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prison, and they were the ones that aforetime were disobedient 
in the days of Noah. Now notice that aforetime. Now we'll 
quote from Peter 4 and 6, "For unto this end was the gospel 
preached, even to the dead, even to the dead, that they might be 
judged in deed according to men in the flesh but live acCording 
to God in the Spirit." 

This says the gospel is preached even to the dead, showing 
clearly that Mr. Gatewood's interpretation is wrong. I fully 
expected him to say something about baptism for the dead, but 
I want to quote Mr. Goodspeed's interpretation of the Standard 
Version on that, "Otherwise, what do people mean by having 
themselves baptized on behalf of their dead, if the dead do 
not rise at all?" Now, my brothers and sisters, I don't think 
there is anything more that I need answer so far as I can tell. 
In reviewing what Rev. Gatewood said, with respect to Para­
dise, the Book of Mormon very clearly says that "Both the 
Savior and the Thief went to Paradise." That both the just and 
the unjust go to Paradise where the righteous are in a state of 
happiness, the wicked are in a state of misery until the resurrec­
tion. It's at the resurrection that they stand before God and are 
judged according to their works. That's when they're judged ac­
cording to their works, but the wicked remain in a state of fearful 
looking fonvard to the wrath of God and the riWtteous in a state 
of happiness in Paradise between the time of death and the resur· 
retition, and that is when Christ went and preached to the spiri,s 
in prison. I thank you. 

Mit. GATEwoon. Second Negative . 
I am indeed thankful for your attention and your behavior, 

and I wish to add my thanks to what Brother Fritts has said. 
"It's always good to let the debaters debate, but if you want to 
dehate when it's over, you can." I'm sure we're going to con­
tinue to feel that we love one another and that we're searching 
for the truth. I want to say that these scriptures that are under 
discussion-sincerely, I'm not standing here just in order to de­
feat Mr. Farnsworth. That is not my idea in the least. My 
idea is to get before you the fl'uth. I have no pre-adopted creed 
that I am under obligation to defend. If I learn new truth, I 
can admit that truth, and I think that should be done in a de­
bate, as well as anywhere else. Now I want to credit you people 
with enough sincerity that you will receive truth. I hope. you 
will credit me with that much sincerity. 
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I wish to correct one statement Mr_ Farnsworth made in 
his Glosing remarks. I know that he didn't intend to be un­
kind, but he referred to me as Reverend Gatewood. the word 
Reverend is just used one time in the Bible. That's the 11th 
Psalm and the 9th verse which says, "Reverend and Holy is God's 
name." Now I wouldn't want to be called "Jehovah Gatewood" 
and since "Reverend" is God's name, I prefer that Mr. Farns­
worth not refer to me as Reverend Gatewood. I know that 
preachers have taken this title to themselves because they want 
to be reverenced and bowed to, but I'm just a human being as 
you are and I'm no more "Reverend" than you are. I don't 
want to be reverenced in any way. (Isn't that nice.) 

Mr. Farnsworth would also have me to answer the ques­
tion, "Was Abraham baptized." No, Abraham wasn't baptized. 
Neither was Adam baptized, neither was Noah baptIzed, neither 
were all the people who lived under the First Covenant. They 
died without baptism, yet those who lived according to the cove­
nant that they had, were saved. Now then, the application was 
made with Galatians 1 :8,9 that "though we or an angel from 
heaven preach any other gospel unto you than that which we 
have preached unto you, let him be accursed." I want to ask 
you-m,ust you obey the same commands that...A.maham' had to 
obe}U '&lust you obey the same commands that Moses had to 
obey? If so, why don't you bring animals into the church and 
offer them as a sacrifice? That's what Moses had to do, that's 
one of his commands. It was done under the Old Testament. 
Under the Old Testament the people burned incense. Do you 
have incense burning in your church? Under'the Old Testa­
ment they observed the P.assover. Do you observe the Pass­
over? They observed the Day of Pentecost. They had to go to 
Jerusalem three times a year for animal sacrifices. Do you 
do that? They had to practice circumcision. Is it a command 
today? No! The Apo,slle l?aul says, "Circumcision nor un­
circumcision avails anything, hut a new creature in Christ Jesus." 
But it was commanded of Moses. 

God made a covenant with the Children of Israel when 
he took them by the hand and led them out of Egypt. That 
covenant was different from the covenant that we have today. 
I find that Jeremiah 31 :31 and also Paul quoted it in Hebrews 
the eighth chapter, God says "the day will come, sayeth the 
Lord, I will make a new covenant with the house of Israel, and 
with the house of Judah, nol according to the covenant that I 
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remISSIon of sins-those great people. We are told h9re that 
"They without us cannot be made perfect." There is some­
thing we must do, Paul says, us. That included Paul and the 
other saints in his time. They without us cannot be made per­
fect. Now Mr. Gatewood, yo.u did not answer that; you u'ied to 
say that they couldn't be made perfect without Christ. And it 
is not speaking in the singular. It is speaking in the J!lural. They 
without us cannot he made perfect. Furthermore, certainly this 
group is not going to hear and believe that there are three ways 
to be.Jlaved, when the Lord says, "I am the Way, the Truth and 
the Life. No man cometh unto the Father but by. me." No 
man cometh unto the father but by me. I further quoted, 
"Straight is the gate, and narrow is the way that leadeth unto 
Life Eternal." There are not three ways of salvation. Why 
Paul says, "the law made no man perfect.u If the law made 
no man perfect, how are they going to be saved if it didn't make 
them perfect? Because the Lord said, "Be ye perfect even as 
your Fatber in heaven is perfect." Now if the law doesn't 
make men perfect but the bringing in of the better hope did, then 
the gospel alone will make men perfect, Mr. Gatewood, and 
there is only one gospel. That is the gospel of Christ, and it 
is the power of God unto salvation. And since those people, many 
of them, did not hear the gospel,. (you, yourself, said that it 
only came after Christ's time) therefore, they must have a chance 
to hear and bow the knee that Jesus Christ is the Son-those who 
will. And since baptism is for the remission of sins, since the 
dead cannot now be baptized for themselves, they must have it 
done in their behalf. I thank you. 
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is considered scripture, then being an unchangeable God, surely 
he will move upon men today and we have no proof whatsoever 
to believe that God singled out just one little handful of the Israel. 
itish nation in one particular location and gave all his revela­
tion and inspiration to that little handful of people. 

I want to call to your attention a scripture passage in 
Deuteronomy twenty-eighth chapter, verse sixty-four. "And the 
Lord shall scatter thee among all people, from the one end of the 
earth even unto the other; and there thou shalt serve other Gods." 

Notice that Israel was to be scattered and Israel was scat­
tered. The ten tribes, you remember, were taken captive into As­
syria. We now speak of them as the lost ten tribes. I wonder 
if any of their men spoke as they were moved upon by the Holy 
Ghost and if they did, I wonder if their words are not scrip­
ture and I wonder if they preserved those scriptures, that tbey 
will not some day be fOl"lhcoming. 

I certainly think that God would be a respecter of persons if 
he singled out one little handful of the Israelitish people, one 
little tribe in particular, and gave all his revelation and gave all 
his inspiration to that tribe only. So I say that it isn't unreas· 
onable to believe that God moves upon men today. I say that 
it isn't unreasonable that God moved upon other men in addition 
to those that we have record of in the Holy Bible, and if their 
words are wrillen, I affirm that their words are the inspiration 
of God just as much as the Bible. And why should any man 
complain about other people receiving God's word, or there he­
ing more of God's word? 

Now I want to point out to you that we are living in a day 
that makes necessary great revelations. We're living in the 
greatest age of this world's history. We're about to witness some 
of the greatest events Ihat ever transpired since the beginning of 
man, and I'm going to call your attention to a few of these pre­
dictions in the scriptures. And I say that these important events 
that are about to transpire, withip themselves warrant additional 
revelation from God. 

I'm going to quote from Acts 3:19-21: "Repent ye there­
fore and be converted, that your sins may be blotted out when 
the times of refreshment shall come from the presence of the 
Lord, and he shall send Jesus Christ which before was preached 
unto you, whom the heavens must receive, (now notice) until 

















GATEWOOD-FARNSWORTH DEBATE 57 

Dunn, Judge of the Fifth Judicial Circuit; Thomas Woodson, 
President of Savings Bank; J. D. Childs, Editor of the Con­
servator; Garner, Cashier of Wray County Savings Bank, County 
Treasurer. And there are about twenty or thirty prominent, non­
Mormon men that were well acquainted with this man that testi­
fies to his integrity. And I shall not bother nor weary you with 
quoting further from them. 

Before David Whitmer died, he called his physician to him 
and said, "Doctor, I want you to tell me whether or not I am 
in my right mind." The doctor said, "Yes, Mr. Whither, you're 
in your right mind." This is what Mr. Whitmer said just before 
he died. "Now you must all be faithful in Christ. I war." tn say 
to you all that the Bible and the record of the Nephites, the Book 
of Mormon are true. So you can say that you heard me bear my 
testimony on my death bed. All be faithful ill Christ and your 
reward will be according' to your works. God bless you all. My 
trust is in Christ forever, worlds without end. Amen." 

Now I am going to quote a statement from Oliver Cowdery. 
"I beheld with my eyes and handled with my hands the gold 
plates with which the Book of Mormon was transcribed. 1 also 
saw with my eyes and handled with my hands the holy interpret­
ers of the Urim and Thummim. 1 was present with Joseph when 
an holy angel from God came down from heaven and conferred 
on us, or restored the lesser Aaronic priesthood, and said unto us 
at the same time that it should remain upon the earth while the 
earth should stand. 1 was also present with Joseph when the higher 
Melchizedek priesthood was conferred by the holy angels of God. 

Now here is a statement from David Whitmer referring to 
Oliver Cowdery. David Whitmer said Oliver Cowdery died the 
happiest man he ever saw. Mter shaking hands with the family 
and kissing his wife.and daughter he said, "Now I lay me down 
for the last time. I'm going to my Saviour." And he died imme­
diately with a smile on his lips. All these men to their dying day 
affirmed this great testimony. 

So far as Martin Harris is concerned, Martin Harris went 
up and down this state for many years, testifying as to his testi­
mony, and you're all familiar with that. I'll just quote from 
what his son said. "He has continued to talk," this is just before 
he died, "He has continued to talk about and testify to the truth 
of the Book of Mormon, and was in the happiest mood when he 
could get someone to listen to his testimony. If he felt dull and 
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of Ark seeming like that of the Old J'estament. This the In· 
dians take with them to war. It is never permitted to touc hthe 
ground, but rests upon stones or pieces of wood, it being deemed 
unlawful and sacrilegious to open it or look upon it. The Ameri­
can priests scrupulously guard their sanctuary and the high 
priest carries on his breast a white shell adorned with precious 
stones which we call the Urim, the Urim, of the Jewish High 
Priest, of whom we are reminded by the band of white blooms on 
his forehead." Can you imagine such remarkable evidences as 
I have quoted? 

Here is another authority. Notice, mark you, all these 
are nO,t, Mormon authorities. This is from Lee, "The ark of the 
covenant appears to have been known." On the excellent au­
thority of Adair, Long and Noah, American Indians kept a holy 
chest, or ark which they were wont to carry to battle when they 
were hard pressed by their enemies. Long says, "This ark was 
placed on a sort of frame, carried on men's shoulders, and was 
not allowed to touch the ground. To uncover it was strictly 
forbidden. Three men, who out of curiosity attempted to ex­
amine its contents, were stricken blind on the spot. Such are 
the traditions of the Indians with respect to the ark of the cove­
nant. 

