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(WHAT You HAVE NOT BEEN TOLD)
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President Joseph Fielding Smith (President of the LDS Church in the early 1970's) stated:

"Mormonism must stand or fall on the story of Joseph Smith. He was either a Prophet of God, divinely
called, properly appointed and commissioned or he was one of the biggest frauds this world has ever
seen. Thereisno middle ground. If Joseph was a deceiver, who willfully attenpted to mislead people,
then he should be exposed, his claims should be refuted, and his doctrines shown to be false...”
(Doctrines of Salvation, vol. 1 pp.188-189.)

When one reads the above statement, an investigation-through a study of the pertinent documentation -
iscalled for. Historically, the Mormon story is ayoung one and for that reason alone isrelatively easy
to investigate.

So let'sbegin in theyear 1820.

Joseph Smith claimed he had avisit from God the Father and His Son Jesus Christ in 1820. He
said that they told him that all churches were wrong and were an abomination to God and that he
should not join any of them. He said that when he told his community about God's visit, that it
initiated his fierce persecution. Later he said that he received visits from the angel Moroni who,
Joseph Smith said was aresurrected being who had died close to Smith'sareain New Y ork state
about 1400 years earlier. Moroni, Joseph Smith asserted, had buried in New Y ork in the Hill
Cumorah arecord of his people who had lived on the American continent from about 600 B.C. to
about 421 A.D. That record, Joseph Smith wastold, would be given to him to translate. Then a
few years|ater, Joseph Smith said that he received the record written on gold plates, in "reformed
Egyptian” language that no one but he could understand. He was also told not to show these gold
plates to anyone, but that sometime later afew selected people would be given the privilege to
view them. He said that he then translated the plates and published the material asthe "Book of
Mormon" and gave the gold plates back to the angel Moroni.

The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints claims that the name of the Church was given to
Joseph Smith by revelation. However, when Smith first organized the Church in 1830 it was
called the "Church of Christ." Four years later the name was changed to the " Church of
Latter-day Saints." In 1838, it was changed again, thistimeto the "Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-day Saints," asit is known today.

Joseph Smith claimed that he received many revelations from God and he began to introduce
many new doctrines to his new Church; one of the doctrines was polygamy, a practice that Smith
denied publicly but practiced secretly. That doctrine was the obvious downfall of Joseph Smith,
and hewaskilled in 1844 as aresult of the polygamy controversy.

Now let's go back and look at this above information alittle closer and in detail.

Joseph Smith claimed that after he had seen avision of God the Father and Jesus Christ,

hetold it first to aMethodist preacher and that it started the entire community, "all men of high
standing" and "the great ones of the most popular sects, " to persecute him bitterly— he being

only aboy of 14! One would think that kind of commotion would have caused someone

somewhere to write about it. One would think that at |east the Palmyra newspaper would have
written something, Since Joseph claimed that “all men” were united to bring a“ bitter and reviling
persecution” against him. Not many important events took place in that little town—even
unimportant gossip was printed—one searches in vain from 1820 on to find an account about ayoung



boy's vision or persecution.

A search failsto find a story regarding the revival excitement that Smith later claimed wasthe
reason why he went to the grove to seek God in prayer, and received this fantastic vision. Joseph
Smith said that he was told twicein this vision not to join any of the religions (see Pearl| of Great
Price 2:5-26), but it isinteresting to note that in 1823 Joseph's mother, sister and two brothers
joined the Presbyterian Church, and later Joseph himself sought membership in the Methodist
Church, where his wife was a member. Records show that Joseph was expelled in 1828, because
of his belief in magic and also because of his "money-digging activities."

Joseph's newly organized church started to publish its history, as eventstook place. In the
publication called the "Messenger and Advocate." Oliver Cowdery was the main writer, and

its accuracy was checked by Joseph Smith himself. In this publication Joseph tells how, after his
brother Alvin's death, and after his mother, sister and two brothers had joined the Presbyterian
Church, he started to seek religion and pray "if some Supreme Being existed" (vol. 1 p. 79). IF
HE HAD HAD A VISION OF GOD THE FATHER AND HIS SON, JESUS CHRIST IN

1820, HE MOST CERTAINLY WOULD HAVE KNOWN BY 1823 OR 1824 THAT A
SUPREME BEING EXISTED. By reading diaries, records, newspapers, etc., one seeksin vain
to find any mention of this so-called "First Vision" story until 1842 when it was published in "Times
and Seasons" 22 years after this vision supposedly took place. It becomes quit obvious that
thisreport was an afterthought, since The Vision” story talks about two separate gods, and the
Book of Mormon says that hereis only one God; and that Jesus, God the Father and the Holy
Ghost are this one God. (Examples: Alma 11:26-33; 18:26-28; Mosiah 15:1, 2, 5, etc.)

The Book of Commandments (now called Doctrine and Covenants) was published in 1835, and it
included lectures given in the School of the Prophets. Lecture 5 says God is a Spirit and the Son only
has the body of flesh and bones. (The lectures were later removed from the D& C but are

available as a separate small book.) Thereis now an added footnote to lecture 5 which says

that Joseph received further light and knowledge in 1843, and then knew that God the Father

also had abody of flesh and bones. That statement alone tells that there was no vision of the

Father and Son in 1820. Had there been one, Joseph would not have needed this "further light and
knowledge" about the Father having a body of flesh and bones.

It was not until 1844 that Joseph started to preach about a god who was once a man and progressed
into godhood, and how men can aso become gods. (See Teachings of the Prophet Joseph Smith pp.
345-347). Thus, there is absolutely no evidence for the First Vision asit appearsin the Pear| of Great
Price, or that The Vision was known to Mormons or non-Mormons prior to 1842 or thereabouts. It
was not until the 1880's that this story was accepted by the Church. Prior to that time, we were only
able to read denials about it. For example, in Journal of Discourses, 2: 171, Brigham Young
preached a sermon in 1855 which he said:

"LORD DID NOT COME...TO JOSEPH SMITH, BUT SENT HIS ANGEL...TO INFORM
HIM THAT HE SHOULD NOT JOIN ANY RELIGIOUS SECT OF THE DAY, FOR THEY
WERE ALL WRONG..."

John Taylor later said the same thing, (see J.of D. 20:167) on March 2, 1879.

Heber C.Kimball in J.of D., 6: 29, said:

"DO YOU SUPPOSE THAT GOD IN PERSON CALLED UPON JOSEPH SMITH OUR
PROPHET? GOD CALLED UPON HIM, BUT DID NOT COME HIMSELF..."

George A. Smith told the same story in the Journal of Discourses, 12: 333-334.

Onewouldn't really haveto dig deeper than that to find out that the claims of the LDS Church today
regarding Joseph Smith's so-called First Vision are not true, according to documentary evidence

of the time, and Joseph Smith - and these facts—should be exposed, just as Joseph Feilding Smith
said they should.

Early Mormon apostle Orson Pratt made a statement concerning the Book of Mormon:



"This book (The Book of Mormon) must be either true of false. If true, it is one of the most
important messages ever sent from God... If false, it is one of the most cunning, wicked,
bold, deep-laid impositions ever palmed upon the world, calculated to deceive and ruin
millions... The nature of the message in the Book of Mormon is such that, if true, no one
can possibly be saved and reject it; if false, no one can possibly be saved and receiveit... if,
after arigid examination, it be found imposition, it should be extensively published to the
world as such; the evidences and arguments on which the imposture was detected, should
be clearly and logically stated, that those who have been sincerely yet unfortunately
deceived, may perceive the nature of deception, and to be reclaimed, and that those who
continue to publish the delusion may be exposed and silenced... by strong and powerful
arguments - by evidences adduced from scripture and reason..." (Orson Pratt's Works,
"Divine Authenticity of the Book of Mormon": Liverpool, 1851, pp. 1, 2.)

