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of t is paspaapassageage butbat john milton had them
tnin succession butbat more than this foforr

g ant eno positionpo assum
ed friend thenthon thothe numerical oleelo

mast come outont audauddand
a mahinah can anioni 1 hav Q two wives
more dodoudo you heephoepkoopkeep that law here audbind

et that is thothe argument ui i hatihate aithotho
logical vI1

passage my friend referred to was
of hoseahosen odmula ad iverseaverse

n qaysUs ash
thetho of09 thothe wordvordworbordolidoridoli tho lordurd by

hoseaosea lord said tahota loscaay gotarogo takotakeunto thee a wd of whoredoms audanil childrenI1adre offwhoredoms for thothe land hathbath commcommittedL wfgreateatcatwhoredom from the lordnord r
r IS r 1 r ii i I1 fixtfxtthat is saysadys newcombNw comb a wife from amongagop9 I1

who were remarkable for spir-
itual fornication my friandfrionaisondisis determinedso
on a literal interpretation that behe gives alitalltlit-
eral interpret tion whereas thishis distinguished
biblical scholar bayssays that it was not literal
fornication bubhub rather spiritual inanotherother
words idolatry for in thetho scriptures both
the old and thether newnow testament idolatidolatryry Isis1

mentioned under thothe tenniterm fornication god
calls himself thothe husband ofoc israel and this
chosen nation owed him the fidelity of a pifei
exodus the sith chapter and verseverie

9bwatitU nalnai a covenant
ae

with thetho inhabit
ants gf tho land andthey go a whoring after their
rodspods and do sacrifice unto their gods and ongonoone call
thee and thou eatcat of his sacrificecrincesa

the versoverdo betheof the same chapter says

for thou worship no other god for thothelord whosochoso jealjealousyouts Aa Jojealousalous god
t fa

hohe therefore sees 11thee1109 with
thyself in mastriagomarmatriAgo to onoone 0of those who bagbadad
committed fornication or sspiritual idolaidolaryfry
iestlest they should ra children whwho0 by
the powerpowen of example might lay themselves
underander the of idolatryi thoi
prophet is directed to gtget aflfeafife of whore
doms and aftenafter this hahe 14is directed to go and
love an adulterous woman myMy friend citecites
these as examples wherehere god makmalmakesmakoses and exexyoxy
eptionoption to a genenagenerageneralaw law 11ho also cites the

case of abraham offering upp his son isaac
and the casecage of consanguinity in deuteron
my xiv from gih to versoms now totho

firstarst throe cases were merely typicaltypipal tho first
two were designed to set forth more impres-
sively

impres-
athe relnelrelationsaeions between god and uisbisups

people the of consanguinity has no-
thing to do with polygamy it is only a

or exception in special cases forfar
the preservation of the families of israel from
extinction where therefore I1 ask lsneisae
zenergenergeneralanawlaw

boutmy friend has forgotten ahlsfhi fact that
after having divorcedd iverced the first wife for adul-
terytery as chobadbo had a righightrightit bodoinin chapter ilif ad
and ath verses he is then darpedirectedted to boandgo and
take another wife thiahlahishia is not polygamy
it was represented to us here yesterday anathatthae1
this prophet hoseahoses was finstfirst commanded fto
take a woman guilty adulte fornication
and then to tataketako0 an aduladulteressteriss andind the repre-
sentationbensen tationtaCon was madomade that hohe took them and
had them at thothe same timtimp wlwhereasgreas if amr
Pratthad read blittlea little further he would findfind

thatbhat liethe proprophetbeubet divorced tho first wife api

au t T hoiid hadbad a right tpto doao it nndafter
immire divorceddae auttil berbor thenther liehe wontwent anonaond looktook aIL

widd I1 I1
professor pratt aamadmitsI1alts afirmark you admitadmiti

ththatat nonenono of thesa passpasApassagesages nor all of themtheal
ttogether0gethea can amfordafford in this dayly a awwarrantarran lfforfonor
khetheth0 practice of polygamy givesgwei iiit upiapi turns
tthehe bibiebibleibleibie I1 will read to you from his
own words

posing that wowe should provo bya thousand
evidences from the biblenible that polygamy waswag
practiced by ancient israel and was sanctioned
by godbod in ancientdaysdass would that bobe any reason
thatayouyoutou andiandland I1 should practice iti by no memeansanswe must get a command independent of thatwe navo received god frequently repeats
hiahla commandsin it and IMhis servants are required toobey nishis cocommandsads when they arearo given thelatter day saints in this territory practice poly-
gamy not because thothe law of mosesIV a commandsititu ainot because it was extensively practiced by
the best of men we know of mentioned in thebiblenibleBibniblotholethothetho old patriarchs abraham andUnd jacob
and othersei who aroare avedpaved in the ofgod we havoavo no right to practisee it because
they did it

