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JOSEPH SMITHSSMITHS SECOND
REPLY

ILEHE declares pluranPLURAL MARRIAGE

WRONG EVEN THOUGH IUSllis
rather DID AND

IT

arlarz 0 zittlelittle fields loganlogon utah
sir there were no ordinances of

washing and annointing engaged in
at the meeting at hlahirkirtlandlind butbat the
11spirit which11 testifies that jesus Isia
thothe christit wabwas thorethere and tiletiie peace
that christ declared that hohe wewoulduld
give to his disciples filled thothe hearts
and controlled the minds of the wor
shippership pers
havin your first youyon stated positively
thathat there were those women in
utah who had stated to me and my
brother thatthai they worewere wives to my
father thiathit I1 have shown to bobe
uiluntruetrue itif your statement was cor-
rect would it not have been better
to get one or marmmame of those women
to nemmo the time dindand place where
suchbuch statement was made

there was no need for me to go to
bait dikenake city to nindand pfrootproofrootroof if I1
were under the necessity to receive

universally accepted reports suchgachdach
reports are plentiful outside of saltsnit
likeaike city and aroarc no better there
than abroad if I1 am to receive

universally accepted reports
jobjosjosrphjosephph smith was a mountebank
Brigbrignacdam young a thief and an ahab
ettor of murder salt lakolake city a
place where last and debauchery are
at home and run riot you are too
11shrewd to hold that I1 am to beba con
ladedeluded by accepted re-
ports the reach of such reports
lais too wide the effect upon not
only utah and her men but upon
the origin of the church and its
founders too widespreadwide spread and ruin-
ous for you to insist upon suchbuch an
acceptanceaccaacct

my course in baitbalt lake city was
thlethib I1 was upon thothe streets daily I1
bawraw many of thetho men whom I1 had
seen when a boy I1 was introduced
by patriarch john smith to many
01othersherbhers ot lueluo citizens I1 shunned no
one I1 declared publicly in the in
a in answer to thetha question
whether my father did or did not
have a revelation commanding or
permitting Wshla elders to have morenanmanthan one aliwidewife that I1 did not know
that the evidences I1 had soBD far re-
ceived had failed to convince weme
that he had that I1 did not know
whether he had or had not practiced
ppluralflurallural marriage that I1 threw the
burden of proof where it boba longed
on those who affirmed that hohe had 1

thothe revelation and practiced the
doctrine thisthib was doneotone publicly
and there were members of your
church present who heardhoard me

the denial of john taylor at
boulogne surhur mer was coupled
with the reading ofof the artice on
marriage then published in thetho doc-
trine and covenants but taken out
by order 61 presteprest brigham young
without a voie of the church in
1876 the intent with which it was
read wabwag tota deny thetho chargocharge of hav-
ing in practice in utah a system by
which men of the church had more
wives with all that thothe namoname im-
plies than oneoae the languageJangoageago of
thothe book isia clear we declare that
we believe that eneeno man should have
one wife and oneona woman but one
husband except in easecate of death
when either ia at liberty to marmarrymarnyry
again

there Isia no mistaking the denial
of mr Tayltaytaylorslorblors taken with the
articleartiola on marriage and it ia13 con-
clusivecluciusive if at that time there was
in opoperationration a bysomsystem by which men
were marzmarrmarriedledlod or healed to women as
wives other than the oneono legal wife
of such n momentous character that
I1 am lightingfighting against truth in op-
posing that system mr taylor was
guilty of hesenesefalsehoodhood technically
mr taylors denial was true the
law olof tho churchurchchisclis as hohe well knew
was against him and his compeerscompeers
it allowed otof no such marriages
tho formula given inia thothe lawlaws re-
quired the sanction of thetho marriages
of the church to be glinin thetho namenamo of
the lord jesus chrisChrlschristanatandstand by virtue
of the law of the country J

thetho reason given in thetha article on
marriage for thetho declaration of ba-
ller laIs that inasmuch as this
church of christ has been reproach-
ed with the crime of fornication and
the crime of polygamy wowe de-

clare 11 etc
I1 nnam thankful for your honesty in

saying that the things of which the
church was then accused were grutut-
terly opposed to its teachings
I1thlen and my coworkerscoworkers lihaveave
been studioasly striving to show
and every admission buchsuch as yours
laIs in keepingluig with burour positionthadtaotae delavdelayPI in rymy tatherfether to declare

