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wives he had won by conconquest the
dread const of hishib binsin follow-
ed the ilkelike result followed the
successful rionsfon for hishia wives drew
hishib heart awayawny from god and he
peripeliperishedshedhed as a foolish old man

I1 thank you for the statement
you quote from the history of
joseph smith ofcf date of october 5
18431848

in thisthia statement my father urges
that persons teaching or preachingpreaplea chingehing
or practicing the doctrine of plurali-
ty utof wives should be tried what
for because ons hyrum wrote in
1844 no buchauhbuh doctrine laIs taught
hereherb nauvoo

this agrees perfectly
with the one made by elder woo
marke that somebome time before my
fathers death he told him to go be-
fore the high council and there
prefer charges against such men
and that he would go upon the kland
and proclaim against ineinu doctrine
M it wawas from the devil and would
destroylestroySe stroy the church itif it fairnot put
down rhiaihla was eltheruither a pecepiece of
clerical duplicity and deceit or wasswars
liiiiia gendinge nuin efforterfort to put a stop to what
was had in secret of which know-
ledge had come to him nornonNordonondodoesdoeaesiteditit
take on the form of implicating
himself as one of0 the guilty ones
it does not warrant the conclusion
that he waswab himself one of tho- ethoe to
bcete proceeded against by president
marks before the council nor Jsis it
common sense to say that josephjospph
smith was 83 great a beagler as to
go on the and pukputpubliclylicay de
bounce what he retaaas prac-
ticing it such practice waawah kaj wn

the te botufromrotu the bitne
tscs you oneroller I1 am familfamilialbarhar wah and
madymany of them will lot bear cross
examination asiabias I1 could easily de-
monstratemonmoustratostrate if I1 had the in
a court where hearsay mental
reservations and other mensameng state-
ments can not be asaa know
ledge

Isic is unnecessary to attempt to
roveabove that joseph smith secretly
taught and practiced celestial or
plural marriagemarriaga31 or polygamy eorfor
when that lais proved the itsue re-
mains

re-
maina sunsanunchangedchanged all that could
be efieffeffectedacted by it sa far aa I1 am ooncon
berned would be to lelesseneen mynay re

for him as a mannmans and 91giveV anmi
one notenore laearlbeart pang to bear through
life and if it uele proved that he
dictated the alleged reveLtion or
tuethe copy which Isid allali that you can
clainclaimcaimasim it would not prove elthereitner the
revelation or the Go ettine to be 0of
god 0ot ouon lattenlatter daydal
saints I1 am nonounoc fof o particularly
strenuous to assert inna
cence he may have beenbeien guilty I1
prefer not to believe it but it he
waswab I1 shall not evade the isaul nor
my I1 know it because of that
guilt minoia isia not made legallegai or
lovely in my eysayls because my father
did it

I1 admitisamit gods howertopower to change I1
doao not admit his rightnight to changechau ge his
law without servingreservingit to myself the

plightright to declare him changeable
against the teachdeachiningotg of hiahis own word
I1 do not believe that god hashns the
rightlight totollelielle I1 do not believe that
jesua christ hasais bon haythebaythehagbag uhe right
to lie I1 do nolnot believe that either
has the right to eaycay that one
thing is heavens law in 18311631 and
that another and contrary thing
laIs heavensheaveniaheavena law in 18431313 1I do
notnov believe that the revelationrevea tion soko
called came from god nutnuu if t
d J ac ia an unjust and cruel thing
433 totally unlike the new coven
antruxrut theibe book of mormon that it
makessnakes god to stultify himibimihimselfeifelf the
bewvew covenant the everlasting gos-
pel

go-
stel

gobgoa
relrei habbab provisions forton lueilfe and salva-
tion

t
open to all thibthis revelation

has provisions for only a few the
gospel proviprovidesdips forronor all men thisthia rev-
elation for a few only