I don't think I need quote any further authorities. I have 
thirty or forty more, but I'm not sure you would care to bear 
them all. If our friend questions this authority, I'll be willing to 
present them all to him. I would like very much to have him 
read them. 

Here is another interesting statement. "The first and most 
striking fact among the North American Indians referred us to 
the Jews, is their worshipping in all parts the great Spirit 
of Jehovah." 

Now I told you tonight that the Lord Jesus Christ said, 
"Other sheep I have that are not of this fold, and them also 
I must bring and they shall hear my vuice and they shall be one 
folJ and one shepherd." We are here to affirm to you tonight, 
that the Lord Jesus Christ, after his resurrection, did appear 
here in this land of America to a Hebrew people, to a people 
who were of the "Lost sheep of the house of Israel" to whom 
he was just as much under obligation as he was to those at 
Jerusalem, and that he did preach the gospel to those people. 

, And nowhere in this world do the peoples testify to that, like the 
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American Indians in their traditions, some of which I am going 
to quote to you now. Mark you. "Quetzalcoatal, the chief god 
of those people; only Quetzalcoatal, among all the gods, was 
preeminently called Lord. In short, that whcn one were saying 
By our Lord, he meant Quetzalcoatal." In the fourth page of 
the Boregan M. S., the Quetzalcoatal seems to be crucified be­
tween two persons who are in the act of reviling him .• 

Imagine! Here is an actual picture of Q!Jetzalcoatal being 
crucified between two persons who are in the act of reviling 
him. Does that bring anything to your mind? The crucifixion 
of the Lord between two thieves as recorded in the Bible? Kings­
borough further says, "The Aztecs have a tradition of a god suf­
fering and crucified named Quetzalcoatal, and one preceding 
him to prepare the way and call them to repentance." They 
even had the tradition of John going before him as well as 
his crucifixion. Here is a quotation from the book, "America 
Before Columbus": "Our Lord's resurrection is plainly brought 
to mind by the statement of the ve!lerable chief who asserted 
that the crucified Quetzalcoatal remained dead three days and 
on the third day came to life again." How does that tradition 
sound? Does it sound like that of the Lord? 

Here we have Lee, "The great white god in American 
tradition is frequently mentioned as having been crucified." Here 
,ve have another interesting thing: The Book of Mormon said 
that when the Lord Jesus Christ should appear and be born, 
that there would be a time when there would be light during 
a space of about three davs, when there would be no darkness. 
Here is an interesting tradition on that light. Well, first I want 
to quote anolher, pardon me. "In addition to the sign of a belief 
in Christ, a ceremony suggestive of an elegy to the sacrament of 
the communion was witnessed with astonishment by the invaders. 
Aztec priests were seen to prepare a cake of flour mixed with 
blood, which they consecrated and gave to the people, who, as 
they ate, showed signs of humiliation and sorrow declaring it 
was the flesh of diety." Even the Lord's supper was practiced 
by those people. . 

Short says, "The doctrines of the benign and saintly Quet­
zalocoatal must be classed among the great faiths of mankind, and 
their author alone of all the great teachers except Christ him-
self, inculcated a positive morality." This will be interesting 
to you. Dr Br said, "Ql1etzalcoatal was born of a 
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Here is another quotation, (Oh, I told you that the Lord 
Jesus Christ not only visited those people but I told you He 
established His church among them) and I'm now going to give 
you conclusive proof, from non·Mormon authorities, that accord· 
ing to their findings that was the case. The American Indians 
testifying as to Christianity, showing beyond doubt that they 
had a knowledge of it before Columbus discovered America. This 
book uAmerica Be/ore Columbus," says, "We trust that no in· 
telligent reader would conlradict us if we should consider it 
sufficiently demonstrated that the Christian religion was preached 
in America during the first century of our era." Here is an· 
other authority .. Not a single American missionary who has 
until this day left any writing has left unnoted the evident ves­
tiges of Christianity which had in former times penetrated, even 
among the most savage tribes. Again, both the discoverers and the 
missionaries of the sixteenth century, were convinced that the 
crosses that they met with among the American aborigines were 
emblems of Christianity, although their introduction was a per­
plexing and unsolvable puzzle to them." It isn't a -puzzle to us. 

Now, as to some of the rites of the Christian Cburoo. We 
are told by Gann and Thompson, who were students of Myas, 
report that the Myas practiced a form of baptism and that the 
Myan word for baptism is "Rebirth;" and that the children 
were baptized when they were about twelve years of age. Theroe 
says, "Christian missionaries and other writers of the time as­
sure us that baptism, to all intents the sacrament of baptism, was 
administered in several American districts from time immemorial. 
Bancroft said, "The use of water more or less sanctified was used 
as a purification avowal, which freed one from the inherent sin. 
This runs back to a period far pre·Christian among the Mexican 
Myan and other American nations. They were cleansed from 
sin by washing." Why I think those AmeriCan Indians knew 
more about baptism than some of our modem ministers. 

Here is a statement on immortality. "Among the Indians, 
the idea of inmmortality is strongly dwelt upon. It is not spoken 
of as supposition or a mere belief. Not fixed, it is regarded 
as actuality, as something known and approved by the judgment 
of God." I see I haven't time to do more reading; I could read 
all night, and probahly wear you out. But I want to call your 
attention to the fact that almost every important event spoken 
of in the Book of Mormon as it came here 600 years B. C., that 
Jesus Christ visited them. That the gospel was taught to them. 
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At the second coming of the Messiah there were signs and won­
ders here in America; and at his crucifixion there was a period 
of darkness and earthquakes and even scientists themselves say 
that it occurred just when the Book of Mormon says-33 A. D. 

I call your attention to the fact that the Book of Mormon also 
tells of another nation, the J eridite nation that came over here 
long before that time, after the confusion of tongues and I can 
quote you numerous authorities, which I will do if necessary, 
showing that the earliest people came here after the confusion. 
of tongues. I can go and show you the Book of Mormon says, 
that those people built great cement highways, great walls and 
great cities. Today we are uncovering those cities, some of them 
that had millions of inhabitants in them, some of them as large as 
Chicago. Think of that! And we are finding those cement 
works today that the Book of Mormon spoke of. You know in 
my father's time and in my grandfather's time, some of the critics, 
like our friend, that used to try to attack and pick the Book of 
Mormon to pieces, used to say "Why how ridiculous, because that 
book says there were cement cities here. How ridiculous-the 
book says there were horses here. We know that was just Joseph 
Smith's ignorance." Today, my friends, we are finding those 
cement cities. Today we have found the skeletons of those horses. 
Today we have found the skeletons of elephants. The Book of 
Mormon says that a very great wall was built and tells exactly 
where it started. Not so long ago one of our great scientists flew 
over that great wall Now we have pictures of it. 
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tum to the Book of Mormon, you will find that the Nephites 
practiced circumcision. The Book of Mormon says that they 
were children of Israel, that they kept the law of Moses. 

Friends, if that is true, then they were of the same fold 
that the Jews were in the old country. Jesus said, in John 10:6, 
"Other sheep I have which are not 01 this lold." Which fold was 
he talking about? Mr. Farnsworth told you, and I also give 
you, Mattehew 10:6. Jesus told his apostles to go to the Jews, 
not to the Gentiles. Don't go to the Samaritans, but rather to 
the lost sheep of the house of Israel Jesus went first to the 
Jews; preached to them. And he told his apostles not to go 
to the Gentiles during his personal ministry. He had somebody 
else that was not of that fold. He surely would not have made 
that statement about the Nephites, because, according to the 
Book of Mormon, they were of the same fold. But he said, 
"Other sheep I have which are not of this fold" (Jewish fold). 

If you will tum to Ephesians 2, you will find that the 
Apostle Paul describes the Gentiles who were lost in sin. They 
were dead through trespasses and sin. There you will find that 
they were without hope and strangers from the covenant of the 
promise; (Verse 12.) that Jesus Christ reconciled them to God 
through the Cross, having slain the enmity thereby, and had made 
of the two, (the circumcision and the uncircumcision) one man 
in Chint Jesus, so making peace. He came and preached peace to 
those who were afar off and to those who were nigh; broke 
down the middle wall of partition which was between us; took it 
out of the way and nailed it to the cross. Those are the ones who 
were not of the fold of the children of Israel, that he was going 
to bring in. 

The next reference Mr. Farnsworth gave in support of the fact 
that the Book of Mormon would he given in these latter days 
was Revelation 14:6. You remember there in the Book of Rev­
elation it says "And I saw another angel fly in the midst of 
heaven, having the everlasting gospel to preach to every kindred, 
nation, tongue, and people." Mr. Farnsworth said in his direct 
statements that I took down, This reference was to the Book of 
Mormon. Then if that is true, the angel must have been Moroni. 
I believe that is the application I've seen made in the books 
of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints. I would 
like to say before going into a study of this scripture, that the 
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But I want to ask you, friends, did each one of these wit­
nesses give their own story of what they had seen? No. There 
is one written statement made in the front pages of the Book of 
Mormon. One statement either written out DY J osepb Smith, 
Oliver Cowdery, David Whitmer or Martin Harris and the three 
were supposed to sign it. If the three were going to tell what 
they saw, why wouldn't they have been permitted to write their 
own statement? But they had to sign a statement written by one. 
I called Mr. Lund, the church historian, and asked him if there 
was any record, if they had any testimony today that these three 
men signed in their own handwriting. Mr. Lund, your church 
historian, answered and said that the only record we have today 
is in the handwriting of Oliver Cowdery-in the script that was 
presented to the printer. 

Here is the way Joseph Smith says these men gave their 
testimony. Doctrine of Covenants 5:26,27 "And I the Lord 
command him, my servant Martin Harris, that he shall say no 
more unto them concerning these things, that is the plates; ex­
cept he shall say." (Now the Lord was speaking to Martin Har­
ris through Joseph Smith, and Joseph Smith said this is what 
you have got to say, Martin Harris., "I have seen them and they 
have been shown to me by the power of God. ADd these are 
the words which you shall say, but if you deny this He will 
break the covenant which you have before me and behold he 
is condemned." That is, Martin, you can't speak your own 
words, hut you have got to say these words. Then he told him 
what to say. You must speak these things. Listen, in June, 
1829, Doctrine of Covenants 17 "Behold I say unto you that 
you (speaking to Martin Harris through Joseph Smith, speak­
ing to these witnesses here) he says, "You must rely on my 
word, which if you do with full purpose of heart you shall 
have a view of the plates." Speaking to these three witnesses, 
he said you have got to rely on my word and if you do rely on 
my word, if you believe what I say, then you can have a view., 
"And it is by your faith that you shan obtain a view of them." 
That is, you shall see them by faith and after you have ob­
tained faith and have seen them with your eyes you shall tes­
tify to them hy the power of God and this shall you do that my 
servant, Joseph Smith, he not condemned. 