A
jamajamnsitJawa

the principle plural marriage
was and Is by you attributed to the

consequence of the prejudices of
the brethren and the persecution
which he well knew he would have
to encounter from the outside world
wherein his life donld be endang-
ered 11 I1 todo not construe this lan-
guage it is a plain declaration
given as a rea-gonreabonreason why joseph smith
did not make known the revelation
jfif he had it waswag it for a like rea-
son that brigham young took eightbight
years and two months to get cour-
age enough to make it known you
did not bayeny that god commancommandedded
my father not to makemabe it known
but that he delayed because hohe well
knew that illshisjils life would be endan-
gered Is not that cliarcularchargingging him
impliedly with being afraid
whence camocame the prejudices of the
brethren what business badhad they
to have prejudices against the wojw itiiri
of the lordlora what gave rise to or
created these prejudices

I1 waswab as elder joseph PF smith
states attentive to whatwhai elder 0
pratt was sayinbayingr in the discourse
from which I1 quoted I1 medtried to
conduct myself in a quiet orderly
and respectful way I1 tooktooh notes of
tilethe entire bermonsermonsereermorlmoni and can give
every important point in it amm

notes made atbit the time 1I was in
tent to discover the talent and bent
of thothe speaker and was equally in-
tent to takestake advantage of anyanythingthing
that might bobe saidsald to the profit of
myself and the cathe I1
Is that a crime if so elder L 0
littlefield and every other elder
everevver sent out by the utah church
including joeephjoseph F smith are
guilty of0 the bamesame crime it laIs pre
bisely what the latter hasilas done in
sono sharply denying what I1 asserted
witswas said by elder 0 pratt respect-
ing temples I1 gave it as I1 heard it
from notes mode at the time and I1
remember wondering if the atstate-
ment

ate
made would bobe noticed and

their possible effect upon ma coun-
teractedteracted by thasethose in charge of the
meeting when told the next day
that the sermon was preached for
my benefit and asked 19 what do
you think of it as the person
wished to makemate report of my reply
to admirers of mr parti I1 replied
that I1 was pleased with it that I1
had I1 thought learned one thing
and thattha wabwaa that orbOrsoreonorzozz pratt
left to himehimselfeifelf would tell the
truth all I1 have further to add
Ishi this I1 may have mistaken elder
Prattpratts wordsswords the desire dicov
er any possible advantage may bavelave
made me too critical tandjandnd perverted
his meaning ateare elder josephi F
smith and ubeibo athars who state that
they did not hear such statement
free from such partizan blabia aliayiai hebe
seemsbeems to think troubled mesme leIs his
memory of a bermon to which hibhis
attention may not before have been
called bincosinco tiletiie day it was deliver-
ed likely to beba anyady clearer of defect
because of freedomfreeJom from undue sealzeal
for hibhis cause than mine the ques-
tion of veracity may rest here

how much better laIs your pie
against thothe meeting at Kir
and those who met ththereereore and yyour0ur
defence of the temples you are build-
ing in utah is the statement of
joseph F smith Asaa to what elder
pratt did baysay that the temple
which we are building in salt lake
city was not the temple on which
wa expected thetwe cloud wouldaou d restreet
nor did we expect thebe glorious
events to transpire in any of the
temples which wewa were new build-
ing or would build in utah butibutsbut
that the temple in which these
promises should be fulfilled should
yet bobe built in jackson county
missouri
and that not all that were jivingliving in
1832 should pass away until that
temple should be built etc etc

