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church and Eiogdom on t{¥eirth,
to butid mp Zion In the mountaing
of lernel,
¥o# with regard tothe Priesthood.
% bave been found fault with
gnelimes hecause we profese to
mve the Priesthood. Let me say
p this congregalion that our
jmvenly Father performs all His
nrks—the creation of worlds, the
wlemption of worlda—by the pow.
fof the Eternal Pclesthood. And
pmau on the earth, from the days
{ Father Adam 1o the present
me, hus ever had power to admin-
sertn any of the ordinanmces of
found salvation only by the power
{tbe Holy Pries hood, You wili
jithis to bs tnecase in the whole
#ofy of the Prophets of God.
¥hen Asaron was give. the Priest-
Wl he waa called by revelation.
fo¢ man takeih thia honmor uvnio
meel, but he that is call.d of God
pwas Aarvn.” Jesus Chorist him-
ifbad to Le called of Gosd. Hoe
m s High Priest. He left the
fiesthood on theearth with His A-
mtles. ‘They officiated in it agntid
wy wers put to deatb. It ia by
¢t power that we adminisier in
% day asnd generation. The
urch and Kinguom of Goed has
plinued 0 grow (rom ite first or-
atlon. It ia true we have been
4 {0 pass throigh many sfflie-
s In yur day and time. Never-
24, the Lord has preserved His
uple, and they still live hete in
pvalleys of the muantains,
We have an aux ety Lo henor God
u kerp His commandments, and
thon I our couniry and the ¢on-
flutlou of our government. ‘[hat
astitution wo believe was given
7 revelaon, and whatever laws
Bpassed agrceable to Jb we desire
bunor. It guarsntees to all men
fdght to evjoy their religion, to
rmp Qod sccurding to the dicta.
of their conscience.
But,’’ eay® one, “1 would like to
¥ how many wives you have
w. That 18 a matter-you have
i sid anything about.” Well,
um, I will tell you & little anecdote

world. Father Abrzham obeyed
the law of the patriarchal order of
marriage. His wives were sealed to
bim Sfor time and all eternity, and
a0 were the wives of all the Patri-
f.whs andProphets that oheyed that
aw,

I denire to teatity 83 an individu
and 13 a Tatter-day Baint that -
Enow that God has revealed this law
unto this people. I kmow that if we
had not obeyed that law weshould
have beea damned; the judgments
of God wounld have rested upon us;
the Kingdom of God would bave
gggped right where we were when

revealed that law nnto us.
Why have we obeyed it? I obeyed
It because I want my wife or wives
with me after death; I wsuot my
wives and children with me In the
merning of the reeurection; I want
my wives and children organized 1o
the fam!¥% nrganization, that I may
dwell with them and they with me
throughout all eternily, as well as
with Father Abrmbham and other
men who honored snd oheyed that
law, Thiais the peaition we cooupy.
We have obeyed the law becanse
Ged bas commanded ws, and T bear
record of its truth;and so far as I
am concerned, it f can bave my
wives and children with me in the
morning of the resarection, so that
[ can dwell with them and with
those Patriarohas and Prophels who
obeyed thal Jaw, it will amply repay
me for the trisls and tribnlations I
msy have had to pass through o
the course of my life herg npon the
earth. Many men ruppote that we
have obeyed that Iaw to gratify the
lusts of the flesh. Bless ynur coun’,
if that had been our cbject we
might have followed the example
of {he people of the christlan world
—committed whoredom and adul-
ery—without bringing upon our-
relves the cares, paing, snd penal-
tles that wa bave tu bear by obeyine
his law. Batlet me tell you that
the Latter-day Saints Jook upon a-
dultery as one of the greatest crime
any msn can commit in this
world. It is next to murder
o, this people have not obeyed

cunnection with Bidney Riguon,
® clroumstance took E)lace a greal
years ago o KKirtlana, A