Now, with that statement, you know what is given 'in the 
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Book of Mormon. Smith's statement of what he wanted them 
to say. I'm just going to ask you if we have any written testi­
mony froni David Whitmer, Martin Harris, and Oliver Cowdery? 
Do we have any statements from them directly? Not state­
ments that Joseph Smith wrote and they signed, but do we have 
statements directly from them, now, that they saw the plates? 
I want to ask you to consider for a while and see. I have before 
me a book, New Witness for God, written by B. H. Roberts. I'm 
quoting from it now. Concerning the manner from which the 
plates and the other sacred things were shown to him (speaking 
of Oliver Cowdery) "Beyond what is stated in the testimony 
of the three witnesses published in the first and every subse­
quent edition of the Book of Mormon, Oliver Cowdery, so far 
as I know, has left nothing on record other than to say." No­
tice now, B. H. Roberts, an Apostle of Church of Jesus Christ 
of Latter Day Saints, says Oliver Cowdery didn't leave any­
thing on record except to say: (Mr. Farnsworth quoted it.) "I 
:beheld with my eyes and handled with my hands the gold plates 
from which the Book of Mormon was translated. I also saw with 
my eyes and handled with my bands the holy interpreters, the 
Urim and Thummim." 

Now when was this statement made, and by whom was it 
.made? I checked these things care£ully to see when it was 
made. This statement was supposed to have been made by 
Oliver Cowdery at the Council Bluffs Conference in Iowa the 
twenty-first of October, 1848. But nothing was published about 
his having made this statement until after his death. It was 
not published by Cowdery himself. It was not given to the 
world by him. But it was published by Bishop Ruehen Miller 
and he did not publish it until April 13, 1859. Oliver Cowdery 
died in 1850. 

In other words, nothing was published about this until nine 
years after Oliver Cowdery died. Why wasn't it published while 
he lived? Somebody comes along after he could not speak 
for himself, and this is what they say he said. I do not believe 
moo testimony would he good today, 

Millenial Star, Vol. 2, page 43, 1849, reported Cowdery's 
restoration to the church and I have checked closely to see all 
of the statements which Oliver Cowdery was supposed to make; 
and all of them were published after he died and were· made 
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by other men. Samuel W. Richards, B. H. Young (Brigham 
Young's brother) and David Whitmer, all said that he ,mid 
these things, but we never have anything in Oliver Cowdery's own 
words. 

Now friends, I have here before me testimony from Oliver 
Cowdery himself-not some statement which had been written 
by somebody else--but listen to what Oliver Cowdery says. It 
was published in a tract called Defense in Rehearsal of My 
Grounds for Separating Myself From the Latter Day Saints, by 
Oliver Cowdery, published March 3, 1839. Oliver Cowdery 
says, "There was a time when I thought myself able to prove 
to the satisfaction of every man that the translator of the Book 
of Mormon was worthy of the title 'Prophet of the Lord.' He 
held over me a mysterious power, which even now I fail to 
fathom. But I fear I may have been deceived and especially so 
since Satan has led him, Joseph Smith, astray. Then when the 
Church of Christ was set up by revelation, he was called the 
first elder and I was called the second elder, whenever he added 
the Priesthood, about which now I am beginning to doubt." 

Oliver Cowdery says, "I am beginning to doubt whether 
I had any priesthood." He says, "And what served to render 
affliction past expression, and it is bitterness to me, was iliat 
it was from his hand I received baptism by the direction of the 
angel of God; whose voice as it has since struck me, did most 
mysteriously resemble the voice of elder Sydney Rigdon, who 
I am sure had part in the transactions of that day, and he ap­
peared to be the angel of John the Baptist." That's the state-
ment of Oliver Cowdery. . 

ou're going to give Oliver Cowdery as a 
at a e 0 1st rea er 

e chur 18 

It at the Methodist church? y is 
It that all the statements thai he was suppose to give in favor 
of the Book of Mormon, were written by some other men, after 
he died, and that in his own pamphlet he denied and joined 
another church? B. H. Roberts said concerning Oliver Cowdery, 
that there had not heen anything else written except that which 
Mr. Miller said he said. I have shown that it was given ten 
.years after he died; so if something else was given, B: H. 
Roberts was wrong. He said there wasn't anything else given. 
Now if Mr. Farnsworth comes and uye, "Here is something else 
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to and his mission was specifically to them. It is true that the 
gospel was carried to the Gentiles later. We are all aware of that. 
But the Savior said, "Other sheep I have that are not of this 
fold. Not of those in Jerusalem. There were some other Is· 
raelites who were not in the Holy Land and they should hear his 
voice and become one fold and one shepherd. He certainly 
wasn't speaking of the Gentiles because he didn't come to the 
Gentiles and he wasn't speaking of the Jews in Palestine because 
he was among them at that time. And he said there were other 
sheep that had to hear his voice, other than they. 

The most remarkable interpretation I ever heard was with 
reference to, "I saw another angel fly in the midst of heaven 
having the everlasting gospel." He took the forepart of that 
chapter and said those hundred and forty.four thousand people 
were those who were resurrected at the time the Lord came 
forth. I have never heard of such an interpretation as that. 
Why, I read in the Book of Revelation, (first I shall say this, for 
,he quoted from the first chapter of Revelation, saying that John 
was going to speak the things past, present, and future) but the 
quotation I quoted was in the fourth chapter. When the angel 
appeared, in the fourth chapter and after the fourth chapter it 
was to he hereafter. He said come up hither John and I will 
show you things that must be hereafter. Now. did the angel lie 
or not? That was in the fourth chapter. He quoted from the 
first. I quoted from the fourth, and these things that I quote 
rpme after the fourth chapter. 

Not only that, hut those hundred and forty and four thou­
sand-I am here to testify to you that those hundred forty-four 
thousand haven't even been seaIea. It is yet future, it is. yet 
to come. And I will prove it from the Book of Revelation, be­
cause we find that there is to be a great earthquake and every 
mountain and island was moved out of its place. Has that ever 
happened? Has it? It certainly has not to my knowledge. And 
it goes on to say that the heavens should depart as a scroll, etc. 
And after that the four angels sealed the hundred forty-four 
thousand people. So this is yet future, and yet our friend would 
have you believe that it occurred at the time Jesus our Lord rose 
from the dead. And he would thus pervert the word of the Lord 
in order to make this point and trying to say these scriptures do 
not refer to these latter day works. 

He said that Joseph Smith went without having any wit­
nesses for ten years. He forgot to tell you that the translation 
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of the Book of Mormon took about three years in the course of 
translation and during that period they found a man had to be 
baptized by immersion for the remission of sins, so Joseph 
Smith and Oliver Cowdery went out and inquired of the Lord 
about that and an angel of the Lord appeared before their eyes 
and ordained them to the Aaronic priesthood. So there is a wit­
ness, Oliver Cowdery, right there. 

Now as to the testimonies of the three witnesses, you have 
read it in the Book of Mormon. I need not read it over to you. 
It was published when the Book of Mormon was published in 
the year 1829 and it has been there ever since. And never once 
did Oliver Cowdery deny that testimony. Never once did David 
Whitmer deny that testimony. Not once did Martin Harris deny 
that testimony. Not once. Our friend quoted from a non·Mormon 
publication, statement that David Whitmer did deny it. David 
Whibner, when he heard of that publication, rose up in indigna­
tion and said that he had never denied it. And I quoted to you 
his testimony, affirming that he never denied it. Not once could 
our friend quote where they ever repudiated their testimonies. Not 
once. However, he said Oliver Cowdery let a Methodist preacher 
preach his funeral service. I was mistaken in my statement in 
the beginning. Oliver Cowdery never came to Utah. Oliver Cow· 
dery died before he came, but he was baptized into the church 
before he came, but he was not here. 

Martin Harris came here and he went all over the state 
of Utah and bore his testimony, I guess a thousand times. I 
would say that practically everybody in the State of Utah heard 
his testimony innumerable times. Now, he seems to think that 
because those men didn't sign their own names or something, 
that their testimony isn't valid. Now, I will call your attention 
to the fact that very few of the witnesses of God signed their 
name, but they have gone forth and bore that testimony to the 
world and it is a testimony just the same, whether they signed 
their name or not. 

Now the fact that all three of those men apostatized makes 
their testimony ten·fold stronger. They did apostatize. They 
became disaffected. David Whitmer never would come back 
into the church, didn't believe in Mormonism up until his death, 
but yet he affirmed that what he had seen was true. And never 
once did one of those men deny it. Two of the men did repent 
of their sins and come back. Our friend seems to make a lot of 
the fact that the revelation was to wicked men.- Well. the scriP" 
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the tribes of Israel? I still contend, friends, that when you take 
into consideration the people that Ezekiel was writing to 
-the people under Babylonian captivity - writing to 
the two tribes that had· been divided God said that he was go­
ing to bring them out from among the heathen where they were 
at that time, and bring them back into the land of Israel, from 
which they had been taken, and make them one nation upon the 
mountains of Israel. ne scripture has reference to the restoration 
of Israel from Babylonian capitivity, and that is all. 

Luke says, in Acts 2 :5, that on the day of Pentecost when 
the Holy Spirit was poured out, there were Jews from every na· 
tion under heaven at Jerusalem. There is no statement made 
that there were Jews from the American continenL If there had 
been Jews on the American continent, there would have been 
Jews at Jerusalem from America, for the Bible says there were 
Jews from every nation under heaven. So then the application 
of "Other sheep I have which are not of this fold," still remains 
to be true, that we Gentiles were not of the fold to whichJ esus 
was then preaching. If there had been Jews of America, they 
would have been of the same fold; so 1 still contend that in the 
Bible reference is made to Gentles. Jesus broke down the middle 
wall of partition between them and the Jews, took it out of the 
way and nailed it to the cross. 

Rev. 14:6, "I saw another angel fly in the midst of heaven, 
having an everlasting gospel to preach to every kindred, tongue 
and tribe." I want to ask Mr. Farnsworth this simple question. 
We'll continue with the discussion tomorrow night. Was that 
angel symbolical or was it an actual angel? Was it a real angel? 
If it were an actual angel, not symbolical, and if it were the 
angel Moroni, he didn't do what Rev. 14:6 said he would do. 
He didn't go to every kindred, tongue and tribe. He went only 
to Joseph Smith, and he, through you people, go to every kin· 
dred, tongue, tribe, and people. And friends, you must remember 
that Mr. Farnsworth is supposed to answer the question, "Isthia 
angel symbolical of your going out to every kindred, tribe, and 
tongue, or is it just one angel?" If so, he has got to prove that 
Moroni has gone to eve1')'\ kindred, tongue, tribe and people, 
personally, and preached to them. If he didn't do it personally, 
then the angel of Rev. 14 was a symbolical representation of your 
going to those, receiving the message he had. Then if he says 
it was a symbolical representation, Mr. Farnsworth will have to 
prove that it was not the symbolical representation of the spread-
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iug of the gospel in the beginning of the church when it was first 
established in Jerusalem, 33 A. D. 

