questions as follows:

•  What about God? God is the creator and sustainer of this
universe.

•  What about man? Mankind is separated from God’s provision
by our sin nature.

•  What about salvation? Jesus Christ is God’s answer to our
desperate need, offering redemption through faith in Him.
When people die, those who have put their faith in Jesus will
go to heaven while those who refuse will be relegated to
hell.

•   What  about  history?  History  is  a  linear  progression
culminating in the creation of a new heavens and new earth.

Since leaving the college campus in 1977, I have
lived in suburbs of major metropolitan cities. Over
the last thirty-five years, the makeup of those
suburbs has changed significantly. I worked as an
electrical engineer with several Indian Hindus and
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Jains. I teach English as a Second Language to a group of
Muslims,  Hindus,  Baha’is,  atheists  and  Latin  American
Catholics. From 2000 to 2010, the Muslim population of my area
grew  by  220%.  All  of  these  groups  have  a  worldview
significantly different from my own. In sharing Christ with
them, I cannot appeal to the Bible stories they learned in
vacation Bible school as a child. I need to be aware that what
I say is being processed through their worldview filter. So
that what they hear may not be what I meant to say.

The apostle Paul was very much aware of the issue of worldview
filters. While on his missionary journeys, he preached the
gospel

•   in  synagogues  established  by  Jews  living  away  from
Israel,{1}

•  in market places containing Gentiles with a common Greek
worldview,{2} and

•   in  front  of  Greek  philosophers  at  the  forefront  of
creating new worldviews.{3}

In each of these environments, he preached the same truth:
Jesus Christ crucified and resurrected from the dead for our
sins. But he entered that subject from a verbal starting point
that  made  sense  to  the  audience  he  was  speaking  to.  For
example, in Athens he began by drawing their attention to an
idol dedicated to the unknown god and he quoted some of their
poets.  Was  he  doing  this  because  the  idol  was  really  a
Christian  idol  or  because  their  poets  were  speaking  a
Christian  message?  Of  course  not.  He  was  bridging  the
worldview divide between their thought patterns and those of
Judaism. Having done that, he finished by saying, “God is now
declaring to men that all people everywhere should repent,
because He has fixed a day in which He will judge the world in
righteousness through a Man whom He has appointed, having
furnished proof to all men by raising Him from the dead.”{4}



In the same way, if we want to share effectively with those
from different worldviews, we need to make the effort to know
how to share in a way that makes sense from their worldview
perspective. We want to shake up their worldview, but we have
to be able to communicate first. In the remainder of this
article, we will consider the differences with and ways to
share the gospel with people from four different worldview
perspectives: Islam, Hindu, Mormon, and popular postmodernism.

Bridging Across to a Muslim Worldview
Islam is the second largest religion in the world with about
1.5 billion adherents or over 20% of the world population. In
America, there are over 2.6 million Muslims with most of them
located in major metropolitan areas accounting for 3-4% of the
population in those areas. If you live in a metropolitan area,
you are probably aware of several mosques in your area.

How can I share Christ with my Muslim acquaintances in a way
they  can  understand?  To  answer  this  question,  we  need  to
understand how their worldview differs from our own and what
communication  issues  may  come  into  play.  Let’s  begin  by
considering the four worldview questions introduced earlier:

•  What about God? Christians believe that a transcendent,
loving God created the universe and mankind. Muslims believe
that a transcendent, unknowable Allah created the universe
and mankind.

•  What about man? A Christian believes man is created in the
image of God, but mankind is now fallen and separated from
God by our sin nature. Muslims believe that, although weak
and prone to error, man is basically good and is fully
capable of obeying Allah.

•  What about salvation? For a Christian, the answer to our
problem is the death and resurrection of Jesus Christ who
provided a way for us to reunite with God through grace.



Muslims must focus on good works to earn their way into
heaven. They have no instruction as to what level of goodness
is required. Certainly, they must pay attention to the five
pillars of Islam: reciting the creed (the shahada), daily
prayers, giving 2.5% of one’s income to the poor or to the
spread of Islam, a pilgrimage to Mecca, and fasting during
Ramadan.

•  What about history? For a Christian, the world is moving
through time, not repeating itself, to reach the end God has
prepared for it. For a Muslim time is a linear progression as
well and it is moving forward exactly as Allah has willed.

