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found intilein the hebrew but eightbight times etoirbiow
we havelave not been favored with these
authorities we have had no access to them
herohere in these mountain wilds it Is very
difficult to get books in each passage theytleile
refer to inanimate objects that is m each
of the eight places where the words are
found we have searched torfor them in the
hebrew and can refer yowyou tpto each passage
where they occur and each timptime they
refer to objects joined together suchguch as
wings loops curtains ac and signify
coupling together the gentleman reads
the passage thou notliot take one wife
to another 11 and understands it as involv-
ing the likenesslikeness of one thing to another
which iaIs correct butbat does the language
forbid as the margin expresses it the tak-
ing of one wife to another no we have
the privilege according to the rules or ar-
ticles of debate which have been read this
afternoon to apply to the original hebrew
what are thothe hebrew words the original

that are aborahlo10 tikvah
this when literally translated and trans-
posedased is neither thou take twite toEherer sister being translated by
kingRing james translators a wife elpl aborah
being translated to her sister iolo is trans-
lated neither while tikvah is translated
by king james translators thou
take they have certainly givenagivena literal
transItranslationaulgUl n appeal to the hebrew and youou
will nindfind thethothefordword isaah occurs hundreds
of times in the bible and is translated

winewife the word aborak translated by
riniwinfking james translators a sister occurs
hunbunhundredsreds of times in the biblebibie and Is trans-
lated sister but are these the only
transtranslationslatsonslatlonsions the only renderings isaah
when itisft is followed by ahot has another
rendering that is when wife is followed
by sisterr there Isauisanis anotherother renrenderingdernr

translators havohave no hightrightriplipht to give a9 doublerubi e
trantraDtranslation to the sameI1 hebrew word in the
same phrase if they translate one
they aeare not at liberty to0o translate the same
word in the same phrase over againAga inandinanaand call
it wife this dr edwards or some other

t monogamist hasbas done and inserted this faisefalse
translation in the margin what object such
translator hadbad in deceiving the public must
be best known to himself he probably was
actuated by a zeal to find somosome law against
polpoipolygamyy amyJ and concluded to manufacture the
wordworaw wifewifel and plplace it inin the marginargin with-
out any original hebrew word tfta representrepresent it
ahotabot when standing alone is13 rendered sister
when preceded by isisaahhah is rendered another
the suffix ah attachedattahodhoahed to ahot is translated

her both together ahot ah are rendered
herher sister that is sisters sister when
ahot is renArenderederederea another ittit suffix ah re-
presentspresents hetmrher or morpcorp properly the hounnoun
sister forfon whichemch it stands the phrase will
then read one el mahotah sister to
another lo10 neither tikvah khait thou take
which when transposed reads thus Jfeither

ibon take one sister to another this
form aagreesrecarees with the rendering
divgiven 0o thetho same hebrewdiew vondnord or phrase inn
the seven othother passages of scripturetutotute re-
ferred totd by dr findand dr edwards
see 3 5 ezekiel i 9 11 23

also nrlir 13
1

it willibe seseenseonen ththatatthethe latter form daranof trans-
lation

s
gives precisely the same idea as

that given by the englith ttranslatorsnsas1 t r 1in thetho
textdexl it also agrees with theehrl ttwelve frpreced-
ing

eced
verses of the law prohibiting inintermanermarerman

biages among blood relations and formforms
a paitpart andabid parcel of the same code while the
word difo inserted in the margin is notnopno
and cannotcando by any possible nuierule of inter
pretation be extorted from the original in
connection with the second form of transita
tionation