I made the statement that the angel first appeared to Joseph 
Smith in 1819, and that he had no witnesses until ten years later. 
Mr. Farnsworth comes back and says three years before the Book 
of Mormon was published, Oliver Cowdery was chosen as a 
witness of the Book of Mormon. According to the records that 
are given on page 15 of "Joseph Smith Tells His Own Story," 
it was April 5, 1829,-oo1y one year before the Book of Mor· 
mon was given. The first appearance was in 1819 and Oliver 
Cowdery was the first witness, April 5, 1829. That makes ten 
years. Therefore. the statement I made stands. Mr. Farnsworth 
would have you to believe that because of the fact that we don't 
have a written statement of the writers of the Bible record of 
their signatures, then we should demand the signature of these 
men who wrote and gave their testimony that the Book of Mor· 
mon is true. I want t friends that the Bible doesn't offer 
8uch kind of testimony as roof that it . e. e B· e 

oeso t 0 er some wItnesses . this is the word of God. The 
00 Itse IS proo t it is the' word of God. Here is an . us­

tration. Suppose a litile boy were to draw a picture of a cat. 
When he got through he would write under: "This is a cat." But 
a great artist would paint a picture of a cat, when he got. through 
painting, would he write under it saying, ''This is a cat"? No! 
That statement alone would prove that be was not a great ar-
tist; but he leaves the picture to for itself. I want to say 

at t IS e way e e 18 an s statement I would like 
to make:-The three witnesses and their testimony is the greatest 
conviction in my mind that the Book of Mormon is not of die 
vine origin, because you don't ever find any such testimony given 
by any books of the Bible. You can tell by the reading of the 
Bible that its message is divine. But, friends, those who wrote 
the Book of Mormon realized that their message would not stand 
the test. That is why they gave the three witnesses saying:­
"This is the word of God," just as a little boy would say, "This 
is a cat." 

I would like to say that I never made the statement that 
David Whitmer denied. But I did say that Mr. David Whitmer 
reaHirmed his testimony because of the fact that he was the head 
of another church. He condemned the organization of your church. 
And I did say that if you receive his testimony about the Book 
of Mormon, then you should receive his testimony against poly-



GATEWOOD-FABNSWOIlTJl DEBATE 87 

gamy, against one man at the head of the church, and against the 
name of the church. 

As yet there has been no proof that Oliver Cowdery made a 
statement which he signed himself to give to the world. Mr. B. 
H. Roberts, and mind you friend, Pm not quoting from your 
enemy, Pm quoting from your friend, from your own men, from 
your oWD writinp. I want to say that Pm against the people who 
attack the doctrine of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day 
Saints by going out and digging up everything that is evil about 
them. What I do when I study the question, I go to your own 
men and investigate them. Mr. Roberts said that Oliver Cowdery 
didn't make any statement or tsetimony except to say, and then 
quoted it. I told you and showed you that that statement wasn't 
given until ten years after he was dead, and then it was the tes­
timony of another man. 

Mr. Farnsworth said everybody in Utah heard Martin Har· 
ris give his testimony and reaffirm his belief in the Book of Mor· 
mono I wonder, if that is true, why it was .that Martin Harris 
never did write it down while he was alive. Why was it that 
they had to wait ten years after his death before (eight years after 
his death) before any.thing was published, and then when it was 
published it wasn't his own words but what somebody else said 
that he said. David Whitmer died out of the church. Oliver 
Cowdery died out of the church and his funeral was preached 
by a Methodist preacher; and by his going over to the Methodist 
church, friends, you can see by /lhat that he was saying, "1 
don't believe the message." If he had believed the message, he 
would have stood by it. He would have died for it. You could 
not have separated him from it. Suppose an angel had ap­
peared to you and said, "These are the words of God." Would 
you then go astray and join another church? No, you would 
stay with the church that at least believed in those things. Oliver 
Cowdery didn't go into the Reorganized Church. He didn't 
go into the church that is called the Church of Christ, with its 
headquarters in Independence, Missouri, which some people are 
members of in Salt Lake City. He didn't go into that church, 
but went into a Methodist church, that didn't even remotely be­
lieve the Book of Mormon, thus showing definitely that he did 
not believe the Book of Mormon. 

Friends, I'm not saying that because of the fact that these 
men were called wicked men by Joseph Smith that overthrew their r­

testimony; hut I read in your hearing that Joseph Smith said, 
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"You have not given heed to the Spirit, and to those who were 
set over you, but have been persuaded by those I have not com­
manded." If they were persuaded by those who were not com­
manded at one time, how do you know that he was not persuaded 
by those who were not commanded by the Lord at other times? So 
in closing I say again that the Book of Mormon is not of divine 
origin. (Time called.) 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE, Mr. Farnsworth 

Again I want to call your attention to the word of the 
Lord that the Bible came to us through inspiration; holy men 
spake from God being moved by the Holy Ghost; God being the 
same yesterday, today, and forever and unchangeable_ If the 
Holy Ghost is being made manifest today, and those men spoke 
as they were being moved upon by the Holy Ghost, then we 
can expect scripture today in addition to the Bible, and I want 
to testify to you that today, just before this great Millennia!, just 
before this great golden age we are approaching; when the lion 
and the lamb will lie down together and there will be no more 
destruction; when there will be peace on this earth; when knowl­
edge will cover this earth as the waters cover the deep. Previous 
to that great age, and previous to the second coming of the Mes­
siah, it was necessary that the Lord God Almighty speak from 
heaven and that He declare his word and that he restore all 
things spoken of by the mouths of all the holy prophets since the 
world began. I'm here to testify to you that in part that scrip­
ture has been fulfilled. There was to be a restoration of all things 
and I testify that the coming forth of the Book of Mormon was 
part of that restitution. 

And I'm here likewise to testify that the stick of Judah 
does refer to the Bible and that the stick of Joseph does refer 
to the Book of Mormon and that today they have been joined 
together and they are one in our hands crying out to scattered 
Israel that has been scattered to the four comers of this earth; that 
the Lord has again spoken from heaven; that the prophets have 
again been raised up; that the Holy Ghost is again moving upon 
men; and that the great gathering is about to occur, before the 
second coming of the Lord Jesus Christ. In fact, some of it 
is now taking place. 

I want to tell you that it would be positively ridiculous to 
think that the golden age could be ushered in by the wisdom 
of man. Why, the wisdom of man without the inspiration from the 
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Almighty, could never bring such a golden age. The angel that 
10hn saw flying in the midst of heaven was not a symbolical 
angel, because 10hn said "I saw another angel fly in the midst 
of heaven, having the everlasting gospel to preach to them that 
dwell upon the earth, saying with a loud voice fear God and 
give glory to him for the hour of his judgment is come." John 
saw an angel.. The angel had the everlasting gospel. The scrip­
ture doesn't say that the angel himself would take the ever­
lasting gospel to each and every individual in the earth. He said 
the gospel should be preached to every nation in the earth. "Say­
ing with a loud voice fear God and give glory to him for the 
hour of his judgment is come." In the day of his judgment­
and we are living hefore that gred day of judgment of God 
-in the day of God's judgment, an angel should come having 
the gospel to preach to them that dwell upon the earth. The 
gospel was to be preached. It didn't say the angel would have 
to preach it. I want to bear testimony to you that any man in 
this audience that desires to know whether or not the Book of 
Mormon is the truth, all you have to do is get the Book of Mor­
mon and read the book and read it desiring to know the truth., 





PROPOSITION TWO 

The Book of Mormon 
(Second Night) 

MIl. F ABNSWORTB, FiTlt A.ffirmative 

My dear friends, as has been stated. the proposition is: Re­
solved that the Book of Mormon is of Divine Origin. You who 
were here last night recall that I called to your attention that 
we're living in a great age. You will recall that I pointed to the 
eleventh chapter of Isaiah, where we are told that the Lord will 
set his hand a second time to gather Israel and where the lion 
and the lamb should lie down together, when peace should be 
established in the earth and when the power of the Almighty 
should cover the earth as the waters cover the deep. I called 
your attention to the fact that such great accomplishments as are 
to come about during this great millennium certainly could not 
be brought about without further revelation from the Lord our 
God. I told you last evening that the Bible came to us in this 
manner. That holy men of God spake as they were moved upon 
by the Spirit of God. 

Now, my friends, if holy men of God are moved upon by 
the Spirit of God today, their words are just as much scripture as 
the Bible. If there were other 'sheep of the house of Israel in 
other parts of this world, at the same time that the revelation 
was given to the Jews in Jerusalem, and if the Spirit of God 
moved upon those people, then their word is scripture likewise. 
I called your attention to the the facti that the Apostle Peter 
said that there would be a restitution of all things spoken by the 
mouths of all the holy prophets since the world began. How 
could such a restitution of all things spoken of by the mouth 
of all the holy prophets since the world began, come about, with· 
out more revelation from the Almighty God? I call your at­
tention to the fact that the Christian denominations have been 
quarreling and jangling over the interpretation of the Bible for 
almost 2,000 years and they are a long way from a millennium 
today. We have, I guess, one of the bloodiest wars going on 
that the world has ever known, despite the quarreling and 
jangling that has been taking place for 'the last 2,000 years. 
I want to say that it would take ten thousand or perhaps a mil­
lion years to ever reach a millennium which is spoken of in the 
Bible, if we bad to rely upon the wisdom of man and had to 
deny further revelation from the Lord God Almighty. 
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together is to assist in bringing scattered Israel back to the 
knowledge of our Lord God Almighty. Quoting further, "And 
I will take the children of Israel from among the heathen whither 
they be gone, and will gather them on every side, and bring 
them into their own land. And I will make them one nation. 
in. the land upon the mountains of Israel and one king shall be 
kinfl to them all and they shall be no more two nations, neither 
shall they be divided into two kingdoms any more. Neither shall 
they defile themselves any more." 

Now, how about the Jews after they returned to Jerusalem 
after Babylonian captivity? Did they defile themselves any 
more? I say they did. "Neither shall they defile themselves any 
more with their idols nor with their detestable things nor with 
any of their transgressions, but I will save them out of all their 
dwelling places wherein they have sinned, and will cleanse them, 
so shall they be my people and 1 will be their God." 

I ask you again, has this been fulfilled? I emphatically say 
it has not. It is yet in the future. Therefore, Mr. Gatewood's 
interpretation is entirely false. Now notice this "And David my 
servant shall be king over them." "David my servant shall be 
king over them." David lived long before Ezekiel's time. "And 
they all shall have one shepherd, they shall also walk in my judg­
ments and observe my statutes and do them. And they shall 
dwell in the land that I have e;iven unto Jacob my servant wherein 
your fathers have dwelt. and thev shall dwell therein, even they 
and their children and their children's children forever, and my 
servant David shall be prince over them. Moreover, I will make 
a covenant of peace with them; it shall be an everlasting covenant 
with them and I will bless them and multiply them and will set 
my sanctuary in the midst of them forevermore." 

The Lord was to set his sanctuary in the midst of them tor­
evermore. "My tabernacle also shall be with them." I wonder 
if the tabernacle of the Lord was with the Jews after they re­
turned to Jerusalem and rebuilt the temple. ''Yea, I will be 
their God and they shall be my people. And the heathen shall 
know that I, the Lord, do sanctify Israel when my sanctuary shall 
he in the midst of them forever." 

You see, just as I told you, ladies and gentlemen, this great 
millennium is coming, the great age-this golden age, when 
not only mortal men will be upon this earth, but resurrected be­
ings as well and the Lord God Almighty brings Israel again and 





GATEWOOD-FARNSWORTH DEBATE 9S 

sure I have just as much faith in it. I'll call your attention to 
the face that the Prophet Daniel, speaking to Nebuchadnezzar, 
told him that he ruled the world; wherever there were people, he 
ruled. Moreover, you recall that in speaking of the kingdom 
that should arise he said, of Nebuchadnezzar, ''Thou art the 
head of gold and after thee shall arise a second kingdom and a 
third kingdom that shall bear rule OfJer all the earth." "Over 
all the earth." Now that third kingdom, the Medo-Persian 
kingdom, the kingdom of Alexander the Great. Did it bear 
rule here in America? No, of course not. I have absolute proof 
that there were great cities here larger than Chicago, millions of 
people here. 