The key difference between our worldviews lies in the way to
redemption: by faith through God’s grace or as a reward for
our good works.

How  can  you  share  effectively  with  Muslim  friends  and
acquaintances?  First,  there  are  some  important  issues  and
confusing terms that will sidetrack your discussion in their
minds. These include:

•  The high cost: in most Muslim families and societies,
converting from Islam is a terrible offense, resulting in
expulsion and sometimes death. Most Muslims will not enter
into a conversation if they know the intent of it is to
convert them to another faith.

•  The Trinity, including Jesus as God’s Son: Muslims are
told that Christians worship three gods when there is only
one. This area is especially problematic in thinking that God
could be born to a woman and be crucified.

•  Belittling Mohammed will offend most Muslims, causing them
to cease listening to you.

•  Using corrupt Scripture by quoting from the New Testament
which they have been taught has been changed and corrupted.



An interesting note on this argument for Islam and against
Christianity: a study of recently discovered early copies of
the Quran show that current Aramaic copies of the Quran are
only consistent with the early copies 88% of the time; while
similar studies of the New Testament show a 98% reliability
between current translations and the earliest documents.

Let’s be clear. We are not saying that you don’t need at some
time to address the Trinity, the role of Mohammed as a false
prophet, and veracity of Scripture. But first, you need to be
able to communicate the gospel to them in a way that they will
hear it.

To share with a Muslim, you must begin with prayer for your
Muslim acquaintances who are captive to powerful social ties
and equally powerful demonic lies. Pray that God will work to
prepare their hearts. God has been working in powerful ways
preparing Muslims to listen to the gospel of Jesus Christ.{5}

Start your conversation with their most important need. Ask
them, “How can you be sure that you have done enough to get
into  heaven?”  Listen  to  their  thoughts  on  this  important
question. Point out that the gospels say, “Be perfect as your
Heavenly Father is perfect.”{6} Are they that good? God loves
us and knows that we cannot do it on our own. For this reason
Jesus came to pay our penalty through His death and bring us
into God’s household through His resurrection.

In some Islamic countries, a good way to begin the discussion
is to look at what the Koran says about Jesus to draw their
attention  to  the  specialness  of  Jesus.  If  they  show  an
interest, you move quickly to the Bible as the true source of
information on Jesus and eternal life. For more information on
this approach, check out The Camel Training Manual by Kevin
Greeson.



Bridging Across to a Hindu Worldview
Hinduism is the third largest religion in the world with about
900  million  adherents.  However,  there  are  only  about  1.2
million  Hindus  in  the  United  States,  about  0.4%  of  the
population. Since they are mostly located in high tech, urban
and suburban areas, the percentages are much higher in those
areas, closer to 2% and growing. If you live in a major
metropolitan area, you have probably seen one or more temples
in your area.

How  does  the  Hindu  worldview  compare  with  a  Christian
worldview on the four worldview questions introduced earlier?

•  What about God? The Hindu believes that the universe is
eternal and the concept of an impersonal god is contained in
the universe.

•  What about man? Hindus believe that our current state is a
temporary illusion and our goal is to merge into the Brahman,
the god nature of the universe.

•  What about salvation? For a Christian the answer to our
problem is the death and resurrection of Jesus Christ who
provided a way for us to become reunited with God. This
salvation can begin now and will be fully realized in heaven.
For a Hindu, the answer to our problem is to live a life in
such a way as to merge with Brahman at death. Unfortunately,
the vast majority will be reincarnated to suffer again as
another living creature.

•  What about history? For a Hindu, the universe is eternal
and history repeats itself cyclically.

As you can see, the worldview of a Hindu varies significantly
from that of a Christian on almost every point. Salvation for
a Hindu is to reach a state where they no longer exist. They
are  integrated  into  the  universal  god.  Both  Hindus  and



Christians believe that mankind faces the problem of being
born into a world full of suffering and hardship. For Hindus,
there  are  three  paths  that  could  lead  one  out  of  this
situation into oneness: 1) performing appropriate good works,
2) reaching a state of knowledge that pierces through the
deception  of  this  existence,  and  3)  devoting  oneself  to
service of one of the many gods.

