. to time, as He may
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that the revelation on marriage to

Joseph SBmith was
Lord, and I not o

enr by the
Yelieve it but

I know it, and i¢ 1s suflicient for

me to Know that

more, our coyenants are associated
with ﬁtariif?fnﬂ well as timo. .

Mr. H you marry for eternity
how is i# that you divorce so com-
mon

. Mr.ly.{ F. Smith (who bhad come
into the office).—The same authori-
ty (as was %ivan by the Lord to
Peter) that has power to unite or
bind together has power to_loose.
Furthermore, our divorces are not
80 common.

He-has His own
purposes in doisg 80; and fi cther-

Mr. P.—If the object was fo in-

~ crease the numbter of people it did

not originate with Joseph Smith,
but from the Lord; this revelation
13 not the product of man buf of
(God, and whatever the object of it
was, the object was in the mind of

God and not in the mind of man.
Mr, H.—Is it not a great trial to

both men and women to enter into | Mr, T.—You have the same np-. ean control mnacien%

the practice of polygamy?

Mr. T.—I1 don’t tlffnk}it is much
of a trial; our people enter into it
quite readily. Perhaps not more
80 than to enfer into monogamy,
judging from the number of unmar-
ried persons everywhere. I suppose
in New York alone there are not

less than 40,000 men who are un-.

married, and with plenty of women
with whom they might enter into

"marital relations.

Mr, P~W hatever trials there are
in mopogamy‘to some extent are
enlarged in polygamy; and what-
ever benefits there are in monoga-
my are enlarged iu polygamy.

r. H.—I got the impression,
from reading your published dis-

‘courses, that its pragtice was any-

thing but pleasant to either men or

Mr. T.,—That is in part correct. It
was a very great trial for Joseph
Smith, and for the Tweive Apostles
and others, to shoulderthe respon-
sibility of introducing a. system
that was at variance with our cus-

of marriageable age are practical
polygamisis?

have no idea.

~ Mr, H.—Mr., Cannon. I ugnder-
stand said in Washington, before a
committee, one in every ten; did

he say se?
Mr. T.~I think he did.
judgment be correel? |
r. P.—1t s a difficult thing fo

get at, there being no statistics

kept that T am aware of.

r. H.—~I am not trying to eatch
you on any record question,l am

seeking information simply that

would be of general interest in the

present state of this controversy.
Mr, T.—Oh, Mr. Hollister we are

not afraid of being caught, we have

nothing to conceal from the world,
We are quite willing they should
Enow abeut these things, - i1

Mr. H.—Are there more nar-
riageable women than men in the
Church in the aggregate?

pcrtunities and advantages of arriv-
ing at such conclusions as we
have. ._

Mr. H.—I think not. You must
have records, and it seems to me
that somebody musf have ' some
substantially correct idea about
these statistical matters. I am
tryluf to ascertain whether the
practice is increasing or not,

Mr., T.—It would be a wery difli-

cult thing to answer a question of

that kind. i1

Mr. H.—Are there as many poly-
gamous marriages in proportion te
the whole number of peeple as

{there were ten or lIwenty years

ago? -

Mr, T.—I would not be able to
answer that. , .

Mr. H.—Is there not a growing
distaste to it among the younger
members of your ¢hurch?

Mr, T.—I think not.

Mr. P.— Buch assertions have
been made, but I think it a great
mistake, I find that among the
young people there ijs a beiter un-

toms and traditions, and thoese of | derstanding about the principle of

the people of the world, - There is | plural marriage than ever bﬂfﬂfﬂ:'

where the trial eomes in; but we |and consequently their belief in it
felt that we would rather do that |is more widespread.

than disobey the commatd of God,
Mr. H.—It is not on record that
Joseph Smith enjoined

people as the ecommand of God.

Mr. H.—1I have been told differ.
ently in my travels through the

this on the | Tetritory.

