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ot O S P e ST TN T LA
THAT DISCUSSION AGAIN,

WoNDERFUL self-control was exhibited
on Sunday afternoon by the audience
who listeued to the remarks of Dr, New-
man. He used sach contemptuous lan-
guage concerning the men of ancient
days—the prophets and patriarchs—for
whom the people entertain the highest
reverence and regard that they were
shocked; yet they remained quiet, and
no expression of feeling escaped, except
from & few persons when he stated that
patriarchal marriage, or as he called it,

polygamy, was adultery. The thought

involuntarily suggested itself to the
mind: bow different Dr. Newman’s ex-
pressions concerning David to the Sa-
vior’s. According to Dr, Newman, he
was everything that was infamous, Je-
sus in speaking to the Revelator John
(Revelations, xxii chap,, 16th werse.

calls himself ‘‘the root and the offspring
He did not feel ashamed of

of David.”
his deszent from the polygamist whom
Dr., Newman thus derides; on the con-
trary, if we should judge by the expres-
sion of the Seriptures on this point, he
was proud to avow it,
David in committing adultery and
murder were very dreadful ones; we
do not wish to palliate them; but Dr.
Newmuan conveys the idea that they
followed because he was a-polygamist!
His murriage with more than one wife
was, according to his statement, a great
sin--the great crime of his life, of which,
however, he thoroughly repented. But
what are the facts concerning Dawvid?
is there asingle passage of scripture to
rove that he committed sin by marry-
ng his wives, or that he ever regretted
doing «? No;on the contrary, Nathan,
gpeaking in the Liord’s name says:

“I gave thee thy master’s house, and thy
master’'s wives into thy bosom, and gave
thee the house of Israel and of J udah; and
ifthat had been too little, I would have
moreover given 1hee such and such
things.””

The Lord gave them to him, This is
emphatie, No evasion can ehange this,
If there were room for doubt on this
poiut, however, whieh there is not, the
words recorded in I Kings 15 chap., 6
wverse, would entirely remove it:

“Because David did that which was right
in the eyes of the Lord, and turned not aside
from any thing that he commanded him all
the days of his life, save only ir the matter

L

of Uriah the Hittate.'

Now, we have the choice between
Dr.Newmanand the Bible. He says Da-
vid did commit great sin in marryin
wives. The Bible says that he did not;
_or inits own words: “he did that which
was rightin the sight of the Lord, and
turned not aside from any thing that
he [the Lord] commanded him all the
days of his life, save in the matter of
Uriah the Hittite,’”” Here is Dr, New-
‘man on the one hand, and the Bible on
the other; which shall we believe?

Dr. Newman has what he calls a roll
of honor. It was necessary, in his style
of dealing with thissubject, to have it,
to holster up his sophistries. He calls
the bearers of the honored names which
he mentions in that connection, monog-
amists, Several of them were polygam-
iste, as is easily proved, and it is bare-
faced assumption to say of some others
of them, that they were monogamists,
It is true that their marriages are not
mentioned ;: but as their nation was a
polygamous one, we have as much right
(and we think more) to say they were
polygamists, as he as to say they were
monogamists, ~ But would their acts
have escaped his denunciation had the
Bible left it beyond dispute—as it does
of Jacoby Gideon, David and Solomon—
that they were polygamists? Would he
not in that case have ecalled Noah a
drunkard, Moses a murderer, Aaron au
idolator, or the maker of a golden calf
for the people to worship? ven Abra-
ham only escapes his condemnation as
an adulterer (in fact he calls him this)
because he tries to make out that he
was not a polygamist!

He says “that the Hebrew word

The crimes of

' HE DESERET NEWS,.