Being aware of these worldview differences can sensitize us to
some of the communication problems in sharing with a Hindu.
First, when you share with them that Jesus is the Son of God
who came to earth in the flesh, they will probably agree with
you wholeheartedly. This is exactly the response I received
when  sharing  with  a  Hindu  couple  at  a  Starbucks  in  an
exclusive shopping area. After all, there are many forms of
god in the Hindu pantheon. Just because someone is a god,
doesn’t mean I should leave off worshipping my current gods to
worship this new god exclusively.

How can I share with a Hindu in a way that helps be clearly
explain the gospel in the context of their worldview? I would
suggest two important aspects.

First, you can begin by asking this question: What if there
were only one God who transcended His creation? We are not
created to be subsumed back into God, but rather we were
created in His image to be able to exist with and to worship
our Creator. Our Creator does not want us to worship other
gods which we have made up to satisfy our desire to understand
our world. If you cannot get a Hindu to understand this basic
premise, then other things you tell them about the gospel will
be misinterpreted because of their existing worldview filter.

Second, you can tell them that you agree that the problems of
this world can be seen in the pain and suffering of life on
this planet. Man has tried for thousands of years and yet the
pain and suffering continue. This state of despair is the
direct result of man’s rejection of the love of God. We can



never  do  enough  in  this  life  through  good  works,  special
knowledge, or serving false gods to bridge the gap back to
God. God was the only one who could fix this problem and it
cost Him great anguish to achieve it through the life, death,
and resurrection of Jesus Christ.{7}

Bridging Across to a Mormon Worldview
There are only about 15 million Mormons worldwide, but almost
45% of them live in the United States. They make up about 2%
of the population of the United States. Compared to Muslims
and Hindus, their U.S. population has remained fairly constant
as a percentage basis over the last few decades. Because of
their young adult missionary teams, many Americans have had
some exposure to the evangelistic message of Mormonism.

How do Mormons compare with Christians in answering the four
worldview questions introduced on day one? First, we need to
understand that not all Mormons believe the same things. The
president of the Mormons can introduce new doctrine which may
contradict prior doctrine. One prominent example is the Mormon
doctrine on blacks which was changed in 1978. The statements
below represent my understanding as to the current orthodox
Mormon position:

•  What about God? Where a Christian believes that God is
eternal and transcendent, Mormons believe God was once a man
like us and ascended to godhood

•  What about man? Where a Christian believes that man is
born in sin and separated from God, Mormons believe men are
born in sin, but have the potential to become gods in their
own right

•   What  about  salvation?  Where  Christians  believe  in
salvation  through  faith  in  Jesus  Christ  alone,  Mormons
believe salvation comes from putting our faith in Jesus and
performing good works. The good works are intended to pay



back Jesus for the price He paid for us. In addition, Jesus
is not eternal but was born to God and one of His spirit
wives.

•  What about history? Both Christians and Mormons believe
that history is linear, but Mormons believe it is leading to
a day when they could be gods ruling their own planets.

Even though some would like to consider Mormonism as a branch
of Christianity, one can see there are significant differences
between the beliefs of Mormons and Christians.

In sharing your faith with a Mormon, there are terms and
concepts  you  need  to  watch  out  for  as  they  will  be
misinterpreted. First, you are relying on the Bible as the
complete and only direct revelation from God. When you do
that, you need to be aware that they will assume anything you
say that they don’t agree with is countered in the Book of
Mormon or the Pearl of Great Price. Point out to them that the
clear meanings of the Bible don’t need reinterpretation. Also,
you can tell them that the Bible written between 2,000 and
4,000  years  ago  has  been  consistently  supported  by
archaeological findings while the Book of Mormon written 175
years ago has no historical or archaeological support.

When talking about God the Father, Jesus, Satan, and man, be
sure to make it clear that God and Jesus are one kind of
being, the transcendent God of the universe, that Satan is a
created angelic being, and that men are created different from
the angels. A Mormon will use those terms, but will normally
group all four of those beings as made basically the same.

Be  leery  of  expecting  to  win  over  Mormon  missionaries  on
mission. If they are sharing with you, of course, you should
try to share with them. However, normally they are too focused
on fulfilling their mission to really listen to someone else.
It is best to share with them when you introduce the topic.



In sharing with a Mormon, you may want to consider how good
one would have to be to earn their way to eternal life. After
all,  Jesus  said,  “Be  perfect  as  your  Heavenly  Father  is
perfect.” If you can admit you are not perfect, then the only
way to redemption is through God’s grace.

