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discussion between processorprofessorProressor orson
brattpratt and drdra pnewmanP newman chaplain
of the IT19 S senate

first day

AT two yesterday afternoon
professor pratt and dr newman with
their friends and the umpires met in
the stand of the new tabernacle the
two former gentlemen prepared for the
disodiscdiscussion of the question does the
bible sanctionbenction polygamy an audi-
ence of three or four thousand at least
half of which was of the gentler sex
assembled to hear the discussion
at ait few minutes past two the audience
was called to order by judge C M
hawley the umpire of dr newman on0nI1
the negative he fortufortunatelynallynatly we pre-
sumesumo being absent from his district at
thisthib juncture and elder john taylor
offered the opening prayer the same
umpire who somehow or other had got
the Ideaiaea that he was the mastormaster of cere-
monies on the occasion and that he

I1
the umpire of the affirm-

ative side from all his duties then in-
troducedtrodaced professorpratt to the audience
which as the professor waswag BOso well
known and the umpire almost un-
knownknownn created a slight utter which
howeyer ppespaspeedilyedily subsided and the
assemblage listened quietlyoiyo the

OP PROFESSOR ORSON
PRATT

I1 appear before this audience to dis-
cuss a subject thatis certainly important
to us and no doubt is interesting to thei

country at large namely the subject of
plurality of wives or as the question laIs
stated does the bible sanction poly-
gamy I1 would state by way of
apology to the audience that I11 have
been unaccustomed nearly ailallal my life
to debates it is something new tometo me I1do not recollect oeveroteyer havingheld more
than one or two debates in the course
of my life on tinsany subject I1 think the
last one was some thirty years ago inthe cityolty ofedinburgh but I1 feel great
eleasurepleasure this afternoon in appearing
before this audience for ohp purpose of
examining the question underunder discus-
sion I1 shall simply read what is stated
in the bible and make such remarks asI1 may consider proper upon the oc-
casion I1

I1 will call your attention to a passage
which will be found in deuteronomymy
the chapter from the to thelith verse

if aa man have two wives one beloved
and they have borne himchildren both the beloved and the hatedand if the first bornbom be hers that wMwas hatedthen it shall be when he mabeth his sonsto inherit that which he hathbath that he maynot make the son of the beloved first born
before the son ofthehated which is indeed
the first bomborn but he shallbhail acknowledge
the son of the hated for the first born bybgiving him a double portion of all that hyhee
bathhath toctor he is the beginning ofhis strength
the right of the first born is his 11

berelshere is a law in the words of thegreat lawgiverlaw giver himself the lord whoto moses and it certainly must
be a sanction of 0offeives forit is given to regulate inheritances1 ces
in families of that description as
wellweli as in families whereincherel thetho firstwife maymay have been divorced ormay beb6 deaddead wives contemporary and
wives that are successive it refers to
both classes and inasmuch as plupiupluralityy
of wives is no where condemned in thelaw we have a right to believefrom this lawlary that plurality of wives isjust as legal and proper as that of themarriage of a single wife this is theground we are forced to take until wecan find some law some evidence some
testimony to the contrary they areacknowledged aaas wives in this passageat least if a marimaii have two wivesit is well known that the house of israelraraelat that time practiced both monogamy
and polygamy they were not exclu-sively monogamistsats neither were theyexclusivelyexclusivelv polygamistsista there were

families existing in israelin those days and therefore in theliordgiving this he referred not only to suc-
cessive wives where a man had marr-iedriednied after the death of his first wife orit the first wifewine hadbad been divorced forbemasemi legal cause but to wives who wereanttcontemporarytaprap aaas there were many

in israel which can be provedif necenecessarysearyagaty that were polygamists I1might here refer to the existence of this

principleciple concerning the rights of the
first born in monogamio and
families prior to the date of this law
thisthia seems to have been given regu-
late a question that had a prior exist-
ence I1 will refer before I1 proceed from
thibthin passage to the family
of isaac wherein we havehive the declara-
tion that esau and jacob being twins
had a dispute or at least an illili feeling
on the part of esau because jacob at a
certain time hadbad purchased the right of
the first born that is his birthrightbirth right
the first born though twins and per-
haps a few moments intervening be-
tween the first and leeond or only a
short time had rights and those rights
were respected and honored centuries
before the days of moses this was a
monogamio family so far as we aarere in-