Mr, P.—Of course there are some

Mr, J. F. SMirH.—It is recorded, | who do not believe in, ik, ahst<508.

but the records are not pubitcired

And as to the trials attending it
there 18 This wnicn 1 wHDK soould

be mentioned: There are the in-
creased respouosibilities of a nume-
rous family, whieh religious con-
viction alone could epnable a man
to assume; and perhaps it is hardly
necessary to say that only such
convietions could induce women 10
enter into it.

Mr. H.—I have an idea that the
majority of the women are so influ-
enced, but cannot say as to the
men; fROMe mnytpmi ly be, but
not all, by a great way.

Mr. f’EI ng:it that to a small
extent, but that does not affect the
principle, ¥Exceptions of that kind
exist in every denomination.

Mr. H.—You esay it was com-
manded by revelation from God.

m% Bﬁg{;a
Was
gamy

ou yourself, Mr. Tay-
marriea since the law

‘Pa.é'a_ad proscribing poly-

Mr. T.—No, sir.

Mr. H.—Why nol? from respect
to the law? G

Mr. T.—I do not think I should
have considered consequences. if I
had thought it my duty to take an-
other wife, ‘I am pretty well on in
years, npwards of seventy. .

Mr. H.—Baut the law waa passed
in 1862, 16 years ago.
. Mr. T.—1t was not out of respect
to the law; for I consider the lJaw a
most unjust one. And I may say
that I always entertained a great
deal of respect for the Supreme
Court of the nation natil some little
time ago, when it was dragged into

Was not Joseph BSmith in the [ politics, and its decisions given ac-

habit of
when at a Joss how to procesd?

Mr, T.—Yes, sir, and so were the
other prophets of whom we read.

Mr. H—Then I will ask you,
wherein it would be more impro-
per or impraecticable fo get a reve-
lation forbidding it than it was to
get one enjoining i\? .

Mr J, F. 8.—That would Le as-
suming that Josepn Smith’s reve-
lation was the product of his own
imagination; such a thing we can-
not admit, .

Mr. H.,—Have not all nations had
revelatlons aceording to (he lJight
of the best minds of those nations
at the time? ;

Mr. P.—No, far abovethe Jight of
the best mindas.

Mr. T.—You, not being a Yeliever
in the Bible, of course, it wotld be
difficult for you to understand wyy
nosition. We believe in God%
speaking and directing, from time
deem fit; in
fact, our Chuareh is founded/on the
principle of revelation.

- Mr, H.—How many in your
judgment do the adherents of your
Chureh in Utah now number?

Mr. T.=~I do not know posditive-
ly, probably about 150,000. You
have your sources of information as
well as I have.

raying for revelations cording to.a direct, diatinctivei,po-

litical line drawn between Lhe
members of that august body, as
might have been expected from any
other politicians; 1 then felt tbat
the glory of our judiciary had de-
parted, and I had not much confid-
ence in regard to their acts after-

‘wards.

|
|

Mr. H.—You allude to the elee-
toral commission, ‘Itis not apro
to the purpose of this interview, but

r. T.—ThatI could not say, I

that in  your

_— ¥

p——

-

e

]

cease the practice of polygamy, by
strengthening those, if any, who
are op
ground fo hope
ponents may ultimately be in the
majority in the Charch itself?

Mr T.—No,

opposite. I would state that if the
United States thinkthat by piose-
cution or p or th:uu&»lh
proscription they cah control the
consciences of men, they have then
discovered a phase in human na-
ture eantirely. new and,unheard of
before, - r sal

Mr. H —They do net propose to
control their consc¢iences but their

Mr. T.—Bat that isall so much
bosk, you know; that is tanta-
mount to saying, We will allow you
tothink but not to aetyit does not
give the liberty that (i
tion prescribes to allow free action
in the exercise of religious conyic-
tions; Do you ¢ that law

Mr. H.—It does propose o,
but it cannot accept the verdict of
the individual conscience against
that of the geperal conseience.  If
you may set your ecnscience above
the law,l may, everybody may,
|and there is then an end of law;
there is aparchy.