then he yields the point I1 respectfully
ask him if this is his position 1 why does hobe

in all his writings and to establish it i

in that clever bookthothothe goerl why did hebe
in his controversy with meroe in thothe new york
heralda why haabaaha iaho from this stand at-
tempted to prove that the practice of poly-
gamy wakwaswagwas right from the bibiel whywiy not
likeilke a manlancomecome out and say that wrworradios
this system here not because the dewsjews did
it not because the divine law sanctioned it
years ago but because a certain man of the
name of smith received a revelation that this
form ofbf marrage wasvas to bebo edl you
myny friends cancaa deesee the logical conclusion orpr
in other words the illogical bearing jonow 1X cornecorno to the assumptions by thothegentleman birst that there xaks ngawjaw concoa
damning or erbidding polygamy jelashashohachohe
proved that secgecsecondnd that ibo hebrew na-
tion as itt walwas in the wilderness when thothemosaic code0do avswaswaa given wiswaswaswaa polygamous
has heher proved that can he pd in thewhole8 history of the jewish nation from
the time they leftwt egypt to the time they
entered the land of canaan can hebe find
more than one instance of polygamy per
haps he may final two I1 will be glad to re-
ceive that info for I1 am a man seek-
ing light and today I1 throw down a chal-
lenge to your derenderdefender ot the faith
to produce more than two instances ofor
polygarny from the Vtimeime the jews left thehe
lendnd of egypt to the time they enteredcanaan11 n I1 will assist him in hisbla researchanuana tell him one aud that was caleb now
dippowig that a murdenmurder should bobecomcom

in your cityeity wawoudild AS ty faldfaidjabe
Ecisternts papers tocosaysay thatat ttue0 1 armons
aroare a murderousmurgar lerou s p ea P1 erzery no0 1I would risoriserisca
up I1 saytay thata that
Is and an people nereheree

et dating i period of forty yearsyeara we find
bubane mmanmaui n out of milmiimillionslions andind a half bf
peoplepeop 1e practicepi and my friendTriend
0comes0 10 forward0 ard and assumes that the israel-
ites

lati t eitelt 1were
third that given to rgr

dilate amongamone thomthem vaan 1kireaty
existing hashay hool proved thatthai supposing
he bould prove thatthai moses attempted or
did legislate porforforthefochethetho roregulation ofpolypolygamyPY
as it did exist inla eipl and elsewheregaeo
would such legislation establish a 9sanctionancttan
why in paris they havhavehavelakelawlaws regulating
the social evil isib that adaa biebheapproval orthoorthe
social evil theretheo are laws in most of the
states regulating aridand intemper-
ance doda excise law sanction intemper-
ance nothing of the jandland fortor argu-
ment

argu-
ments sake I1 would be willing to concede
that moses did legilegislateaiatoglato in regard to poly-
gamy that istois to regulate it to confine its
evils and yet my friend is too much of a
legislator to stand here and that laws
regulating alidand defining wereibre an approval
of a system

fourth thatthac these las were general ap-
plying to all men married and unmarried
hasas he proved that I1 proved to the con-
trary todayto day showing that inlit tho passages
wilch he quoted theretherb iqis not a solitary or
remote intimation that thothe mamenmonn warowerewone mar-
riedrl di

nowow let us in oppositionorioti 0too theadcheso as
fa s rerememberin ember that monogamy
was esestablished by god irllriin thothe innocence
boa raceraco and that polygamy
it f idolatry andind slavery bladd revenge
ddrunkennessdrunkennessnesa andana murder into ex-
istenceis negned after the apostasyapostaby of thetho human
familfamily and that neither bfof thesethose evils
have any ather origin BOsd far as appears
fram the bibidbabli rtha in the wickednesswick ednes
ov0 man wovo admit that polygamy ex-
isted among the corrupt nationsnation just as
aany otheothera evil or vicvicevicgoreoror erlina existed
andalq na when godhadhaa chosen thetho hebrews
for hishia own people to seseparateparate them from
the heathen ilaba givesgibbs them for thihotho first
tinotine a code of laws tindfindand especially on the
subject of the commercd of the sexes and
what is thatho central principle of that code
on this subject readbead leviticus 18 131

neitherither shall a man take oneono wifewile unto
aiiotheranother 11 r

in this code thothe following things are
forbidden incest polygamy fornication
idolatry we therefore deny
thattha the nation was polygamous at that
time deny it definitely dondendenydony it distinctly
and on another occasion I1 wiwillwiliTI1 give you the
character of thothe monogamists anandEL poly