Naaph, translated in the seventh com- | themselves justified in keeping mis-
mandment, does include all criminal | tresses and patronizing women other
sexual intercourse,’”” and then jumping | than their wives?
at the conclusion that polygamy, or
the taking of more wives than one, is
eriminal, he proclaims that polygamy | IT was Very amusing to hear Dr. New-
is adultery. There was a lsw in Israel | man’s assertions about the effect of plu-
againpst adultery. The adulterer was | ral marriage on procreation., He said:
punished with death. How did| *‘Itisafactthatin polygamouscountries
Caleb, then, escape the pepalty| onesex or the other bas preponderance in
and remain the bonored man he wasin [ anmbers, Some good authorities say the
Israel, when, according to the Doctor’s | females preponderate, others say the males,
own statement, he was s polygamist?| I do not know, I do not care a rush which
Let his statement stand—that the He. | Préponderates: all that I say is this, that
brew word naaph, translated in the | 8%%9» ”u"k’l’:“"h"fm““? th“é‘; Wi ga-
seventh commandment, does include | is s broponderance of ome or the otber
all eriminal sexual intercourse, and| whilein monogamic nations the great law
what must we conclude? Conclude, ©of | of equality is brought out, According to
course,that Caleb,Gideon,and the father | some authorities the tendency of poly?my
of the prophet Bll.mnﬁl, David ll:u:=3 the :; to make all ﬂ:’auzlu; n:g i ait.?ntll; follow,
many other gamists of whom |then comes the destruction oOf the race,
the %ihla an:k{ were not guilty |and withina hundred years the earth is
of criminal sexusl intercourse when | depopulated and is a howling wildernes.”
they entered into plaral marriage; | Reliable authorities truly, one side
but that in the sight of the Lord and | asserting that which the other denies!
the law which he had given to Moses, | But who are these ‘‘reliable authorities”
they were blameless. His attempt, | who contradict each other so flatly, and
therefore, to show that polygamy is | who, because of their contradictions,
adultery fails, are quoted by Dr, Newman? Asser-
The tor quotes Paunl: “Let every | tion 1g cheap, it can be made without
man have his own wife, and every wo- | trouble. But the factis, judgingby the
man have her own husband,’as though | results of plural marriage in this coun-
this passage favors monogamy; but |try, both sexes preponderate where that
it applies to polygamy equally with a{aum prevails,and it would puzzle‘‘re-
monogamy. In fact, it is more literally | liable authorities’ to tell which is the
and perfectly fulfilled under the former | most numerous, The representatives
than under the Jatter institution. of Dr, Newman recognized this fact
In no single point does Dr, Newman’s | when they made it one of the “‘condi-
antagonism to the Bible appear more | tions' of the discussion that children
glaring than in the language he uses | under eight years of age were not te be
respecting the men who practiced plu- | admitted. Would they have theught
ral marriage, He triee to prove that | of such a condition in any other jlace
Abraham was an adulterer: yet God | than Utah?
calls him His friend. He stigmatizes | Shall we believe his statement that
Jacobin the vilest manner; yet says | the destruction of the race, the depopu-
He is the God of Jacob, He denounees | lation of the earth and its ehange to a
Gideon, in strong terms; yet Paul hias | howling wilderpess, ave to follow the
him, Jacob and other polygamists, in- Ermtim of plaral marriage? We hope
scribed in Z&is “‘roll of honor” as_men | he believes it himself, and that he will
who, through faith, ‘‘subdued Kking- | persuade everybody in Washington and
doms, wrought righteousness, obtained | throunghout the nation that he is a re-
promises,” &e. He cannot find lan- | liable authority upon this point. Be-
age too severe to speak of David; | cause if the destruction of ‘‘Mormon-
et Jesus calls himself the Son of | ism” and the conversion of Utah to
avid. And so we might on | medern civilization be desirable, there
adding proof to proof that his view of | peed be no attempt made to prohibit
the ancient worthies s as far from being | polygamy by legislative enactment or
the true one as darkness is from light, | otherwise; let that system prevail, and
All that we have cited of these apncient | the destruction of the race, according
servants of God isstrictly historie, and | to this statement, inevitably follows!
according to a statement of the Dr, | Messrs. Cullom, Cragin & Co., please
in his opening speech, there is this dif- | take notice!
ference in readiug the historic portions In Friday’s remarks the Doctor was
of the Bible, and history as related by | very emphatic in his declaration that
Xenophon and others anciently, and |the Lord hates the putting away of
Howe, Bancroft, etc., in modern times | wives—a sentiment that we heartily
—the history of the Bible is absolute- | endorse, He also dwelt upon compan-
ly true. | ionship and the law of affinities. It is
Can any one imagine for a moment | #aid that a gentleman whe sat behind
that if the marriages of these men were | him, and who was very officious on
a sin in the sight of Heaven that they | that day, winced at these remarks, and
would have escaped condemnation? Pro- | his countenance assumed an injured
phets and apostles proclaimed against | expression, as though he thought the
every 8in; theyepoke in janguage that | Doctor was getting personal. e won-
could not possibly be misunderstood | der if the putting away, with which he
concerning the crimes of the people;but | is charged, had any influence in bring-
what prophet or apostle condemned |ing about his appointment to Utab,
the marriages of the patriarchs? Did | where he could set the ‘‘Mormons’” an
they denounce their taking more wives | exsmple of civilization and teach them
than one? Never; on tga contrary | law? Such men are the Kind who gen-
they held them up as examples for | erally think themselves under special
-meﬁ- children to imitate. John saw, | obligations to raise a howl about plural
and has written in Revelstions xxi|marriage and to denounce men who
chap., 12th verse, that the names of the | take wives and maintain them honora-