Now I ask Mr. Gatewood, did Nebuchadnezzar in his pre­
diction include the people here? I'm sure that Alexander the 
Great didn't conquer the Nephites or the Lamanites, all those 
great people here in America. And yet the Bible clearly says 
that that nation should bear rule over all the world and all 
the earth. Now if I can use that argument it is just 88 sound 
as Mr. Gatewood's argument that because there were Jews pth­
ever together at Jerusalem from every nation, therefore there 
couldn't be any from this hemisphere. Why, it's absurd. The 
idea was that from every nation that those people knew about 
there were Jews. Yes. But they didn't know about those people 
over here, and certainly didn't include them at all. So I 
don't consider that an answer to that question. . 

I quoted and told you last evening that in the fourth chap­
ter of the Book of Revelation, the fourth chapter, mind you, that 
an angel said to J obo, "Come up hither and I will show you 
things that will be hereafter." Hereafter, mind you. Not in 
the past. Hereafter. And I quoted from the fourteenth chapter 
of Revelation, the sixth and seventh verses, where John saw an 
angel flying in the midst of heaven having the everlasting gospel 
to preach to them that dwell upon the earth, saying with a loud 
voice, Fear God, and give glory to him, for the hour of his 
judgment is come. Now, he said that was a symbol. John said 
he saw an angel-not a symbol. I'll take lohn's word rather 
than Mr. Gatewood's on that question. Furthermore, John saw 
this angel-having the gospel to be preached. He did not say 
that the angel would have to preach it to us individually. He 
saw the angel having the gospel to be preached to every na­
tion under heaven. Now shall I again say that my opponent 
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authority. "He was a king, priest, legislator, and ruler of a 
benevolent character. He was called the skillful 
hand with which he performed miracles such as curing of the 
sick by the laying on of hands. He possessed the power of re­
viving the dead." Can you imagine a savage monarch doing 
such things as that? I'm going to quote you from Brancroft. 

"He was born of a virgin, of miraculous birth. He bad 
a human body like other men, yet was a god, the son of god, 
of mysterious birth." Why, what more proof do you want? 
I'm going to quote that again. "Yet was a god, the son of 
god, of mysterious birth." I wonder how much evidence they 
want. All of this, my friends, is in support of the teaching of 
the Book of Mormon that Hebrews came over here about 600 
B. C. 

Dh yes, he questioned the dates too. Well, scientists diHer 
on dates as well. I quoted three or four scientists to show you 
that one group of Mayas came over here about 600 B. C. ,I 
realize that there was a later group and if our friend will go 
into this a little deeper than he has, he will find out that the 
group that he mentioned was the later group entirely. So after 
all, there is no contradiction in the quotation that he made and 
the one I quoted, because the first group of Mayas did make 
their appearance here about five or six hundred years B. C. 
according to authorities. 

I'm going to quote to you tonight, whether it wearies you 
or not, with respect to lesus' visit here in America. I believe that 
this has the ring of scripture. And I just got through telling you 
that all these great non·Mormon authorities say that Quetzalcoatal 
could have been none other than Jesus, and that Christianity was 
practiced here by those people before Columbus discovered 
America, and that without question they were of Jewish origin 
some of these authorities say. There are, of course, other 
theories on that problem. I'm not saying that that's the only 
one. I'd be amazed if it was, the way scientists differ. I think 
I told you something about putting your trust in the arm of 
flesh. That goes for sCientists as well as common men. ' 

I'm reading from III Nephi 17. This is just a little of 
what Jesus taught to the people here. Now mind you, the Book 
of Mormon (Mormon just transcribed it; he made an abridge. 
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ment of it; so part of this is just Monnon taking excerpts of 
what the Lord taught so that you will understand it) "Behold now 
it came to pass when Jesus had spoken these words he looked 
:round about again on the multitude and he said unto them, Be­
hold my time is at hand, I perceive that ye are weak, that ye 
cannot understand all my words which I am commanded of the 
Father to speak unto you at this time. Therefore, go into your 
homes and ponder upon the things which I have said, and ask 
the Father in my name that ye may understand and prepare your 
minds for the morrrow, and I will come unto you again. And 
now I go unto my Father and also to show myself unto the 
lost tribes of Israel for they are not lost unto the Father, for 
he knoweth whither he hath taken them. And it came to pass 
that when J esUB had thus spoken he cast his eyes around about 
him again on the multitude and beheld that there were tears 
•••• tt Mind you, that this is Jesus in his resurrected state, ap­
pearing to these people here. 

"And beheld there were tears and they did look steadfastly 
upon him as if they would ask him to tarry a little longer 
with them. And he said unto them, " All my bowels are filled 
with compassion towards you. Have ye any that are sick among 
you? Bring them hither. Have ye any that are lame or blind 
or halt or maimed or leprous or that are withered, or that are 
deaf or that are afflicted in any maner? Bring them hither and 
I will heal them, for I have compassion upon you. My bowels 
are filled with mercy, for I perceive that ye desire that I should 
show unto you what I have done unto your brethren at Jeru­
salem; for I see that your faith is sufficient that I should heal 
you." And it came to pass when he had thus spoken all the 
multitudes with one accord did go forth with their sick and 
their afflicted and their lame and with their blind and their 
dumb and with all them that were afflicted in any manner; 
'and he did heal them every one as they were brought forth unto 
him. And they did all-all, both they who were healed and 
they who were whole, bow down at his feet and did worship him. 
And as many as could come from the multitudes did kiss his 
feet, in so much, as they did bathe his feet with their tears. 

And it came to pass that he comanded that their little chi!­
.dren should be brought! so they brought their little children, 
set them down upon the ground about him and Jesus stood in 
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the midst of the multitude and gave way until they had all been 
brought unto him. And it came to pass when they had been 
brought, Jesus stood in the midst; he commanded the multitudes 
that they should kneel down upon the ground; and it came to 
pass when they had knelt upon the ground that Jesus groaned 
within himself, saying "Father I am troubled because of the 
wickedness of the people of the house of Israel." And when he 
had said these words, he himself also knelt upon the earth, and 
behold, he prayed unto the Father and the things which he 
prayed cannot be written. And the multitude did bear record 
who heard him." 

Now, no wonder those people kept in mind that coming of 
that great white god. No wonder they remembered that he was 
crucified upon a cross. No wonder they remembered that he 
healed the sick by the laying an of hands and raised the dead, 
because he actually did appear to those people here. And not 
only as the Book of Morman testifies, but as the traditions of 
the American Indians will verify as these great scientists said. 
Now my friends, where is there any other people upon the earth 
with such traditions, ather than those who are actually Israelites 
and have had these experiences? I am going to quote you a 
little further: 

"For they knew that the prophets had testified to these 
things for many years, and that the sign which had been given 
was already at hand and they began to fear because of their 
iniquity and their unbelief. And it came to pass that there 
was no darkness in all that night, but it was light as though it 
was mid-day. And it came to pass that the sun did rise in the 
morning again according to its proper order. And they knew 
that it was the day that the Lord should be born, because of 
the sign which had been given-and it had come to pass-yea, 
all things every whit according to the words of the prophet. And 
it ('.ame to pass also that a new star did appear according to 
the word." 

Notice that there was light for about a period of a day 
and a night, and that a new star appeared. I quoted you tra­
dition last night upon this marvelous event. Now I have quoted 
you from the Book of Mormon to show that at the birth of Christ 
there was a period when the sun did not go down or when there 
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Did you know that at Mexico City they dug down, and 
found that it was built upon the top of another city that had 
heen covered up? I can furnish absolute proof of that from 
scientists. 

"There was a great destruction in the land. Behold there 
was terrible destruction." I could go on and read further. 
But I think there is no need of that. I do not want to weary 
you. But I will show you that even that great thing was reo 
membered by those people, and non·Mormon authorities tell 
us that they remembered that great incidenL And the remark· 
able thing is that they give us the same date that the Book of 
Monnon does. 

This "Tushugie" page 59. This is one of our early men. 
He quotes a Peruvian historian who says, "During his reign (the 
reign of a certain monarch which he places about thirty·two, or 
thirty.three A. D.) they experienced earthquakes that lasted sev· 
eral months." That is of course a perverted tradition coming 
down from the American Indians with respect to this terrible 
time. 

Here is a book called "America Before Columbus." "Another 
circumstance of our Savior's death seems to be rememebered 
in Mexico, where it is related in its traditions that at the dis· 
appearance of Quetzalcoatal (notice-at the disappearance of 
Quetzalcoatal) both the sun and the moon were covered with 
darkness, while a single star appeared in the heavens." Here 
we have all kinds of traditions to support thaL 

I am reading again from Bancroft: "The sun and the moon 
were eclipsed; the earth shook, and the rocks were rent asunder, 
and many other things and signs happened. This was in the 
year "Tcicalli" which, chronologically being reduced to our sys­
tem, proves to be the same date when Christ our Lord suffered 
-thirty·three A. D." 

Here is another from Baldwin-one of our modem authori· 
ties. "The land was shaken by frightful earthquakes and the 
waves of the sea combined with volcanic fires to overwhelm 
and engulf it. Most of the inhabitants were destroyed." All 
of that, my friends--all of that, is in accordance with what I 
have read you from the Book of Mormon. You mean to tell 
me for a moment that the young Unlearned boy-this young boy 
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I am going to quote from a Mexican work: ''That there is 
a connection between the inhabitants of Mexico and of certain 
tribes of the Nile valley, is hardly to be doubted." That is 
not the quotation that I wanted. Here is one-the Hebrew. In 
his (Dr. Roudalph Falls) chapters on the relationship of the 
Aryan and Semitic languages to the dialects of Ancient Peru, 
he first of all proves that the Semitic roots are Aryan. Then he 
shows all the common stems of all the Aryans are to be found in 
their truest condition in the old Peruvian language. Dr. Falls 
gives a list of fifty words similar in the Hebrew and dialects 
of Peru. This is a quotation from Lee, another modem man. 
NoW' I am going to quote from Churchword with respect to this 
being a white people. "In Mexico there is an ancient Aztec tra· 
dition which says that the first settlers in Mexico were a white 
race. The tradition continues by saying this white race was 
conquered hy a race with darker skins, and the darker skin race 
drove the white race from the land." Why you people who 
have read the Book of Mormon-Did not the Lamanites conquer 
the Nephites, and destroy them just as this said? Why these 
traditions are marvelous in my eye. I'll do a little more read· 
ing from the Book of Mormon. 

"And there being but little timber in the face of the land, 
nevertheless the people who went f 9rth became exceedingly expert 
in the working of cement. Therefore they did build houses of 
cement in which they did dwell." Why my friends. when that 
Book of Mormon first came forth, how they did ridicule my 
grandfather because Joseph Smith said those people built ce­
ment houses How they laughed at him, hut they can't laugh 
at me! No sir! Because men have uncovered those cities-those 
great cement cities. Why I have a photograph ,of an ancient 
theater built entirely of cement. The Book of Mormon said 
they huilt of cement, and they did. 