some one of those present will re-
member that after the eerberservicescervicesvices I1
met eldereider pratt with two or three
others and Nwas presented to him on
thetho street near to the meeting houfe
and remarked to him that having
been born near the close of 1832 1I
could hope to be onecne of those that
might be living when the the tem-
ple to which hohe had referred should
bobe built to this he replied that to
have a part in it would depend on
qualifications asaa well as age Is this
allioalso a mistake of memory

tho question between us Is the
one of plurality of wives Is the
doctrinedoodoc trinetrino and thothe practice in accord-
ance with thetha prinprinciplesc1 le of the
church of christ as ssuchbuchu eph pprinciples
were revealed and eald church
founded by joseph smith

thisthib question laIs not decided by the
statementata that joseph smith taught
and practiced such doctrine or one
similar to it in secret nornon am I1
concluded as a heretic and a fighter
against god or hiahla wordwords when it Is
proven that he dl creely to teachtench

to a few chosen ones and secretly eoea
practice

the elders used to teach thatthai itif
our forefathers or our fathers did

once carry their corn to mill in one
end of the bag with a atone in the
other end to balance ltit it was no
reason that wo should do the bamesame
that we wereyere to yojio our own think-
ing and whatever of doctrine wabwas
not jnin accord with thilthe wordad of god
we were to discard justjast so60

the bible gives the origin of the
of marage thue

and thetha rib which theha lordurd god had taken
from manymanmau made tobe a woman and brought
her unto man I1 beherhemberefordemoreetore shallshail a man leavonavo
his father and his gothar and centecento unto
hishia ilelle andarid they shall ba onoone flesh

in the history of thetha ivoilfe andacid gen-
eration of adam as given in gen

there jain nuno hint or feereferenceYee rence to
but the one companion one woman
one affa for him seems to
have referred to it in the language
of the and 15 h verbusversus of his
second chapter

yet shebho Is thy companioncorn fanlou alidand thetho wife of
thy covenant and ildiiddidltd not bo mikeinako oneoaeyet hadbad heha thetha residua ortheor the spirit and

one tbtbtat hebe might geekseek a godly
beedseedod

lamech departed from thisthib rule
and took twtwyi wivellveiveivo hindbind bobe became
aamurmurdeldeiodeloe

the comm inda ent to noshnoah wabwasvv ALI

competedcompcemp etes 1nI the saving of the
means hy which the earth waawas to be
re peopled noah and hishta
thrlethree sonsbons and one wife eachbachnoyio
more the new testament showsshown
a full endorsement of thi by christ

fozeor this cause shall a man leave father and
ramotherother and shall weave unto his vrueu ani
they twain abdill beba oneoue flesh mMattlmattiaptart t eiolloilan
mark 10 8 Edpnph thgal31

the booknook of mormon history
shows thatthu when lehi and his fam-
ily leitjett their land at thehe command
of god they went out prepreparedparedlared to
keep his command lehi and hibhis
sonsbons and zoram having one wife
each and that only

here are three occasions when
god hashns proposed to people or re
people a land twice the earth
and once a distant land from thetha
oldoid world and cactieach time he shows
the pattern to be oneono man one
woman one huhhukhusbandbands one afe
twain and twaintwala only one flesh

the lord stated to ezra thayer
and northrop sweet october 1830
that the book of mormon and the
holy scriptures were given for the
instruction of hhisbisIs people D 13013 p

liverpool edition 1854
in section 2 of the bamesame work the

lord states that thetha book of mor-
mon containscontama the ot the
gospel of jesusjeanv christ tto0 the gen-
tiles and to the jews also which
watswail given by inspiration

in section 4 paragraph 8 it is do
maredoared that becamebecause of light treat-
ment of things that had been re
calved condemnation rested upon
the church thothe language is as
follows

and this condemnation leateth urion the
cchildrenhildren of zons2 on even all and they hallhali re-
main under this 0 nation until they rre-
pentWut and remember the new covenant even
tbthe book otof mormon and the former cocom-
mandments

m
mand ments which I1 have given them not
only to saysat but to do accordingaccord lu to that which
I1 have written that they may bringbrine lonh
fruit metoetoete for their fathers kingdom other-