why should king jamejames literal transla-
tion wife and sister be set aside for one
to another because they shw a necessityss ity
for it there is thithiss difference in all the
other i savenseven paspassagesbages where the words ve
isaah plel mahotah occur theretherb is a noun ihifa
the nominativenomina tiyetive casecale preproceedingdeeding them denot-
ing something to bebd coticoddledpledpied together ex-
odus chapter ard3rd verseverde contains isaah
elahotah twice signifying to couple together
the curtains onebrie to another the same words
being used that are used in this text goga totd
the fifth of the same chapter undand there
we ha e thehe loops ofdf the curtains jjoineddined to-
gether one to another the in the nom-
inative casecased being expressed next go
to ezekiel chapter fth lith and eja
verses and these three passages kivogive the
rendering of these same words cb the
wings of the cherubim ondone to another then
go again to the adm chapter of ezekiel and

verse and theibb wings of the living crea-
tures were joined idtogethergether one to another
but in the text under consideration no such
noun in the nominative case occurs and
hence the english translators concluded to
give each word its literal translation

thetho lavtlave was given to prevent quarrels
which are apt to arise among blood rela-
tions we might look for quarrelsjuaireelseisls on the
other side between women who were not
related by blood but what are the facts inhi
relation to quarrels between blood rela-
tions go back to cainoain and abel who
was it spilled the blood of abel it was a
blood relation his brother who was itthat cast joseph into the pit to perish with
hunger and afterwards dragged him forth
from hit den and sold him as a slave to

dersons trading throughgli thetho country
t was blood relations who slew thotheseventy sons of gideon upon one stone itwas one of their own brothers that hired

men to do it who was it that rebelled
against King david and caused him with
all his wivesilves and household excepting ten
concubines to flee out of jerusalem itwas his blood relation his own son absil

lom who quarreled in the family of
jacob did bilhah quarrel with zilpah
kono did leah quarrelquarrel with bilhah or zil
pahbl no such thing is recorded didrachelracholrachel quarrel with either of thetho hand
maidens there isnorala nottnote a word conceconcerningTO ing
the matter the little petpettyty difficulties
occurred between the two sisters blood
relations rachel and leah and atsitsthis law
was probably given to prevent such dexa
eions between blood relations between
sister and sister

having effectually proved the marginal
reading to be false I1 will now defy not
only the learned gentgeatgentlemanlemanieman but all the
world of hebrew scholars to find any word
in the original to be translated wife if
shah be first translated one the speak-

er was here informed hohe had only fifteen
minutes1 left

1I am informed I1 have only fifteen minutes
I1 was not aware I1 had spoken a quarter of
thetho time I1 shall have to leave this sub-
ject and proceed to another

the next subject ta which I1 shall call your
attention is in regard to the general orunor un-
limited language of the laws given in the
various passages which I1 have quoted if a
maimalmanmaw shall commit taperape ifa manashallman shallshail entice
a maid if a manmaxi shallshail do this or that or the
other isjs thetho language of these papassagesages
will any person pretend idtd say that a mar-
ried man is not a man and if a married
person is a man it proves thatphathat th law is ap-
plicable to mariedmarried men and if so it16 reststests
withwith myvy learned friend to prove that ilit is
limited moreover the passage fromfroni thetho

ayakaya quotedquote by arnew
ramainasasinasnas a great fundamental law byy which
aleithe other passagespassiges were to be oveloverturned
put it has failed and therbthereforeforeforc theotherthetho other
Ppassagesanaava es quoted bby me stand good unless
sosomething else can Lbe found by the learned
gentleman to support hiuhis forlorn hope

perhaps wolive may hear quoted in the ans
were to my remarks totietle passage that the fu-
ture king of israel was notpot to multimultiply wives
to himself that was tbthetho law thehe word
multiply is construed by those opposed to
polpoipolygamytamygamy to mean that twice one make twtwo0anzanyand tencehence that he was not to multiply
wieswives or in other words that he was not
to takotake two but thetho command was nisoalso
givongiven that thothe future king of israel was aloaltnonot-
to multiply horses any more than wives
twice one mamakemako0 two again was thetho future
king of israeisrael not to have more than one
horse the idea is19 ridiculously the future
king of israel fainotwas not to multiply thethem notot
to hahatehavevp them in multitude that is ononlyly to
take such a number as god sawlaw proper to
give them

weve might nextnest refer you to the uncle of
ruths dead husband old boaz who deprerepre-
sented himself as abt being the nearest kin
therethene was another hearernearerneaner who had thetho di-
vine right to take her and this other hap-
penedeneatoto bobe the brother of beaz perhaps alittlelittle older jojosephu tellstellis us