Butbat suppose that it be conceded
that wetue revelation came from god
and thatthal joseph smith had the
keys of the power to administer in
the things named in it that he
was the anly one on earth at the
time to receive revela-
tiontion a from god ajai to who might and
to saybay who should not receive wives
underunderusderleits privileges who authori-
zed brigham young to do it he
did not receive it from joseph
smith it waswaa not conferred in the

on any one but joseph
smith brighamsBrighambhams appointment by
the be the ereFrepresidentsilentallent did
not confer it rebe declared that he

was not a Propprophethrat nor the bonson of
one ay who gave joseph smiths
wives to be brigham yonyunXonnga wives
what business had hetohebe to take
them to himself

the lodging of such a power in
one mans handsbands that of dietdictatingabing
that ono here may or shall taketalle
auch nullnuli such a woman or suchguch
domailwoman to wirewifeve and that oueone therethene
mayor shallbhail not

7 tahetaba anyalyisja a motmost

dangerous thing to do it offers to
such a man an opportunity and an
inducement to prostitute hishia pro-
phetic charleterchar soterBoter to greed love olof
poweipawet and the lust of the flesh that
may not be resisted joseph smith
may not 1linglinging have been free from
such influences and it laia possible
that the elevonclevea months that he ex
excised it if your theory Is a true
one witnessed hishia corruption that
brighamBrigharmhamm young in the exercise of it
for the twenty five yearyears3 between
1852 and 1857 was free from its bale-
ful power Isia more than I1 believe
and were thetoe matoryhistory of its work-
ingin9a fully known I1 feel assured Is18
own friends would be appalled

I1 edenycleny that brigham young was
ever lawfully called and authorauthorized
to act under the provisionsprovi siona of that
revelation josephi smith did not
desdeidesignateignate him asaa bibhib successor the
lawsa of the church asaa found in the
doctrine and covenants at joseph
smitha death did not confer suchsueh
authority the revelation itself did
not confer it nor does it contain
any provision for a successor and
I1 have appointed unto my servant
josephjeph to hold this power in the
last damselldays thibthia lais the precise lan-
guage of the revelationrb itself and
limits the power to juseph smith
anant 1 him alone the mantermanner toio
which the document came totd the
people wagwas irregular the way
ungnam young became pspossessedessed
of the copy JBa of doubtful propri-
ety from these and other reasons
plainly to be deduced it isia halobale to
coneonconcludecocciclideolideide tant if therevelation did
comeco moronafrom godgudy it became inopera-
tive a the death of Jjosephoseph rmith

As concluAveivelve proof thalthat twethe
jjciprycoty did not come legitimately
into the church rules I1 quote seceee
tion 23 12 and 13 doodac
triine and edition of
1676

for behold these nga have not beenbeed
appointed unto him neither shallball anything
be appointed unto any of this church con-
trary to mebe church covenants for all things
must be done in order and by common con-
sent lu the church by the prayer of01 falthfaith

Thisthibth la revelation neversever passpassededthethe
ordeal required there lais no prepro
teneetence ubalthat it did oreon wydehyde
ed the isulaulanguageguage of joseph smith at
hethe trialtriai of sidney rigdon jnin 1814
joseph gave us the plan when

i all the quorums are assembled and
0organizedrganihed in order ietlet the revela-
tiontf u be presented to the quorumsqu
iff it pahapalls one let it go to another
and if it fasspass that to another and
toeo on until it haahns passed all the

and if it passpays the whole
without running against a snag you
may know it is of Q3 d 11 timesairlines and
seasonsreasons vol 65 ppap

that joseph smith did not think
thatbad the temple at kirtland had

filled the object of its builbullbuildingdingisis
seenbeen by readingmading the prayer offered
at its dedication see doctrine and
covenantcovenants edition of 1876 sec