awwis there remnemaineth a a9 bourge and a Jjudyedg
molmor jtbto bo cured out upon the children of
zionzinn for shall the children of the kingdom
pollute my holy fandland vernlyverily I1 sayaay unto ou
zaygaynay liverpool edition

the date otof the revelation from
which this laJs quoted isia given as
september 1832 going back to
find somebome of thothe former command
ments we discover the following
isrhourhourhon ehalt love thy wife with all
thy hert and shaftehalt cleave unto her
and nnoneone else

eldereider orson prattprati stated in a dis-
course delivered in the tabernacleaoleaele
at saltbait lake city october 1869
which waswaa published lajj pamphlet
form in the earlyearleari rise of this
church february 1831 god gave a
commandment to its
wherein he says thou ehalt love
thy wife with all thy heart and

cleave unto her and none else
it was given in 1831 when the one
wife tsystem prevailed among this
people

in marebmarch word
of the lord came through thothe bame
man and laIs as follows

and aganagain I1 mygay unto jouyou that whosochoso for
birdeth to marry Is not ordained of godsgod for
marrimarriagedanlagaseasoe isij ordained olof god wherefore tonportorfor
this reason it is lawful that he should have
one wirowite and they twain shallshail be one flesh
and all this that the earth might answer the
end of its creation and that it t be filled
with the measure of man accordineaccording to its
creation before the wormworld walvaa

these aroare the former command-
ments the disregard of which
brought condemncondemnationationo

the fact that the revelnevelrevelationAtlon was
given to men about to visit the

which body forbade to
castry doesabes not prove that what laIs

r healed Is not to be taken in uni-
versalverralverr al lensesense and it is simply as-
tonishingtoni shing that you can soeo glibly dis-
pose of its provisions it is lawful
that he shall have one wife and
they twain can you make more
than one out of this lawful provi-
sion the revelation was given to
the elders to go and preach to men
who did not bellevobelieve in marriage
in preparing them god declares two
facts one laIs that marriagamarriage was or
bained of him the other that it isia
lawful for man to have one wife
this is qualifiedquailnodned and made plain EO

that no one not blinded can fallfail to
see by the wordbordosandbandand they twain I1

the man and hishla one wife grei1113hallhali be
one flesh

the men to whom it came soBO un-
derstoodderstood lioiioi sobo will any one to whom
the book is handed upon whomhornborn the
blindness hashits not come by reasonreabon of
having treated the commandments
lightly farther than thiathis the
same revelation warrants uemop belief
that such was the order according
totoh the creation of man the words
clununlesslees death intervene obtained
fromiromrom section paragraph af ibexex-
cept in casecape ot death when elthereither
isia set at liberty to manymarly adalu 11

this shows that at the time the becsec
tioutian on marriage was written the
understanding derived from tbthe6
revelations as I1 have stated one
wiy the word eitherelther laIs in the
ingletingle number and means one of the
two contracting parties I1 did not
interpolate the words tironeone only 1I

I1 quoted those portions that I1 took
from the revelations and the church
articles and covenantscovennuta andend gave the
eeme of what wawas evidently con-
veyed aaits bebeinging the wiliwiil of godgos

you rite what a pity it isia that
the lord did nothot take the bamesame vwview
of the matter that you do

hebe did mr littlefieldI1 be did be-
yond question he did at that time

that view let aspee

thonthen idersIdera shall toachloach theha principles of my
froproapel which are lain thetho bihBibdihledibieleandand theho bookhook of0
mormon in which lais the of uheibe gobrobgospelpelpei
and they shallthail observe ihtha covenants andana
church article to do them

but thetho wowoldwoidid of god burtburburtrensbeusheus mo because
of fouryour grosser crimecrimea fonfoi behold thus batthbalth
thothe lord thisthia people begin to wax in iniquity
they understand not the scriptures for beyheythey
seek to excuse themselves in committing
whoredombdoms because of the things wb cncb wereweva
written concerning david anaand solomonso bomon histota 1