We hope to show clearly and logically, even though very briefly in this paper, that the Book of
Mormon is not adivinely inspired record, but a 19th century product. Joseph Smith claimed that
after he translated the gold plates, he returned them to an angel - so thereis no way to inspect
them or check the accuracy of the tranglation.

Mormons often refer to the witnesses of the Book of Mormon. Most of these men left the Church, but
claims are also made that even though they did, they never denied that they had seen an angel who
showed them "the plates of the Book of Mormon." However, in the Journal of Discourses, (7:164 ),
Brigham Y oung stated that:

...witnesses of the Book of Mormon who handled the plates and conversed with the angels
of God were afterwards |eft to doubt and to disbelieve that they had ever seen an angel.

Joseph Smith himself called these men wicked and liars, and by many other demeaning names. In
the Journal of Discourses, 7: 114-115, George A. Smith lists those who have |eft the

Church and mentions specifically, among others, "the witnesses of the Book of M ormon." Martin
Harrislater claimed that he had a better testimony of the " Shakers Book" than he ever had of the
Book of Mormon. Reading about these witnesses, oneis drawn to the conclusion that they were
unstable men and easily convinced; for example, Martin Harris changed his religion at least eight
times. Some of the others started their own religions later.

Let'snow look at the Book of Mormon itself.

The Book of Mormon presents problems that cannot be explained away regarding the following
topics.

Language: 1 Ne. 1:2, etc., states that Hebrews who left Jerusalem and came to the Americas spoke
Egyptian. It isaknown fact that Hebrews spoke Hebrew, and their records were kept in Hebrew.
Egyptians were their enemies. It isabsurd to think that Hebrews would have written their sacred
history in Egyptian as to think that American History would have been written in Russian. In Mormon
9:32, 34, it is state that the language was "reformed Egyptian” and that no other people knew their
language. Thereis no known language called “reformed Egyptian.”

Desert Fruit: 1 Ne. 17:5 talks about ample fruit and wild honey being products of Sinai desert
(called Bountiful). Not possible!

Desert Timber: 1 Ne. 18:1 talks about ample timber that these Jews used to build a ship.
Thereis not ample timber in that area. It was adesert. It still is a desert.

Laman River: 1 Ne. 2:6-9 mentions ariver named Laman that flows into the Red Sea. Thereis no
river there and has not been since the Pleistocene era.

Botanical Problems are many in the Book of Mormon. Wheat, barley, olives, etc., are mentioned,
but none of these were in the Americas at that time.

Animals: North America had no cows, asses, horses, oxen, etc. Europeans brought them hundreds



and hundreds of years later. North America had no lions, leopards, nor sheep at that time. Honey
bees were brought here by Europeans much later. Ether 9:18, 19, lists domestic cattle, cows, and oxen
as separate species! They did not even exist in the Americas at that time.

The Book of Mormon also mentions swine as being useful to man. Maybe, but Jews would not think
of swine as being useful or good; swine were forbidden, unclean animals to them.

Horses, asses, and elephants were not in the Americas either.

And what on earth are "cureloms" and "cumoms"? No such animals have ever been identified
anywhere. Domestic animals that are thought to be "useful” would hardly become extinct.

Ether 9:30-34 talks about poisonous snakes driving sheepto the south. The Book of
Mormon states that the peopl e ate the snake-killed animals, all of them! (v. 34). Hebrews
would not have eaten animals that were killed that way.

Chickens and dogs did not exist here at that time either.

Butter is also mentioned, but it could not possibly exist, since no milk-producing animals were found
inthe Americas at that time.

Clothing Material: No silk and wool clothing (nor moths) existed at that time either, contrary to
1 Ne. 13:7; Alma 4:6; Ether 9:17 and 10:24.

Beheaded Shiz: Ether 15:30-31 saysthat after Shiz was beheaded, he raised up and struggled for
breath!

Miscalculations: In Ether, chapter 6, we learn that furious winds propelled the barges to the promised
land for 344 days! Even if the winds were not "furious" but, for example, blew only 10 miles per hour,
the distance traveled in 344 days would have been 82,560 miles, or more than three times around the
world. Absurdity, to say the least!

And why would the Lord instruct Jared to make a hole on top and bottom of each barge?
(Ether 2:20).

Population: When Lehi left Jerusalem, according to the Book of Mormon, his group consisted of
fewer than 20 people. Yet 19 years later the people had so prospered and multiplied in the Promised
Land that they built atemple of which the "manner of construction was like unto the temple of
Solomon: and the workmanship thereof was exceeding fine" (2. Ne. 5:16).

Looking at what the Bible says about the construction of Solomon's temple, we find that it took 30,000
Israelites, 150,000 hewers of stone and carriers, 3,300 supervisors (I Kings 5:13-16) and about seven
yearstobuild it (Seeaso | Kings 6).

And how many people could Lehi have had in his group after 19 years?

The book further tellsthat in less than 30 years after arriving on this continent, they had
multiplied so rapidly that they even divided into two nations. Even the most rapid human
reproduction could only have resulted in afew dozen in that brief time, and most of them still
would beinfants and children and about one-third older people.

Not only did they divide into two nations, but throughout the book, about every few years,
they had devastating wars that killed thousands (i.e., Alma 28:2).

Skin Color: Beginning after the first 19 years or so, Laman and Lemuel and their descendants and
followers (1) turned dark skinned because of their disobedience (2 Ne. 5:21). According to the Book of
Mormon, dark skin color was a curse from God! This change of skin color takes place throughout the
book. In 2 Ne. 30:6 we read that if Lamanites accepted the true gospel, they became "white and
delightsome” (and since the 1981 printing of the Book of Mormon, they became “pure and
delightsome.)



But if they left thistrue gospel, they became "dark and |oathsome.” People's skin color does not
changeif they believe or do not believe! Nor isthe skin color a curse!

The Book of Mormon teaches that Indians originated from these Jewish settlers. Indians are distinctly
Mongoloid. They have the "Mongoloid" blue spot, specific blood traits, and their facial features are of
typical Asian origin, not Semitic at all. Current DNA evidence has confirmed this as well.

Questionable M aterialsfor This Time Period

In Ether 7:8-9, we read of steel and breakable windows (2:23) in Abraham'stime! Try to explain that
to an archaeologist. Steel was not even developed until about 1400 years later.

At the end of the Book of Mormon, Moroni tells about a great battle that took place on the Hill
Cumorah. Over 200,000 people, armed to their teeth, were killed on that hill. The story tells about
their

weapons, breastplates, helmets, swords etc. Nothing has ever been found on that hill or anywhere
elseinthis continent. As amatter of fact, metal, helmets, swords, etc., do not disappear in amere
1400 years.

Before the LDS Church purchased the Hill Cumorah, it was literally dug full of holes

and even caves, but nothing was ever found. (Joseph Smith told about a cave inside Hill

Cumorah and how they — he and Oliver — went in and out of it. Supposedly it had wagon loads of
gold plates, Laban sword, etc.)

When people dig even for wormsin the Holy Land, they make discoveries. In contrast to the Book
of Mormon, cities, places, coins, clothing, swords, etc. mentioned in the Bible have been found by
archaeologists, but not one single place mentioned in the Book of Mormon has ever been identified.

