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It was announeed at the close of the fore-
noon meeting that I would address the con-
gregation this afternoon upon the subject
of Celestinl Marriage; I do so with the
greatest pleasure,

In the first place, let us inquire whether
it is lawful and right aceording to the Con-
stitution of our country, to examine and
practice this Bible doetrine? Our fathers,
who framed the Constitution of enr conn-
try devised it so as to give frea?om of re-
ligious worship of the Almighty God; =o
that all people under our Government
should have the inalienable right,—a right
by virtue ofthe Constitution,—to believe
in any Bible pripciple which the Almighty
has revealed in any age of the world to the
human family, I do not think however
that our forefathers, in framing that instru-
ment, intended to embrace allthe religions
of the world. I mean the idolatrous and
pagan religions, They say nothimg about
those religions in the Constitution; but
they give the express privilege in that in-
strument to all people dwelling under this
Government and under the institutions of
our country, to believe in all things which
the Almighty has revealed to the human
family. Tnere is no restriction nor limita-
tion so far as Bible religion is concarnad,
or any prineipal or form of religion believ-
ed to have emanated from the Almighty;
yet they would not admit idolatrous na-
tions to come here snd practice their re-
ligion, becaunse it is not included in the
Bible;itis not the religion of the Almighty.
Those people wors idols, the work of
their own hands, they have instituted rights
and ceremonies pertaining to those idols,
in the observanes of which they, no doubt,

suppoese they are worshipping correctly.and
sinoerely, yet some of them are of the most
revolting and barbarous character. Such,
tor instance, as the offering up of a widow
on a funeral pile, as a burnt sacrifice, in
vrder to follow her hushand into the eter-
nal worlds. That is no part of the religion
mentioned in the Constitution of our coun-
try, it is no part of the religion of Almighty
Grod.
But confining ourselves within the lim-
its of the Censtitution, and coming back to
the religion of the Bible, we have the privi-
lege to believe in the Patriarchal, in the
Mosaie, or in the Christian order of thin :
for the God of the patriarchs, and the God
of Moses is also the Christians’ God.

It is true that many laws were given un-
der the Patriarchal or Mosaic dispensatious,
against certain crimes, the penalties for
violating which, religions bodies,under our
Constitution, have not the right to inflict..
The Government has reserved, in its own
hands, the power, so far as affixing the
penalties of certain crimes is coneerned,

In ancient times there was a law strictly
enforcing the observance of the Sabbath
day, and the man or woman who violated
that law was subjected to the punishment
of death. Eeclesiastical bodies have the
right, under our Government and Consti-
tution, to observe thg Sabbath day or to
disregard it, but they have not the right to
inflict corporeal punishment fcr its non-ob-
servance, i

The subject proposed to be investigated
this afternoon is that of Celestlal Marriage,
as believed in by the Latter-day Saints,and
which they claim is strictly a Bible doc-
trine and part of the revealed religion of the
Almighty. It is well known by all the
Latter-day Saints that we bave not derived
all our knowiedge concerning God, heaven,
angels, this life and the life to come entire-
ly from the books of the Bible; yet we
believe that all of our religious principles
and notions are in aceordauco ‘'with and are
sustained by the Bible; tonsequently
though we believe in new revelation, and
beliove that God has revealed many things
pertaining to our religion, we also believe
that He has revealed moue that are incon-
sistent with the worship ot Almighty Gaed,
a sacred right guaraoteed to all religious
denominations by the Constitution of our
country.

God ereated man, male and female. Ha
is the Author of our existence. He placed
us on this creation.  He ‘ordained laws to
govern us. He gave to man, whom he
created, a helpmeer,—a woman, a wife to be
one with him, to be a joy anda comfort to
him; and also for another very great and wise
purpose,—namely, that the human species
might be propagated on this creation, that
the earth might teem with p:opulamnn Ac-
cording to the decree of God before the
foundation of the world, That the intelli-
gent spirits whom he had formed and cre-
ated, before this world was rolled into
existence, might have their probation,
might have an existence in ﬂeshi: bodies
on this planet, and be governed by laws
émanating from their Great Creator. In

the breast of male and female He established
certain qualities and attributes that never
will be eradicated,—namely, love towards
tach other. Love comes trom God., The
love which man for the opposite
sex came from Grod. The same God who
treated the two sexes implanted in the
hearts of each love towarus the other,
What was the object of placing this ion
or affection within the hearts of male and fe-
male? It was in order to carry out, so far
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as this world was concerned, His great and
eternal purposes f&ruﬁining to the future,
But He not only did establish this prineiple
in the heart of man and woman, but; gave
divine laws to regulate them in relation to
this passion or aflection, that they might be
limited and preseribed in the exercise of
it towards each other, He therefore or-
dained the Marriage Institution, The mar-
riage that was instituted in the first place
was between two immortal beings, hence it
was marriage for eternity in the very first
case which we have recorded for an exam-
ple. Marriage for eternity was the order
God instituted on our globe; as early as
the Garden of Eden; as early as the
day when our first parents were placed in
the garden ta keep it and till it, they, as
two immortal beings, were united in the
bonds of the New and Everlasting Cove-
nant. This was before man fell, before the
forbidden fruit was eaten, and before the

enalty of death was pronounced upon the
Eeads of our first parents and all their pos-
terity, hence, when God gave to Adam his
wife Eve, He gave her to him as an im-
mortal wife, and there was no end contem-
plated of the relation they held to each
other as husband and wife,

