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"...we are in possession of all the ordinances
that can be adnministered in the flesh; but there
are other ordi nances and admni ni strations that

must be admini stered beyond this morld..ﬁ" |
I

- August 24, 1872 sernon.
(Journal of Discourses voI."15:137) |
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Last Sunday, a nei ghbor asked ne if | knew anythi ng about
t he ADAM GOD theory, to which | had to say | didn't. | have
heard the termused by LDS, and associated it wi th Brigham Young,
but I did not know what it entailed since | have never read any
of his -or other people's- witings on the matter. The nane
inmplies that Adam was hinself a god before he cane to earth
sonething that is not specifically attested in the canon. Wile
| was telling Randy that | didn't know anything about the theory,
| remenbered a footnote that | had witten earlier this year{'}.

In that footnote, | noted that there was sonethi ng nost
pecul i ar about Adam but it had seened too far-fetched at the
time so | dropped the matter. The concept was that Adam was a
god because he shared several characteristics with Christ.
However, it turns out that the concept is conparable to that of
Bri gham so we'll make the argunent now that Adam was a god{?}.
W'l pull some footnotes from other chapters and vari ous
scriptures to synthesize an argunent to support this ADAM GOD
Theory (AGT).

STEP 1.

W need to create a framework wi thin which the AGT can be
di scussed successfully. Intuitively, it seens that one good
place to start might be with a generalization that Brigham Young
made in 1872. He said:

(1) "...we are in possession of all the ordinances that
can be adm nistered in the flesh; but there are other
ordi nances and adm ni strations that nust be
adm ni stered beyond this world..."

- August 24, 1872 sernon.
(Journal of Discourses vol. 15:137)

H s neaning is clear. There are groups of ordinances, one for
nortality, and another for post-nortality. These two groups are
rigorously ordered in relationship to each other. During

1See the second footnote in the section entitled CHRI ST AND OTHER WORLDS in Chapter 9. DARTH VADER
DILEMVA. | ended it with the phrase, "Ch ny." to indicate that the evidence did seemto suggest that Adam was
a god, but since | had forgotten Brigham s "Adam God Theory", | wasn't ready for that idea. However, as this
appendi x attenpts to denpnstrate, Adam had to be a god. There are nmany indirect evidences that suggest this
is the case, some conpelling, others nore circunstantial, but together persuasive in our mnd.

2There is a mnor problemthat needs attention here. What is neant by the term"god"? W don't really
know. But we will delimit it here to refer to individuals who have lived out their three probationary lives
during a netanorphosis with such success that they earned the blessing and authority to participate in the
process of creation of worlds. Admttedly, there are other attributes and definitions, but this suffices for
the foll owing argunents.
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nortality, only the ordinances of nortality can be perforned.
Only in post-nortality can post-nortal ordi nances be perforned.
In the latter case, only persons who have passed through
nortality, and then been properly authorized in post-nortality,
can performthose ordi nances.

Bri gham gave some exanpl es of the ordi nances which are
included in the post-nortal set:

(2) "keys of the resurrection”,
"the authority to organi ze native el enents”
"authority to produce both spirit and body"
"the keys to formand fashi on ki ngdons and

to organi ze matter".

He then highlighted the differences between the ordi nances of the
nortal and post-nortal ordinances by stating:

(3) "But these keys we cannot receive in the flesh. Herein,
bret hren, you can perceive that we have not finished and
cannot finish our work, while we live here, no nore than
Jesus did while he was in the flesh."

(Enmphasi s added.) (1872:137)

Note particularly Brigham s statenent that the Christ H nself was
constrained by this sort of limtation{%®, that He could not have
done these ordi nances while He was a nortal.

We conclude, then, that the 'form ng and fashi oni ng of
ki ngdons and organi zing matter' can only be done by post-nortal
beings. W believe that this includes the process of creating
the world we |ive on.

STEP 2.