7
according to

thetha learlearnedpedded gentleman that this oldest broth-
er was ad marriedphlinman supposeoso wowe admit itibb

did boaz not knowlinow his brother wahwas married
when he repreorepresentedresented hlohinhim as thethie nearest ofbf
kin and had the right beforelefore him andrienAndgiendZienen
the brother acknowledges hisrighttight abid I1 says
to boaz redeem right to thyself0
hei had the right to marrye h srr thisThi then
wowe arrive at by the assistassistanceapoe of josephus
and it proves that married men were required
to comply with the law I1I1 have no further
timotime to remark on this passageasage It wish haw
to examine a passage thatthaiaiat is contained in
matthewr in rregardegara to divorces inalnaandind also in
marachkarachi 0onn thetho same subject malacmalachihi
or ththe0 Llordor 1 by the mouth of mal-
achi informs thetho people that the lord
hated putting away hea gavottogayoethaothothetho reason
why a afe shouldh not bobe awayawas not
a word against polygamyjy in cither passage

butbilt there ascertainjs certain reasoning introduced to
abw that abifea wife should not be pdtpu awayavay in
the beginning thathe lord made oheone that is iaa
wife foroonor adam that behe might nothot 6060 alone
woman waswois given to man forfur a coincolncompanionpanion
that hohe might protect her and for otherothen holy
purposes but noanopno to hobe put away for trivial

and it afiswas causecauso of condemnation in
those days for xamaramanmarumail to putautawayaway his wife
but there isia not a in malachi condemn-
atory of a man marrying more than one wife
jesus also gives the law respecting divorces
that theyshould not put away their wives for
any other cause than that of fornication
and he that took a wife that was put away
would commit adultery jesus says
in thetho ath chapter that he that
away his wife ffgranyfrany other cause than for-
nicationni causes her to commit adultery
then thetho husband Is a guilty accomplice
and if helib puts away his wife gunjunjustly he is
guilty of adultery himself the same as a
confederate in murder is himself a mur-
derer As an adulterer he has no right to
take another wife he has not the right to
take even one wife his right is to be
stoned to death to suffer the penalty of
death for his sin of adultery consequent-
ly if he hashohas no rigrightnightlit to even life itself bhee
has borightnono nightright totd a wife but the case ofsuehsuch
a man who has become an adulterer by
putting away his widewife and tightright to
marrymanryinarray anotheran ther has no application nor has
tthehe argument drawf from it any applica-
tiont on to thetho man who keeps his wife and
itakestakes another the law referred to by my
learned opponent in leviticus IS18 and is18
shows that polygamy was in existence but
was to be kept within the circle of those
who were not blood relations

concerning the phrase duty hofmarof mar-
riageniage 11 occurring in the passage iffamana mantaitaltaketako anotheranother wife her toodfood her raiment
aadand her duty of marriage shall reto not dim-
inish the condition here referred to is
sometimes more than meremero betrothal it

is something showing that the individual
has been not merely previously betrothed
but is actually in the married state
and the duty of marriage iaIs clearly express-
ed what iais the meaning of the original
word it does not mean dwelling nor
refugorefuge as asserted in theyerthe new york herald
by dr newman four passages are quoted
by himhina in which the hebrew word for
dwelling occurs but the word translated

duty ofif marriage is entirely a distinctworYword fromirom that used in the four passages re-
ferred to does not the learned dr know
the difference between two hebrew words
or what was his object in referring to a
word elsewhere in the scripture that does
not even occur in the text under considera-
tion in a hebrew and english lexicon