By-and-by, after this marriegehad taken
place, they transgressed the law of God,
and by reason of that transgressien the
Eenaltjr of death eame, not only upon them,

ut also upon all their posterity, Death,
in its operations, tore asunder, as it were,
these two beings who had hitherto been im-
mortal, amd if God had mnot, before the
foundation of the world, provided a plan of
redemption, they would perhaps have been
torn asunder forever; but imasmuch as a
plan ofredemaption had been previded, hF
which man could be rescued from the ef-
fects of the Fall, Adam and Eve were re-
stored to that condition of union, in respect
to immortality, from which they had been
separated for a short season of time b

death. The Atonement reached after them
and brought forth their bodies from the
dust, and restored them as husband and
wife, toall the privileges that were pro-
nounced upen them before the Fall.

That was eternal marriage; that was law-
ful marriage ordained by God. That was
the divine institution which was revealed
and practiced in the early period of our
globe. How has it been since that day?
Mankind have strayed from that order of
things, or, at least, they have done soinlat-
ter times, We hear nnthing among the
religious societies of the world whieh pro-
fess to believe in the Bible about this mar-
riage for eternity, Itis among the things
that are obsolete. Now all marriages are
consummated until death only; they do not
attern and prototype
established in the beginning; hence we
never kear of their official charaoters,
whether ecivil or religions, »niting men
‘and women in the capacity of husband and
wife as immortal beings. No, they marry
a8 mortal beings only, and until death does
them part,

What is to become of them after death?
‘What will take place among all those na-
tions who have
for time only? Do both men and women
receive aresurrection? Do they come forth
with all the various affections, attributes
and passions that God
ginning? Does the male come forth from
the grave with all the atiributes of a man?
Does the female come forth from her grave
with all the attributes of awoman? If so,
what is their future destiny? Is there no
object or purpose in this new creation, save
to give them life, a state of existence? or is
there a more important object in view, in
the mind of God, in thus creating them
anew? Will that princigle of love which
axists now, and which has existed from
the beginning, exist after the resurrection?
I mean this sexual love. If that existed
before the Fall, and if it has existed sinee
then, will it exist in the eternal worlds after
the resurrection? This is a veryimportant
question to be decided.

We read in the revelations of God that
thera are various classes of beings in the
eternal worlds, There are some who are
kings, priests, and Gods, others that are an-
gels; and also aniongthem are the orders
denominatead celestiall terrestrial, and teles-
tial, God, however, according to the faith
of the Latter-day Saints, has ordained that
the highest order aod class of beings that
should exist in the eternal worlds should
exist in the capacity of husbands and wives,
‘and that they alone should have the privi-
lege of propagating their species,—intelli-

ent iminortal beings, Now it is wise, no
oubt, in the Great Creator to thus limit this
great and Heavenly principle to those who
have arrived or come to the highest state of
exaltation, excellency, wisdom, knowledge,
ower, glory and faithfuloess, to dwell in
z[in presence, that they by this means shall
be prepared to bring up their spirit off-
spring in all pure and holy prineiples in
the etermal worlds, in order tEat they may
be miade happy. Consequently He does
not entrust this privilege of multiplying
spirits with the terrestrial or telestial, or
the lower srider of beings there, nor with
angels. But why not? Because they have
not proved themselves worthy of this great
privilege. We might reason, of the eternal
worlds, as some of the enemies of polyga-
my reason of this state of existence, and
say that there are just as many males as
females there, some celestial, some terres-
trial, and some teles ial; and whv not have
all these paired off, two by two? Because
God administers His gifts and His bless-
ings to these who are most faithful, ving
them more bountifully to the faithfu , and
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taking away from the unfaithful that with
which they had been entrusted, and which
they had not improved upon. That is the or-
der of God in the eternal worlds, andif #uch
an order exists there, it may ina degree ex-
ist here.