hyrum smith writing from natinau
to a member in kirtland re-

ferred to it thus asaa the bayingsaying of the
lord that I1 may hide youyoa from
mine indignation that shall scourge
the wicked and then I1 wallsendwill sendbend
forth and build up kirtland and it
shall be polishedd and refined accord-
ing to bywordmy word

in yyourour first letter the inference
was conveyed that
church was sadly derelictdereiletellet in duty or
in goodnessgood nebbs because they had built
no temples and that those jnin utah
were necessarily the people of god
because they were building terntemtemplesplespies
let me repeat that no special reve-
lation has commanded the erectionerect fon
of temples at ivlIvimantlmantiantlanti lognlogan st
geoygegeorge and saltbait lake city the
authority claimed by you in youryouny0 ur
reply Isia baldbaid to be a generalgenera one
whence came this general com-
mand the rule was that when-
ever any houbeboube was to be built to
the lord it was first commanded
thibthia wagwasv as the case of the tabernacle
solomons temple the one at elreelrdmiltkilt
land and the onelone at nauvoo and
the command given in 1841 does not
read my people are always com-
manded to build temples unto my
name the language of the com-
mand is special and ixiss of a similar
nature to the one renerreferredred to by
jacob if I1 will raise upaa
beed I1 will commandcommanilmanty my people
showing that the llordlord purposes to
be obeyed this lsis seen by the text
of sec par 39 of your edition of
the doctrine and covenants for
1876 this showschows that the wash
ingsinge baptisms statutes and judg
mente etc araarere ordained by the
ordinance of my holy house which
my veoplepeople are always commandecommanded
to build unto my holy name

thetbe yordtordivord housebouse Is singular and
I1 in paparagraph 40 the lord sidbidbaldsaid gletlet
I1 this hou so be built untoditto my name
this conatconfineW the command to thothe

heuzel it and does pot
A

warrant one at baitsait lake city
st george or loganlogon it is not a

general command to build temples
it Is shown by the quotation that

elderrider joseph F smith makes from
mr pratt for december loth 1876
that no one of the temples in utah
is the one spoken of by the prophet
as the one to be builtbulit in zion in the
generation counting from 1832 or

while some are living who lived in
that year this showshows that utah
13 notmot zion but the law the gen-
eral one under which you claim to
have been building declares that it
Is in zion and her stakes that
those places houses where baptisms
for the deadadoaddead etc are to be perform-
ed the f ce and proper rendering

I1 of this statement which my peo-
ple arealways commanded to build
is that the people shall not attempt
to build without a command in
eluding place and manner of build-
ing that gods people shall not
presume to build a house a temple
unto the lord unless suchcuch house
shall first be ordered by him if it
Isia at any time essential to his pur-
poses that one should be builtbulit he
will command it to be done

that you have built many does
not prove that any one of them was
commanded if only one had been
built it might be a possible presump-
tion that it bad beenreen ordered the
building of more than one renders
the presumption goldgood that none was
ccmmandcommandeded

another thing that iaily indicative
that the temples in utah aie not
accepted of god Isia th eR

A nd if my people will harkenbarken unto myy
voice and unto the voice orof my gervanservants
aborn I1 havebave to lead my people
bebowbehold verily I1 gaygat unto you they shall not
be moved out of their place

the people were moved out of
their placepace I the only conclusion
that can be drawn from this is that
beytheyhey did not harkenbarken that there was
something done thaithat was not com-
mandedrusius or something commanded
that was left undone YOUyon canCAD

take which of these hornshomb you
I1 plesseplease11 the fact of disobedience re-
mainsmains
itif you will look up the sayings ofef

prospres young you will find the re
ef a sermon delivered at st

george january yatyit 1877 in that
youvou will find something like thisthia

we that are henehemm are enjoying a privilege
thitthat we have no knowledge of any other peo
uieule enjoying since the dais of adam that Is