W gibbs A M prof
of sacred liter inn the theology school in
yale college page lioifo it reters to this very
hebrew word and to the very passage ex

10 and trantranslatesslates iit thusfbus cohabi-
tation datidutyty or marriage 19 duty of
marriage ienthen is cohcobcohabitationa thusgod commands a maninan who takesfakes another
wife not to diminish the duty of cohabita-
tion with the first would god command
undiminished witha woman
merely betrothedbetrothbd married

while I1 havahave a few moments left let mome
refercoper you to hoseaL I1 wish allail ofyou when
tosearosea0U gop hone appp0o read ahethe second chapter of
hosea and you will find with regardrehard totb
hoseas having divorced lilshis first wife be-
cause dofherof her whowhorefedoniSdomsdomb that no such hinghink
IsJ recorded as stated byr NewmanMr yester-
day theard tellstemmkhosea Wto agango andd speak
to hishl brethren fi

1ot to lldonlidonhis11 donsongon to hishi sisbis
not hisbig daughter of the house toib

israel andind tell them what jhbme lord will
do that ha may not acknowledge themhem any
longer as a wife hosea hareborethaborethenethethe word afpff the
lord to0 israel whom his swaown two wives
representedesenresentedted saying that their whoredommss
their wickedwickednessdess and idolatryidolatriesidolatrieslesies had kin-
dled the anger of the ioralord against them

having discussed thetho subject sp far I1
I1leaveeave atno v with all candidcandiacandiddia persons to judge
herehero is the law of god here is the commandcormana
of thethil mostmili high general in itsUs naturepatune not
limited nor caneau it beba proved to bebeobao there
is no law against it but it stands as immoneimmone
ableabie as the rockkock of ages and will stand
when all things on the earth and the earth
itself shall passrass away

bitdit jt 1 said
AND LADIES am

GEGENTLEMEN

ahadI1 haahlahad heardhearer prior to mysay coming to your
citybits that my distinguished opponent was
eminent in mathematicmathematicssandsanannaana certainly his
display todayto day confirms that reputation unf-
ortunately however he isfsr incorrect in his
statements first he assumes that the slay-
ing of all the malewale children tfbf the hebrews
was continued through eiga ty year buthebutbuh he
has failed to produce the proof Todotadoto dottristhid
wasgs hisbis starting painpointL bohe assumes it where
is the proof eithereltherer inthein the biblebibie orin Josephusihusz
apaamaand until hefie cailcallcan proveproybAhatthat the destruction
of thetho male children wentwentonon for eighty years
ngayI1 say this argument hasaas no more Abundafoundationtion
thanthamsa thionvision then hahe makes another blunblan
der thetha the number of0 men above
twenty years of ageilga mentioned in this catecase
vereeremenmen to go dwariwar they were not the
total population of the jewish nation andfind
yebyetyet my mathematical frencl stands up herehero
todayto day and decdeclareslareslards that the whole male
population above twenty yearsbears of aageago3 con

whereasels it is a fact tthatITat this
cumber dladia not include all the males

then again the first born do not re-
presentpresent the number of familiesfamilleglef inirl israel ntat
that time for many of the arstfirst born wereveye
dead these are the blunders thetho gentlemangentl eman
has made todayto day and I1 challenge him to
produce the contrary and prove that hohe is
not guilty of these liuilunumericalmerical blunders then
he denies the assertion mademada yesterday that
there could not be brought forward more
than one or two instances of polygamy in the
history of israel from thetho timtimeie the hebrews
left egyptegypt to the time they entered cananncanaan
hashashehe disproved that he has attemptedto
proveprovo it by a mathematical problem which
problem is based on error his premises are
wrong therefore his coconclusionsnelunela are false
why aidiet hohe turn to king james transla-
tion I1 will help him to one polygamist
thatisthat is caleb why didelt hebe start with oldoil
caleb and go down and give us name after
name and date after date of the polygamists
recorded in the bistorhistory of thetho jews while
thethey were in the wilbewildernessrnest ladiesladles and
gentlemeng yemen