Some of them may feel that in the matters of the church, they
are keeping the faith in a sinless manner. What if a future
president changes some criteria of behavior and you find out
that you have now been sinning for years? Does it make sense
to you that God’s criteria for righteousness should change?{8}

Bridging Across to a Postmodern Worldview
Postmoderns  may  not  seem  as  exotic  as  some  of  the  world
religions we have considered to this point. But they have a
distinctly different worldview than do Christians and are the
largest  segment  of  non-Christians  in  today’s  America.  An
actual postmodern believes that absolute truth, if it does
exist at all, is impossible to find. A Christian believes that
Jesus Christ is “the way, the truth and the life” and that
“truth  comes  through  Jesus  Christ.”{9}  Jesus  is  truth
applicable to every man in every situation. What do we need to
understand about postmodernism to be better equipped to share
the truth with them?

Popular postmodernity has a broadly defined identity, but they
should  resonate  with  this  definition:  postmodernity  is
“incredulity toward metanarratives.”{10} In other words, they
reject the possibility of anyone knowing truth about the basic
questions of life; e.g., our worldview questions.

As before, we will begin with our four worldview questions.
Keep in mind that we just said they don’t think anyone can
know the truth about these types of questions.

•  What about God? Postmoderns believe that we can’t really
know where we came from but we probably evolved from nothing



over millions of years.

•  What about man? Postmoderns believe that humans are neither
good nor bad and are shaped by the society around them which
defines what is good and bad for them.

•  What about salvation? For a Christian, the answer to our
dilemma  and  hope  for  eternal  life  is  the  death  and
resurrection of Jesus, God’s Son. For a postmodern, each group
has their own answer that helps them get through the hard
times of life, but none of the answers can be counted on as
true.  What  is  important  is  not  their  truth,  but  their
helpfulness  in  coping  with  life’s  challenges.

•  What about history? For a postmodern, history is linear
moving forward to whatever happens next. Hopefully, the future
will be better than the past, but there is not grand plan or
purpose for mankind. In any case, if there is a grand plan, we
can’t know it with any certainty.

It is hard to present Jesus Christ as the source of all grace
and truth to someone who denies the existence of truth or at
least our ability to know it. As Dave Kinnaman writes in his
book UnChristian, “Even if you are able to weave a compelling
logical argument, young people will nod, smile, and ignore
you.”{11} Constructing a rational argument for Christ may not
be the place to start. As Drew Dyck reported hearing from one
postmodern, “I don’t really believe in all that rationality.
Reason  and  logic  come  from  the  Western  philosophical
tradition. I don’t think that’s the only way to find truth.”
Dyck  concluded,  “They’re  not  interested  in  philosophical
proofs  for  God’s  existence  or  in  the  case  for  the
resurrection.”{12}

To begin the process, we need to develop their trust; be their
friend.  Possibly,  invite  them  to  serve  alongside  you  in
ministering  to  the  needs  of  others,  exposing  them  to  the
ministry of Christ to the world around them.



The postmodern should be interested in your personal story,
the things you have found that work for you. But don’t fall
into the traditional testimony rut (i.e., I was bad, I was
saved, now I am wonderful); make it real by sharing real
issues you have dealt with. Then convey the gospel story in a
winsome way, emphasizing Jesus concern for the marginalized
around Him, realizing the gospel is a metanarrative providing
a universal answer to a universal problem.

Share with them why you are compelled to commit to a universal
truth. I cannot live my life without making a commitment to
what I believe to be the Truth. Saying “it doesn’t matter” is
basically giving up on eternity. Admit that claiming to know
the truth about God, creation, and eternity is crazy from
man’s perspective. It can only be true if it is truly revealed
by God. From my perspective, Jesus is the Truth.{13}

We’ve taken a very brief look at four distinct worldviews,
different from a Christian worldview and different from each
other. A simple understanding of those worldviews helps us
avoid confusing terminology. We can focus on bridging the gap
from their fundamental misunderstanding to faith in Christ.
Only God working through the Holy Spirit can bring them to
true faith, but we can play an important role in making the
gospel  understandable  when  filtered  through  their
worldview.{14}
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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 is 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,
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 O. 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 is 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 is saying here is 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 is 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}