of bible times the jews had beenivunidunfaur hundred years in slavery and they
werewore brought outouti with a strong hand and
hiihiran outstretched armarms i

we todayto day then challenge for the that
a a nation thetho jews were polygamous one
0ot two instances asasa I1 have already remnemremarnemariarcedthedteed
cancn bo adduced we majmay saysayf again that if
aaa hohe asassumes these laws givenco regu-
lateI1 to the echexistingbiting system this does not sansanctionaction
ib any than the same thing sanctions
cheopsheep stealing or homicide hohe said these
laws were general allyingapplying to all menmon mar-
ried or unmarried hasas he proved it this
is13 wholly gratuitous therothere is no word in
either of these passages which permits or di-
rects a marriedmar man to take more than one
wife at a time I1 challenge the gentlemanontentlemanieman
gorfor the proof it is13 no evidence ofof the sanc-
tion of polynolypolygamyam to bricfbring passage after pass-
agea which he knowsnews I1if construed in favorofof polygamy polygamy mustmuse bobe in direct
conflict with the great organic law recorded
in leviticus 18 18 1 1 I1

at this point the umpires announced that
ththetho time was up I1
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Wweeavefialoavo asimasemassemaasemassembledbledblod ourselves in mis vast
in the third session ofour dis-

cussioncussiousion to akotakeake into consideration the
divinity ofagfa very important institution of
the bible the question as you havhave al-ready heard is doesdoesdoea the bible sanction
poleg im many arguments havehavo al-
ready been addadducedaced on the side of the

and alsoaiso ohon the biaosiaoso of th nega
tivetivo thipthio atterafterafternoonnoon one hour is allotted to
mdm in14 the discussion to bring forth stilllurther evidences which will close the de-
batebabatemodebaiedebatotesosolarfar as the affirmative is congerconqerconcernedned
then zoto be followedfolfoilovyed by the reverend drnewman which will finally close tiatidthedisthodisdiS
cusscasscassiolioblob i

polygamy is a questioneronor in other words
is an institution of the bible an institution
established as we havehive alreadyreadyal shosheshownwn by
divine Atitailtauthorityhority established by law by
coincommandnandnAud and hence of course mustmus be

by the great divine lawgiver
whose wordsworda are recorded in the giblo

yesterday It was challenged lyby the
arend doctor newmannowmanN esmau to bring forth any
evidence whatever to prove that theretherotirclr were
indre than twotwo20polygamist fafamiliesmilles in all
braul during tue time of their sojourn in

bealeast what I1 un
t allueproceed to gring forth theilie proof

the statisticsoisol israel ofapses
ho we of overa ttwentyenty

years of agoage th
versoverse iftifa r t i i i

pailfail jj Ahummed varovardor sixJ

vi thitthree thouathousandildiid andang nivefive
and liftyfifty t

IC wasway admitted yesterdayy
1

after oon brbbrpr neenan that horohero were two Pnd a
hal 11 togslogs 001raboyohoyot1t I1 awl hafthafi tatako
ththetho pposition thattieththabthatatthethe females a ttho
israelisraelitesites wewere far moromore numerous01Is I1thanfi
thothe males I1 mean fahatthatftp af themthomthaithathat
etrowere over twenty chars aneone IT assumeissggs

this norfor this reason that from tthaa birthrth of
moseshoses down until thothe jimeiima that thothe isael

wereyeo brought out I1 same efeightyhty
years had olelapsedaped thetho destructionestr clfon othoof tho
malemaie chilchiichildrendrea had commenced bedorebefore the
birth of moses how many years bofrobefore I1know not thothe order otof king pharaoh was
to destroy every male chilo AHall thetho peo-
plepiesplessubjectabject to this ruler were command-
ed to see that ththeyy were destroyeddestroyeeyec and
thrown intinto tildthe raverniverriver ninileto howhowlinglopkop K a
period this great destructiondestructdestructionign continued is
unknownowai butbill IK we suppose that one male
child to every two hundred and iiniftyfiftyfayaay per
sonsbons was annuannuallyallyaily destroyed I1ic would
amount to the number bioftenoftontenton thousand
yearly this would soon begin to tell inlri
the between the numbers ofpt
males and malesfemalesfp ten thousand each year
would only he one malemaie child to each two
hundred and fifty persons how many
would this make frofromi ofMosesor
eightyyearbyyearsyearb it would amount to soo