have atempa completed wherein all the
ordinances oftortof t hohe aruohruse of god can be be-
stowed upon his people we
bummbunt one at nauvoo I1 could rickpick out several
before me nowcow that wera there when it was
built andaud know just how much wagwat finished
and what was done it was true wewa left
brethren there withali instructions to ityits
and they got it matrymatiy empiemplcompletedeted before it was
burned but the saints did not elsoy iuiti

brigham young knew that the
temple at nauvoo was not finished
he hew that when it was burned
it hadbad been letiet to a company of men
who proposed a school
of bome eort in it he knew that it
had not been accepted according to
the terms of the revelation by which
it was authorizeauthorised to be built he
knew also that no command to build

in utah had been given
there is no general law by which

I1 the people were commandedcomman deu to build
templetempie houses of worship they
might erect theythoy were and areate
necessary

ot the people in them the
principles of the new covenant
the book of mormon the gospel
may be taught bulbut in them no sec-
ret endowments nor oaths nor
vows nor covenants not provided
for jnin the gospel are to be admin-
isteredlat

the people of utah are entitled to
credit for the energy and industry
they have displayed in the erection
of those places of worshipworshipthip sobo are
the members of the reorganizationorganizationre
forthefor the building of the houses of
worship they have built

9 the law of the church laIs that if
god can reveal one thing he can
another

this laIs another otof your mistakes
there is no such law the teachingdeachin9
of the church and the tradition of
the elderseiders wabwas that if god ever had
the power and did reveal himself to
hlahia people in any age hohe could do
so in any and every ofirtrageage and
dispensation but that whenever
he does reveal himself euchsuch reve-
lation will be in harmony with all
former revelations on the same sub-
ject that he will not contradict
himselfEllms elfeif that later revelations of
his mind will not be in conflict with
those before given expressive of his
will

this I1la commonmccommon hensebense suchbuch a
pophaltionpositionaltion permits men to build upon
the revelations of the
book of mormon and thothe revela-
tions in the book of covenants
without fear that inain a day or0 two
god may change illiiiii mindswinds and

give a different and com-
mand making vain and voldvoid their
workwok if god can todayto day reveal one
thing as lawful and blessinpleasingg to him
and next week reveal the opposite
as being lawful and pleasing there
laIs an end to trust and constancy if
he can and does todayto day declare that
certain things are displeasing to
him that other things are claboeabom-
inable before him and tomorrowto morrow
or next week he can declare that
these very things are gelylovely in his
eightg lit what criterion laIs left to judge
by in regard to what Is pleasing to
god if he make certain things
lawful todayto day and next year make
them unlawful he can not justly
hold man accountable for disregard
inzins highis edicts as there can be no
certainty respecting them

it laIs because of this claim for the
changeable character of god and hisilia
jaws that you and your compeerscompeers
make that I1 oppose the plural mar-
riage system the books and teach-
ing of the church up to the death olof
my father give me good warrant to
deny such claim for changeability on
gods part if my father did what
you charge him with doing be
changed from what hebo was when he
translated the book of mormon IIif
god gave the revelation onen plural
marriage as you conconstrueetrue it he
changed from what he was in
1830 31

there are things which god can
not do and still be god he cannot
helie he cannot be ignorant of what
he does if he knew what he was
doing in 1830 31 he knew what was
righteous and true if he gave the
revelation of 1843 he knewknow thathat it
made the lawjaw of 1831 vodvoid and fool
hhiab it he gave it he knew it was
contradictory of the rule given to
lehlandlehilehl and josephJosepjosephannhandand northrupnorthropto norNoi
sweet ifithehe did not know this beae
was very forgetful of himself and
unmindful of the lc prejudices of the
brethren prejudices bornbom of the
law already given if liehe did not
forget he knew that Nauvoo farear
west Jackson county were allinallali in
territory where the holy law of
the one wife for one roan hadhud ob-
tained under a constitution written
by wise men raised up by nimhim to
do that very work he knewknow ifhe
had not forgotten it that he had
told the church that they bad no
need to break the law of the land
to keep the law of god and I1
firmly believe that it was for the
varyvery purposePI of defeating the treach-
ery odtheof the Lebetrayal of the brethren
that the protection otof the united
states was providentially thrown
over the territory ceded by mexico
to the united states after the con-
quest of scott and the occupation
of california by commodore
ton