There are still peoplein the LDS Church who believe that archaeology has proved, at

least to adegree, the Book of Mormon. Some missionaries are still using slide presentations of
ruins from Mexico and South America, implying that they prove the Book of Mormon, but they
are from an entirely different time period and are ruins of idol worshipers who offered human
sacrifices.

In the mid 1970's, President Spencer W. Kimball made a statement that should have stopped

these "faith promoting rumors." The Church News published the statement, which said that people
should stop looking for archaeological evidences for the Book of Mormon, for thereis none. Perhaps
he finally realized that it was too embarrassing to insist on Book of Mormon archaeology since
professorsin the Church's own University had started to deny publicly that there wasany truth to it.

LDS Professor Dee Green, in Dialogue, summer of 1969, pp. 74-78, wrote:

The first myth we need to eliminate isthat Book of Mormon archaeology exists. Titles of books full
of archaeological half-truths, dilettante on peripheries of American archaeol ogy calling themselves
Book of Mormon archaeologists regardless of their education, and a Department of Archaeology at
BY U devoted to the production of Book of Mormon archaeol ogists do not insure that Book of
Mormon archaeology really exists... no Book of Mormon location is known... Biblical archaeology
can be studied, because we know where Jerusalem and Jericho were and are, but we do not know
where Zarahemla and Bountiful (nor any location for that matter) were or are....

Many Mormon scholars have faced the truth and fully agree with Professor Green, but sadly enough,
this "myth of the Book of Mormon archaeology” still surfaces from the general membership, who are
not updated on these issues. Thomas S. Ferguson was a firm believer and he was sure that archaeol ogy
would prove the Book of Mormon. He was an attorney and believed that he knew how to weigh the
evidence, once it was found, and alot of "evidence" was found; but unfortunately for the LDS Church,
the evidence did not have any connection to the Book of Mormon. Ferguson spent hundreds of
thousands of dollars and 25 years of hislife, asahead of "The New World Archaeological
Foundation," funded by the Church. But in spite of all the efforts, by 1970, he had come to the
conclusion that all had been in vain, that Joseph Smith was not a prophet, and that Mormonism was
not true.



He was a man who had devoted his entire life, even before starting this foundation, to Mormonism.

He had written a book called One Fold and One Shepherd in defense of Mormonism, but later he had
to admit that the case against Joseph Smith was absolutely devastating and could not be explained
away. The Book of Abraham was perhaps the final straw for him, as well as for many others who were
more aware of the problemsin Mormonism.

Another example is B. H. Roberts, noted scholar and a General Authority in the Mormon Church,
whose secret manuscript has only fairly recently been published, and who had cometo

guestion the Book of Mormon quite some time before Ferguson did. B. H. Roberts's typewritten
manuscript of more than 400 pages, titled Book of Mormon Difficulties was written sometime between
1922-1933. In this manuscript he admitted that the Book of Mormon isin conflict with what is now
known from twentieth century archaeological investigation about the early inhabitants of America.
After going into alengthy explanation of impossibilitiesin the Book of Mormon, he also saysthat he
has come to discover things he didn't know earlier in hislife; for instance, that Joseph Smith did have
access to anumber of books that could have assisted him and given him ideas for the Book of
Mormon.

Roberts tells how Joseph's mother wrote in her book, History of Joseph Smith, that long before
Joseph had received the gold plates, he gave,

...most amusing recitals... He would describe the ancient inhabitants of this continent, their

dress, their mode of traveling, and the animals upon which they rode; their cities, their buildings,
with every particular; their mode of warfare, and also their religious worship. This he would do with
as much ease, seemingly, asif he had spent hiswhole life among them."

( B. H. Roberts, Studies of the Book of Mormon, p. 243.)

Roberts then goes on to say that Joseph could have gotten his information from "knowledge" that
existed in the community, because of books like Ethan Smith'sView of the Hebrews published nearby
in 1823, and Josiah Priest's The Wonders of Nature and Providence, published only 20 miles away one
year later. The latter had lots to say about the Hebrew origin of American Indians and their advanced
culture and civilization. Roberts then asks,

...Whence comes the young prophet's ability to give these descriptions “with as much ease
asif he had spent hiswholelife” with these ancient inhabitants of America? Not from the
Book of Mormon, which is asyet, a sealed book to him.... These evening recitals could come
from no other source than the vivid, constructive imagination of Joseph Smith, a

remarkable power which attended him through all hislife. It was as strong and varied as
Shakespeare's and no more to be accounted for than the English Bard's." ( B. H. Roberts,
Sudies of the Book of Mormon, p.244)

Prior to this, B. H. Roberts was known as a great defender of Mormonism, and heis still
considered one of the greatest scholars the LDS Church has ever had. He wrote the six volume
Comprehensive History of the Church, and many other works as well. The aforementioned
manuscript, Book of Mormon Difficulties, a Sudy is now available in bookstores under the title of
Sudies of the book of Mormon.

There would be much, much more to say as to why the Book of Mormon is not an ancient record but
an obvious production of avery intelligent and creative person, Joseph Smith, who used a number of
books, including the Bible, to create it. None of the important Mormon doctrines of today arein the
Book of Mormon. Y et the Church claims that this book" contains the fullness of the everlasting
Gospel." (According to the General Authorities of the Church, "fullness of the Gospel” means that all
doctrines leading to salvation in the celestial kingdom are in that book, and one wouldn't need any
other book to find information for salvation.)

The Book of Mormon teachesagainst today's Mormon doctrine; for example:
Polygamy: Jacob 1:15, 2:22-27; 3:5; Mosiah 11:2; Ether 10:5; (polygamy is not practiced by the

mainstream Church today, but it remains asa doctrine of the Church; see D& C 132.)

Eternal progression: (God could not have progressed from man to God): Alma41:8, 3 Ne. 24:6;



Mormon 9:9, 10, 19; Moroni 8:18, 23.

Secret combinations or oaths (in temples): Mormon 8:27; 2 Ne. 9:9; 2 Ne. 26:22; Alma 34:36;
37:23, 31.

God created the heaven and the earth by Hisword: Mormon 9:17; Jacob 4:9.
That thereisonly one God: Mosiah 7:27; 13:34; 15:1-5; 16:15; Alma 11:26-33, 38, 39, 44;
No work for the dead: Alma 37:32-33.

Doctrines like temple or eternal marriage, priesthoods, etc. are not in the Book of Mormon, and aswe
have already mentioned, one can see that this book speaks against polygamy, work for the dead, oaths
(temple), men becoming gods, or that there is more than one God, etc.

It becomes quite obvious to an investigator of Mormonism that after 1842 or so Joseph Smith changed
his mind about who God is . He contradicted the Book of Mormon with the Doctrine and Covenants,
i.e.. Alma34:36: "And this| know, because the Lord hath said he dwelleth not in unholy temples, but
in the hearts of righteous doth he dwell..." And D& C 130:3: "...the idea that the Father and the Son
dwell in aman's heart is an old sectarian notion, and isfalse..." And the Book of Mormon says, in
Jacob 4:9, "For behold, by the power of hisword man came upon the face of the earth, which earth
was created by the power of hisword. Wherefore, if God being able to speak and the world was, and
to speak and man was created ..." And Teachings of the prophet Joseph Smith, p. 350, "...men who are
preaching salvation, say that God created the heavens and earth out of nothing? The reason is, that
they are unlearned in the things of God.... God never had the power to create the spirit of man at all.”
He had started to teach that his god had once been a mere mortal man, etc.