I am going to quote likewise here-" And .they also had 
horses, and they had elephants-" and so on and so forth. That 
is from Ether, the ninth chapter. That was laughed at and 
ridiculed in my grandfather's day. But they don't laugh at 

. me. Not ,so long ago I was in Los. Angeles and I visited the 
big '.'Aquarium" there and I saw, I guess, some twenty skeletons 
of horses, about the size of our. ponies now, in that great place. 
I saw also skeletons of elephants. Why, my friends, there is no 
question about the divine authenticity of ' the Book of Mormon. 

; 
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I want to say again that what little I have said here can't 
prove the authenticity of the book, itself. How could any man 
prove the authenticity of the Bible in two nights with modem 
critics criticizing it like this man is going to do tonight to the 
Book of Mormon? He's going to use the same kind of criticism 
against the Book of Mormon that modem critics use against the 
Bible. But I want to tell you that the Book of Mormon is the 
proof.-read it. Joseph Smith couldn't have brought forth that 
work-a twenty.three-year-old boy, unlearned, in the backwoods 
of New York. Why he couldn't have done it-There is the proof 
-The book itself.-Read it. And I want to tell you if you'll 
investigate, not just come to try to tear it to pieces like our 
friend, but if you'll investigate that book, you'll find that it is 
the word of God, and that is my testimony in the name of Jesus 
Christ. Amen. 

HR. GATEWOOD, FiTl' Negative 

I believe, friends, that after Mr. Farnsworth has stood before 
you and told you that scientists were so independable, then turned 
around and made his speech entirely upon what scientists had to 
sa1-1 believe I could answer all he has to say in the state­
ments that he made--"Scientists are very independable." And 
therefore, since they are, you are going to have to build to a great 
extent upon conjecture. 

I read last evening from Mr. B. H. Roberts; I read last evening 
from a statement made by Oliver Cowdery; I read last evening 
from all of the statements that were made by the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-Day Saints, giving you chapter and verse, volume 
and page; yet Mr. Farnsworth comes tonight and says that I 
quoted from Anti· Mormon sources. I was accused of that last 
evening, and I asked the individuals who accused me to show 
me one thing that I said from anti·Mormon sources. And that 
individual was unable to show me. If Mr. Farnsworth will show 
me tonight where last evening I quoted from anti.Mormon sources 
-then I'll surrender. These statements are made to arouse in 
your minds prejudice against what I have to say. But Mr. B. H. 
Roberts is that which I relied upon, and I quoted from him mostly. 
He is a member of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day-Saints. 
He is one of your Apostles, and died as a member of your church. 

I quote again from him. After having spent much time discuss-
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ing and saying the very same things that Mr. Farnsworth has said 
to you this evening, here is what he says near the close of his 
book: "From the foregoing it will be apparent how unsatisfactory 
are the conclusions regarding the age of America's great cities, 
and monuments of antiquity." Since, as Mr. H. H. Bancroft says 
(whom Mr. Farnsworth quotes) "in the ruins themselves, by which 
the age may be determined, it is clearly seen that all authorities 
are merely declaring in conjecture concerning them." So since 
Mr. Roberts has said that all Mr. Farnsworth has said is just 
conjecture, and since Mr. Farnsworth speaks so positively, I won­
der which of these two men you are going to take as authority up­
on those things. 

I would like to call to your attention that we are not discussing 
the Millennium. Therefore I refuse to get off into a discussion 
of the Millemrlum, which Mr. Farnsworth has brought up last eve­
ning and tonight, bringing in Isaiah 11:6-11. All that I ask you to 
do is to go home and read Isaiah the eleventh chapter. There you· 
will find that Isaiah was prophesying of a Branch which was to 
spring from the tribe of Jesse and that the people were to come 
and were to hear him, and that Isaiah 11 is a prophecy of the 
first coming of Jesus, when he shall come and gather togethe.r 
the children of Israel in a new Covenant he made with them when 
he took them by the hand and led them out of Egypt. He gathered 
them one time, called them out to Mt. Sinai, and Jesus is going, 
through his New Covenant, to call them together again. So I am 
going to pass by with the exception of saying this-that you notice 
that Mr. Farnsworth connected Ezekiel 37 and Isa. 11:6-11 as thL 
great Millennium, and then he said, quoting Ezekiel 37, that at 
the great Restoration of the Jews, David would be king. Now that 
is new information to me. I did not know that the Latter-Day Saints 
believed that during the Millennium David would be resurrected 
and would be a king over the people in the land of Zion. I thought 
all the time that they were saying that Jesus would be the king 
over them. And now here Mr. Farnsworth takes Ezekiel 37 and 
says that has reference to the great Millennial age, and that 
David would be the king. You see again tonight he gives up the 
idea that the. sticks in Ezekiel 37 has reference to the Book of 
Mormon and the Bible. 

I find in Acts 3:19,20 that the Bible says, "Whom the heavens 
must retain," (that is, going to retain Jesus) until the restitution 
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statement they made, why do you accept all the rest? I tell you.­
if I disbelieve one statement they made and change that, I would 
not have any faith in the rest of them. 

You get an original copy of the Book of Mormon. I have the 
original copy and the original testimony given and it definitely 
says that Joseph Smith was the author and proprietor. Now I know 
that Mr. FarnSworth will come back and say that was put in there 
so he could get a copyright for the Book of Mormon. Well, I know 
that is your answer. It is on the title page also, that Joseph Smith 
was the author and proprietor. "That had to he put on the title 
page," so your answer goes; but why did the eight witnesses say 
that Joseph Smith was the author and proprietor? 

Mr. Farnsworth made the argument that Joseph Smith alone 
coUld not write the Book of Mormon. He had some other asso· 
ciates. When did Mr. Sidney Rigdon appear on the scene? I have 
here the "True Origin of the Book of Mormon," by Charles Shook. 
Some people who lived in the same county in New York late in 
1879, speaking in regard to this, said: "I was a youth twelve or 
thirteen years old, having been born January 9, 1814, at Palmyra, 
New York. During some of my visits with the Smiths, I saw a 
stranger whom they said was Mr. Rigdon. He was at Mr. Smith's 
several times and it was the year of 1827-two years before 
the Book of Mormon was published, Sidney Rigdon was here with 
him." 

The statement is made by Abel D. Chase, page 131. I find a 
statement by Lorenza Saunders and 1 can read you many of them, 
who say they saw Sidney Rigdon in the spring of 1827, about the 
middle of March. "I went to the Smith's to eat maple sugar and 
1 saw five or six standing in a group better dressed than the rest, 
and I asked Harrison Smith who he was. He said his name was 
Sidney Rigdon, a friend of Joseph Smith, from Pennsylvania." I 
could go on and read you a number of statements made by reo 
liable citizens, just as reliable as David Whitmer, Martin Harris 
and Oliver Cowdery, that say that that was true-that Sidney Rig­
don was an acquaintance of Joseph Smith even as early as 1827. 
Thus you can see friends, that the testimony concerning the wit­
nesses, cannot stand. 

Mr. Farnsworth said that Alexander Campbell started the church 
of Christ of which I am a member. We are not on that subject to­
night, but I ask you to come hack Friday night. I'm going to see 
that Mr. Farnsworth has a correct understanding with regard to 
that. Jesus Christ established the church of Christ in 33 A. D., at-
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Jerusalem. That is the church of which I am a member. I refuse 
to be a member of any man-made institution. Mr. Farnsworth 
must prove Friday night that I am a member of a human institu­
tion. It remains to be seen when we come to a discussion of that 
subject. 

Mr. Farnsworth also called to your attention that cement, ele­
phants, and iron were mentioned in the Book of Mormon, and he 
stated that nothing was known about those things in 1830. But 
Mr. Farnsworth, if you will tum to Clavero's "History of Mexico," 
published in 1787, at least fifty years before the Book of Mormon 
was published, you will find in the archaeological surveys that 
made, he stated that there were cement, iron, elephants, and many 
other kinds of implements and animals in Almerica. So until you 
have examined this work, you must not say that no one knew about 
them earlier than 1830. 

I wish also, friends, to give you the names of writers who be­
fore Joseph Smith's day took the position that the people of the 
American continent were of Jewish origin. Thorngood, "The Jews 
in America," published in England, 1650; William Penn, 1683, 
"Free Tract Society of London;" James Adair, 1775, "American 
Indians;" Burdeaunts, "Star of the West," 1816; and Smith's 
"Views of the Jews," 1820. I can give you more, who all took 
the position that the people of America were of Jewish origin. And 
frlends, I can tum here and read to you from Mr. B. H. Roberts' 
"New Witness for God." Mr. Farnsworth studied and used most 
of this material and got a lot of it out of these writings. Here is 
what Mr. Roberts says: "The North-eastern coast of America may 
have been visited by the Norsemen in the tenth century A. D., or 
that Celtic adventurers could have come to America at even an 
earlier date." 

Now then, after taking the Book of Mormon and saying that 
it gives a true record of how the people came over here, Mr. Rob­
erts states that it is possible for that to be, even at an earlier date, 
but subsequent to the close of the Nephite period. "It might even 
be possible that migration came by way of the Pacific Islands 
to the western shores of America. I think it indisputable that there 
were many migrations from Northeastern Asia into the extreme 
North part of the United States, by way of the Bering Strait, where 
the continents of North America and Asia are separated by a dis­
tance of but thirty-six miles of ocean." 

Up by the Bering Strait, Mr. B. H. Roberts says it would have 
been possible for the people to have come over from that country. 
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. Mr. Charles H. S. Davis of Meridian, Conn., author of "Ancient 
Egypt in the Light of Recent Discoveries," and a member of the 
American Oriental Society, says: "1 am familiar with Egyptian, 
Chaldaic, Assyrian and Arabic, and have considerable acquaint­
ance with all the original languages; and I can positively assert 
that there is not a letter to be found in the facsimilies submitted 
that can be found in the alphabet of any originallanguage-par­
icularly in those to which you referred, namely, Egyptian, Chal­
daic, Assyrian and Arabic. A careful study of the facsimilies shows 
that they were characters put down at random, with no resem­
blance to anything, not even shorthand." Now that is what an 
Egyptian scholar has to say about it. 

Dr. Charles E. Moulton of New York, Dec. 27, 1896, says: 
f'Your letter dated Nov. 23, 1 have just received. I will try to 
answer your question as far as I am able. I believe the plates of 
the Book of Mormon to be a fraud. In the first place, it is im­
possible to find in any inscriptions, Egyptian, Arabian and Chal­
daic characters mixed together. Egyptian scholars, Oriental schol­
ars, say it is impossible to find them mixed together. The simple 
idea of finding Egyptian and Arabic side by side, is ridiculous 
and impossible." 

Friends, I have here before me pictures of the diHerent lan­
guages. Here is the picture of the Egyptian. Here is the picture of 
the Assyrian. Here is the picture of the Aramaic. Here is the pic­
ture of the Arabic. And I ask you to come here at the end of this 
discussion and compare Egyptian, Assyrian,. Aramaic, Arabic 
characters with the characteri which Joseph Smith copied off and 
sent over to Professor Anthon. They are nothing alike whatsoever. 
When you get true characters of these languages beside Smith's 
characters, you can see that they are not true. 