i formed for if isaac had more thathuthann one
wIvi fethe bible does not inform us we
came to jacob who was a polygamist
and whose first born sansin pertained to
the father and notnob to the mother there
we e not four first born sons to jacob
who were entitled to WDthe rights of thetha
first born but only one born
to jacob was reuben and heie would
have retained the birthrightbirth right had benot
transgressed thethem law of hefaheftheavenep be-
cause of transgression he lost that eriv
liege itt wwas taken from him and
given to Joeephjoseph grfgrigreatheror atherrather to the two
sons ofjosephijosephf as yeiiyou willviii midfind record-
ed in ththe fifthfilth chapter of chronicles
here then thehe rights of the firstbornfirst born
were acknowledged in both polygamyle
and monogamio familfamiliesleslep before the
law under was given
the house of israel was not only foundfounds
ed in polygamy but thedo wives of
jacob and the two hand maidens that
were also called his wives were the
women with whom he begat the
twelve sons from whomwhoin thehet twelve
tritribesbesofof israel sprang and polygamy
having existed and originated as it were
with israel or jacob in that nation was
continued among them from generation
to generation down until the coming of
christ and these laws therefore were
intended to regulate an institution
already in existence if the law is
limited to monogamio families only it
will devolve upon myray learned opponent
to bring forth evidence to establish thitthi
point

we will next refer to a passage which
will be fo- nd in exodus chapter
10 verse 1I suppose there are some gen-
tlemen keeping time it may be well
to read the three preceding verses com-
mencing with the ath and ifit a man
sell his daughter to be a maidservant
she shall not go out aaas the menservantsmenservants
ilolo if she please not her master who
bath betrothed her to himself then
shall behe letherletiet her be redeemed to sell her
into a strange nation he shall have no
power seeing he hath dealt deceitfully
with her and if he hathbath betrothed
henhec unto his sonsobhehe shall deal with her
afterater the manner of daughters if he
taketike him another wife herhoe food her
raiment andiandlhandsherherhen dutydupy of mainmairmarriagefagelage shall
he not diminish also the follow-
ing verseterse the lith andalid if he do not
these three unto her then shall she go0o
out free without money I1 think from
the nature of this passage that it cericerli

does have reference to two lawful
wives it may balbatbe thabthat objectifyobject lrairo will
betakenbetokenbe taken to the word wife another
wife from the fact that it isit in itali-cscsancasauand was so placed by the translators
of kingin james according to the bestbeat
judgmentJ they could form taking into
consideration the text idonatI1 do nobnot intendentend
at present to dwell at any great length
upon thishist passage merely declaring
that this does sanction plurality of
wives so far as mysay judgment and
opinion is concerned and so far as
tilethe literal reading of the scrip-
tures exhibit it does sanction thetaking of another wife while
thetho first is still living if this
word wife could be translated gwo
man that perhaps mightalter the case
eeprovidingroviding it can be proved that it shouldshoula
be sso0 from the original which may be
referred to on this pointpointy and itmay notwe have the privilege I1 believe oftak-inginythethothe bible according to king james
translation or of referring to the oriorloriginalmInal

kucskuysprovidingidino we can find any original
butnut so0 farhar as the brioriginalginal is concerned
fronifrom which this waswag translated it is nolnotnot
in existence the last information we
have of the original manuscripts fromwhich this was translated they were
made in the form of kites and used for
amusement instead of being preserved
with regard to a greatmany other man-
uscripts they may perhaps agree withthe original of kingxing james translationor they may not welve have testimony
and evidence in the encyclopedia me

that the original manuscripts
contain avast number of readings dif
chavefe g materially one from the otherwe have this statement from some of

the best informed men
M
that in saveliseveral

instances it has been stated that there
ameare different readings of these old
original manuscripts from which the
bible has been translated men might
dispute over these readings all the day
of their ilvesjives and there wouldbe a differ-
ence of opinion there are so
them this thenis another law regulat-
ing in my estimation polygamy