B .

R | twelve patriarchs, those sons of Jacob | bly, instead of putting them away.

.
WHAT A SPECTACLE!

.

born in polygamy, were written on the
gates of that holy city, the holy Jeru- |
salem, which is to descend out of heay-

en from God! What an honor for a | THERE is a depth of pathos about the
man's children, who, if we may believe | following extract, which we take from
Dr. Newman, repented for forty years |a correspondence written to a Chicago
his share in begetting them! Burely, if | paper from this city, that is very teuch~
Jacob had seen what John saw, instead |ing. The poor wretch who writes it
of being sorry for having had four |deserves symapathy. Probably he will
wives and twelve sons, he would |receiveit. He writes about the recent
have felt delighted and praised the |election:

Lord, Jesus, too, the descendant of | I gaid we had no organ. From an un-
polygamous ancestry, He who rebuked | fortunate misunderstanding and difference,
sin with unsparing severily, never re- |arising from the absence of any recognized
flected upon His proilenitors for their litical authority, the only Gentile paper
marriages. Butsaid He to the Jews, |in the Territory has been running a man
when they boasted of their descent |0fits own, or was doing so up to within
from grand old Abraham, the man who | W0 Or three days ofthe election. Here was

had wives and concubines, the father of the spectacle of an organ without a party

: v and a party withoat an organ, and nobod
the faithful and the friend of God: spparently, capable of Rty tyer the
IiIf

yve were Abraham’s children, ye |guli.
would do the works of Abraham.” We could not, if we had tried, have
What works? Dr. Newman says | Written a better description of the outfit
that Abraham was an adulterer, Wasg |alladed to than is here given. ‘‘An or-
it such works that Jesus said the Jews | ga0 without a party and a party with-
should imitate? If the Dr's. theory |out an organ!” Woefulspectacle! After
were correct about Abraham’s actlons, all the efforts that had been made to col-
the Jews could claim justification for |lect delegates,to make speeches,to brin
having comamerce with women outside |8bout unity, not tospeak of the red-eye
of wedlock, and who could condemnp | Whisky that was drunk on every possi-
them? Certainly not Doctor Newman, | Ple occasion, it is truly pitiable to be
And this brings us again to one of the | compelied tomake such a report!
points we reached yesterdasy: With Dr, ————
Newman’s belief and views respecting POLEMICS AND POLYGAMY,

Abrabam as hesets them forth, isitany . R %
| THE Missouri Democrat, (8t. Liouis,) in

wonder that when he tells men to do
the works of Abraham that they think ‘a.lluding to the correspondence come