I have here a statement made from the University of Chicago 
just recently: "Have Egyptian characters been discovered in An­
cient America?" The Chicago University, August 1, 1942, answer­
ed as follows: "No Egyptian characters have been discovered in 
Ancient America." H you wish, you may examine their state­
ments·to see that the letter is from Chicago University. "And then, 
can scholars translate Egyptian language used two thousand years 
ago? Can they do it now?" "Yes, they can!" But when did scholars 
start in the work of translating Egyptian characters? The first 
alphabet was by Champoleon in 1833- three years after the 
Book of Mormon had bet'u translated. 









122 GATEWOOD·FARNSWORTH DEBATE 

teaches false doctrine. Not only that, but the argument is made, 
and Mr. Farnsworth will make it when it comes to Friday night 
on the subject of Divine Authority-The argument is made today 
that people can't baptize themselves, but according to the story 
that is given in the Book of Mormon, Jesus Christ did not baptize 
Nephi, but he had him baptize himself. and then come up and start 
baptizing others. You read the story for yourself. 

Not only that, friends, but you can tum over to the Book of 
Mormon in First Nephi 5:10, there you can find statements con· 
cerning the doctrine which they were teaching. It says: "And we did 
observe to keep the judgments and statutes and the commandments 
of the Lord in all things according to the law of Moses." In other 
words, when they left the old country, it is stated that they got 
some plates-yes, stole them, as he said in First Nephi-went 
back an.d got them-that he had possession of Isaiah and portions 
of the Old Testament. The Nephites in America were supposed to 
keep the law of Moses. Well, what do we find? The Law of Moses 
in the Bible strictly forbids anyone but the sons of Levi to hold 
the priesthood (Ex. 28:34). "They shall be upon Aaron and his 
sons when they come into the tabernacle of the congregation, or 
when they come near to the altar to administer at the Holy place, 
that they bear not the iniquity and die. It shall be a statute forever 
and forever, for his seed after him" (Num. 3:10). "And thou 
shalt appoint Aaron and his sons, They shall wait on their Priest's 
office. And the stranger that cometh nigh shall be put to death." 
And yet you can find down in Alma 10:3 that "Amadiah was a 
descendent of Nephi, who was the Son of Lephi, who came out of 
the land of Jerusalem, who was the son of Manassah." And then 
you can read in Halaman 6, that priests were made from the tribe 
of Manassah, which was strictly contrary to the Law of Moses. 
No priests should be made a priest except those from the tribe of 
Levi. The Nephiles were blessed for going contrary to the Law of 
Moses. . 

I ask you to tum over here with me to the Bible in II ebron. 
26 and we are going to begin to read a story about somebody 
other than priests of the tribe of Levi who tried to officiate in the 
priest's office. Listen, "But when he was strong, his heart was lift­
ed up to his destruction, for he transgressed against the law of the 
Lord and went into the temple of the Lord to bum incense upon 
the altar. And Azariah the priest," (who was from the tribe of 
Levi), "went in after him, and with him fourscore priests of the 
law who were valient men, and they withstood Uzziah the king" 
(who was from the tribe of Judah). "And said unto him, It apper-
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and another would appear in its place; but if not written correctly, 
it would remain until corrected. So that the translation was just 
as it was engraved upon the plates precisely in the language it 
was written." 

B. H. Roberts in his "Brief History of the Church:" "Until 
the writing was correct in every particular, the words last given 
would remain before the eyes of the translator and not disappear." 
And yet after that was supposed to have been given by the inspira­
tion of God, translated by the inspiration of God, the Latter-Day 
Saints change it two thousand times. It is a testimony that you do 
not even believe that the Book of Mormon is a divine inspiraion 
from God. Not only that, but when you turn to the Book of Mor­
mon, there are over one thousand passages that are direct quota­
tions from the King James .version of the Bible. Since they are 
exact quotations from the King James Version, word for word, 
whole chapters being quoted, then you can see that there is the 
idea-well here is the point-The King James Version was made 
in 1611; the Book of Mormon was translated-was copied into a 
work which you say was correctly translated; but even the italicized 
words-words that were put in by the translators-were copied 
by Smith. Joseph Smith copied even the italicized words in the 
Book of Mormon. The King James Version was not copied from 
the Book of Mormon, because it was given in 1611, before the 
Book of Mormon was given. But you can find that the Book of 
Mormon was copied from the King James Version, because of the 
fact that (two minutes, thank you.)-because of the fact thal 
you do find them just alike. 

In the closing remarks, I want to say something a little more 
about Quetzalcoatl-Quetzallcoalt, or however you pronounce it. 
I would like to have that picture again, Brother Bales. Here is 
the picture of Quetzalcoatl which has been taken from Kimbrough's 
History, which Mr. Farnsworth quoted in regard to Quetzalcoatl, 
time and time again. Here is the Latter Day Saints' crucified Jesus. 

Here is supposed to be the two thieves. What does it look like? 
Here is a big round mark; down here are some legs that look like 
the legs of a lion with horns sticking out all over it. Over here is a 
leg with claws on it. Up here are some handa that have prongs 
all over them, totaling about twenty fingers. Here his head is turn­
ed up. His chin extends away oul-a head of an old idol that you 
can find on the old Indian totem poles; and, on each side you can 
find the old idols. Would you say that that was the crucified Jesus?· 
I would be ashamed, Mr. Farnsworth, to hold a picture before 
anybody like these two picture here, and say that is a story of the 
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crucified Jesus. It might be that we could say that there were some 
resemblances between the two-that he was the great white God 
of the American people, friends, but we must remember that in 
the time when Quetzallcoalt was supposed to have been the Savior 
which Mr. Farnsworth quoted, sprinkling was practiced, and not 
only infant baptism but human and animal sacrifices were prac· 
ticed in the partaking of the Lord's Supper. I aIIirm that Quetzal. 
coalt is not Jesus Christ the Son of the Living God. Clanero's His· 
ory says that he was dark and not white. (Time called.) 

The Crucified Christ of the Book fof Mormon 

MR. FARNSWORTH, Second Affirmative 
Our friend seemed to make a great deal out of the fact that 

there have been changes in the Book of Mormon, of a grammatical 
nature and otherwise. I want to tell you that if I found the orig. 
inal copy of the Book of Mormon with English of an educated 
man, I would be immediately suspicious and figure that it was a 
fraud, because Joseph Smith's English was that of a backwoods 
boy, twenty years of age, who had had no schooling, brought up 
in the backwoods of New York in an age when there were not 
newspapers, radios, such as we have today. And his English was at 
fault. Now, my friends, just because the spirit of the Almighty 
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moved upon his spirit and through the Urim' and Trummim he was 
able to translate the Book of Mormon, that certainly does not 
mean that he used God's English. Now how was the Bible itself 
inspired? Would he stand before you and tell you that the Bible 
-when the Holy Ghost moved upon men-that it was the Lord's 
English and not the prophet's English? He would not, because he 
knows better. He would not use that argument against the Bible, 
but he has used it against the Book of Mormon. Evidently one 
thing is alright for the Bible, and not for the Book of Mormon. 

Martin Luther said, God does not reveal grammatical vocabu­
laries, but essential things. Frayer said,-, ''The limitations of human 
language and the disability of human infirmity were not miracu­
lously removed from those who were chosen as channels of divine 
revelation.tf Harry Emmerson Fosdick, in his "Modem Point of 
View," ''Whatever else inspiration may mean, it certainly does 
not mean that men in writing a sacred book are lifted out of their 
own day, and provided with mental forms, scientific explanations 
and world views of generations of thousands of years unborn." 
I could go on and quote a number of scholars to show you that 
the old prophets spoke in their languages, and not in the language 
of the .Ailmighty, even though the spirit of the Holy Ghost moved 
upon them and they wrote under his inspiration. 

And so if Joseph Smith came along-an unlearned boy of the 
back-woods of New York-and spoke the English of the Almighty, 
I would wonder why. Since God inspired men in their own lan­
guages throughout all time, why should he inspire Joseph Smith 
with his own language? I would disbelieve the book if that were 
the case. And the fact that a mental image in Joseph Smith's 
language appeared beIore his eyes-that does not alter the situa­
tion at all. 

Our friend here makes a great deal of the lact that we have 
the Aaronic priesthood and that in the Book of Mormon times, 
people that were not of Aaron had that priesthood. He seems 
to limit the power of the Almighty. The Almighty can't permit a 
man to hold the priest's office unless he is of Aaron. Who made 
that law that he quoted, if it was not the Almighty, himself? Now, 
if Mr. Gatewood would use the same argument against the Bible 
he would destroy iL You know why? Have you ever heard of a 
man by the name of Gideon? Do you remember that an angel 
of the Lord appeared before Gideon and told him to' deliver 
-Israel? Do you remember that Gideon was told by an angel of 
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God to build an altar and offer sacrifice? And he was not smit­
ten with leprosy. And I will call Mr. Gatewood's attention to 
the fact that he was not of the tribe of Levi. Now what are you 
going to do with that, Mr. Gatewood? I say that if Gideon could 
offer sacrifice, and not be of the tribe of Levi, and escape being 
smitten with leprosy, that the Almighty could, if he saw fit, per­
mit men over here to do so that were not of that ribe. 

So you see my friends. whenever you examine these critics, 
whenever you go into a thing properly, you find that these charges 
are not sound. Why naturally there is some simllarity between 
the King James Version and the quotations in the Book of Mor. 
mon, because Joseph Smith only knew the King J ames Version. 
And naturally, being familiar with that, there is a great similarity, 
although there are many changes. And I would be skeptical also 
if that were not the case, because I want to tell you that when the 
spirit moved Joseph Smith it moved him in his own language and 
according to his own experiences. And it had to be that way. 

Imagine if you can, Mr. Gatewood's questioning the authority of 
the Lord Jesus Christ to administer the sacrament before baptism. 
I wonder if he will give me any scriptural authority showing that 
anyone can't take of the Lord's Supper before baptism? In fact, 
I'm quite sure that the twelve apostles had been baptized, although 
I don't know of any record of it in the Bible. Nevertheless, they 
took of the sacrament. And there is no record of their having 
been baptized. So you see that that argument is entirely ridiculous, 
like most of the others that you have heard here tonight. 

Be said that if a man once seeing an angel, he would never 
deny--or leave this church-another ridiculous argument. Now 
Peter Whitmer, Martin Barris and Oliver Cowdery's testimony­
God did not come down and say that the Mormon church was true, 
he didn't say that-He didn't say that polygamy was true. Be 
didn't say that. He said that the Book of Mormon was true, and 
that it has been translated by the gift and power of God. That 
is the thing that those men stood firm upon. And that is what we 
are talking about tonight. We are not discussing plural marriage, 
or the Mormon Church. We are discussing the Book of Mormon. 

. And those men maintained to their dying day that that book was 
true. 

Now, They saw with the eye of faith. I want to know, did any 
man at any time, behold a vision of that character with his natural 
eye? That is one question. But you notice that he did nof deny 
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the fact that the eight witnesses did see those plates with their nat· 
ural eyes. So we have in one case a man seeing it by faith, and yet 
that man stood by his testimony to the very end. By faith, in spite 
of the fact that it is by the eye of faith, he knew it lllct like Paul 
knew it when he saw a vision of Jesus Christ; but tlte pight me:; 
saw it with their eyes. So you have the Book of Mormon saw by 
the eye of faith when an angel of God declared it, and a voice 
from heaven declared it; you have eight men that saw it with their 
physical eyes. What more do you want? 