Mr. T.—Excuse me, but that is
itha argument Judge Waite has in-
troduced. He hasciled the prac-
tice of the Suttee, saying that if
! they could do tbat in the name of

religion au{_t.hing else might be
{ done. Yon, I understand, Mr. Mus-
ser, (who was present) have been
in India, let me ask yoa a question.
[ believe there are some 150 to 180
millions of qnly amists, in practlice
aud theory, in tiut country under
the British Government, does that
government interfere with their
polygamous . marriages, or protect
them therein? . Thav governinent
has, and very properly too, prevent-
ed the destruction of life by the
immolation of widows, but not the
propagation of life through the
practice of polygamy, that I believe
is sustained by the law, and Chris-
tian missionaries who have been
brought face to face with this prin-
ciple in India, bave defended it,
and commended the action of the
British Government in its protec-
tion, The United States Govgrps
ifi the enjoyment of the same right
because we are,a handful of peo-

le.

DMr. Musser.—~The British Gov-
ernment in India does protect po-
Ilygamy by law, whilst it enforees
its laws against Suttee.

. Mr. HL.—India is an old and pep-
ulous country, and it is perhaps im-
possible for the British government
to change its customs in this re-
spect, This isa young country
with a great future before it, and
polygamy is yet in its infancy,
whieh are sufficient reasons for a
different policy. JItis deemed the
part of wisdom to start right, and
your being small or large, weak or |
strong, euts no figure in. it, Not

unlf polygamy, but the principle of
ecclesiastical control in secular af-
fairs presents an antagonism to our
institutions that is a8 complete as

can be imagined, It must be mod-

ified in some way or great trouble
will one day ensue. 1t can notrea-
sonably be complained of, it seems
to me, that we should seek to sup-
press polyg:
of law in its infancy.

ed  to il; and is there not |
or fear that its op-

sir; Bo. ground, to
either hope it, or fear it; quite the

Constitu- |

| Can.

| your ehurch possesses the oracles DII

y, at least, by force |

mu;rwtinu of polygamous marria-
ges ' - :

Mr. T. — The uniform’ {esti-
mony of both sacred and profane
history among all nations answers
| No. I am very sorry that Congress,
through its unwise “action has
pla us in an attitude of hostility.
Polygamy is not acrime, per se; it
was the action. of Congress that
made polygamy a crime, As be-
fore stated, the British government
allows one hundred and eigh-
ty millions of their people to
practice it, and by law, protect
them in it, It is very unfortunate
that our republican goverment can-
not be as generous to its provinces
as a monarchial government e¢an to
its colonies, being placed in this
position by their action, and bav-
ing a commandment of God which
is binding upon wus, not only in
time, but in eternity. We have a
great reverence for the admonition
of our Bavior, whosays, *““Fear not
them whieh ﬁﬂl the body, but are
not able to kill the soul, but rather
fear him which ia able to destroy
both soul and'body in hell.”” Fur-
thermore, Daniel, the three He-
brew children and others, it would
seem, were governed by the same
principle, and abselutely refused to
be governed by the dictum of their
OpPpressors,

Mr. H.—If you persist in the fa-
ture as in the past in this practice,
what Kind of an ultimate outeome
do you anticipate, Could you not
consistently surrender polygamy on
the ground that there is no pros-
pect of changing the opinion and
law of the country against it, and
that nullification of the laws issure
to result disastrously in the end to
the nullifiers?

Mr. T.—~Not so ‘much so as the
nullifieation of the Constitution;
but we leave that with God. It is
His business to take care of His
Saints, An eminent poet has said:
“Do what is right let the consge-
quence follow.” |
- Mr. Masser.—I think the ILord
could better answer that queation.