Wthin the context of the foregoing condition, we wll
adduce evidence to support the argunent that Adam was hinself a
god. Specifically, we will discuss:

(4) Adami s authority to create
Christ's cyclical role
the term"fromthe beginning"
Adam and Eve's cyclical role
Satan and Christ pair
Adam s epithet "Ancient of Days"
Adami's role in the war in heaven

NookwhE

The evidence and rel ated di scussion require us to split sone fine

3_ . . .
This, however, is a problemas will be noted later.
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hairs, but the bottomline is an argunent, with supporting
scriptural evidence, that Adamwas a god. W'IlI|l present the
evi dence in the above order.

1. Aut hority to Create:

O the seven bits of evidence, this is the nost conpelling,
within the context of Brighamis condition. Adam was one of the
creators of this world. He was called Mchael, and he assi sted
Christ in the process of organizing the matter of this earth.
Based on Brigham s condition, Adamls participation is prima facie
evi dence that he had the necessary priesthood. A person who
doesn't have the requisite authority is not allowed to

participate in a priesthood-governed process. Thi s doesn't
automatically prove that Adamwas a god, but it introduces the
possibility.

The obvi ous question is: how coul d Adam have been given that
authority? If Adamis a brother to us nortals, and was created
specifically, Iike we were, for this world, then he should be

constrai ned by the same conditions you and | are{*. Brighanis
assertion that you and I cannot have keys of organizing native

el enents until we have left this world should apply to Adam IF
he was our brother for world.

Al ternatively, we could argue that Brighanmis condition is
fallacious. W could take Adamrole in creation as evidence that
his claimfails. However, we do not entertain that possibility.
We press the stronger claimthat Brighamwas correct. W believe
that Adam did have the authority to create, the sane authority
that Christ had for that process. Argunents to support that
claimfoll ow

There is another scripture that by itself asserts that Adam
was a god:

Abraham 4: 1 And then the Lord said: Let us go dowmn. And
t hey went down at the beginning, and they,
that is the Gods, organized and forned the
heavens and the earth.

Adam participated in the creation of this earth, so this verse
says that he was a god.

2. Cyclical Nature of Christ's Role:
In order to set up a parallel to conpare Adamto, we | ook at

Christ's ancient history, that is, the history of H's activities
before this world was even created. |In Abraham we find:

Note that we are making an assunption that Brighamwas referring to the conditions of nortality that
apply to spirits who have not yet traversed nortality.
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(5 33. And worlds without nunber have | created; and |
al so created them for mne own purpose; and by the Son
| created them which is mne Only Begotten.

The Father told Abrahamthat the Son, i.e. Christ, had created
"worl ds without nunber.” This nmeans, then, that Christ had been
enpowered to create worlds prior to having to create this world.
Thi s gives an explanation for why Christ was able to create this
world. He had already been enpowered to create other worlds, so
was in a condition to be enpowered to create this world{®}.

Now we address the problemreferenced in Footnote 2.
Brighamclainmed in (3) that Christ H nself could not organize
matter during nortality. Yet we know that Christ did, in fact,
create this world. The way we will interpret Brighams
stipulation that Christ couldn't do such things during nortality
is todelimt it in a particular sense only. Brighamreferred,
fully aware of the hair-splitting, legalistic quality of his
assertion, to limtations that only applied to Christ when He was
a nortal. During nortality, Christ was limted by the sane
conditions that apply to you and nme. But the truth remains that
when He lived in our pre-existence, He was a god Hi nself, so was
enpowered to create this world. The bottomline is that Christ
had previously held the keys of organizing matter, so was not
sonehow vi ol ati ng Brigham s cl ai ns. The relationship of this
di scussion of Christ to Adamis this: we suggest that the only
way that Adam coul d have had been given the keys to organi ze
native matter was by virtue of his already being sonething like
Christ, nanely a god of some sort.

3. "FROM THE BEG NNI NG':

This peculiar termis used variously in the scriptures, and
is applied to individuals and conditions. The termseens to be a
formul a used by ancient scribes to denote an archetypal
condition, a prinordial state{®. First, go to Abraham 1:31:

(6) "...know edge of the beginning of the creation and al so
of the planets and the stars." (Enphasis added.)