googon david and solomon truly hadbadsonymamany wivessylves add ningming was
aw before me malth the lord where
fore thushus I1heiho lord I1 hivohavo ledmod this peo
pe forth out of0 the land of jerusalem by thetho
powerbowee bf minomine arm that I1 might ralsoiselse up un
to me a righteous brauch awra of the
loins ofcf Jjoepheph for I1 thothe lord god
win not this people to do fikeflke unto
them of odold wherefore my brethren hearbeaz
me and hearkento welne word of thetho lord yonvor
there shallbhail notcot wv man among ouon hahavebave
savesavo it be oneona wit andaud A hohe ve
havelave none

jacobsjacobus warrant for making tuiaohis
declaration Isia thibthia IJacjacobiob get thou
up into the temple on the morrow I1
andaud declare the ward which I1 shall
give theetheo unto thiathis people

thibthia chowsshows conclusively that in
1830 when the lord reverevealedaled the
book ofbf mormon mchach was to be-
come a part of ho lawjaw of god to
91govern his church and in 18301630
and 1831 when the revelationrevelationsa I1
have quoted wera given he did
take the same view anai I1 do and
fromwaltfrom baatwaat you have stated itif it be
correct healdhe aldaljaid not change hibfile view
until 1813

youyon quote the revelation of god
it111 1 curlsCURIS willwiil is th and
then immediateimmediately turn and justify
the plural wife system because 0 o

the things ghica were written of
david the very thing rereprobatedprobated
by thutho lord as declareddecildeell by yacob3 acob

lailot us reveriereverse the reasoning youyoul
quote the language of nathan

and I1 satagaveg ataava thy masters house and thy
masiscamas lecaieca wives into thy bosom and gave thee
fhethehe rouge of israel and of judah and itif that
badhad been too little I1 would moreover havehavo
given unto thee such and suchbuch things

you then tsyess from the fore
going is it not evident that to assert
thatthai plural marriage is a binssinssin is to
baysay that god ia a binnerelonet

liwrowhow much wiser and betterbatten laIs it
or how iauch more consistent to
charge god with using duplicity and
deceit thisthia you certainly do when
youyoutou eayhay or intimate that the reve-
lation aitildit is lawful that a manaman shall
have one wife was not intended as
a restrictions as in the case of the
woman but one husband in the
same way bodyou charge god with du-
plicitycity in evading the force of ja-
cobs declaration

whereinWheretoro up a righteous seeaseca
unto me I1 will command my people other-
wise theyuley shall hearken unto thesethesa things

in this there is no hint that god
will change the rule then estaba
11 eureor my part Nwhennhen aou5 on
prove that god has desdealtit deceitfully
withwilh the church As such construc-
tion otof implied rebreareceivedelved and double
meanings would certainly do if they
rerarenayera correct youyon havebave proved him

7 if
K ff

to be a hypocrite which you
chargechargo him with being andin bucabuch cabecase Rshe Is no better thanthin rasinner of the two a hypocrite ismore despicable than a sinner

I1 do not need to bayaay that plural
marriage is a billsin on unjust or unfairground god through jacob de
clareaclares positively that it is an abom
inalion trulyruly david andalid fiolo
mon hadbad many wives and concu
binesblues which thing waswaa abominable
before me jacob called it Iagressergrgreasercaser crime that section encil
marriage adopted by the assembled
quorums of the church in ir31

called it a 16 crime
itif hphe who commits a crime la18 notriot

a sinner pray tellteli me what Is hthi
he who commands a crime isibilag
guilty as hoha who commits its ifiettttetle
command Jsis obeyed if god cowcom

minded joseph smith to take monmora

wives than emmsemma while shebhe lived

he commanded a thing that he ildlai
tortfortforbiddenlidden by a revelation callej ty
orion pratt inhi 1869 a holy hv v