Mr. H.—*The Lord” is a foreign
power to this government, in the
sense in which you eonstantly re-

fer to him. ‘-
. Mr, T.—I am afraid be is, and
there lies the difficulty., When na-

tions forsake God we eannet expfcf
_ dnE they "have 6pened
the finod gates of discord to this

pation which they cannot easily
close. We are now proscribved, it

will be others” turn next. Congress| nance
bas assumed a most fearful respon-| the

gibility in breaking down its Con-
stitutional  barriers; but the flood
gales onee opehed, it becomes quite
a problem to say where the pro-
scription will end. Others may
not receive these infringements on
their religious rights quite as peace-
ably as we do; if Congress and the
nation can stand it, we think we'!
Mr. H.—You hold then, that
heaven exclusively, aad that the
condemnation of polygamy by all
Christian nations'is without reason
and wisdom, and contrary to the
spirit of revelation? )
Mr. T.—We most assuredly do.

marriage was of God or not. The
vote was unanimous in the affirme«
ative.] |

Mr. H.~If not, why did your
¢onStitutional conveationin Feb,,
1872, 4grep, by a two-thirds vote, to
subml “19 question of its abandon-
ment, Ih case Congress should
make that acondition of admission
into the Union, to the test of a pop-
ular election, and why did the peo-
ﬁ.l; vote unanimouwsly in favor of

Mr. P.—They did not.

Mr; H-—They s»greed to submit
to the people whatever Cougress
should make a econdition ot admis-
sion into the Unien.

Mr. P.—We did that to meet
the minds of a few members,
but there was no promise of ¢om-
promise in any shape.

Mr, H.—~In the DEsSegrRET NEWS
of June 3, 1872, the editor, whom I
presumeé was Mr. Cannon, said that
the Mormion recentatives who
had returned from -Washington
had assurances frooy ~the House
Territorial committee that a bill for
the admission of the State of Dese-
ret would be reported favorably at
the next session; provided poly-
gamy were absolutely and uncon-
ditionally renounced. -Does not
that show that you understood pre-
cicely the terms of admission and
meant tocomply with them by re-
nouncing polygamy?

Mr. P,—No. It was only an item
of news, :

Mr. H.—Then Tyou admit that
the calling of a constitutional con-
vention by the Ilegislature, the
meeting of that convention, fram-
ing a constitution, its submission
to and adoption by the people, the
election of a BState legislature and
other officers;, the meeting of that
legislature, its election of senators,
and their going to Washington to
urge upon Congress the ratifieation
of these prooeaginga was a farce.

Mr. Taylor—Its objeet was to, ob-
tain the views of Congress and the
conditions it would impose before
admitting us as a State and then
lay them before tive people, but I
acknowledge it ended in a farce.

Mr. H.—The proceedings at that
time created the impression that
you would give up polygamy
for statehood; it was general and I

am gorry if it was! not igstified by
-« awda THLENTLIONS,

" Mr. T.—You are mistaken on that

point, our people never entertained
such an opinion.

Mr, H.—Seection 5 of the ordi-
providing for subwitting to
cple suchi terms as Congress
might prescribe was adopted in the

| convention by a vote of two to one,

and the people sanctioned it by 25,-
000 votes. And you, Mr.Taylor, ad-

| vocated the retention of this aeutlﬂn

in the ordinance.

Mr. T.—No sir, [ was not 8 mem-
ber of theconvention,

Mr.H. —<Then it wasanother man
_ﬂfﬂuur name, LOR
- Mr. JooF, Bmith—-He was from
the south. £

Mr. Penrose—The eatire proceed-
ings were intended mexly to give
Congress a chance te admit us, er
show why we were not sdmitted.

Mr, H.—Is not, in fact, what yon
call revelation, the expression of

Mr. P.—Noah would have made| the erystallized publie septiment of

the same answer to that question.
Mr. H.—If capacity or adapta-
bility to universal application be a

good test of the soundness of a

amy will pot stand the test; does

Mr. Musser.—But Suttee was, if
anything, a custom to which the
natives of Hindostan were more
devotedly attached than to polyga-
my, and the government has sup-

[ will say that every man has his
pelitical Dbias, or conscience, to
whieh he could no more be untrue
than you can to {'uur religious bias
or conscience. If he were, he would
be worse than crucified, covered
with such odium and contempt as
no gensitive man could live under.
The members of the Supreme
Court I believe simply decided in
that case in accordance with their
consciences, which were of course
in accordance with their political

fanh,

nh\?r. T.—You say the Judges can-
not give u? their political bias, yet
we are called upon by them to give
up our religious bias,

Mr. H.—To return, [ was in hopes
you would eay the reason you had
not taken another wite gince 1862
was out of resp:ct to the law,

Mr. T,—If that were so, { should

Mr. H.—No. I have nof access to|be a hypocrite; but what his politi-
the Church records; you must have | cal bias to dv with justice anud equi-
all the members recorded who, are { ty? Is that a reason for that angust

more than eight years of age,

Mr, T.—That is asnear as 1 could
gi;? il;i which is about correct.