The Book of Abraham

In November, 1967, when discovered Egyptian Papyri was given back by the Metropolitan
Museum to the Mormon Church, this generated a great amount of excitement in the hearts of
Mormons. Finally there was something concrete that an "angel didn't take away," that could once
and for all prove to the doubting world that Joseph Smith really was a prophet of God and had a
God-given gift or ability to translate. We read from the Pear| of Great Price the following
introduction to the Book of Abraham.

"TRANSLATED FROM THE PAPYRUSBY JOSEPH SMITH. A TRANSLATION
OF SOME ANCIENT RECORDS, THAT HAVE FALLEN INTO OUR HANDS
FROM THE CATACOMBS OF EGYPT - THE WRITINGS OF ABRAHAM
WHILE HE WASIN EGYPT, CALLED THE BOOK OF ABRAHAM, WRITTEN
BY HIS OWN HAND, UPON PAPYRUS"

This papyri was written in the Egyptian language and this would prove that if Joseph Smith's
translation of papyri was correct, it would be possible that he could have translated the Book of
Mormon from "reformed Egyptian." But problems began to surface very soon after the First
Presidency had given the papyri to LDS Professor Hugh Nibley of BY U to translate them or to find a
translator capable of doing so. (By the way, why not the current prophet of the Church? Shouldn't he
have done it?)

Now, if this papyri was written by Abraham "by his own hand,” as Joseph Smith had said, it should be
at least 4000 years old. After this papyri was evaluated, even Professor Nibley had to agree that it was
aproduction of not older than A.D. thefirst century. Thus, Abraham couldn't have written it. That was
thefirst blow. The second blow came after they were given to several qualified Egyptologists; they
were clearly shown to not to be what Joseph Smith had said the Book of Abraham was. Expectations
of the Church members' had been high. Dr. Sidney B. Sperry, one of the most noted scholars, had said:

"Thelittle volume of Scripture known as the Book of Abraham will someday be recognized
as one of the most remarkable documentsin existence. It is evident that writings of

Abraham while he was in Egypt, of which our printed Book of Abraham is a copy, must of
necessity be older than original text of Genesis..." (Dr. Sidney B. Sperry, " Ancient Records



Testify in Papyrus and Stone" 1938, page 83, quoted from Mormonism: Shadow or Reality, p. 294)

Now that the papyri had been located and proven by the leaders of the Church and its scholars to
be the very one Joseph Smith had translated, the question was: Do they read the same as what
Joseph Smith'stranslation said? Very quickly they were discovered to be nothing more than pagan
burial records called the "Book of Breathings," a short portion of the Book of the Dead.
Egyptologist, James Henry Breasted, explains that “...the Book of the Dead is chiefly a book of
magical

charms... it was written by avery superstitious people and is quite different from the religion taught
inthe Bible.” . (From his book, Development of Religion and Thought in Ancient Egypt, New Y ork,
1969, p. 308, as quoted from Changing World of Mormonism, Jerald and Sandra Tanner, p. 345.)
Many Mormon writers have admitted that thisis the case.

There have been alot of things written and suggestions made trying to justify the fact that not one
mention of Abraham, not his name, not hisfaith, nothing at all are on the document, claimed to have
been written by his[Abraham’s] own hand, upon papyrus.” (Pear| of Great Price, The Book of
Abraham)

LDS doctrine on blacks and the priesthood is (was) based on this Book of Abraham. The Utah
Mormon Church has not removed this book from their scriptures, but it isinteresting to note that the
RLDS Church which is directed by the direct descendants of Josgoh Smith made this statement in
"The New York Times' of May 3, 1970, "...it may be helpful to suggest that the Book of Abraham
represents simply the product of Joseph Smith'simagination..." The RLDS Church removed the book
from among

their scriptures. The only thing that the Utah Mormon Church did was allow blacks (1978) to

have the priesthood. But al in all, thinking people started to see that a huge shadow was now cast
also on the Book of Mormon. Mormon writer, Klaus Hansen, made some remarksin "Dialogue A
Journal of Mormon Thought," summer 1970, p. 110:

...To aprofessional historian, for example, the recent translation of the Joseph Smith

papyri may well present the potentially most damaging case against Mormonism since its
foundation. Y et the 'Powers That Be' at the Church Historian's Office should take comfort

in the fact that almost total lack of response to thistranslation is an uncanny proof of

Frank Kermode's observation that even the most devastating acts of disconfirmation will
have no effect whatever on true believers. Perhaps an even moretelling response is that of
the'liberals,’ or cultural Mormons. After the Joseph Smith's papyri affair, one might have

well expected a mass exodus of these people from the Church. Y et none has occurred.

Why? Because cultural M ormons, of course, do not believein the historical authenticity of
Mormon scripturesin thefirst place. So thereisnothing to disconfirm. (Emphasis added)

Polygamy

Polygamy, as we have mentioned at the beginning, was the issue that led to the killing of Joseph
Smith. Investigation of the records shows that Joseph Smith practiced polygamy from the early 1830's
on. William Clayton was Joseph Smith's personal secretary and scribe until his death.

William Clayton's diary has been a source for many revelations published in the Doctrine and
Covenants. Thisdiary tells also how the "revelation" on polygamy originated. Stated briefly,it came
about as aresult of adiscussion between Joseph, his brother Hyrum, and William Clayton, who wrote
it down. Emma, Joseph's wife, had been suspecting Joseph of having affairs with other women, i.e.,
Fanny Alger about 1831 and from then on. Family life was not very happy and calm. Joseph was
relating thisto his brother Hyrum and William Clayton. Hyrum suggested that Joseph would write a
"revelation” where God gives instructions for Joseph to have other wives. Joseph doubted Emma
would believe that. However, William Clayton wrote it down and Hyrum took it to Emma. Emma of
course did not believeit. Later on, Joseph somehow convinced her to accept it, which she did for a
short time, but after his death, Emmawent into atotal denial of polygamy asif it had never happened.
Many thought that her reasons were to protect her children and their memory of their father.

Utah LDS Church's historian, Andrew Jensen, in 1887, taking from the enormous files of then secret
manuscript material in the Salt Lake City Church Library, compiled the first list of 27 wives of Joseph
Smith. Genealogical Archives were used to add another 21. Nauvoo Temple records were the main



source.

Fanny Alger was hisfirst plural wife, married to Joseph in 1834. If one looks at the D& C from 1890,
it says that revelation wasgiven July 12, 1843. History of the Church, 5: 500-501, also says that it
was given that day, but now D& C section 132 saysthat it wasrecorded July 12, 1843 —implying that
it could have been given at an earlier date.

Thiskind of atering of the records of the Church can be noticed quite often by comparing the earlier
printings with the more recent ones. Obvious attempts were thus made to save some integrity, since
Joseph Smith already had been a polygamist years before 1843. Therefore this alteration of the records
did not bolster hisimage since he and the Church leaders had denied polygamy publicly but practiced
it secretly. Inthefirst edition of the Doctrine and Covenants, printed in 1835, in Section 101:4 there
isdenial of polygamy, calling it a"crime of fornication...." Thisremained in the D& C until 1876,
when it was removed, and Section 132 added about God commanding the practice of polygamy.

Joseph Smith (and later Brigham Y oung, also) were even married to women who, at the time of
marriage, were still other men's wives. Historical Records of thesestrange marriages are available.
According to these records, 9 of thefirst 12 polygamous wives of Joseph Smith were at the same time
married also to other men. A few examples might properly be presented here:

Prescinda Huntington Buell, wife of Norman Buell, |ater also awife of Heber C. Kimball. She
married Norman Buell in 1827 and they had two children. Joseph married her in the fall of 1838 and
had a child by her. She continued to be married to Buell also.