I1 hele had none to give andand there-
fore the assertion made yesterday is ttrueruenue
that during the sojourn of the ohab ildren of
israel in the wilderness there is but one inin-
stance of polygamy recorded

now we come to the lawthanlaw that I1 laidiaia down
yesterday neither shall thou take onene wife
to another I1 reafreaffirmlirra that the trattranslationtranslation
in the margin is perfect toatonto ja wordwoo belaborshe labors
to show that god does pot mean what he
says that phrase one wife to another
may be equally rendered one woman to
another or one wife to her sister the very
same phrase is used in the other seven pas-
sagessiafia re namedseamed by dr dwight eortor example
bausedusexodus 26 yezekiel3 ezekiel 1 919 etc hohe admits
the translation in these passagespassakes to be correct
if it is correct in these passages why is it
not correct in the other his very admission
knocks to pieces his argument why then
does he labor to create the impression that
the hebrew dishau means woman or wifewire
what is the object of the travail of his souisoul
the wordmord aloot hebe contends means sister
but sister itself is a word which means a
apecispecificohiobi c relation and fta generic relation
every woman is sister to every other woman

and I1 challenge the gentleman to meet me onn
paper at any time in the newspapers of your
city or elsewhere upon the hebrew s
text 1irsreaffirmaffirm it reafreaffirmdrin it in the hear-
ing ol01othiso this carneaacaricarneaneo gentiegentlegentlemanmim reaffirm it in
the hearing of thesthesee hebraists that as itis
said in the marginmargin isis the true rendering
namely neither ahalthait thou taketako one wife to
another but supposing that is incorrect
permit me before I1 pass on to remind youyon
of this fact he refers I1 think in his finstfirst
speech to the margin 11 the lmimaI1lrein11 jasyaswas
correct then and there tutbatbut it is nott beere itis a poor rule that will not work both viways9
correct when he wants to quote from aethe

margin but not when I1 want to doda so
he quoted from the margin and I1 followed
his illustrious example i

and now my friends supposing thathattithethe
text means just what hohe says namely 1nelinelne-
ither thou take a wirewife unto her sister to
wexfpxvex heripher supposing that is the renderingrenrenderingderin
and he asserts it is and hohe is a hebraist 1
argued and brought the proof yesterday that
this law of molmommoses is not kept by the mor
mons in other words there are men in your
very midst who havebave maimalmarriedtiedried sistersbisters where
was the gent lemans solemn denunciation of
thetho violation of godsgoas law why did he
not lift tiithis olceoice atlaand vindicate tthe0 divine
law but not a solitary word of disapproval
is utter edl yesterday he pronpronouncedounce a
curse cursed is he that confarconfirms3 not to0
the words of this law to do them 1

ngoe
doess

nntt the cursocurse rest upon him and apuponn lmhis
people I1 gave himbim thetho liberty to choehochroseosoose
7 lethereth f ththiss textat condemned polygamy or

INV eth it condemned a man for marrying
v 0 aisterssistersj he16 must take hisiiii choice theeathe

hh arnsrh1 of the diltdilemmanini re before himbini for
theho sakesako of saingsaving polygamy he stands up

