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I'mave been requested, this afternoon, to

reach upon the subject of marriage. It
s a sabject which ha.'tmbaen often laid be-
fore the Latter-day Saints, and it iscer-
taloly- one of great importapce to the
ﬂnlng as well as to the Inhabitants of the
earth, for I preeume that no person, who
believes in dlvine revelation, will pretend
{0 say that marridage is not a divine instie
tution: and if this be the case, it is one
which affects all the human family.
I'will select a passage of seripture in re-
lation to this divine institution as It exist-
ed in the days of Moses. In selecting,
however, this passage, I do not wish.the
eongregation to ‘suppose that we are un-
der the law of Moses particularly. There
are many great pfinciples Inculeated In
that law which the Lord never did intend
to come to an end or be done away—eter-
nal principles, moral principles; then
there are others that were done away at
the coming of our Savior, he having ful-
filled the law. Because we find cerfain de-
cluratlons, contained in the law given to
Moses, that does not prove that the Lat-
ter-day Ssints are under that law: that
same (God that gave the law of Moses—
the Being that we worship—Iis just as ca-
pable of ghrin% laws In our day as in Mo-
so3’ day; and if he sees proper to alter the
eode given to Moses, and to give something
varying from it, we have no right to say
that he shall not do so. Therefore, in se-
lecting the passage which I am about to
read, it ls merely to show what God did
In ancient times, and that he may do
something similar in modern times.
In the 21st chapter of Exodus, speak-
ing of # man who already had one wife,

Moses, says—*“If he take him another |

wife, ber food, her raiment and her dut

of marriage shall he not diminish.,” It
will be recollected that this law was given
toa lpolggamlc nation. When I speak of
& polygamic nation I mean a nation that
practised both plural and single marriage,
and belleved one form to be just as sacred
as the other. Their progenitors or ances-
tors were polygamists; and they were
considered patterns for all future genera-
tions. Their plety, holiness, purity of
heart, thelr great faith in God, their com-
munion with bim, the great blessings to
which they attained, the visions that were
made manifest to them, the convergation
that God himself, a8 well as his angels,
had with them, entitled them to be called
the friends of God, not only in their day,
but they were considered by all future
generations to be his Iriends. They were
not only examples to the Jewish nation,
but In their seed, the seed of these poly-
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of Pharaoh was not altogether eased up,
but coutinued on for ecores of ivenrn, des-
troying many of the male_children, mak-
Ing a great gurplus of in that na-
A great multitude of females over
and above that of males, will account for
the peculiar paseage of Scripture to which
I will now refer you. It will be found in
the third chapter of Numbers. I have
pot time to turmm to it and read it, but I
will quote you the substance thereof.
Moses and Aaron were commanded to
number all the males in Israel from a
month old and upward that were called
the firstborn among the yarious tribes.
Now the firstborn does not mean the oldest
malechild of the first wife, for sometimes
the first wife has no children, but it means
the first born son that is born to the father,
whether by the first wife, or second, or
third, or any number of wives that he
may have; the term firstborn s to
the first male child that is born to the
father. So it was accounted to Jacob's
family of twelve soos. Reulben only was
called the firstborn of Israel until he lost
his  birthright, through tran

which, we arfe_Lold in the 5th chwtar'af
first Chronicles, was taken from him and
given to one of the sons of Joseph. But
g0 far as age or birth was concerned, Reu-
ben was the firstborn: and had it not been
for his transgreseion, he would have in-
herited a double tion of his father’s
:111 tance, for that was the law in ancient

mes.

| be found in the midst of Lsrael?
told that there were twenty-two thousand
two hundred and seventy-three firstborn
males among the eleven tribes: the tribe
of Levi was not reckoned at that time,
but all the male members of the tribe of
Levi, from a mouth old and upwards was
twenty-two thousand souls, Now if the
tribe of Levi numbered in proportion to
tbe other eleven trives,the number of first.
born males in all the twelve tribes would
probably amount to between twenty-four
and twenly-five thousand souls, it could
nat have run over that. There might have
been some of the firstborn who were dead,
which would make a few more families;
then there might have been other fan.ilies
who never had eny male children, which
would increase the families still more.
Supposing then, in order to give all the
advantage possible, and to make as many
families as we poesibly can consistently,
that we say, instead of twenty-five thon-
sand firstborn in the midst of all Israel,
that there were thirty thousand; that is
allowing for all these contingencies 1
have named—where families had no males,
and those families that had male children
under a month old which were not reck-
oned, and those families which might
have had firstborn male children who
died and the number might possibly be
incressel to four or five thousand more,
making the total number of families
about thirty th-usand.