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  in  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  is  false,  then  the  source  of  its  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 is
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 is, 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{12} 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 is, 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  is  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 is
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 is 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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“You  Shouldn’t  Dis  the
Mormons  Unless  You’re  a
Member”

I think religion is great! I don’t however see why we have to
dis other people. We are all children of God and here trying
to get back to Him. I hate it when I see all these sites
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talking bad about the Mormons. They aren’t bad people, they
just believe a little different. I think it’s kinda cool the
things they do, like work in their temples for people that
have passed on. In the Bible it says that we need to be
baptized to enter into heaven and what if someone didn’t get
the chance, they can still be saved because of the Mormons
beliefs. It also talks about baptisms for the dead in Peter,
so it is scriptural. I also had a thought. Are you guys Active
Members in Full Fellowship of the Mormon Church? If not why
are you talking about the Mormons? It’s like this, If you have
a Ford Explorer and it has a very serious electrical problem
that requires specific dealer attention, are you going to take
it to a BMW Dealer…. I personally don’t feel that is very
Christ-like talking bad about other religions whomever it may
be. Why don’t we focus on our own churches and magnify our own
beliefs  and  our  own  salvation  [rather]  than  attack  other
religions that are trying to do good acording to what they
know. Why can’t we all just love our neighbors like Jesus
Christ says? Whata ya say.

We certainly aspire to love our neighbors as Jesus commanded.
But being loving and gracious does not exclude truth telling.
In fact, ignoring the issue of truth is not very loving at
all. If we believe that someone is in danger it would be cruel
not  to  inform  them.  Certainly,  we  are  to  do  this  with
gentleness and respect as Peter writes in 1 Peter 3:15-16, but
we are still responsible for sharing the truth in love. Jesus
warned that there would be false prophets, and that they would
be dangerous (see passages below). The danger is that people
might be deceived into trusting a gospel that is not capable
of  saving  them.  The  price  for  being  deceived  is  steep:
spending eternity separated from God.

Actually it is the Mormons who first charged that all of
traditional Christianity is apostate. The message that Joseph
Smith supposedly received from the divine figures in his first
vision is that all the denominations and teachers at that time



were  an  abomination  to  God.  Mormons  claim  that  they  are
restoring the true gospel that was lost a short time after
Christ. There is a long tradition within Christianity, going
back to the first generation after the birth of the church, to
defend itself against new gospels and new messiahs. Defending
biblical Christianity against the claims of Mormonism is the
responsibility of everyone who claims the Christ of the Bible
as their savior.

Although tolerance has come to mean that we are to hold all
ideas equal, that is not what the word means. To tolerate
someone you must first disagree with them, otherwise there
would be no need to be tolerant. A tolerant individual gives
someone he disagrees with an opportunity to make their case,
to convince them that their view is correct. After meeting
with Mormon bishops for over four years I feel that I have
been tolerant and will continue to do so in the future.

Sincerely,

Don Closson

False  Prophets  –  Matthew  7:15-23  “Watch  out  for  false
prophets. They come to you in sheep’s clothing, but inwardly
they  are  ferocious  wolves.  16  By  their  fruit  you  will
recognize them. Do people pick grapes from thornbushes, or
figs from thistles? 17 Likewise every good tree bears good
fruit, but a bad tree bears bad fruit. 18 A good tree cannot
bear bad fruit, and a bad tree cannot bear good fruit. 19
Every tree that does not bear good fruit is cut down and
thrown  into  the  fire.  20  Thus,  by  their  fruit  you  will
recognize them. 21 “Not everyone who says to me, ‘Lord, Lord,’
will enter the kingdom of heaven, but only he who does the
will of my Father who is in heaven. 22 Many will say to me on
that day, ‘Lord, Lord, did we not prophesy in your name, and
in your name drive out demons and perform many miracles?’ 23
Then I will tell them plainly, ‘I never knew you. Away from
me, you evildoers!’



False Christs – Matthew 24:5 For many will come in my name,
claiming, ‘I am the Christ,’ and will deceive many.

False Gospels – Galatians 1:8 But even if we or an angel from
heaven should preach a gospel other than the one we preached
to you, let him be eternally condemned!

False Gods – Exodus 20:3 “You shall have no other gods before
me.”
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Understanding  Our  Mormon
Neighbors  –  As  Evangelical
Christians
Mormon  missionaries  are  sounding  more  and  more  like
evangelical  Christians.  Has  something  changed  in  Mormon
theology? A group of evangelical theologians have opened a
dialogue with their Mormon counterparts and argue that the LDS
movement  is  indeed  changing.  Don  Closson  considers  these
changes in Mormon thinking and how it affects our dialogue
with our Mormon neighbors.