When the sons and danghters of the most
High God eéome forth in the morning of the
resurreetion, this principal of love will ex-
ist in their bosoms just as it exists here
only intensified aceordiag to the increased
knowledge and understanding which they
possess: hence they will be capacitated to
enjoy the relationships of husband and
wife, of parents and children in a hundred
fold degree greater than theyeould in mortal-
ity. We are not capable, while surrounded
with the weaknesses of our flesh, to enjoy
these eternal prineiples in the same degree
that will then exist, Shall these prineiples of
conjugal and parental love and affection be
thwarted in the eternal worlds? Shall they
be rooted out and overcome? No, most de-
cidedly not. According to the religious no-
tions of the world these prineiples will not
exist afler the resurrection; but our reli-
gion teaches the fallacy of such notions, It
is true that we read in the New Testament
that in the ressurrection they neither marry
nor are given in marriage, but are as the
angels in heaven. "Thess are ghe words of
our Savior when He was addressing him-
self to a very wicked elass of people, the
Sadducees, a portion of the Jewish nation
who rejected Jesus, and the counsel of God
against their own souls. They had not at-
tained to the blessings and privileges of
their fathers, but had apostatized; and Jesiis
in speaking to them, says that in the res-
urrection they neither marry nor are given
in marriage but are as the angels of God,

I am talking, to-day, to Latter-day
Saints; I am not reasoning with unbe-
lievers. If I were, I should appeal more
fully to the Old Testament Seriptures to
bring in arguments and testimonies to

¥ | prove the divine authenticity of polygamic

marriages. Perhaps I may touch upon
this for a few mﬂﬂl:ﬂﬂtﬂ, for the I}enaﬁ};o of
strangers, should there be any in our
midst. Let me say, then, that God's people,
under every dispensation since the creatin
of the world, have, generally, been polyga-
mists, I say this for the benefit of stran-
gers. According to the good old book,
called the Bible, when God saw proper to
call out Abraham from all the heathen na-
tions, and mdde him a great man in the
world, He saw proper, also, to make him a
polygamist, and approbated him in taking
unto himself more wives than one, Was it
wrong in Abraham to do this thing? If it
were, when did God reprove him for so do-
ing? When did He ever reproach Jacob
for doing the same thing? ho ean find
the record in the lids of the Bible of God
reproving Abraham, as being a sinner, and
having committed a ecrime, in takinfgl to
himself two living wives? No such thin
isrecorded. He was just as much blassog
after doing this thing as before, and more
so, for God promised blessings upon the
issue of Abraham by his second wife the
same as that of the first wife, providing he
was equally faithful. This was a proviso
@Very case,

When we come down to'Jacob, the Lord
permitted him to take four wives. They
are 8o called in Holy Writ. They are not
denominated prostitutes, neither are they
called concubines,butthey are called wives
lecal wives; and to show that God apprmreci
of the course of Jacob in taking these wives,
He blessed them abundantly, and hearken-
ed to the prayer of the second wife just the
same as to the first, Rachel was the sec-
ond wife of Jacob, and our great mother;
for you know that many of the Latter-day
Saints by revelation know themselves to be
the descendants of J mf{’h’ and he was the
son of Rachel,the second wife of Jacob, God
in a peculiar manner blessed the posterity
of this second wife. Instead of condemn-
ing the old patriarch, He ordained that
Joseph, the first-born of this second wife
should be considered the first-born of all
the twelve tribes, and into his' hands was
given the double birthright, according to
the laws of the ancients, And vet he was
the offspring of Fiurﬂlitj',—uf a8 second
wife of Jacob. OFf eourse, if Reuben, who
was indeed, the first-born unto Jacob, had
conducted himself proﬁerlj' he might have
retained the birthright and the greater
inheritance; but he lost that through his
transgression, and it was given toa poly-
gamic child, who had the privilege of in-
heriting the blessing to the utmost bounds
of the everlasting hills; the great continent
of North and South America was conferred
upon him. Another proof that God did
pot disapprove of a man having more wives
than one, is to be found in the fact that,
Rachel, after she had been a long time
barren, ,IP'“"B':I to the Lord te give her
seed. The Lord hearkened to her ery and
granted her prayer; and when she received
seed from the Lord by her polygamic hus-
band, she exclaimed'‘the Lord hath heark-
ened unto me and hath answered my
prayer.” Now do you think the Lord
would have done this if he had considered
polygamy a crime? Would ke have heark-
ened to the prayer of this woman if Jacob
had been living with her in adultery? and
he certainly was doing so if the ideas of this
generation are correct.