_—

| translation is to be sup
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menced by Dr. Newman with President
Young, which it calls ‘‘sensational,”
after quoting from the letters, and
noticing specially President Young’s
statement repudiating the Telegraph as
bis organ, says:

““On this statemant of facts it isaffected to
be assumed that Brigham Young ‘backed
ont’ of the challenge. This certainly is, as
the lawg&rﬂ say, a non sequitur, for no man
should be held to be bound by theu
of an unauthorized agent. If any doubt
existed as to Young's willingness to allow
Dr, Newman to argue against polygamy
before a Mormon congr on, those
doubts must have been dispelled by a note
which Brigham addressed to Dr. Newman,
at a subsequent period of the same day on
which he ref to be bound by the Tele-
graph,

The Democrat then publishes the note
which President Young wrote, inviting
Dr. Newman to speak to the congre
tion in either or both of the Tabernacles
on Bunday.

.

THE REVISION OF

THE BIBLE,

THE revision of the authorized version
of the holy scriptures has now fairly
commenced in Epgland. After havin

been mknuwledgaﬁ and acceptéd in a

English-speaking countries for between
two and three centuries, King James'
ed by one
translated more in accordance with the
style spoken by the educated English

8 | justly entitled to be considered

and Enpglish-speaking people at the
present day,

The propriety of conducting the
work under the auspices and authority
of Parliament was canvassed in the
House of Commons, but the decision
arrived at was adverse to such a propo-
sition, and it was left entirely to the
clergy; it being hinted, however, that
the government might interpose if
when the revised version wassubmitted
to the whole people for sanction, its
E:owar was necessary to give it author-
Ly.

'?l‘he proposition for revision emanat-
ed from the Episcopal clergy, or rather
the dignitaries—archbishops and bish-
ops—of the English State Church, who

| claim the existence of many inaccura-

cies in the present version, and assert
the great necessity for their correction,
Although the Episcopalians were the
oues to propose revision the work
of re-translation will by no means
be confined to them., The originators
of the scheme have invited the co-oper-
ation of learned men belonging to other
denominations to assist them. The
Committee of Convocation, sixteen in
number, with the Bishop of Winches-
ter as Chairman, was appointed on the
sixth of last May; the commencement
of the task was set for the latter part of
June,

The committee consists of men emi-
nent as Greek and Hebrew scholars,
aud to the former will be entrusted the
New Testament; to the Jatter the Old
Testament. They have separated into
two companies, for the performance of
their task., They will work separately,
but will communicate to each other the
results of their labors. Of the Hebraists
engaged on the Old Testament nine are
members of the original committee, the
remainder, eighteen in number, not
Episcopalians, having accepted the in-
vitation to assist. In the RTaw Testa-
ment revision there will be eighteen
Dissenters and seven Episcopalians.
Besides the gentlemen actually engaged
in the work of revision, the advice and
suggestions of other eminent scholastic
divines and authorities, in Europe and
America, have been solicited,

All proposed alterations and changes
are to be decided by majorities, and
none are to be acecepted unless there iaa
two-thirds’ vote in its favor, In ease o.
a discussion on any passage the decisive
vote is not to be taken until the next
subsequent meeting, so that all preju-
dice may have had time to subside. It
has been estimated that the amount
of revision and change will average one
correction to each verse in the entire
Bible; the change thus wrought would
be enormous; but the proposal is to
rigidly test every change before,t is
adopted, |

The importance of the work fo which
these learned gentlemen have devoted
themselves can not very well be over
estimated. The Bible, containing, as it
does, the plan of human redemption, is
e book
of books, and any attempt to echange the
text thereof should be conducted with
extreme caution. As if is, if contains
enough, and so plain that all may un-
derstand, to remodel the world, and to
establish a universal reign of justice and
truth, if its principles were carried ouf.
And while it is desirable to have a strict:

1y correct translation, and the task of