Mormon Neo-orthodoxy?
Have you noticed that Mormons are sounding more and more like
evangelical Christians? In the last few decades individuals
inside the Mormon Church, and many outside, have noticed a
shift in the content and presentation of the Mormon faith.
Certain aspects of Mormon theology, like the physical, limited
nature of God, are either downplayed or left unsaid. Other
aspects, like salvation by faith in the justifying work of
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Jesus  Christ,  are  highlighted.  Is  something  significant
happening within Mormonism? Although Mormon theology has been
somewhat fluid over the decades, some feel that a new band of
Mormon  scholars  are  indeed  moving  the  religion  in  a  new
direction  and  that  Christians  need  to  be  aware  of  these
changes if we are to have effective dialogue with our Mormon
neighbors.

Mormon sociologist Kendall White has been writing about this
change in Mormon thinking since the 1960’s. He writes that
traditional Mormon theology produced in the late nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries by B. H. Roberts, James Talmage,
and John Widtsoe, centered on an “optimistic humanism, finite
theism,  and  [an]  emphasis  on  human  merit  in  attaining
salvation.”{1} The new movement, called neo-orthodox Mormonism
by some, “stresses the omnipotence and sovereignty of God,
human sinfulness and inability to merit salvation, and the
necessity of salvation by grace.”{2} The primary theological
sources for neo-orthodox Mormons are the Bible and the Book of
Mormon. The later writings of Joseph Smith, including sections
of the Doctrine and Covenants, the Pearl of Great Price, and
the King Follett Discourse are seen as less helpful.

White argues that this theological trend is actually a return
to the earliest form of Mormon beliefs found in the 1830s.
It’s interesting to note that, while White admits that Mormon
neo-orthodoxy is a valid form of Mormonism, he’s not in favor
of  it.  On  the  other  hand,  Robert  Millet,  past  dean  of
Religious Education at Brigham Young University, argues that
the neo-orthodox movement is a positive trend and more in line
with the teachings found in the Book of Mormon.

In the book The New Mormon Challenge evangelical theologian
Carl  Mosser  writes  that  neo-orthodox  Mormons  “promote  an
understanding of the relationship between works and grace that
is  openly  modeled  after  noted  evangelical  pastor  John
MacArthur’s  expositions  of  ‘Lordship  salvation.'”{3}  Mosser
also argues that it is these neo-orthodox Mormon writers and



teachers who are influencing typical Mormons today rather than
those who support a more traditional Mormon theology.

The  result  is  a  new  Mormon  synthesis  that  may  cause  the
traditional  Christian  to  ask  himself,  Have  the  Mormons
returned to the historic orthodox Christian faith? In what
follows we will highlight some of this new Mormon theology in
order to help the reader decide how orthodox neo-orthodox
Mormonism really is.

Recent Events and Historical Patterns
It was a bit of a shock recently when I discovered that Ravi
Zacharias,  a  highly  respected  Christian  apologist,  had
addressed a mixed crowd of Mormons and evangelicals at the
Mormon Temple in Salt Lake City. Even more interesting is the
fact that after his hour long discussion on the exclusivity of
Christ, Zacharias received a standing ovation from the entire
crowd.  The  apologist  was  introduced  by  Dr.  Richard  Mouw,
president of Fuller Seminary. Dr. Mouw began his comments by
saying “Let me state it clearly, We evangelicals have sinned
against you . . .” He added that not every evangelical has
sinned against Mormons, but he feels that too often we are
guilty  of  misrepresenting  what  most  Mormons  believe  and
ignoring their pleas when they protest. He went on to argue
that traditional Christians and Mormons have enough in common
to profit from a dialogue. He explained that, “when my good
friend [and Brigham Young University professor] Bob Millet
says that his only plea when he gets to heaven is ‘the mercy
and merit of Jesus Christ,’ I want to respond by saying with
enthusiasm, ‘Let’s keep talking!'” Topped off with the music
of Michael Card, this was a unique event. It had been over 100
years since the last evangelical spoke in the Temple; Dwight
L. Moody preached there in 1871.