I1 1

females above giepie malesmaies butbat I1 ddoqa
notnob wish to take advantage inth thisis a u
mentmeat by assuming too high a numbernumbe I1
will dimdiminishing it one half which will still
leave than males this
would be guoone malemaloale destroyed bacheach yearbar
ontout of eyevoryeveryiovyevy five hundred persons the
females then over twenty years of age
would be added to surplus
women making iiilitin allail wamen overovettwenty years of ago the children then
under twenty eparsyearspars orage to makomakemakeupup the
two and a halfmillions would be 92 goo
the total population of israel being laidlaid
doan at people

now then for the number of namfamfamilies
constituting this population the families
hvhavinghayingim first bornhorn malesmaies over one month old
seesea numbersumbers 3rdard chapter and verseverso
numbered families having no maiemalemalemalo
children oyerover one month old wowe may sup-
pose to have been in the ratio of one third of
the formerforager class of families which would
makemalke additional families add thosethese
to the with first born males and we
have the sum total of as the number
of the families IIIin israel now in order to
favorjavor the monogamists argument and giveI1 c

I1

theal kilill the advantage possible wowe biligwill stillty
11ll

addfidd to this number 0foo malcomake it even
families more makingthirty thousand fami-
lies in allail now cornescornea another species of
calculation founded on this data divide
twenty five hundred thousand persons by

girstfirst bornbarn malesmaies and wewo find 06ogone06 firstrt
born mllemale to everyeveny persons what a
larlargee fatfaifilly for a monogamist butbui dividodivide
2 W persons by fundand thothe quotient
gives eleightyty three persons in a family
susupposepose these families to have been
a ic antelafter deductinging husband and wife we
haveave tthee very respectable number of eighty
one cchildrenildren to each wife if
we assume the numbers of thutho males and
females to have been egdal making no
allowallowanceance for thothe destruction of the male ifin-
fants we shall then have to increase thetho
children under twenty years of ago to keep
good thetho number of two andana a half millions
this would still make eighty one children
to each of the rutointo households
now letietletusus examine these dates in connec-
tion with polygamy if we suppose the
average numbers of wives to have been
seven in each household though there
may have been men who had no wife at all
and there may have been some who
had but one wife and there may have been
others having fromfrota aneano up to sayaayay thirty
wives yet ifwe average them at seven wives
each we wouldwoula then have one hnsAnsausbandhusbandband
seven wives and seventy five children to
make up the average number of eighty
three inin the family in a house-
hold this would give an average of over
ten children aloice to each of the
polygamio wives when we deduct the
oooo husbands from the men over

oldoid we have unmarledunmarried monmen
in israel 1 ifit wowe deduct the married
women from the total ofor overnver
twenty years of age we have 93 left
this would be enough to supply all the un-
married menmeumenmon with oneno wife eabeach leaving
stift a balanda of females
to live old maids bror enter into polyrolygamio
households

the law guaranteeing the rights of thetho
first born which has been referred to in
other portions olourof our discussion includes
thosethoo first born maiemale childchildrenroifreif in
israel that is one first born male child to0o
every persons in israel taking the popu-
lation as represented by our learned friend
mr newman at two and a half millions
thus we see that therethero waswag ait lavlawV givan ta
regulate the rights ocof the nestfirst born apply-
ing to over first born malemaie children
in israel giving them a double portion ofot
tthehe goods and inheritances ofor their fathers

havingslaving brought forth these statistics let
us moments examine more closely
thesetheae results how can any one assume
israel to have been and be con-
sistentsi I1 presume that my honored

friend notwithstanding his great desiredesiro
va rtamy thaloaida ID iv n0

evidences I1inin f vor 0off Ppolygamyc wouldwoula not
aib

0 thd no wifel could brinkbring
bocanwe can depend1

upon these proofslilitiIiiiupon anos 0 biblish
if he thanh males and

fenifemalesklig adrorehearwe V eequal1Iua Itintirn number thauthat
israel wjwas h people then letatarzirb flioy how these great and
av holders aoud ber produced
inhitaj israelmach1 I1if therei eid were only twotivoZeligeli ies nation atwouldIt would require

thip 3 mbry wonderful than thatthal herb
called mandrakerhandeahde 19 rentreftgarred totd byy Ddrielaniian in his r to my reply tota
him inthein thetho arnew roilork meraldherald I1 think hehb
will not be ablo to find in ojannr day ahau herbhorb
with suchauch wonderfully0 1 gilleadefficaciousbouslous proper-
ties
results

which willVI 1 produce such demayemaremarkablebablo
I1 havohave established that israel 1

wasvlma aU polysamiogamio nation when god gave
them the lawslawsl which I1 havehayo quoted lawnlaw