Thus we see that the number of first-
born males from & month old or upwards
gives us a clue to the number of families;
we may not be able to determine the num-
ber exactly, but these data wiil enable us
to approximate very closely. It is gener-
ally admitted, that Israel, at that time,
numbered twenty-five hundred thousand

T

gamists, all the nations and kingdoms of | souls. There might have been a variation

the earth were to be blessed.
Ihope that pious Christiins in this con-

gregation will not find frult this after-

noon with thelir Bible,and with the

ets and inspired men who wrote it.

from this of a few thousand souls, but
according to the Scriptural and all other
cvidences that can be gleaned, the number

roph- | above referred to is about the number of
hope | souls that existed in Israel at that time.

that they will not find fault with God for | Among that twenty-five Bundred thou-

selecting polygamlists to be his friends.
I hope that they will not find fault with
Jesus because he sald, some two thousand
years or upwards afler the days of these
olygamists, that they were in the king-
om *ﬂfﬂﬂdl, and *llrl.'.-l'.uJ not condemned be-
causeof polygamy. Jesussays, speak
of Abraham, Isaac and Jnmh-mliﬁ%
shall come from the east and from the
west, from the north and from the south,
and shall sit down with Abraham, Isaac
and Jacob in the kingdom of God.” Do
not find fault rlth Jesus, you Christians,
because he has these polygamists in his
kingdom, and because he
the tiles will be blessed through the
seed of these polygamists; neither find
fault with him because he has taken these
polygamists into his kingdom, and that
wany will come from the four quarters of
the earth and have the privilege of sitting
down with them therein.

Jucob married four wives, and may be
considered the founder of that great na-
tion of polygamists. He set the example
before them. His twelve rons, who were
the progenitors of the twelve tribes of Is.

rael, were the children of the four wives |

of the mﬁet or patriarch Jacob. 8o
sacred the Lord hold these polygam-
iets that he said, many hundred years af-
ter their death—*'I am the God of Abra-
ham, the God of Isaac and the God of Ja-
cob, and this ehall be my memorial unto
all generations.” Now, Christians, do
not find faultif God chose these poly-
gamists and, at the same time, wished to
make them a sample, & memorial to'all
generations, Christians as well as Jews,
Several hundred yearsaftierGod raised up
these, his friende, and founded or began
to found the twelve tribes of Israel, he
saw_ proper to raise up.a mighty man
unoJ Moses to deliver the children of Is-
rael from the bondage in which they had
been oppressed and afflicted by the Egyp-
tian nation. So t had this affliction
become that the
decree commandin
wives to put todea

the Israelitish mid-

as said that |

sand families. How many were there ina
family? AIll that you have to do to tell
how many there were in a family, is to di-
vide twenty-tive hundred thousand by

quotient is eighty-three, showing that
namber of souls on an average in each
family. Now if these famiiles were all
monogamie, how many children must
have peen born to each wife? Eighty-one.
This argument is founded on Scriptur
and it shows plainly, even If you shoul
doable the number of families or of the
firstborn, that they could not be all mon-
ogamic farwmilies, for if we suppose there
were sixty thousand families it would
make every mariied woman the motherof
forty odd children, and if such a ut:lppasb
tion could be entertained it woul
show that women in those days were more
fruitful than they are now. These decla-
rations are Fhren in your Blble, which is
also my B
translation. We all believe, or profcss to
be Bible believers or Chiistians. Do not
be startled my hearers at these declara-
tions of your Bibie. Nowonder then that
this passage which I have taken for my
text was given to that people, because
they were a people who needed to be guided
in relation to their duty. *“If a mantake
another wife,” that is, after he has qnt
one, il he take another one, *“‘her food'’'—
whose fcod? the food of the first wife;—
“‘her raiment,’” that is the raiment of the
first wife, ‘“‘her duty of marriage, he ghall
not diminish.,” Now thisis plain, pointed
and positive language in regard to pog-
gamy as it existed among the houre of Is-
rael in ancient times. Why did not the
Lord eay, if polygamy were a crime ora
gin—*If a man take another wife let all
the congregation take him without the
camp and stone him and put him to
death?” or if that was too severe let them
incarcerate him in a prison or dungeon for

ng of ngﬂt issued a | several years? If it be a crime why did

he not say so? It Is just as easy to say

all the male children, | that, as togive directionsas towhat course

born among the Ieraelites. This murder- | a man shall pursue with regard to his first
ous law was carried out. This was about | wife, if he take anotlher one.