When  considering  the  traditionally  negative  view  that
evangelical Christians have of Mormons, this kind of event can



be difficult to evaluate. Also challenging are the results of
a recent George Barna survey that found 26% of those Mormons
that participated were classified as “born again” by their
responses.  How  can  this  be?  Are  all  these  Mormons  being
disingenuous regarding their true beliefs? Part of the answer
lies in the fact that at any given moment there are more first
generation converts within Mormonism than there are second
generation. Since Mormon evangelism is primarily aimed at the
Christian  population,  it  is  not  surprising  that  many  who
attend Mormon worship services have carried with them a more
traditional theology and are often there because of the youth
programs and the accepting community that often exists within
Mormon Wards.

But  another  part  of  the  explanation  is  a  movement  within
Mormon circles that began with the presidency of Ezra Taft
Benson. It has called Mormons back to their roots by focusing
more on the Bible and the Book of Mormon and away from the
later writings of Joseph Smith. The leaders of this movement
have  worked  hard  to  distance  themselves  from  the  more
speculative thoughts and writings of past LDS authorities.

Many evangelicals are hoping that the Mormon Church will go
through  something  similar  to  the  recent  changes  in  the
Reorganized Latter Day Saints Church. This group was an early
offshoot from the main LDS Church which never did accept many
of the later writings of Smith. In recent years, its numbers
have  declined  significantly  because  many  have  turned  back
towards a traditional evangelical theology.

The Mormon Neo-Orthodox Movement
Stephen Robinson is professor of ancient Scripture at Brigham
Young University. He and Craig Blomberg, professor of New
Testament at Denver Seminary, co-wrote the book “How Wide the
Divide”  which  explores  both  the  similarities  and  distance
between evangelical and Mormon theology regarding revelation,



the nature of God, the person of Christ, and what one must do
to be saved. Robinson passionately implores evangelicals to
not give into a caricature of Mormon theology, one that few
Mormons actually believe. He argues that there are legitimate
reasons for misunderstanding between Mormons and evangelicals.
They both use identical theological terms in different ways;
in  fact  the  LDS  Church  as  a  whole  lacks  a  sophisticated
theological language. Also, Mormonism’s lack of professional
clergy, creeds, catechisms, or theologians in the strict sense
often contributes to the confusion.

In his book with Blomberg, Robinson complains that Mormons are
chastised because they take the Bible too literally, actually
believing  everything  in  it  that  is  written  about  God.  He
accuses evangelicals of accepting second and third century
explanations of biblical truth that are dependent upon Greek
philosophical thought rather than on what the Bible actually
says. Both Blomberg and Robinson agree that the two sides hold
to a very different description of God and humanity. But they
also conclude that many of our differences are found in areas
where the Bible is silent and where the Mormon canon has
claimed to fill in the void with new revelation.

However, Robinson’s greatest concern is that evangelicals take
him and other Mormons seriously when they claim to believe
certain things to be true. For instance, Robinson believes
that “through the atonement of Christ, fallen humanity may be
saved by accepting and obeying the gospel of Jesus Christ.”{4}
He also argues that Mormons believe in the God of the Bible,
“the Eternal Father, and in God’s Son, Jesus Christ, and in
the Holy Ghost.”{5} He adds that they accept the biblical
description of God as three and also one, but not the post-New
Testament attempts to explain how this can be reconciled.

It would be more than impolite to accuse Dr. Robinson of being
less  that  genuine  when  he  personally  claims  to  believe
something. However, he admits that there is much theological
speculation within Mormon circles and that it can be difficult



to discover exactly what represents official Mormon doctrine.

Let’s  consider  some  specific  examples  of  Dr.  Robinson’s
beliefs  and  compare  them  to  both  traditional  Mormon  and
Christian theology.

Robinson describes God as omniscient, omnipresent, infinite,
eternal, and unchangeable. However, he also believes that God
and man are of the same nature or species, and that God has a
body of flesh and blood. He denies that this constitutes a
finite theism, a charge often attributed to Mormons. Robinson
also states that salvation is only acquired through grace by
faith in Jesus Christ. He argues at length that Mormons do not
believe that one can be justified by works in the eyes of a
righteous  and  Holy  God,  but  instead  that  works  follow
justification and conversion. He attributes evangelical claims
that  Mormons  believe  otherwise  to  confusion  about  Mormon
terminology and a deficient desire to really understand what
Mormons teach.