I1

to govern and regulate a people amamong
whom were poixpoly amieamle and
familfamiliesibslbs thathe nation was faundefoundedd iriin
polygamy in thetho days of jacob and it was
continued Jfhi polygamy until they became
verterveryy nurnuinumerousnumerouscrous yertervery great and verytory papow-
erful

w
erful wll ed here aneand therothere might be
a monogainia family ama manan with ogieofieoneonowifenow if gave laws to a people having
these two forms ormmarriageof arriago in thothe wilder-
ness he would adapt such laws to all hewoulawould hotnot take up isolated instances here
and there of da man hayinghating one wilewife but
HHO would adapt his law to thetho whole to
both the polygamio and forms
of marriage throughout all israel

bulbut wowe are informed by thetho reverevo
Rdoctor that thothe laws given for the regula-
tion df matters in the polygamio hormform of
mamarriage ljean upon the face of it the con

of polygamy1 and to justi-
fy his assertion he refers to the laws that
have been paspasseded in paris to regulate the
social evil and to the excise laws passed
in our to regulate intemper-
ance and claims that these laws for the
regulation of evils are condemnatory of
the crimes to which they apply butbilt when
parisiansPari pass laws tot regulate the social
evilovil they acknowledge it aaas a crime when
the inhabitants of this country pass laislelaws te
regulate intemperance they thereby de-
nounce it as a crimeclime and when god
gives laws or even whonwhoa human legisla-
tures make penal lalaw they denounce as
crimes tathebe acts fiagainst which those laws
ardare directed and attach penalties to them
for disobediencedisobedi enco when the kawwaslaw waswaa given
of god n ainest murder it was denounced 1

as a crime by the very penalty attached
which was death and when the law was
givenen against adultery its enormity waswat
marked by the phpunishmentmontment the cricriminalminalinai
was to be stoned to death etwasitwas a crimecrime anaand
was so denounced whenwhon the Jlaw was given
god gave laws to regulate thesthese things ipji
israel but because hohe has regulated inmanyn
greagreatgreabt addand abominable crimes 11by Islaww has VIho
no hightright to regulate that whizwhich is good anndarid
moralL as wewellweil11 as thair which is wicked and
imimmortalirnmorial fortor instance god introduced the
law of circumcision and gave commands
Teguregulatinglating ftit shall we therefore say accord
ing to the logic of the gentleman that ccirclrir

1

wabwas condemned
becausebecause it wa regulated bytheby the law of god
that would behlsbebisbe his logic andalid thetho natural con-
clusion according to hisis logic again when
god introduced the paspassoversoyer hohe gave laws
how it should bobe conductconductedel does that con-
demn thothe passover as being immoral because
regulatedregulated by law but still closer homohome
13god gave laws to regulate the
form of marriage does that prove that
monogamy is condemned bby thetho law of god
because thus regulated ahoh that kind of
logic will nevernevor dol

now then we come tothamto that passage in
leviticus the chapter and the
verse the passage that was so often refer-
red to in the gentlemans reply yesterdayesterday
afternoon I1 was very glad to hear the
gentleman refer to this passage Utheho lawI1
according to king james translation as
we heard yesterday afternoon reads thus
neither shalLshail thou take a wife to her sis-

ter to voxvex her to uncover her nakedness
besides the other in her lifetimelife time that
was the law according to king jamesjamee
translation my friend together with doc
tors dyrdwightight and edwards and several
other celebrated commentators disagree
with that and somebody
I1 know not whom some unauthorized per-
son has inserted in the margin agather in
terp recollecti in the margin and
nadtdt in the text it is argued that this in-
terpretationterp in the margin must be correct
whitewhile kingring james translators must havobava
been mistaken now recollect that thothe
great commentators who have thus altered
king james translation werewarp monogamy
ests so were the translators of the bibler
they too monogamists batbut with re-
gard to the true trantranslationlationbation dorthtof this passage
athasit has been argued by my learned friend
that the hebrewkilebrew the originalnaynaf hebrew i

i

signifies something a little different frofromoromM
that which iais contained in king james
translation thosethese arean his words asawillwill bebeeber
foundround in his sermonon preached at washing
ton upon this samesamme subject but in vergaversa 18
the law against polygamypolygamy iais rivengiven neither
ahalt thou take a wife to herhener sister or aaas thothe
marginal reading is thou nottage ono
wife to another and timthis rendering is sus-
tained by cookson I1byDY bishop jewell andayand by
drs edwards anianaand dwight four eminent
monogamists interested in sustaining mono-
gamy Accordingto dr edwards ihotho words
which we translate ina wife to her aloaioafoaro