eighty years before Moses was sent down
from the land of Midian to deliver the
children of Israel from this ernel bondage.
How long this Emt aflliction of put

to death the male children existed, is no

given in the Bible; but it seems to have
waxed worse and wome during the fol-

This is Bible doctrine as it existed in
those days. I knmow that it has been ar-
'gued that the first woman, here spoken
of, was merely a betrothed woman, and
not married. But if this be so, whata
curious saying this in oar text—that her
duty of marriage shall he not diminich if
he take another wife. This and other ex-
pressions show clearly that they were both

lowing eighty after which Moses
was sent {g delfvef them. We may rea-
éonably sdPposc that the oppressive hand

wives, and that theroc was a cerlain duty

Now how many of the firstborn eould |
Weare |

sand souls then, there were thirty thou- |

| thirty thousand and you will find that the |

go Lo

ble; that is, in King James |
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to be attended to:{
roviding them wit
f was argued here In this tabernacle be-
fore some eight or ten thousand people on
& cerfaln mmiun:f that the Hl:“rew g::tartg
translated ‘‘duty of marriage,” ou
have been translated “‘dwelling’’—**Her
food, ber raiment and her dweiiing
shall net diminish.” I recollect asking
the learned gentleman, Rey. Dr. Newman,
why he tranglatid it dwelling, instead of
translating it as all other Hebraists bave
done! I asked him to produce one pis.
sage in all the Bible where that word
translated ‘‘duty of marriage,” meant a
“dwelling,” but he could not do it. The
Hebrew word for “‘dwelling,” and the He-
brew word for ‘“‘duty of marriage,’ are
two entirely distinet words. 1 referred
him to the learned professors in Yale Col-
and to many others who have trans-
lated this Hebrew word “duty of mar-
riage.)! - These ¢BBOTS wother
learned translators, have referred to this
special passage, and have translated it in
two waye, one is “duty of marri ge,"”
and the other is cohabitation. Now, if
this latter be correet—her food, her rai-
ment and her cohabitation, shall not be
diminished. | asked him why he varled
in his translation of the Hebrew, from all
these translators and Jexicographers?
His only answer was that he founda cer-
tain Jew in Washington who told him tbat
it meant “dwelling,” or rather that its
al root referred to a “‘dwelling.” 1
thought that was a very poor argument

world,who are mostly monogamists. Bat
we will pags on.
too long on these subjects,

So far a8 the law ol Moses isconecrned,
to prove that the house of Israel kept up
their polygamous institutien from geacra-
tion to generation, let me refer you to an-
other law to show that they were com-

pelled to do this, or else to come out in | wives in succession.

open revellion against thelaw of Moses. In
the 25th chapter of Deuteronowmy, we read
something like this—*“When brethren
dwell together, and one of them die, Lhe
living brother shall take the widow of the
deceased brother, and itshall come to pass
that the firstborn that is raised up shall
succeed in the name of his brother.”
This was a positive command given to all
Israel. Now was this command confined
to young men who were unmacried, or
was it an unlimited command so far as
living brothers were in existence? This Is
a question to be decided. There is noth-
ing in all the Scriptures that makes any
distinction between a married brother who
survives and an unmarried brother; the
Jaw was just as binding upon a living bro-
ther, if he had already u wife lh'inf, as it
was upon a living brother if he had no
wife, it being a universal law, with no

limits in Its application, so far as the house
of Isracl was concerned. Thislaw, then,
coempelled the children of Ismel to be
polygamists; for in many Instances the
living brother might be a married muan,
and in many instances there might betwo
or three bruthers who would take wives
and die without leaving seed, and in that
case it would devolve upon the surviving
brother to take all the widows,
was not given for that ﬁent:

but for all future generation:, Some may
say, that when Jesus came, he came to do
away that law. I doubt it. He cameto
do away tae law of saecritices and of burnt
offerings, and many
and stitutions,