I1 will now refer to another law
on the subject of polygamy in
the chapter of deuteronomy I1
do not recollect the verse but I1will soon find itatitit commences at
the uhath verse if brethren dwell to-
gether now it is well enough in read-
ing thisthia to neferreferrefernefer to the margin as we
have the privilege of appealing to ifit soboyou will nindfind in the margin the words
next kinsman or brethrenbreth renzen ifbrethrenbrethbrethrenbrenrenonrenoror next hkinsmen dwell uaitotto

gether
alifif brethren dwell together anaandland one of

thehemthem die and have no child the wife of
thoiho dead shall not marry withoutwithout unto a
stranger her husbands brother shall go
iniii untolinto her aandanand take her to him to wife
and perform the duty of a husbands bro-
ther unto her

and it shall be the firstbornfirstborn which
sheha bearbeanhearethetlietil shallahall succeed in the fiameflamename of his
brotherbrothen whish ih dead that his name be netput out of israel

and if the man like notnoinototo taketako atshis bro
thenis afowife then let his bfbrothersothers wife go
up toth the gategato unto the elders and saymy husbands brother refurefaseth to raise bunto his brother a name toirr israel howlhewlho alunot perform the duty of anyy husbandshusban ws
brother

then the elders of his city shall eailcall
him andana speak Uunto him andandiif hehb stand
to it and say I1likehike not foto take herhei

then shall his brothersbrothdrs wife come unto
him in the presence of the elders and loose
his shoe from off his foot and sspitit11 indisin his
face and shall answer anianaand say sogo shall it
bee done unto that man that willwillwili not build
4up his brothers house

and his name shall bobe called in israel
thothe house ofhim that hathbath his shoeshoo loosed

it may be asked what has this to do
with polygamy I1 answer that as the
law is general it is binding upon breth-
renran and upon all near kinsmen dwelling
totogetherether not unmarried brethren or
uiluyimarriedunmarried kinsmen but the married
and unmarried the law is general
if it can be proved from thetha
original or from any source whatever
that the law is not generalgen ralnal then the
point will have to be given up but if
that cannot be proven then here is a
law that not only sanctions polygamy
but commands it and ifwe can find one
law whereahere a command is given then
plurality of wives would be established
on a permanent footing equal in legal-
ity to that of monogamy this law of
god absolutely does command all per-
sona

per-
sons whether married or unmarried
it makes no difference brethrenn dwell-
ing together or near kinsmen dwelling
together which shows that it is not
unmarried personapersons living in the samebame
house that iais meant but perpersonspersonasonia living
togotherl in the baene neinetneighborhood in
the same countrcountzcountryY inisein israelae aas9 it Is well
known that israel in ancientnclent days did
so dwell together and the law was
binding upon them this was calcu-
lated to make a vast numberzlumber of poly

in israel from that day until
the coming of christ and the christ-
ianan religion must have aadmitted these
polygamists into the hurchchurchC because
they would have been condemned if
they had notnob observed this law there
was a penalty attached to it and they
could not be justified and refuse to obey
it hence there must have been hun-
dreds perhaps thousands of
mists in israel when jesus came who
were living in obedience to this law and
who would have been condemned if they
hadllad disobeyed it when the gospel was
preached to them if they could not
have been admitted into the christian
church without divorcing their wivesgod would have been unjust to them
for if they through their obedience togods law should have been cut off
from the gospel would it not have been
both inconsistent and unjust but as
there is no law either in the old or new
testament against polygamy and as
we here find polygamy commanded we
must come to the conclusion that it is
a legal form of marriage we cannot
come to any other conclusion for it
stands on a par with the
form of marriage consequently

we find either righteous men or
wicked men whatever may be their
practicesrachidesrac tIdes in the course of their lives itzesdoes not affect the legality of their mar
niageriago with one wife or with two wiveswe may refer you to cain who had
but one wife BOso far as we are inform-
ed he was a monogamist he was
also a very wicked man havibavihavingng killedhilled
his own brotherbrothen we nindfind he was driv-
en out intoluto the land of nod ofOt course
as3 the lord had not created any females