mr pratt wdeaid z
itif the members ofcf the churchurchCh hid mite

taken to vary from theibe1 he law given tnin 15311831 11

lovoiove their one wifewilo with all their hearts
to cleave to10 none other they would haveharb ouca
under theibo curso andaud condemnation of fthoirholy law

thibthis holy lawfaw glamn of GAgoil WB

the ekautedwit counterpart utof the cncm
given to lehulehl

mr prat a daniel come to ludljudg
ment bald iuin 1869

thetho lord through illsjila servant lehllehi eamyavis
commandment that they should havelaveiava tuttui OBoda

wife by and by after thotha death 1cff leblehisomebome of htahis beganbesan to disregardard ihabhe
law that god bad given to their father

and took more wives thantuan one and thoteo lordput them in jacobjacobi
one orof rhethe sons otof lackl cl uk aw

them thit rilayibey were finif
then referred to david and solomonnonnoa as barle
committed abominations in uiaula sighteight

history repeats itsitselfeifelf for nomnow L
thebonthe bonson of joseph
wwhom11 ont the holy law ca by urpprattra tt ccameame from gogodd w hitahiel
banded the men of the chuiachui
have but one wife each nowdow Pelilaa11

the attentonon of a people
to be 6ofr that Churchchurch and itkind
them that they are
that jawlaw by taking more wives thuthid
one I1 further declare to that pebpeop
pierie ina the language of the bookbooket0
mormonmurmonmorMOT mon which that people ra
commanded lo10 bear the taking of

more wives than oneolle is graboabom-
inable

ml
before

it is proved beyond question thalthat
tills mono gamio rule prevalprevailedledinjn
the church homnom 1830 to wa fhtfat0
ananyy rat J bby command ot0 GAgod
eierelerhenceice iit hebe acted likejike
Isia urrbriunchangeablechangeable he coial wanot lain
1813 kivegive a ismvw contrary totd 1 akUV
did he must be changeable twiwol
destroys nwerale character as god Bsbi
derdbrdes ththisthih3 the history shows thalthat

three eeparateseparate umeatimes did god lain
startingstarling the iDepeopling ot the corli
fix the status coneone manonemangne
one husband one wife 11 chrlschris
the lawgiver of this dispensation
sanctioned it in the newnow test-
ament and in the doctrine and cov-
enants

cov-
enant and hence is not a party tj
this new revelation that brands hhhig

father with being a chu gabregable
jehovah I1

joseph F smith yoda wland

others are alarmed and NIMI
me when I1 put words into eaino

P attsatta mouth that indicateInd cate acuscy
of sentiment in himbim andaud you aw
that he could not

i
bayehaye said what I1

stated that he did saybe caute itolio
not ikeake him please be as consistent

in your argument respecting gaggad

gil1 I am gdG d and change not 21 isia sna
own language concerning himsel
nor am I1 in fault it I1 hurl thisthia arparn
ment back at you that was the I1ballf

inglog cry of the elders in my
day god Is unchangeable NOhem

the gospel is now what it wibowibb
day

the history shows that the 00
of davids master fell into his 10to
by the fortunes of war artisaotis
queron he Esleptsiept in thetho bed of 10
tive or slain enemies and run
their seats of power rauhlauhlaun
not glyesiye them to david asPreaa preamsidd

young gave wives to his faifal liiili
adherent the record doesicea iw0
show that any such giving toltil

place the housebouse of israel andsni 01

hoube of judahjudtih with the
the captive kings were given in I1

similar sense as were the house w

bauieaulul and hishia wives but how AW

the gift
he hadnad done abomnhom inaeinaM things

would not permit that hebe shouldabwnaw
build a househome unto him hiahis give

forsook him his sonbon betray66rizier himadi

and debaucheddebaudeban chod hishia wives the
nathanbathan who youyon state avegaveate tli
wives of davids magder to thetho NO
took the earnecame wives andarld gave2 thelltheil

to daviddavidsIs neighbor bimel
son of gera cursed lifliiamoato at the comcolt

mand of god on accornaccoot of its
I1 blood of theao of saulbaul ulim

at