temple, because they all pointed forward
to him as the great and last sacrifice. But
did he come to do away all these Jaws
tual were givenin the tive booiss of Moses?
No. . There are many of these laws that
were retained under the Christian dkpt..-
sation. One of the laws thus retained was
repentance. The children of Israel were
commanded to repent, aud no person will
pretend to say that Jesus came to do
away-the law of sepentance. Another

tend to say thatthat law ceased when Je-
gus came. The laws concerning families
and the regulation of the domestic iastitu-
| tions were not intended to cease when Je-
sus came, and they did not ccase only &s
they were disregarded through the wick-
edness of the children of men. 7The laws
concerning monogamy, n:}d the h:i:: E?:
cern lygamy were jusi as g
af mﬁnﬁ 'E: come, as tbey were belore
be came. There were some laws which
Ezekiel suys were not good. Jesus de-
nounced them, and said they were given
because of the hardness of the hearts ol
the children of Israel.
that God

Ezckiel eays
gave them statu'cs and judg-
ments by which they should rot live.
Why did he do it?
wickedness and hardanees of heart. 1 will
tell you how this law became done away
and ceased to exist among the children of
Israel—it was in consequence of their re-
jection of the Messiah. In cousequence of
this their city was overthrowu, and their
nation destroyed, except a miserable
remnant, which were scattered abroad
among the Gentile pations, where the
could not keep the law in regard to their
brothers’ widows. When Jotn the Bap-
tist was raised vp to that nation, he inust
have found thousands on thousands of
polygamists, who were made ro, and
ebliged to be so, by the law which [ have
just quoted.

Some of you may enquire—*‘[Iad nota
surviving brother the right to reicct that
law of God?” He had, if he was willing to
place himself under its penally. 1 will
quote you the penaliy,and then you can
see whether he conld get away from poly-

y or not. One pcnalty was that he
should be brought before the eclders and
that the widow whom he refused to marry,
according to the law of God, should plick
his shoe from off his foot, and «hould
then epit in his face,and from that time
forth the house of that man ehonld be de-
nounced as the house of him that hath
his shoe loosed, & reproach among all Is-
racl. Insteadof beirg a man of God,and

the husband, besides | a man tohe favored by the
h foed and raiment. | instead of being & man such as the

har

againsy all the translators of the Christian |

because he rejected g;rlj 5
mnith?h.ffme%? that the only
was Lhe penalty. as tha only pen-
alty? I think not.. Read a m
further, and it says—*“Cursed be he that
coniinues not in all things written in this
book of the law.” Oh, what a dreadful
penalty that was, compared with belng
reproached by the whole peoplel Ob,
what a fearful curse upon a mdn that re-
fused to become 4 polygamist, and would
not attend to the law of God! A carse
pronounced by the Almighty upen him,
also the anathemas of all the le as
well as from God! The word of the Lord
was that all the peoiﬂa should say am-n
to this curse. Now, If I had Jived in those
days, I should not have considered it vory
desirable to bring mysell under the curee
of heaven, and then have the curse of all
the twelve tribes of Israel upon m{.hud.
I st ould not have liked it at all. would
rather have gone into polygamy accardin
to the command, even if it had sabjec
me to s term of five years In a peniten-
|mr?- i ; . i . : 1

We find many other passages, touching
upon this subject. I will  quote one,
which will be found in the 21;t chapter of
Deuteronomy. It reads ag follows; *“'If
a man have two wives, one beloved and
another hated, and they have borne him
children, both the beloved and the hated;
and if the first-born son be hers that was
hated, then it shall, be when he makes his
sons to inherit that which he hath, that

I dounot intend to dwell | he may not make the son of the beloved,

firstborn before the son of the hited,
whicl: is indeed the firstborn.”
Now this applies to two classes of poly-
Enmluu. First, to those who may have
wo wives living at the same time, and
then to those who may have married two
| It -applies to = both
classes, fcr hoth classes existed In those
days, and the Lord gave this, not to con-
demn polygamy,notto doaway with it, but
toshow that the individual who had two
wives should be impartial in regard to his
children. Did he approba'e this man that
might have {wo wives in his hatred of one,
and in luving the other? No, he did not,
but inasmtich as mah Is weak and may
ein against God, and. suffer himeell to be
overcome with prejadice and hatred to
one person, and feel in his heart to love
and respect another, the Lord gave laws
in ease any such criwmeé should exist
asmopg them as a husband’s hating one
wife and loving anether; he gave laws to
regulate it, not that he approbated the

ha,tlnﬁ part.
As1ba

there were thousands of firstborn from

Tuis law |
ration alone, |

Lthese plaral wives, these firsthom

ance,
the iather had to bestow. That was the
law in ancieut times. We might close
here 8o far as the Jaw of Moses is con-
cerned, but I wish to call
to a peculiar saying in this law,