in illlilthee land of nod calacain inmust hav
taken his wife with him and there
was born a son to him in that land
shall we condemn monogamy and saybay
it was sinful because gain was a mur-
derer no that will never do we
can bring no argument of this kindhind to
destroy monogamy or the one wife
system aud make it illegal we come
down to the days of lamech he was
another murderer he happened to
be a polygamist but he did not com-
mit his murder in connection with
polygamy so far as the scriptures give
any information there laIs no connedconnec-
tion between the law of polygamy and
the murder he committed in slaying
a young man does that therefore
invalidate the marriage of two persons
to lamech no it stands on just as
good ground as the case of cain who
was a monogamist and a murderer
also

adam was a monogamist but was
there any law given to adam to prevent
him taking another wife if there was
such a law it is not recordeddedinin einkinkingringg
james translation if there be such a
law recorded perhaps it is in somesomo of
the originals tthattat differ so much from
hachaehach other it may be argued in the
pase of adam that the lord createdcrested but
abne woman to begin the peopling of
fhis earth if the mordlord sawraw pproperroper to
create but one woman forthalfonfor that purpose
he had a perfect right to do so I1the ideaidoa that that has any bearing
upon the posterity because the
lord did not create two women would
be a very strange idea indeed there
are a great many historical facts record-
ed concerning the days of adam that
were notto be examples to hishia posterity 11

for instance he was ordered to cultcultivateNate
the garden of eden one garden waiwas
that any reason why his posterity should
not cultivate two gardgardensdus would any
oneono draw the conclusion that because
god gave a command to adam to culti-
vate the garden of eden to dress it and
keep it that hisbis posterity to the latest
time should all have one garden each
and no more there is no expression of
a9 law in these matters they areard simply
historical facts again god gave him
clothing on a certain occasion the lord
himself being the tailortallor cloeloclothingthing to
cover the nakedness of adam and of
eve his wife and this clothing was
made from the skins of beasts this is
a hishistorical fact will anyoneany one say that
all the posterity of adam shall confine
their practice in accordance with thisahm
historical fact or that it was an axex-
pressionpressionslon of law from which they must
not devdeviatelateZ by no means if the pos-
terity ofbf adam see fit to manufacture
clothing out otwoolof woolwooi or cottonercottcottononorononor
any other matermaterialfial whatever would any
one argue in this day that they were act-
ing in violation of the law of the divine
creator of a law expressed and com-
mandedamandea in the early ages why no
we should think a man hadbad lost all
powers of reason who would argue this
way As our delegate remarked in his
speechechach adadamam had taken all the women
inpertthee worldorldorid or that were made for him
if there had been more he might have
faken them there was nothing in the
law to limit him the speaker here
inquired concerning the time and
learned he had twenty seven minutes
left

I1 would like to dwell upon this
longer but I1 have many other passages
to which I1 wish to draw your attention
the next passage to which I1 willwilt refer
you will be found in numbers
echapterhapter and verses this
chapterqha ter gives us a history of the pro-
ceedingsceedings of this mixed race of poly
sadists and monogamists called
sraelisrael at a certain time they

went out to battle against the na-
tion of anaand having smote
tthehe men they took all the women cap
tivestives as you will find in the ath verse
Ccommencingom at the verse

And Moses said unto them have yeyo sav
ed all the women alive behold these
caused the children of israel through the
council of balaam to commit trespass
against the lord in the matter of peor and
there was a iagueplague among congregationthetha
of thelordeloid

you will recollect the case of some
women being brought into

the camp of israel contrary to the lalaww
of god not being wives and israelisriel
with them sinned and transgressed the
law of heaven and the lord sent anrin
awful plague into their midst for this
transgression now here was a large
number of women saved and moses
finding they were brought into camp
said these had caused the children of
israel to sin and hohe gave command
now therefore killhill every male

among the little ones and killhill every
woman that hathbath known man by lying
with him but all the women child-
ren that have not known man by ly