your wishes that I1 might be
brought to see the righteousness of
the position you occupy I1 recipro-
cate I1 would to god that you and
all others of scattered israel might
seeeee that the revelation of god to me
by which my courses of opinion and
life have been oppose to those of
the one time associatesassociated ofmy fathertather
wasandaasandwaswab and laIs in harmony with his
will as revealed to that father and
the rule by which he proproposproposesposasaa to
people thathe earth with a rightrighteouseom
people yoursyoury

JOSEPH swim
lamoni iowa june 15

moreilore STRONG EVIDENCE

ii 0 littlekittleFIELD MAKESmares ANOTH-

ER reply TO10 JOSEPH fibrithbilth

mr joseph smith lamoni iowa

sir your latest commacommunicationnicationcatlon
though a long one containscontatni but few
points that have not been
considered and tomyto my mind satis-
factorilyfactorily disposed orof it reminds me
otaofaofa Jalawyers special plea in the in-
genuity with which it darkeneth
counrelcountel by words without knowinow
ledge 11 I1 shall not attempt to re-
ply to your paragraphs sefaseiaseriatimbalimtim
but will simply take up those that
seem to require from the manner in
which they are presented a patelpassingtig
consideration

you claim that adam noahnosh and
lehi were each the husbands of but
one wilewife we grant that wowe cannot
prove from the Scripscripturestareaturea that they
hadbad more than on but wewa can
prove that men equally beloved and
favored of god and bearing mast
important comm lEsions to mankind
did observe the law of plural mmarri-
age

ari
and further that the nordlord

never rebuked or found fault with
them because of this practice yoyouU
mention the dispensation of lebilehi pas8
being mon inln contradistinc-
tion wo refer to the parallel work
commenacommencedeedced by the founders of the
JareJarellgiteto artkationionlou who werevero volnavoina

I1 1 I1

mists goi made thetho polygamist
abraham timmtino tatherfather of ha peculiar 6

chosen people and gave him a ppro- nrofa
misemiso that in him and hlahia seadseed
should all the families of thetho earth
be blessed he called the
mist mosesmosea to be its great leaderleadenleac ferandlenandand
lawgiver when he made israel a
nation he conTeconversedteedrEed with both
these men face to face and never a
word is to be found of condemnation
from his divinedivino lipslipa because they
had more than one wirewife in fact
in the law of moses he
polygamy by express regulationsregulation 4

think of it yoye who oppose polyga-
mylyofof god regulating binhin by
what an outoutrageragel what an abdur

in one of hiahis lawshwe hohe sayebaye
if a man have two wives oneaee beloved and

another hatedbated and they have tonnoborno him
children both the beloved and thatho hated and
ff the brat borntonborn son be hers that was hatedbated
I1rhenrhon itft shall twbe when he mabeth hiahis sons to
inherit thadhal which heha hath thauthat hebe baynotmay nounot
makemakke the eoneoa otof the beloved firstbornfirstborn before
the sonbon otof the hatedbated wh ch laIs indeed the first
born but ha shailshall acknowledge the donovi
ththe hatedbated for the firstbornfirstborn by giving hmham awa y
double portion of altait that hebe hathbath for he is
the of hisbis strength the right of thothe
firstbornfirstborn rsis higbig

god would noinotno make a distinction
with regard to polygamist it laIs re 1

served forfon you to havbas e the quettquestionlonion f

able honor of doing thiathis thing
I1 mittit go on tiling up example

to example of holy men of godloci his
chosen eerher who practiced athla

lwlaw but it laIs nunecessaryunnecessary asaa you
must be with these in

a alaa Twellwelielleli asaalamI1 am but I1 ven
tare the thatthai 1 can
duceduee a domndoan where it can ca