This Jaw has got to be restored again.
Says one—'*You astonish me beyond
measnre, I thought it was done away for

ever.”” Well, listen to what tke Lord said
to lsraclin the closing of this book of

of tho<e ordinances | Deuteronomy. When  the children of Is-
rites and ceremouies | rael shall be scattered in consequence of
which pertalned to their tabernacle and | their iniquitics to the uttermost

parts of
the earth among all the nations, and their
[:Iu.gue.ﬁ shall be of long continoance, and
heyshall be cursed in their basket and
in theirstore, and with numerons curses
which he mentioned should eome upon
them; after these things had been of Jong
coulinuance, the Lord says—*‘After th
shall return unto me and hearken unto all
the wards contained in this book of Lhe

law, then I, the Lord God, will gather

Because of their |

them out from ail t' e pations whither

was the Jaw of honesty, upright dealivg | they are scattered, and will bring them
between man and mau; no one will pre< | back into their own land.”

Oh, indeed!
Then when they do atsoiutely return and
hearken toall the words of the book of
this law tod has promised to gather them

| again; that is, they must enter into poly-

gamy, they must belicve when their bro-
ther dics' and leaves no seed, that the
surviving brother, though he has one, two,
or a half a dozen wives living, shall take
that widow. That Is part of the law, and
they must fulfill all the words of this law,
and then God has promised to gather
them in. Says one, ‘“‘\When that is
tulﬂlled"t w::rl be in 'iheh‘du{a of I Chrls-
tianity. e can elp it; polygam
belongs to Christianity, as well as to th{
law of Moses.
..8ays one—*‘The ehildren of Israel have
been ecattered now esome 1800 years
among all the nations and Kkindreds of
Lhe earth, in fulfillment of this curse, but
if we believe that saying which you have
just quoted, we are obliged to believe that
the children of Israel are yet to return to
attend to all these institutions, and that
too while the Christian religion is in vogue,
that and they are to
holdsaccording to the law of God, whether
thoee families are monogamic or poly-

mic.” Whbat will the good Christians

ink when thatis fulfilled? They cannot
help themseclves, for God will not gather
[srael until they do return with all their
hearts unto him, and hearken to and obey
all the words of this law, writfen in this
book. This is the word of the Lord, and
how can you help yourselves?! Says one—
“We will pass Jaws against them.”” That
will not hinder, when God sets his hand to
carry out his purposes, laws that may be
passcd by England, Denmark, Norway or
any other Christian community will not
hinder the Israelites from attending to all
the words contained in the book of his
law; for they will want to got back agaln
to their own land.

inasmuch then as the Lord has prom-
leed to restore all things spoken of by the
mouth of all the holy prophets since the

le of God: | our day, liow dre we goin

tian world wounld now extol to the heavens | our President, can’t help it;
my, he was a | could not help it. I
Israel. That | accomplish t

persons, .

whatever might be the conduct of their | that every word o

mothers, wereentitled to their lnherit- | declared a.dhe has nowhere in this book,
namely a double portion of all that {condemned plural marriage, cven in one

your attention:

regulate their house- | B8

to help our-
ham Young,
oseph Smith
f God seces proper to
_ great work of restoration
—the restitution of all things, it wili n-
clude what the Prophet Moses has eaid,
and it will beck with it a plurality of
wives. Tbe 4th chapter of Iseiah could
never be fulfllled without this restoration.
The qu{e to which I refer is familiar to
all the Latter-day Sainte—*In that day
the branch of the Lord shall be beautiful
and glorious, and the fruit of the earth
- be excellent and comely; and in
that day seven women shall take hold of
one mun.::I eaying, we will eat our own
bread an wu:lnur own apparel, only let
us be called by thy name to take away our
reproach.” Now will this prophecy ever
be fulfilled, unless this t restoration
or restitution shall take ¥ Itcannot.
If this great restitntion does not take
Jesus will never come, for it is writ-
ten in the New Testament, in the 3rd
chapter of the Aets of the ee, that
“the heavens must recelve Jesus Cnarist,
until the times of the restitution of all
things which God has spokem by the
mouths of his holy pr since the
worid ' Jesus will have to stay a’
long time in the heavens providing that
m st princi are the only prin-
ciples that will be introduced, in fact he.
never ean come, for the Seriptures gay Lhe
heavens must retain him until all things
are restored. "

God has saild that seven women shall
take hold of one mau for the purpese of
baving their reproach taken away, that
they may be ealled by his name, not cast
off a8 barlols ur prostitutes; not to take

the name of the father from the

selves! Ican’t help it. B

!