ure inthein the hiePiepresencefencesence of almighty godgoa andabd
kiishis holy aangelsfigels andard bbefore thisis intelligent
congregation he admits that in this church
andana wihwith this people gods holy law is setbet at
dedefianceflancefiance what respect therefore cifonecan we
havellave anfnforfon the gent lemans argument arandrawn
fram ththetho deacteachingsingi of moses in support of
ppolygamyI1I1 grimyUpe refers us to the multiplication of horses
I1 asupposeIU sd a king may taveeavehave one horse or
ttwoegerethere Is no special nulerule but therothere is a
Bspecialecial rule as to thothe number of wives
eltherneitherI shall the king multiply wives god
in the bdginningbeginning havethegagave the first man one
wwifeife and christ and taulpaul sustain that law
as binding upon Usas and now supsupposing
that that is not accepted as a law what thennthen
whyvilly there is no limit to the number ofbf
waveswives none at all how many shall a man
have seneh twenty fifty sixty ait hundred
why they somewhere quote a posapusapassagea that
if a man forsake his wife hohe shall favehave a
hundred well he ought to go on forsak-
ing for if he willwill forsakecorsare a hundred he will
have ten thousand and if he forsake ten
thousand hebe will have so many more in
proportion it is his business to go on for
gaking that is in the professors book
called the seer such ita man would keep
ththee Aliallalmighty busy creating women farhm

I1 regret very much that I1 hhavehweave not time tito
nuticenotice all the points which havehavo beenabroubroughtgailit

forward I1 desireds redrea to do so I1 pleadpleda foefor
moremora time my friends plead for maromore time
but time was denied us I1 am therefore re-
strictedstricted to an hour now I1 proproposese to fol
low ououtt the line of argument which I1 Wwas
pursuing yesterday when my time ex- iresirexpireddd
jhaand I1 propose to carry out and appuppapplyr ththelegreat law brought forward yesterday I1 nei-
ther shall a man taketako one wife unto another
andana inin doing thieve call your attention
tat the fact that in thothe biblebibie thereasetherethereareearo qnaY
twenty nye or thirty specially recorded cases
prof polygamy1 allail told out 0of thousands jandrana
palralmillionsdolonsobonsoi TMof pepeopleopleopie J say twenty nivefive ifor
thirty specially recorded cases which poly

ofbf ouroun aayday claim in supportbrt loff their
positionign I1 propose to take UP 53saysax halfhaifa
dozen of the most prominentflentilent ones
the period before tratrethe lawjaw anandanaa afneraftertethe law
I1 take up ArAbrahaaramanialaniaianinidnii it is asserted wgwakothat he
was a polygamist edenyI1 deny it there is nno
proof that abrahamraham was guilty of polygamy
what are the facts when he was called of
the almighty to bobe the founder ofaof a great
nation a promise was given himhini that he
should have a numerous posterity at that
time he was a idonomonogamistamita hadbad butonebut one wife

thothe nonobleblohio sarah Msix years passed and the
promisepromisewaswas not fulfilled thenthon sarahsarab de-
siring to help the lord to keep his promise
brought her egyptian maid hagar and offer-
ed her as a66 substitute for herselfto abraham
mind you abraham did not go after hagar
but sarah produced her as a substitute imim-
mediately after the act was performed sarah
discovered her sin and said myM wrong be
uponuronu thee 11 1I have oomcomcommittalcommittedmittel sin butbat I1atonaionaiddidd it for thy sake and therefore the wrong
that I1 have committed is upon thee then
look at the subsequent facts by the divine
command this egyptian girlwas sent away
fromvoin the abode of abraham by the mutual
consent of the husband and the wife by the
divine command it is said that sheU was
recognized as the wife of abraham huthui I1
say youyon can not prove it from the bible
but it is said that she was promised a nu-
merous posterity it was also foretold
that ishmael should be alvild man his
handhand against every man and every manamans
handhand against him did that prediction
ijustify ishmael in being a robberlobber and a
inmurdererarderer no certainly not neither did
the other prediction that alagar should
have a numerous posterity justify the ac-
tion ofabrahanaAbrahaaaaoa in taking lyelleherhen after shesho
had been senttent away by divine command
godsallgod saidsald unto abiabrahamahara now walk before
me and be thou perfect

these are the facts my friends I1 know
that some will refer youyon to keturahreturab but
this is the fact lffiffif regard to her abraham