be directly pro genfen that the isorda
favored had more than one
wife to every onsona whom you cana
positively demoa to have been

polygamyPoly gomy waswaa the
rurulelenotnodnot the exceptionc in ancianclancienttnt
israel 7

in your rearelreference to lamech yousou
so word you sentence as to convey
the idea that hpho waawas a murderer bobe
causecausa he waswaa a polygamistlat itif this
was not the intent why mention T

him at all or why mix up ua 9

bloodguilt inces and hishla polygum
but you know better anethe transla-
tion otof the holy scriptures lehieh if
ed by jouayouyou individually
being one of the PublikpublishinghIng CococcajommCA
mittet givesgevea the true reasonreabon andalandaad
you are well aware it had nothing 1

to do with polygamy and now i
ask what about calecaie the first murtmurlmurmurt lT
derei why not ascribecribe thetha bloody
death of abloabio to plural
it would be quite asaa consistent aa
somebome of your other reasoning just t
as well make polygamy res- t

responsible for the death 0 abla eletitby P
for that of lamecha victim or
would it16 not beba aia good remoningreasoning to
ascribe it to monogamymonogamy I1 think EO

indeed one american writ erand
he not a mormon argues that f
such wawas the case that monogamy
was directly answerableanswer nulaaula for

and crime 0
you strongly urge that goj would

be a changeable being if the law of
celestial marriage emanated from
him I1 cannot admit it your
reasoning la13 imperfect godbaygod haa
given such lawalaws to his people foifon J
their gulguld jancence asaa were bestbeat adapted
to cheiftheir circumstances rehe hahas fed
them with milk or strong food asaaaainai 1

they were abeabie to receiverestive it the
savior in bisbia bermonsermon on the mount
contrasts the law olof the old and new
dispensations godgad chang

orof in the
spirit of these ifIB rucruationatlona jebusjesus
amongst otherotner thinka on that occa 1

slonsion said
ye have heard thaithat it huthbuth beau baidsaid anateyeere for an eyoeso and a tooth forlor a4 tooth but jI1 I1s

taya unto youlouy abat yo deslat not evil bugsdutsbugbut
whosoever shailshall smiteemite onoa thy righthek turn to him the othorothon also
yoye havehame heardhoard that it bath been baldsaid thourhou
ahaltshall levereve thy neighbor aud hatehato thine enemy
but I1 baysay unto 3jouyouout lovodovo your enemies bieubiess
themthom that curse you da roodgood to them thacthau
hatebate youIOU and pray morfon them which despie T

fully use jou aud pergopersocutecuto yeu

do theeb teachings ebow any du
in the great creatorCre you

would scarcely casertasseri such a thing
yet euch wouldwoul 1 bobe the result of the
position taken by youyoa neither do
his instructions to debrenterent people i

at TerentdiditTerentfrent times under differentlerentdlf
circa instances regarding thetho law ofcf
marriage make any change in him
cherho eternal principle Jsis not chang
ed simply more ctcr legsleaa laIs revealed asm
thothe people are prepared for it leuledme also citocite you to the jorj of
thothe lord to ellEH iligo priest of011draobrao

thi lord gosgo of israel batthsalib 1Iwd indeed abat thy house and thothe house ofthy Iitherrither thoad walk before me foreverbut now thetha lordlond batihbatth be it tarfar from nieme
for themthom that homr mome I1 wiilwih honor and ththit despise me shill be esteemeB teemedepl
debold the osyaay hae omeememe thattest 1I tidkidwid outcut air01
thine armarmy and the armaren of thy homebousethat there shall not bobe an old man lairi thine
houiebouso

thereIs a at parallel beteonteen this tipra of
A

thoiho lord toto the