Nancy Marinda Johnson Hyde, wife of Orson Hyde, was also one of Joseph'swives. That caused
Orson Hyde to leave the Church for awhile, but he came back later. Genealogical Archivesin Salt
Lake City show that Nancy Hyde was later sealed to Joseph Smith on July 30, 1857, years after
Joseph Smith's death.

Zina Diantha Huntington Jacobs, later wife of Brigham Y oung, was married to Henry Jacobs on
March 7, 1841, and seven and one-half months later to Joseph Smith on October 27, 1841. Zina
never divorced her husband Henry Jacobs, but after Joseph's death, Brigham publicly told Jacobs,
"The woman you claim for awife does not belong to you. Sheisaspiritual wife of brother Joseph,
sealed to him. | am hisproxy, and she, in his behalf, with her children, are my property. You can go
where you please and get another...." (Rocky Mountain Saints by T.B.H. Stenhouse pp.185-186.)
Jacobs obviously accepted Brigham's decision, for he stood as witness when, in the Nauvoo Temple,
in January 1846, Zinawas sealed to Brigham Y oung for time, and Joseph Smith for eternity.

Mary Elizabeth Rollins Lightner, wife of Adam Lightner, claimed later that Joseph had told her that
an angel came to him with drawn sword and commanded him, in 1834 to take her as hiswife. She was
then only 17. In her diary she wrote that she was sealed and married to Joseph in the Masonic Hall in
Nauvoo and sealed again in the Nauvoo Temple by Heber C. Kimball. She later came to Salt

Lake City and remained in the Church even though her husband never joined the Church.

Andrew Jensen, did this research in 1887 on polygamy to prove that Joseph Smith did practice
polygamy, since the RLDS Church was denying that he ever did.

When in 1838 Oliver Cowdery had accused Joseph of these adulterous affairs, Joseph had Oliver
excommunicated.

The controversy over polygamy was the underlying reason for the death of Joseph Smith and his
brother Hyrum. William Law's wife had confessed that she had an affair with Joseph. William Law
left the Church and started a publication called Nauvoo Expositor. Oneissue was published and the
second one was going to print when Joseph |earned that Law was going to print his wife's confession
in that issue. Joseph had the press destroyed and the building burned. That caused his arrest and
consequently his death, but he did not die as“amartyr,” asis claimed by the Church. John Taylor,
third president of the Church, who was in the prison with Joseph and Hyrum at the time, tellsthe
following in the Gospel Kingdom, p. 360:

" Joseph opened the door slightly, and snapped the pistol six successive times... afterwards

(I understood that two or three were wounded by these discharges, two of whom, | am informed,
died."



The same account is also in the History of the Church, 6:41 and pages 617-618.

It was too bad that Joseph Smith was thus killed, but he did not die like a martyr who went "as a
lamb to the slaughter” asis claimed by the LDS Church. He died in a gunfight and killed two
people before he was shot. Joseph responded as a Mason at the time of his death. John Taylor tells
also that Joseph went to the window and made the Masonic distress sign after his gun was empty,
hoping that Masons, if there were any among this mob, would rescue him, according to the
Masonic oath "to defend one another, right or wrong."

The Temple Ceremony

The Mormon Temple Ceremony compares quite precisely with the Masonic Ceremony— signs,
tokens and penalties included. Joseph, Hyrum , Brigham, and others, were Masons. (Cult experts
consider Masonic religion to be a satanic Cult.) Six weeks after Joseph Smith and other

Mormons were expelled from the Masonic order, Joseph Smith introduced the Masonic

ceremony as the temple ceremony "received as arevelation from God." Dr. Reed Durham,

Director of the LDS Institute of Religion, made public his discovery when he spoke on the subject of
the Mormon-Mason connection to the Utah History Association on April 20, 1974. He was later
highly

criticized for making this matter public.

He also showed the Jupiter talisman and explained that Joseph had carried it on his person from 1826
(the same year he was convicted of money-digging charges and being a believer in magic) and that
the Jupiter talisman was found on him at the time of his death. Other magical items were exposed at
the

same time that belonged to Hyrum Smith. The Patriarch of the Church, Eldridge G. Smith, supposedly
has them in his possession.

By the way, what has happened to Patriarch Eldridge G. Smith and to the office of the Patriarch of the
Church?“ Of the patriarchs to the church the Lord says ‘ He shall hold the keys of the patriarchal
blessings upon the heads of all my people.” Asone of the General Authorities, the patriarch to the
Church stands next in order to the members of the Council of the Twelve.” (Mormon Doctrine, 1966
ed., pp. 560-561) Who now holds the keys of the patriarchal blessings “upon the heads of all my
people?’ No one?

Brigham Young and The Adam-God Doctrine

Teachings of the LDS Church became even stranger after Brigham led the Mormons to the Salt
Lake Valley. Now they thought they were free to practice what had been illegal elsewhere; i.e.,
polygamy and blood atonement.

Brigham Y oung made polygamy public from 1852 on in Utah, even though the LDS Church still
denied it outside of Utah. From this same year on, he started to teach that "Adam is God and Father
and the only God with whom we have to do," andthat Adam was the father of human spiritsaswell as
Jesus' physical father. (For these, see Journal of Discourses, 1: 50-51; vol. 4, p. 1; 5: 331-332, etc.)
The LDS Church has issued denials saying that the Adam-God doctrine was never taught, but records
clearly show that Brigham Y oung taught it, not only by just mentioning it once or twice, but from
1852 until hisdeath in 1877. Let'slook at some of his statements:

Now hear it, O inhabitants of the earth, Jew and Gentile, Saint and sinner! When our

father Adam came into the garden of Eden, he cameinto it with acelestial body, and
brought Eve, one of hiswives, with him. He helped to make and organize the world. Heis
Michael, the Archangel, the Ancient of Days! about whom holy men have written and
spoken - HE ISOUR FATHER AND OUR GOD, AND THE ONLY GOD WITH WHOM WE
HAVE TO DO. Every man upon the earth, professing Christians or non-professing, must
hear it, and will know it sooner or later... the earth wasorganized by three distinct
characters, namely Eloheim, Y ahovah, and Michael, these three forming a quorum, asin
heavenly bodies, and in organizing element, perfectly represented in the Deity, as Father,
Son and Holy Ghost. (Journal of Discourses, 1: 50-51)



This teaching was repeated and carried on in the other Church writings throughout the years. For
example, in the Millennial Star, 17: 195 we read,

... every knee shall bow, and every tongue confess that he (Adam) is God of the whole

earth. Then will the words of the prophet Brigham Y oung, when speaking of Adam, be fully
realized—" Heisour Father and our God, and the only God with whom WE have to do.”

Further in the Millennial Star, 16: 530, we read the counsel by James A. Little: "I believein the
principal of obedience; and if | am told that Adam is our Father and our God, | just believeit"
The records show that there were only two leaders in the Church who had difficulty with this
doctrine, namely, apostles Orson Pratt and Amasa Lyman. In one of Brigham's sermons, printed
inthe“ Deseret News," June 14, 1873, Brigham declared:

How much unbelief existsin the minds of the Latter-day Saintsin regard to one particular

doctrine which | revealed to them, and WHICH GOD REVEALED TO ME - namely that

ADAM |SOUR FATHER AND GOD... Our Father Adam hel ped to make this earth, it was

created expressly for him. He brought one of hiswives withhim. Who ishe? Heis Michael...