M,

assembly to pervert the law?
Mr. H.—Will not Judge Waite’s
decision throw an apple of discord

pressed that,

Mr. Taylor.—You say you think
it wise for the government to en-
deavor tosuppress polygamy, I
think they should first manifest
their antagonism to the practice of
infanticide and feeticide and the
| prevailing prostitution, and is-

stead of prosecuting and progeribing

us, they should assist in us remov-
ing these contaminating influences
from our borders. Furthermore,
while Great Britian isa monarchial
government she can tolerate 180,-
000,000 of polygamists, and throw
around them the protecting egis
of thelaw, while the United States,
a republican, and professedly a free
government, is enacting laws pros-
ecuting and proseribing so small a
number as 150,000 in her Territory.:
this does not speak well for the ad-
mipistration of republicanism.

Mr. H.—Should Congress amend
the law so as to make the offence
continuous, and thus annul the
statute of limitations ss regards this
offence, and should your leading
men be convicted and imprisoned,

i.—~How many of the men |among your people, if you do not|would not that stop the further]knew that the principle of

your people; and if a majority of
them  should desire tﬂjﬂbﬂﬂdﬂﬂ
polygamy, would whatis called
revelation deter them from doing

principle of this natare, and polyg-|so0?

Mr. Calder—Mr. Colfax, when he.

not a doubt as to the fact of God’s | was here, and as he was leavin X

haviog commanded the Mormons |said to

fo receive and live it justly arise?
Mr. T,—Your hypoth

not acknowledge, |
Mr. H.~You claim, then, polyg-

amy as a principle is of universal

we dola reve

applicability, and eould be univer-
sally practised. _
Mr.T.—~Yes, sir. 1t .is the nor-
mal condition of mankind and has
been practised from time immemo-
rial by almost all nations. Monog-
amy is,butthe outgrowth of a sys-
tem where corrupt Christianity af-
filiated with a debased paganism,
W hy sir,three-fourths ef the human
family as near as can be told, are
acknowledged polygamists Lo-day,
and the balance corruptly so,
though professedly monogamists.
Mr. H.—Is it not possible that
‘ there is some mistake about i?

asking you if there is any mistake
;tlmul; the authenticity .of, the Bi-
= |
Mr. H—Do you really believe
| that God has actually commanded

Mr. T,—1 might auswer that by |

President . Young, Mr.
Yuunf, you say Jogeph Bmith had

ation instituting polygzamy;
my advice to you is to get a revela-
tion to do away with it.

Mr. H.—My idea of revelation is
embodied in my question. In your
case l look upon it as the erystalliz-
ed expression of the highest wisdom
of your people, speaking through
your organ, the head of the
Chureh. '

Mr. T.—0Of course you are nobe,
believer in revelation?

Mr. H.—Not ‘in the sense in
which you use the word, nor per-
haps in thesense in which it is ordi-
narily used. ,

M. T.—~Then I do’ not see that
you can consistently apply your
ideas to our faith, at least we can-
not acknowledge them.

Mr. Penrose—<Joseph SBmilh re-
ceived a reveldtion written on gold
plates and he and three others saw
it together, It was just as tangible
as that which Moses recelved writ-
ten on the tables of stone; and it was

you to practice polygamy — don’t |not the erystallized opinion ' of our

you men ever have a doubt of il?
[Mr. Taylor, a few parties having

come in on business, called a vote

of those present as to whether they

best men, it was afact.
Mr. Hi—If it is a fact, then if can
be proven - |

Mr. P.—It can be the

proven;

plural | Lord very wisely caused to be taken