How do these theological positions compare with traditional
Mormon  thought?  Is  this  a  new  or  neo-orthodox  Mormonism?
Mormonism has always held that God has attained his position
via a path of eternal progression, and comments to that effect
by  past  Mormon  leaders  seem  to  conflict  with  Robinson’s
statements. For instance, when Mormon Apostle Orson Hyde said
that God was once a child who rose step by step to be where he
is today, it appears to contradict the idea of an unchangeable
deity.  Apostle  John  Widtsoe  states  the  issue  even  more
plainly. He says that God “must now be engaged in progressive
development and infinite as God is, he must have been less
powerful in the past than he is today.”{6}

Robinson  argues  that  there  was  once  a  time,  before  the
beginning of our creation, that God was human. But he adds
that any speculation about the events of that time is done so
without support from the Bible or LDS literature. Robinson is
different from earlier Mormons in being unwilling to speculate



on how, or even when God rose from a finite human to an
infinite God, but he still believes that it happened.

Robinson’s beliefs about God are dramatically different from
traditional Christian, and I believe biblical, teachings. The
Mormon god is contingent or dependent on matter rather than
its creator. He is finite in the sense that there was a time
when he was not God, no matter how long ago that might have
been.  He  is  obviously  not  the  First  Cause  or  only  self-
existent being. Even though Robinson refuses to speculate on
the  origin  of  God,  Mormon  views  imply  that  God  is  the
offspring of other Gods, leading to polytheism which the Bible
calls idolatry. As God said through Isaiah long ago, “I am the
LORD,  and  there  is  no  other;  apart  from  me  there  is  no
God.”{7}

Are Mormons Christian?
Above we introduced ideas about salvation from the Mormon
scholar Dr. Stephen Robinson, professor of Ancient Scriptures
at Brigham Young University. He states that individuals are
saved by accepting the gift God has provided in his perfect
Son, Jesus Christ. Robinson believes that “If humans accept
this gift and enter the gospel covenant by making Christ their
Lord, they are justified of their sins, not by their own works
and merits, but by the perfect righteousness of Jesus Christ
accepted on their behalf.”{8} He admits that the LDS Church is
thoroughly  Arminian,  rejecting  the  Calvinist  doctrine  of
eternal security, but that this shouldn’t remove them from the
sphere of biblical Christianity.

While not doubting that Dr. Robinson believes all this to be
true, it is difficult to interpret Mormon doctrine in light of
past statements by Mormon leaders and in Mormon writings. For
instance, how do we interpret the Book of Mormon when it
states “for we know that it is by grace we are saved, after
all we can do”?{9} Or when Joseph Smith writes “We believe



that  through  the  Atonement  of  Christ,  all  mankind  may  be
saved,  by  obedience  to  the  laws  and  ordinances  of  the
Gospel”?{10} Even more disconcerting are statements made by
Bruce  McConkie,  a  popular  Mormon  writer.  He  writes  that,
“Repentance is a gift from God conferred upon those who earn
the right to receive it. It comes by obedience to law.” And
again, he writes, it is a gift “reserved for those who abide
the  law  that  entitles  them  to  receive  it.”{11}  These
statements point to an earned salvation based upon individuals
fulfilling legalistic obligations, the kind of religion that
Paul condemns in the book of Galatians.

Mormon teaching tools, such as the booklet Gospel Principles,
also make statements that appear to contradict a gospel of
grace.  In  a  chapter  titled  “Freedom  to  Choose”  the  book
states, “We began to make choices as spirit children in our
Heavenly Father’s presence. Our choices there made us worthy
to come to earth. Our heavenly Father wants us to grow in
faith, power, knowledge, wisdom, and all other good things. If
we keep his commandments and make right choices, we will learn
and understand. We will become like him.”{12} Not only does
this teach that salvation depends on works during this life,
but also on works performed during a pre-existence as spirit
beings.

In spite of the recent changes in Mormon theology, a person
who holds to the full spectrum of Mormon teachings has a view
of God, salvation, and particularly the relationship between
mankind and its creator, that is radically different from what
traditional Christians believe and what we think the Bible
teaches. This is not a reason to stop talking with Mormons; in
fact, it is why we need to continue to express the reasons for
the hope that we have in Christ.
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