He was the first man on the earth, and its framer and maker. He with the help of his brethren
brought it into existence. Then he (Adam) said: "1 WANT MY CHILDREN THAT WERE BORN

TO ME IN THE SPIRIT WORLD TO COME HERE AND TAKE TABERNACLES OF FLESH THAT
THEIR SPIRITSMAY HAVE A HOUSE, A TABERNACLE, OR A DWELLING PLACE AS MINE
HAS”

For more than 20 years Brigham Y oung clearly taught as a doctrine the following:

"ADAM NOT MADE OF THE DUST OF THISEARTH" (Journal of Discourses, 2: 6)

"ADAM ISTHE ONLY GOD WITH WHOM WE HAVE TO DO" (Journal of Discourses, 1:50)
"ADAM ISTHE FATHER OF OUR SPIRITS" (Deseret News, 14. June 1873)

"ADAM THE FATHER OF JESUS CHRIST" (Journal of Discourses, 1:50-51)

Heber C. Kimball, the First Counselor to Brigham Y oung, also taught:

"I have learned by experience that there is but one God that pertains to this people, and he
isthe God that pertains to this earth- THE FIRST MAN. THAT FIRST MAN SENT HIS
OWN SON TO REDEEM THE WORLD..." (Journal of Discourses, 4:1)

Brigham Y oung had claimed that God Himself had revealed this doctrine to him. Brigham also had
claimed that his sermons were "as good as scripture” (J. of D., 13:166). If that is so, then

how can the LDS Church today logically reject histeachings that he said came from his God?
Who was Brigham's God? Joseph Smith had said: " Somerevelations are from God: some
revelations are of man; and some are of the devil..." - ("Addressto All Believersin Christ", p.
31). - Who determines the source of the revelations— the followers or the prophet? - Further, if
Brigham Young was wrong, how can the modern Church accept him as an authority of God?
The LDS Church teaches that there must be an unbroken link of true prophets after the

restoration, otherwise the authority would be lost. Contradicting Brigham Y oung now only proves
theincredibility of both the current LDS Church and Brigham Y oung, and breaks the link.

One could go on and on about these teachings that clearly show the non-Christian nature of the

LDS Church, but let'slook now at some of the LDS Church's teachings of today about Adam. In
Doctrine and Covenants 27:11, Adam isreferred to as the “ Ancient of Days,” spoken of by Daniel

the prophet ( Daniel 7:9-14). But the Ancient of Daysis one of the names of GOD ALMIGHTY of the
Bible, not Adam. Thereis absolutely no question about that! Thereis also no question that the LDS
Church believes and teaches that Adam is that one, the Ancient of Days, who will judge the world.
Apostle Bruce R. McConkie, in his book, Mormon Doctrine, says at page 34 :

Adam isknown asthe Ancient of Days... In this capacity hewill yet sit in formal
judgement upon “ten thousand times ten thousand” ...

In the Temple ceremony, the Archangel Michael, isone of the creators of the world and he then



"becomes" Adam. According to Mormonism, "GODS" created the world, (see Pearl of Great
Price, Abraham 4 and 5), Adam being one of them, one of three gods. It is clearly implied that
heisGod. There are more writings and documented evidence to thisfact.

Mormonism’s teaching of God and Jesus Christ

What does the LDS Church teach about Jesus Christ? First of all, it is already documented above
that Brigham Y oung taught that Jesus was a spirit child of Adam and spirit brother of all

human kind, aswell as abrother of angels, spirit beings, even the fallen ones, i.e., Jesus being a
brother of Lucifer. Brigham further taught that Jesus was also physically a son of Adam who

as an exalted resurrected being had come to Mary and fathered Jesus. Brigham al so emphasized that
Jesus was not begotten by the Holy Ghost, as the Bible says.

Thisteaching shows that the Jesus of the LDS Church is not "Emmanuel," "God with us," God who,
according to the Bible (Matt. 1:23) became aman for us, to be our Redeemer. Jesus of the LDS
Church is a created being who also had to be redeemed... But Jesus of the Bibleisthe Creator -
uncreated God who created everything, including Lucifer (John 1:3; Col. 1:16).

The current teachings of the LDS Church have not changed in this matter. President Ezra Taft Benson
said, in hisbook, "Come unto Christ," at page 4,

...The body in which He performed His mission in the flesh wassired by that Holy Being
we worship as God, our Eternal Father. Jesus was not the son of Joseph, nor was He
begotten by the Holy Ghost. He is the Son of the Eternal Father. (Emphasis added)

Apostle Bruce R. McConkie, on page 742 of Mormon Doctrine, says

God the Father is a perfected, glorified, holy Man, an immortal Personage. And Christ
was born into the world as the literal Son of this Holy Being; he was born in the same
personal, real, and literal sense that any mortal son isbornto amortal father. Thereis
nothing figurative about this paternity; he wasBEGOTTEN, CONCEIVED and bornin the
normal and natural course of events, for heisthe Son of God, and that designation means
what it says.

In the same book, pages 546-547, McConkie says further, under the heading "ONLY BEGOTTEN
SON,"

...Each word is to be understood literally. Only means only; begotten means begotten; and Son means
son. Christ was begotten by an Immortal Father in the SAME WAY THAT MORTAL MEN ARE
BEGOTTEN BY THEIR MORTAL FATHERS. (Emphasis added)

Thisisnot what the Bible says. The Bible says that a virgin will conceive and bring forth a Son,

who is called Emmanuel, meaning "God with us" not, a brother with us! (Matt. 1:18-23)

The Mary of the LDS church was not a Virgin who brought forth a son, but a"wife" of the Heavenly
Father, whom Brigham declared to be Adam.

Orson Pratt, an apostle, explainsin his doctrinal book titled, The Seer, at page 158,

...The fleshly body of Jesus required a Mother as well as a Father. Therefore, the Father and

Mother of Jesus, accor ding to the flesh, must have been associated together in the capacity of
Husband and Wife; hence the Virgin Mary must have been, for the time being, the lawful wife of
God the Father. Inasmuch as God was the first HUSBAND TO HER (Mary), it may be that He only
gave her to be the wife of Joseph while in this mortal state, and that He intended after the resurrection
to again take her as one of his own wivesto raise up immortal spiritsin eternity.... (Emphasis added)

The leaders of the LDS Church have also taught that their Jesus was married and had children,
and that he was even a polygamist. Again, Apostle Orson Pratt, saysin The Seer, page 172, says,

"...the great Messiah who was the founder of the Christian religion was a Polygamist...the
Messiah chose to take upon himself his seed; and by marrying many honorable wives
himself, show to all future generations that he approved the plurality of Wives under



Christian dispensation... The son followed the example of his Father, and became the great
Bridegroom to whom kings daughters and many of the honorable Wives were to be
married. We have also proved that both God the Father and our Lord Jesus Christ inherit
their wivesin eternity aswell asintime....

In answer to the question "Was Jesus married?' Joseph Fielding Smith, who was the president of the
LDS Church in the 1970's, said, "Y es, but do not throw pearlsto the swine!" We can clearly see that
the LDS church still believes that Jesus was married, but doesn't want to “throw pearlsto the swine"

in other words, to reveal thisto non-Mormons.

LDS President Gordon B. Hinckley made a statement June 4 th, 1998 acknowledging that he

(and the LDS Church) does not believe in the same Jesus Christ as traditional Christianity.

He said," Thetraditional Christ of who they speak in not the Christ of whom | speak. For the
Christ of whom | speak had been revealed in thisthe Dispensation of the Fullness of Times.
Hetogether with His Father, appeared to the boy Joseph Smith in the year 1820, and when
Joseph left the grove that day, he knew more of the nature of God than all the learned ministers of
the gospel of the ages.” (Church News, June, 20 1998, p. 7. emphasis added)

In the LDS Church's 147th General Conference, General Authority Bernard P. Brockbank, stated that
the CHRIST FOLLOWED BY THE MORMONSISNOT THE CHRIST FOLLOWED BY
TRADITIONAL CHRISTIANITY; he said:

...It istrue that many of the Christian churches worship A DIFFERENT JESUS CHRIST
than is worshipped by the Mormons... ("The Ensign," May 1977, p. 26.)