J

A tva
children, and cast them into the streets,
as the Christian nations have been doing-
for many long centuries that are past.
But these eeven women will be desirous of
baving the name of their hugbhand for
themselves and their children. . Ieaiah
says it shall be so, and It will have to be
under the Christian dispensation. How
are the Christians going to get rid of this?
Can you dervise any way?! Isthereany
possible way or means that you can think
of ‘hat will put & stop to the Lord’s ful-
filling hie word? I will tell you one way—
if you will all turn infidels and burn up
the Bible, and then begin to persecute, the
devil will tell you that you can 8 tccess-
fully overcome, and that God will never
fulfill and accomplish his word; but if
ﬂuu profess to believe the Bible, by the
ible you shall be judged, for, saith the
Lord, “My words & judge you at the
last aay." The books will be opened,

ve already proved to you that|God’s word will be the standard by which
there were great nnﬂ vast nuébcra of | the nations will be jadged; hence if you
polygamic families in Israel, and that|wish a rightcous judgment I would say—

Forbear, do not decetroy the Bible because
it advocates polygamy; but remember

re, so it is

God ia pu

instance.

I know that it has been argued that
there is a law inst wﬁmn but in
order to make the law the Scripture had
to be altered. It Is in that famous pas-
| sage which has bccome a byword In the
mouth of every schoolboy in our streets,
Leviticus 18th, 18th. Now let us 'exam-
ine for a few moments that and
see what it eavs. You will find that the
fore part of this chapter forbids marriage
between certain blood relations. [Irior to
this time it had been lawful for & man to
marry two eisters. Jacob, for instance,
Imar Rachel and Leab, and there was
no law against it prior to this time. It
had also been lawful for a man to marry
| his own eister, asIn the days of Adam,
| for you know there were no other ladies
on the face of the earth for the sons of
| Adam except their own sisters, and they
were o to marry them or to live
| bachelors. But the Lord saw ‘pruper
when he brought the children of Israel
out of Egypt into the wilderness, to regu-
late the law of marriage, so far as certain
| blood relations were concerned, called the
law of consanguinity, which speaks of a
great many relationships, and finally
comes toa wifle and her sister. This law
wis piven to te the marriage rela-
tions of the children of lsracl in the wil-
derness. It was not to regulate those
who lived before that day who had mar-
ried sisters; not to te those who
might live in the latter days, but to regu-
late the children of Israel in that day. It
reads thue; **Neither shalt thou take a
wife to her sister, Lo vex her, to uncover
E&r ntlmdnm besldes the otherin her life

me.

This passage has been altered by certain
monogamists In order to sustain their
ideas of mar and we find in some
Jarge Bibles what are called marginal
readings that these monogamists have
put in, and instead of taking this in con-
nection with all other bload relationships,
Litey bave altered it—Nedither shalt thou
take one wife to another. The men who
| translated King James' Bible were mono-
mlists, yet they had sens¢ emough to
know that the originai Hebrew would not
bear that construction which has been
ﬁven by later monogamists. The original

ebrew, when translated word for word,
makes it just as King Juwnes' translators
have made it. The Hebr. w words are—
Ve-ishaw el-ahotah-lo tikkah. These
are the original Hebrew words, and if the
are translated literally, word for word,
the translation stands jus* as it is in the
text. But this is not sayir but what the
words, El-aho upder certain circum-
stances, are translated In another form,
namely, “one to another,”’ “‘one sleter to
another,” and [ am willing that it should
be translated that way. Then it would
read—*‘‘Theu shalt not take one sister to
another to vex her in her life time.” So
you may take it either way, and it bears
out King James’ translation, or the mean-
ing given by him.
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world began, supposing that he should | very great extent, alth u h I stodied
begin this g:*eat work ot restoration in auﬁcﬂ

ntly mapy years 2 o0, Lo understand