Now as to Sidney Rigdon-I have, I guess, a dozen statements 
from Sidney Rigdon, where he said he never heard of Joseph Smith 
until the Book of Mormon was published. I think it was one of 
the Pratts that went to and converted Sidney Rigdon when he was 
a preacher preaching the Campbellite religion. And it was through 
the reading of the Book of Mormon that he was converted. Now 
his source-his source that they heard Sidney Rigdon's voice, or 
thought they did, was not a Mormon source; and I defy him to 
tell you where that Monnon source came from that he quoted last 
evening. It certainly was not a Mormon source. 

Now he said that I said that David would he king when Israel 
should he restored. I didn't say it. I read it from Ezekiel, so if he 
wants to blame anybody, he mustn't blame me. It was Ezekiel 
who said that when those kingdoms should be united, his servant 
David should be the king. Mr. Gatewood, don't blame me for that; 
blame Ezekiel, if there is anything at fault. 

Oh,. here is something that I think you would all he interested 
in. I think that Mr. Widtsol is wrong on that particular thing, at 
least to some extent, but here not so long ago a great Egyptologist 
came here and several fellows wanted to test out Joseph Smith's 
knowledge of the Egyptian, that Mr. Widtsolsaid couldn't be read 
at that time. This great authority-this is what he had to say: "The 
original manuscripl-" This is from the Pearl of Great Price. 
"The original manuscripts, from which the book of, called the 
Book of Abraham of the Latter Day Saints was translated, are 
unquestionably of true origin. and the plates reproduced in the 
pages of the work are easily deciphered by one educated in Egyp­
tology, declared Dr. Gene Caphert, Egyptologist of the Uni. 
versity of Brussels, who arrived in Salt Lake Sunday." I haven't 
time to read all, so I go on-"Dr. Caphert lauded the Latter Day 
Saints for their study in Egyptian, wondering at the same time 
why here is not a greater study of the science as a result of the 
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foundation of their religion." So Joseph Smith, according to this 
great scientist, could translate Egyptian - Egyptian language. 
Where did he leam it? 

THIRD NEGATIVE, Mr. Gatewood 

Friends, that Egyptian is translated today, it is true. Sure it 
can he translated now. But I was saying that Egyptian could not 
be translated in 1830, when Professor Anthon pronounced the 
characters true that had been translated. He couldn't have known 
Reformed Egyptian, because there was nobody that could read 
it at that time. Mr. Farnsworth has gone back on Widtsol. Mr. 
Widtsol wrote this letter that Egyptian could not be translated 
in 1830, and that is true. 

Mr. Farnsworth calIs upon me for the authority of the stale­
ment made by Oliver Cowdery about the voice being the voice of 
Sidney Rigdon when the angel appeared to him. It is found in the 
tract that was published by Oliver Cowdery in 1839, and the front 
page of it says, "Defense in rehearsal of my views of separating 
myself from the Latter Day Saints", by Oliver Cowdery, Second 
Elder of the Church of Christ. If you will get that-it was pub­
lished in Priestly's Job Office in Norton, Ohio-you can find 
the exact statement at Oliver Cowdery made. And that is(not) 
from an ti-Mormon ource; it is taken from the book itseH, and 
you can in e picture 0 e title page here as I hold it before 
you. 

Now then, in regard to the translating. Smith did not put the 
things down in his own words, but he depended upon the Urim 
and Thummim, accord' g to Mr. B. H. Roberts: "Until the writ-
ing was correct' eve articular the words last given would re-
main before the eyes e translator and not disappear." In 
other words, the translation was done by the Urim and the Thum­
mim, while Joseph Smith looked through those spectacles, or 
looked into his hat. They appeared, not the characters, but the: 
English words appeared, and those English" words translated were 
read off by Joseph Smith to Martin Harris, and Oliver Cowdery, 
and they were written down. And so the translation was in eViL! 

articular like the Urim and Thummim ave it. And yet when e 
grammatIc errors are Iscovered, the Latter Day Saints say it 
was the fault of Joseph Smith. But Joseph Smith didn't do the 
translating. The Urim and Thumniim did the translating and Joseph 
!"mith just called off the words as they appeared. Now friends, 
if the Book of Mormon was translated like the Bible was trans-
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lated, I wouldn't resent that kind of an ent, but the Bih', 
was not tr . iration of ehovah. IT'hat is, when the 
message of the Bible was translated from the reek to the English, 
the translators had to use their own words, but Joseph Smith 
didn't have the privilege of using his own words. He expressed 
it in the exact words that he read. 

Hand me my Bible, please Brother Bales. Now then, I believe 
that last night you heard Mr. Farnsworth stand here before you and 
say that God is an unchangeable God. He is the same yesterday, 
today, and forever. That he doesn't make any changes. Well, to­
night I believe that ou heard him at he did chan e, be­
cause e said: "Who made that law given to Moses about no 0 y 
liut the priests offering sacrifices?" He said: "God made it, and 
if God made it, couldn't it ?" I thought he was an un· 
changeable God, Mr. Farnsworth. ere you have him changing 
tonight. Notice, he turned to Gideon and he says Gideon offered 
'up animal sacrifices and offered on an altar, and therefore since 
Gideon had a right to do it, and he was not from the tribe of Levi, 
then also the Nephites from the tribe of Manasseh had the right. 
But listen, if you will turn to Judges the sixth chapter, the twenty· 
seventh verse, when Gideon erected that altar you read, "And Gid· 
eon took ten men of his servants and did as the Lord had said to 
'him, and so it was because he feared his father's household, and the 
men of the city, that He did not do it by day, but he did it by 
night." Now how did Gideon offer the sacrifice? Yes, he built an 
altar, but how did he build it? We read in the Bible that Solomon 
built a temple, but how did Solomon build it? He built it through 
specified agents. He didn't do the actual work himself, but he 
had different men who were to do it. And so when Gideon offered 
that sacrifice, this twen -seventh e I 

servants, an I know that they were Levites. or else they would 
not have offered sacrifices unto God. 

. Now friends, Mr. Farnsworth says, "Who questions the Lord's 
right to serve the Lord's Supper to some unbaptized people?" 
Well, I do. Because of the fact tha.t Luke 22:29, Jesus said, "1 
appoint you a tahle that ye may eat and drink at my table in my 
kingdom." Those who are in the kingdom are to eat of the Lord's 
{able. If you don't enter the kingdom, as Mr. Farnsworth said to 
you the first night here, until you are baptized, then if those 
people ate of the Lord's Supper before they were baptized, they 
were eating of it in the Devil's kingdom. It was not in the Lord's 
kingdom, therefore it WaS not the Lord's Table. This proves the 
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alay here on through September 13. We have over 600,000 tracts 
that we are going to pass out. We will be on the radio every day . 
preaching the gospel. These people will be calling in your homes. 
H you would like for them to call and talk with you about these 
things, we'd like for you to leave your name and addess with some 
of us. About 50 personal workers will be working here in Salt 
Lake City for a month, teaching the gospel of Jesus Christ. 

In beginning the subject of discussion, "Resolved that the Bible 
is the Final and Complete Revelation from God to Man," I'd like 
to call to your attention a statement that Mr. Farnsworth made in 
the discussion on the Book of Mormon. Here's the exact words 
that he made as have been typed and copied off the dictaphone 
records: "I want to call your attention also to the fact that the 
Bible itself has heen criticized and 1 might say very much like 
you will hear the Book of Mormon criticized tonight. Your libraries 
are filled with criticisms of the Bible and they are similar to what 
will be offered now: hut those criticisms bave been answered." 
So, friends, tonight 1 know that since Mr. Farnsworth has said 
that the criticisms against the Bible have heen answered, that he's 
not going to bring a series of criticisms against it because he's 
already said that they have been answered. 

I'm glad tonight, friends, that I take the position that 1 do­
"Resolved that the Bible is the Final and Complete Revelation 
From God to Man." I would hate to be saying that the Bible is 
not the revelation from God to man or that it is not complete and 
that it is not final. That is the position of the infidel. Therefore, 
friends, I take great pleasure in the privilege of entering into 
such a discussion. When 1 stand before you with this Bible that 
I hold in my hand, I realize and will confess to you that there is 
incompleteness in the Old Testament. There are things in the 
Old Testament that we are not supposed to observe today. There 
are things in the Old Testament that were given to people that 
lived in days gone by. Today. if we lived according to the laws 
of the Old Testament, we would be condemned. I know that when 
God gave the Old Testament covenant he gave it to be only a tern· 
pory guide. Galatians 3:24 says: ''The law was our schoolmaster 
to bring us to Christ that we might be justified by faith, but now 
that faith has come we are no longer under the schoolmaster." 
Galatians 3:19 says: ''The law was added, because of transgres­
sion until the seed should come." So the Old Testament was never 
given as a permanent thing. It was given only as a temporary 
guide. You'll find many statements in the Old Testament point. 
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God has prospered him, that there be no collection when I come." 

. I find that the Bible has told me to get out and teach. He said, 
Go preach the Gospel to every creature; these things are written 
that ye might believe; these things are written that I might believe 
that I should teach. John said, "These things are written that ye 
might believe." In other words, when I read here the message of 
John, he's writing to those that will read it, and when they will 
read it, it teaches them to teach. Can I go out and preach the 
Gospel of Jesus Christ as a result of hearing what John said: 
Should I disbelieve it? No! I shouldn't disbelieve it. But I do be­
lieve, and believing it, I go out and teach it. Every Sunday I meet 
with Christian people and I take the Lord's Supper. I take the un­
leavened bread which Jesus instituted and which the Book of 
Mormon says that they used in the past when Jesus Christ was 
supposed to have come to America. I not only take of the un­
leavened bread, but of the fruit of the vine which the Book of 
Mormon says that Latter Day Saints must partake of, and if you 
go out and do any more than that you are building upon a sandy 
foundation.! don't believe it's right to depart from the doctrine 

;of Jesus Christ when he took the fruit of the vine. The Book of 
Mormon condemns you when you do. Therefore we meet upon 
the first day of the week to take of the unleavened bread and the 
fruit of the vine. And when do we eat of it? You believe that to be 
essential every Sunday. 

Not only do we do that, but after having worshipped, we live 
soberly, righteously and justly. The Bible tells me what the works 
of the flesh are. Gal. 5:19,20. The works of the flesh are mani­
fest which is these; and he names fomicacl,on, adultery, lascivious­
ness, idolatry, witchcraft, then he tells me of other sins. 

I ask Mr. Farnsworth, tonight, since he is taking the position 
that the Bible is not final nor complete, just show me one thing 
-name one thing that is not condemned in the Bible, name one 
thing, Mr. Farnsworth. I want you to notice whether Mr. Farns­
worth does this or not; whether he names one sin that the Bible 
doesn't condemn. And, Mr. Farnsworth, will you also come before 
us when you come to this platform tonight and hold before us 
ne item of righteousness that I am supposed to do in order to be 

saved that I can't find written in the Lamb's Book of Life, the 
Word of the Lord. 

Friends, if he can not do that, then it is established that the 
Bible is both final and complete, and Mr. Farnsworth's position 












































































































































