In summary, Jesus of the L DS Church is not Jesus of the Bible. God of the LDS Church isnot
God of the Bible. Joseph Smith said that thereis" A GOD ABOVE THE FATHER OF OUR
LORD JESUSCHRIST..." and in Mormon Doctrine, pages 322, weread, ...If Jesus

Christ was the Son of God, and... God the Father of Jesus Christ had a Father, you may
suppose that he had a Father also. Where was there ever a son without afather? ...Hence if
Jesus had a Father, can we not believe that he had a Father also?" In 1844, Joseph Smith,
asrecorded in the Teachings of the Prophet Joseph Smith, pp. 344-347, first told the
audience that: "...every man has anatural, and, in our country, a constitutional right to be a
FALSE PROPHET, aswell asatrue one..." Then on the next page, he says: "I am going to
tell you how God came to be God. We have imagined and supposed that God was God

from all eternity. | will refute that idea and take away the veil, so that you may see." He
explainsthat "...God himself was once as we are now...and you got to learn how to be Gods
yourselves... the sasme as all Gods have done before you... (Emphasis added)

Mormon Gods an the" Martyrdom" of Joseph Smith

The God of the Bible says: "...Isthere a God beside me? Y e, there is no God; | KNOW NOT
ANY." (Isa. 44:8) If God had afather and he had afather and so on, the God of the Bible surely
would know that!

Inthe Bible, God calls us to know, to believe and to under stand who He is. God says: "Ye are my
witnesses, saith the LORD, and my servant whom | have chosen: that ye may KNOWand BELIEVE
me, and UNDERSTAND that | am he: BEFORE ME THERE WASNO GOD FORMED, NEITHER
SHALL THERE BE AFTER ME." (Isa. 43:10)

To Joseph Smith and to all Mormons, that simply meansTHEY WILL NOT BECOME GODS
They cannot "learn" how to become gods! God of the Bible says so! God says,
"I AM THE LORD, AND THERE IS NONE ELSE, THERE IS NO GOD BESIDE ME..." (Isa. 45:5)

God tells what happens to the fal se prophets who try to lead people after other gods:

If there arise among you a prophet, or adreamer of dreams, and giveth thee asign or awonder,
and the sign or the wonder come to pass, whereof he spake unto thee, saying, Let usgo after
other gods, which thou has not known, and | et us serve them; thou shalt not hearken unto the
words of that prophet, or the dreamer of dreams: for the LORD your God proveth you, to



know whether ye love the LORD your God with all your heart and with al your soul. Ye
shall walk after the LORD your God, and fear him, and keep his commandments, and obey
hisvoice, and ye shall serve him, and cleave unto him. AND THAT PROPHET, OR THAT
DREAMER OF DREAMS, SHALL BE PUT TO DEATH; BECAUSE HE HAD SPOKEN TO
TURN YOU AWAY FROM THE LORD YOUR GOD..." (Deut. 13:1-5)

It isinteresting to note that within weeks after Joseph Smith had in April 1844 preached this sermon
that men will and can become gods and that God was not God from all eternity, Joseph was killed!
Coincidence?? (Orthodox Jews have a saying: "Coincidence is not a kosher word!")

The One True God

The Bible saysthat God is God "from everlasting to everlasting” (Ps. 90:2), and when speaking
about Messiah, GOD BECOMING A MAN (not, a man becoming God!) it says:

For unto usachild isborn, unto us the sonis given:...and his name shall be called Wonderful,
Counselor, the Mighty God, THE EVERLASTING FATHER, THE PRINCE OF PEACE.

(Isa. 9:6);

"Art thou not from EVERLASTING, O LORD MY GOD, MINE HOLY ONE?

(Hab. 1:12)

To the believers of the God of the Bible are given these comforting words; THE
ETERNAL GOD ISTHY REFUGE, AND UNDERNEATH ARE THE EVERLASTING
ARMS... (Deut. 33:27)

To the followers of Joseph Smith, Brigham Y oung, and today's LDS prophets, we would like to say,
as Joshuasaidto Israel: ...choose you this day whom ye will serve... but asfor me and my house,
we will servethe LORD. (Joshua 24:15)

In the Bible in English (KJV), whenever the word “LORD” isin all capital letters, in Hebrew itisa
name of God represented by consonants Y HWH (Hebrews didn't dare to pronounceit) and is
translated both LORD and/or God. When God spoke to Moses, He declared Himself to be God, the
Great | AM, and He implied that by His name YHWH (JE-HO-VAH) He was not known to Abraham,
Isaac and Jacob. Thiswas the first time that He revealed His name (Exodus 6:3).

Throughout the Bible, the words"| AM THE LORD YOUR GOD" (i.e., Ex. 6:7) or "I THE LORD
GOD" are used by God to tell the prophet who is speaking. The word LORD (Y HWH) and the word
GOD (Elohiym or Eloheim) are used as in the example above: |, THE LORD GOD, (not we, like
Mormon doctrine teaches.)

Speaking of the Godhead, Mormon Doctrine, says at page 576,

"...Aseach of these personsisaGod, it is evident, from this standpoint alone, that a plurality of Gods
exists." (Emphasis added)

In Hebrew, the word “el” means God, the word Elohiymis plural form of theword*“ el” (similarly, the
word cherub is singular and the word cherubimis plural). When we read in our English Bible:

"I AM THE LORD YOUR GOD," if we put it back into Hebrew, it would read: "I am YHWH your
Elohiym." One doesn't get two gods from it - only one God. “Trinity” is not mentioned in the

Bible asaword, but plurality of personsin ONE GOD is clearly demonstrated throughout the Bible.
The Bible came to us through Israel. To the Jew thereis but one God, Y HWH. Deut. 6:4 is what Jews
repeat daily and with their dying breath say: "Hear, O Israel, the LORD our GOD isone LORD" or in
Hebrew: "Hear, O Israel, YHWH our Elohiym is YHWH."

Most people agree that the Father is God. The Bible teaches that Jesusis God (i.e., John

1:1, 14; 20:28), and that the Holy Ghost is God (comp. Acts 5:3 and 4, and 1 Cor. 3:17 with 6:19),
but the Bible also teaches that THERE IS ONLY ONE GOD. In Isa. 45, verses 5, 6, 14, 18, 21,

22, God says that there isno other God or Lord. Other examples: Deut. 4:35 and 39; 32:39; |
Sam. 2:2; Il Sam. 7:22; 22:32, | Kings 8:60; Ps. 18:31; Jer. 10:10; Gal. 3:20; Eph. 4:6; Mark
12;32 and 34.



James 2:19, it tells us that even demons know that thereis only one God. Why isit that the LDS
Church doesn't know that? The LDS Church often says that there is more than one god, because God,
in Gen. 1:26 says: "And God said, let us make man in our image..." Note that there is only one image,
and the next verse clarifiesit by saying: "So God created man in HIS own image... in the image of
God created HE them: (Not WE!)

Theword Eloheim (GOD) refers to the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit, but the verb isin the
singular in every case where plural form Elohiym appears. Examples of what God says about Himself:
"I, the Lord God" (I YHWH Elohiym), not "we" , (YHWH and Elohiym) or "I AM THE LORD
YOUR GOD," not, "we are" YHWH and Elohiym.