Again, what says the Lord in the days of
Moses, under another dispensation? ~ We
bave seen that in the days of Abraham,
Isaac and Jacob, He approved of polyga-
my and blessed His servants who practised
it, and also their wives and children, N ow,
let us come down to the days of Moses, We
read that, on a certain occasion the sister of
Moses, Miriam, and certain others in the

great congregation of Tsrael, got very
Jealous. What were they jealous abouf?
About the Ethiopian womuan that Moses
had taken to wife, in addition tothe daugh-
ter of Jethro, whom he had taken before in
the land of Midian, How dare the great
law-giver, after having committed, accord-
ing to the ideas of the present generation,
a great crime, show his face on Mount Si-
nai.when it was clothed with the glory of
the God of Israel? But what did the Iord
do in the ease of Miriam, for finding fault
with her brotlier Moses? Instead of saying
“you are right, Miriam, he has committed
a great crime, and no matter how much
you speak against him,” e smote her
with a leprosy the very moment she began
to complain, and she was considered un-
clean for a certain number of days. Here
the Lord manifested by the display of a
signal judgment, that He disapproved of
any one speaking against His servants for
taking more wives than one, because it may
not happen to suit their notion of things,

I make these remarks and wish to apply
them to fault-finders against plural mar-
riages in our day. Are there any Miriams
in our congregation to-day, any of those
who, professing to belong to the Israel of
the latter-days, sometimes find fault with
the man of God standing at their head, be-
cause he not only believes in, but practices
thisdivine institution of the ancients? If
there be such in our midst, I say, remember
Miriam the very nexttime you vegin to
talk with your neighboring women, or any-
body else against this holy principle. Re-
member the awful eurse and judgment
that fell on the sister of Moses when she
did the same thing, and then fear and
tremble before God, lest He, in His wrath,
may swear that you shallnotenjoy the bles-
sings ordained for thuse who inherit the
hjE est degree of glory.

et us pass along to another instance un-
der the dispensation of Moses. The Lord
says, on a certain oceasion, ifa man have
married two wives, and he should happen
to hate one and love the other, is he to be
punished,—oast out and stoned to death as
an adulterer? No; instead of the Lord de-
nouncing him as an adn terer because ef
having two wives, Hegaveacommandment
regulating the matter, s that this prineciple
of hate in the mind of 1 e man towards one
of his wives should no control him in the
important question o'/ ne division of his in-
heritance among his children, compelling
him to give just as much to the son of the
hated wife as tothe son of the one beloved;
and, if the son of the hated woman happen-
ed to be the first-born, he should actually
inherit the double portion,

Consequently, the Lurd approved, not
only the two wives, but their posterity also.
Now, if the women had not been consider-
ed wives b}l;;ilﬂ Lord, their children wounld
have been bastards, and you know that He
has said that bastards shall not enter into
the congregation of the Lord, until the tenth
generation, hence you see there is a
distinetion between those whom the Lord
calls legitimate or legal, and those who
were bastards,—begotten in adultery and
whoredom. The latter, with their posteri-
ty, were shut out of the congregation of the
Lord until the tenth generation, while the
former were exalted to all the privileges of
legitimate birthright,

Again, under that same law and dispen-
sation, we find that the Lord provided for
another contingency among the hosts of
Israel. In order that the inheritances of
the families of Israel might not run into the
hands of strangers, the Lord, in the book
of Deuteronomy, gives a command that if a
man die, leaving a wife, but no issue, his
brother shall marry his widowand e
possession of the inheritance; {?nd to pre-
vent this inheritance going out 6f the fam-
ily a strict command was given that the
widow should m the brother or nearest
living kinsman of her deceased husband.
The law was in full force at the time of the
introduction of Christianity,—a great many
centuries afier it was given. The reasoning
of the Sadduees on one occasion when con-
versing with Jesus proves that the law was
then observed. Said they, “There were
seven brethren who all took a certain wo-
man, each one taking her in succession
after the death of the other,” angd they in-
quired of Jesus which of the seven would
have her for a wife in the resurrection, The
Sadducees, no doubt, used this figure to
prove, as they thuugﬁt, the fallacy of the
doctriue of the resurrection, but it alse
proves that this law, given by the Creater
while Israe] walked‘sucna-ptabﬂf before Him,
was acknowledged by their wicked de.
scendants in the days of the Savior, I
merely quote the passage to show that the
law was not considered obsolete at that
time. A case like this, when six of the
brethren had died, leaving the widow
without issue, the seventh, whether mar-
ried or unmarried, mnstfulill this law and
tifke the widow to wife, or lay himself lighle
lo a very severe penalty, What was that
penalty? According to’ the testimony of
the law of Moses he would. be cursed, for
Moses says *‘cursed be he that doth not all
things according as it is written in this book
of the law,and letall the people say Amen.,”
There can be no doubt that Imany men in
those dagu were compelled to be polygam-
ists in the fulfilment of this law, for any
man who would not take the childless wifa
of a deceased brother and marry her,would
come under the tremendous curse recorded
in the book of Deuteronomy, and all the
people would be obliged to” sanetion the
curse, because he would not obey the law
of God and become a polygamisi., TE:EF were

not all Congressmen in those da 8, nor
Presidents, nor Presbyterians, nor Method-