Here the term "t he begi nning" denotes a tinme period which goes
back to the creation of planets and stars. The same term occurs
in Moses 4:2:

(7) "...was ny bel oved and chosen fromthe beqginning..."

5 . . . . . .
The questions here are: did Christ live out a life on all of those worlds? And did He serve as
redeemer for themas well?

6
I't was conmon for bards and scribes around the Mediterranean used epithets and fornul as generously.
They sinplified witing stories and poens. Homer used themfreely, as did Egyptians.
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(Enmphasi s added.)

It's the same peculiar phrase again, and is applied to the
Christ. In Mses 2:1 the Father{’} says:

(9) "I amthe beginning...In the beginning | created..."

These scriptures designate an ancient time period that predates
our world's creation.

The rel evance of this concept to Adamis this: Christ was
creating worlds "fromthe begi nning” and we believe that Adam was
sonehow i nvol ved in at |east sonme of those creations. The
evi dence to suggest that Adam may have been involved in other
creations cones fromthe cyclical nature of the Adam and Eve
roles in world creations.

4. ADAM AND EVE' S CYCLI CAL ROLE
The thesis for this argunent is:

(10) "And the first man of all men have | call ed Adam
which is many." (Moses 1:34)

W interpret this to mean that the first nman on each of the

worl ds that Christ created has been called "Adam" Not e that he
is described as "many".
This verse is anbiguous. It could sinply nean that the

Fat her designated the first man to |live on each earth by the nane
"Adam', neaning that there was a uni que person so designated on
each earth. The verse could also nean that the first man on each
earth was the sane individual, nanely the man we know as " Adant
of this earth. W nmake the latter strong claimthat the

i ndi vidual was the sane. W base this claimon the fact that
Christ Hinself cycled through other worlds as their creator.

It is noteworthy that Eve al so was "many." The scriptura
basis for this claimis Mses 4:26:

(11) " And Adamcalled his wfe's name Eve, because she
was the nother of all living; for thus have | the Lord
God, called the first of all wonen, which are many."

7

We infer that the "God" referred to in this verse is the Father because of the phrase, "by mine Only
Begotten | created these things." |f that doesn't nean the speaker is the father, rather is the Christ, we got
a problem



APPENDI X: Bri gham Young's ADAM GOD Theory 637

So both Adam and Eve share a synmetrical history. {?

We take these scriptures about Adam and Eve as evi dence that
Adam has lived on other worlds. True, these scriptures don't say
that Adam al so participated in creating them But we believe
that these references suggest that Adam was present on ot her
worlds. And we claimthat his presence in our world could only
result fromhis success as an individual who earned the status of
godhoodness. {°}

5. SATAN AND CHRI ST PAI R

Now we run into a fun doctrine that isn't w dely understood,
whi ch has rel evance to Adam W claimthat Satan of this world
has confronted Christ in all of those worlds that He creat ed.

Evi dence is found in Mbses 4: 1:

(12) Satan "...was fromthe beginning.."
(Enmphasi s added.)

This is the same phrase di scussed above. But here it is applied

8

W like it very much that the Sumerians and Babyl oni ans al so attributed deity-hood to the first man
and worman, as noted in Heidel 1942, referring to a cuneiformtablet found "in the ruins of the city of Ashur
and dating back to approximtely 800 B.C...":

"On this tablet mention is made for the first tine in Babylonian-Assyrian literature of the first two
human beings and their names, U ligarra and Zalgarra. Before each one's nanme is placed the sign for
"deity', which nmeans that the first ancestors of nmankind were regarded as being divine at | east to sonme
degree.” (1942: 56)

Lovely symmetry with our conception isn't there. This sign wasn't needed to sinple identify these two people
because their proper nanes were given, so its being placed there had a specific purpose. W obviously vote for
it to mean that they were literally god and goddess. However, Heidel denurs:

"The reason for this conception lies, of course, in the fact that they were thought to have been
created with divine blood, which, according to other sources, was mxed with clay." (1942:56)

And however again, we will state the obvious: Heidel just didn't understand what the situation really was. So
he of fered a reasoned, scholarly expl anation, one as sound as any other -scholarly. Good for him But we wll
say that these ancients were still in possession of sone of the real goods from Adam s Books of Renenbrance,
even though rmuch of the BABYLONIAN GENESIS is folklore. (Does this sound, too, |ike folklore?!)