Since the Bible declares itself as being God's Word, it doesn't "argue” about God. The Bible
clearly saysthat Hisways and thoughts are far above our thoughts, but that through the Holy Spirit
we will learn to understand what He has done for us and how great His love istowards us. God
has given us a simple way, one way, narrow way. L et no one confuse you of that. Jesus said: "1
amthe way, the truth and the life." He said, in John 17:3: "...thisis eternal life to know thee

the only true God and Jesus Christ whom thou hast sent."

Just because you may have believed previously false teachings of the LDS Church, it doesn't mean
that you cannot now accept the truth from God's Word, the Bible.

Our pleato you

God'sway isvery simple. If you would like to receive the truth, may we suggest that you go to
God in prayer and tell Him that you would want to denounce all false ways, and false views of
Him that you may have even promoted, and now accept Him and His ways, and ask His guidance
in understanding His Word, the Bible. Ask God to search your heart and help you to understand
that you cannot earn your salvation, but that you will accept it as a gift from God as Eph. 2:8-9
says. Recognize that you are a sinner, worthy only of the judgement of God, and that you now
want to receive the true Jesus Christ of the Bible into your heart and life, for you now believe
that Jesus has paid the penalty of all your sins, past, present and future, when He, hanging on the
Cross, declared, "It isfinished" (in Greek, literally meaning: "Paid in full") and that you now
want to serve Him. Ask God to help you to grow in the grace and knowledge of the true Savior,
Jesus Christ (2 Peter 3:18). Amen.

In Summary

AsMormons, we accepted the statement in the Articles of Faiththat says, that we “believe

the Bible asfar asit istranslated correctly.” It started to bother us because it seemed
unreasonabl e to say that, but not clarify where the translation might not be correct. If

the Church knew that it was incorrect why didn't they correct it? The LDS Church as an
organization employs alarge number of translators covering a majority of the worlds languages.
The Hebrew text for the Old Testament as well as Greek text for the New Testament are available,
and even the Septuagint translation of the Old Testament. (It was translated from the Hebrew
about 270 B.C. Greek was “the language of the world” at that time. This Greek version of the
Old Testament was in common use at the time of Christ.) Most of the quotations from the Old
Testament in the Greek New Testament are from the Septuagint. It is quite obvious that the
Septuagint (and thus the Hebrew Old Testament as well) is correct, since Jesus Christ

quoted from them and by doing so authenticated it (them).

On the road to Emmaus, Jesus said to his disciples: "O fools, and slow of heart to believe ALL that

the prophets have spoken...And BEGINNING AT MOSESAND ALL THE PROPHETS, he

expounded unto them in ALL the scriptures the things concerning himself." (Luke 24:25-27)

Notice, that He started from Moses, i.e. Genesis and went through ALL the prophets, in other

words, the entire Old Testament explaining that which was written about Him. He did not mention any
mistranslation in the Septuagint nor missing scriptures. The Old Testament was complete

about 400 B.C. and as we have already mentioned, complete in Greek (the Septuagint)

about 270 years before Christ was born.



Jesus Himself assured us (Matt. 5:18) that "...till heaven and earth pass, not one jot or one
tittle shall pass" from Hisword until all isfulfilled. ("A jot" and "atittle" were the smallest
parts of the letterslike dotting an "i" or crossing a"t".) Heaven and earth have not passed
away, so we have His promise, that we can trust His word being correct and compl ete.

When we came to the conclusion, that we can trust the Bible and accept it astheinfallible
Word of God, it made a huge difference. We realized, that what Mormon doctrine says

about God is not the Bible doctrine of God. Mormon doctrine teaches that God was once a
man, who had afather - and who had a father and so on. According to the Bible, God is

not aman (Num. 23:19), there were no other gods before Him nor after Him (Isa. 43:10),

The God of the Bible says that He doesn't know any other Gods (Isa. 44:8). That should make it
clear that men will not become gods.

Jesus, that we had accepted as Mormons, is not the Jesus of the Bible. Jesus of the Bibleis
literally God Almighty who became a man to redeem us (Isa. 7:14; 9:6). He created
everything including Lucifer (Col. 1:16) and Heis not a brother of human spirits nor a
brother of Lucifer. Heisthe only Way, the Truth and the Life. His salvation is a Gift so no
one can boast of earning it (Eph. 2:8-9). But one must know Him first as John 17:3 says.

We could also see that there is no second chance (for the dead), since Jesus said in Luke

16:26, when speaking about the rich man and Lazarus, both of whom had died, "that thereisa
great gulf fixed, so that they which would pass from hence to you cannot; neither can they

passto us...." That means no missionary work on the other side. They cannot pass across

that gulf. Hebrews 9:27 says: "...it is appointed unto men once to die, but after this the judgement.”
After death comes judgement, not a second chance. Psalms 49:7 saysalso "...None of them

can by any means redeem his brother, or give to God a ransom for him." Nothing we can do,

after someoneis dead, will help them.

But the Bible says that we should "...exhort one another daily, whileit iscalled

Today...Today if you will hear hisvoice, HARDEN NOT YOUR HEARTS..." (Hebrews 3:13,
15). Give yourself at least the possihility to see the truth by doing some checking. If the LDS
Church isthe truth, you should not fear to investigate. The truth will not change. Only lies
have to be protected and hidden.

If we have made any errors, we would like to know where. We have presented to you some
samples of our studiesin the History of the LDS Church, its doctrines and claims. Study
them and seeif they are true.

Dennis and Rauni
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About Dennis and Rauni

I, Dennisgrew up in an LDS family. | was a sixth generation Mormon. My parents were always
active, temple-going Mormons and the same was expected of me. | never had a problem of
believing in the Mormon story and | was very happy when | was called on amission to

Finland where | served faithfully for two and ahalf years. After my mission, | married Rauni

in the Salt Lake LDS Temple and started serving in the ward and stake. | was called to be an
Elders Quorum President when | was still in my early 20'sand held teaching and leadership
positions from that time. | was only in my 30's when | was ordained a High Priest and called to
serve on the Stake High Council. Being busy in the Church and its activities, doing alot of temple
work in addition to my ward and stake positions, took all my free time. It was Rauni who
started to point out that there were problems with Mormon claims and that we should check
them out.

I, Rauni was a convert to the LDS Church in Finland, where | also served a “full-time mission”
before coming to the States. | started working as atranslator for the Finnish language in the
Church Offices almost immediately after arrival in Salt Lake City, and worked there more than
14 years. Translation work gave me an opportunity to study Mormon history from many

books not generally available to the membership of the Church. | began to question when



| saw so many changesin the Church doctrines and contradictions between its scriptures and
writings of the prophets and the high leadership of the Church. It was obviousto methat the

Church was hiding alot of important information from its membership. | had teaching positions
both in the Sunday School and in the Relief Society. | also served on the Stake Relief Society Board.
however, when the problems in Church doctrine became too much for me to accept, | suggested to
Dennis, that we should compare Mormon doctrine to the doctrine of the Bible to see if they matched.
Thiswas a serious question, because if Mormonism was not the truth, then our eternal life and
salvation was in danger.

In these foregoing pages we have briefly presented some of the problems we found which caused
us eventually to separate from the LDS Church. Through along study we came to accept the
Bible asthe Infallible Word of God and the Jesus of the Bible as our Lord and Savior.

Questionsto Dennis and Rauni Higley can be sent to:

P.O. Box 900415

Sandy Utah 84093-415

or by e-mail to hismin@inguo.net or hismin2@qgwest.net
Web site address: http://members.tripod.com/hismin