9

The concept of the divinity of the first two people on the earth is found in various parts of the
Mddle East. A tablet found anpong the ruins of the city of Ashur, dating back to approximtely 800 B.C.
specifically attributes this quality to them

"On this tablet mention is nade for the first time in Babyl onian-Assyrian literature of the first two
human beings and their names, U ligarra and Zalgarra. Before each one's nane is placed the sign for
"deity,' which neans that the first ancestors of manki nd were regarded as being divine at | east to sonme
decree."

(Hei del 1942: 56)

The author then goes on to explain why he believes this sign was used. He says that

"...the reason for this conception lies, of course, in the fact that they were thought to have been
created with divine blood, which, according to other sources, was mxed wth clay."
(Hei del 1942: 56)

We question his conclusion, however, although it is equally obvious how he derived it. W wonder whether the
reason Uligarra and Zalgarra were identified as divine was because the nyths carried down through the
generations still carried a fundamental truth, the one that we are arguing in favor here.
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to Satan! This nmeans that Satan existed fromthat sanme ancient
time period as the Christ. So he, pre-existed our own pre-
exi stence. This concept is reinforced by Moses 5:24 where it
says that Satan:

(13) "...was(t) before the world..."

True, one can argue that (13) sinply neans that Satan existed
before this world in the sane manner you and | did. However, we
don't believe that is the proper gloss for this passage. W take
it to be another way of stating (12). Satan was a contenporary
of Christ fromway back. This would allow himto contest each
world with Christ. He had the job description well menorized by
the tinme he got here.

This pairing of Christ and Satan suggests a generally
invisible symmetry to world creations. And we claim based on
this universal symetry, that the roles of Adam and Eve were
pl ayed by the sane individuals. Christ and Satan roles were
pl ayed by Christ and Satan, and Adam and Eve rol es were played by
Adam and Eve.

6. ADAM S EPI THET " ANCI ENT OF DAYS"
This epithet occurs in Daniel, and in D&C 27: 11:

(14) " And also with Mchael, or Adam the father of all
the prince of all, the ancient of days."

Adam carries this title and we claimthat it connotes sonething
conparable to "fromthe begi nning". The ot her nanmes attri buted
to Adamin this passage al so suggest a privileged position on
this earth. H's position is conparable in function and grandeur
to that of the Christ Hinself. W cannot see how one of our

si blings who was only born for this particular world, could have
di stingui shed hinself to the extent that he would earn this type
of calling and authority. Adam nust have earned that honor
before this world was created.

7. ADAM S ROLE IN THE WAR | N HEAVEN
Finally, look at Adami s position in the war in heaven:

(15) "And there was war in heaven: M chael and his angels
f ought against the dragon..." (Revelation 11:8)

The salient characteristic attributed to Adamin this passage is
pre-em nent |eadership. It is significant that he, not the
Christ, led the battle against the black forces. He stood before
the arny of heaven, and |led the fight.

Thi s passage denonstrates, again, that Adam was different
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fromyou and nme in the PE. This passage doesn't necessarily nean
that he was a god. But we find it difficult to find another

reason for why he, and not sone like you or |, were given that
assignnment. He was already a supernal being of sone sort, i.e. a
god.

CONCLUSI ON:

Based on these argunents, we claimthat Adamwas a god. He
participated in the creation for this wrld, a thing that is
deni ed you and ne. He was naned 'ancient of days' which sounds
like "fromthe beginning." There is a symetry to the role of
the Christ and Satan during the creation of different worlds. By
anal ogy, we claimthat Adam and Eve, too, were present in those
same settings. And Adamled the battle in heaven agai nst
Satan{'®}. W see no other way to account for these facts than
to admt that Adamwas a god before this world was created.

10 ) . . .
The real interesting thing nowis to sort out the role of Peter, James and John.