g Eider just come 12 me: Presi

t Rigdon on the rireet one Qay
fithe vicinity of the Temple, Baid
jeyoung man: “President Rigdon,
/1 you please tell me the meaning
{toe horns of the beast John saw?”?
freeident Rlgdon, drawing himeelt
up, Jooked at the young man, and
mpifed: “My dear brother, there is
igreas deal between you and the
t that John saw,” and »alked
by. Wel), 7 rometimes think it
w with this generatlon. There is
peat deal between the people of
diageneration and the plarauty of
‘e, There mre m great many
A4¢clples that God haw revealed in
" b last days that It Is necessary
{18 to understand before we come
that principle. Ba! as I have
ght the enubject up I will say a

¥ words apon i$. The Lord has
tealed to ue that no kingdom, no

that lJaw because of = desirse to grat-

ify the luats of the flesb; they have
obeyed It In obedience & the com-

tmand of God, and becanse it wil
have power and effect sfter desth.

I pray God to ponr out His Holy
Spirit npon us, that onr eara may
be open to hear and onr hearts to
anderstand the things of the King-
dom of God, which is my praver in
the name of Jesus Christ. Amen.
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JOSEPH SMITHS THIRD
LETTER.

HE DENIES THAT ABRAITAM AND
MOBES WERE POLYGQAMIST.

My, L. 0. Littlefield, Logan, Utah.

#r.—You say In your last that
you prefer the plain word of the
Lord to any statement that [ may

dyg, no prioce, no pesident, no
minance of marriage, no ordinance
rprl’ormed by any man from the
%8 of father Acam, will have any
|w®er or force arter death, excepi
|3%e ordinances are performed by
1 holding the Eternal Priesthood.
here & king, 12 thete a prinee, is
e a gqueen,—will either when
ey pass the other eide of the verl
ifoa a throne there? Would the
[zarof Russia, who was aceassinated
|y the hands of the ungouly not
ing ago, when he went inlo the
3piidt world find a throne there?
No. Why? Because the kingdom
M the Czar of Russia belonged to
ime, When he went into the
Buirlt world that was the end of his
kingdom and power. Hlis kingdom
hidnot baen eealed upon his head
by sy man having the power snd
\ulhority of the Eternat Priesthood.
I regard to all kingdoms and
Btoes, You may take Her Msjes-
1y Queen, Victorin—who has reigned
4 lung time, and who i3 perhaps a8
goodasgverelgn as has reigned sinee
the dajs of Wililam the Conqgueror—
Whe she paeses behind the vell she
%1l find her kingdom at an end, be-
| wute 1§ was not eealed upon her
head for ime and eternity by any
Oan having ibe nuthority of the
Holy Prieatncod. So I will Bay to
%t friendshere—theetrangers with-
0 jnr gates—that any man that
manjes n wifeby any octher author-
it¥ thag the authority of the Holy
Priesthood §9 aimply wmarried for
time, "or yntil death do you part.”
¥hen you go into the Hpiritworld
Jouhave ng ¢claim on your wife and
children. The ordinance of having
them sealed to you by one having
the suthority of the Holy Priest-

make. Let me give you some plain

words of the Lord:

¢ Behold, David and Solomon traly

had many wives and concubines,

which thing was abominahle before

me, saith the Lord,” #* ¥ ¢Hear
me and hearken to the word of the
Lord; For there shalt not any man
among yono have save it be one wife;
and concubines he shall bave none;
for I the Lord God delighteth in the
chastity of women.,” B. of M.,
book of Jacob, 2: 6, ‘Behold, the
Lamanites, your brethren, whom

ye hate, becauss of their flithiness
and the carsings which hath come
upon their eking, are more righteons
than you, tor they have not forgot-
ten the commandment of the Lord,
which was given unto our fathers,
that they should have save it Were
one wife, and concubines they.
should bave none.” Book of Jacch,
2: 8.

#“And they shall remasin under
this condemunation until they repent
and remember ihe new covenant,
even the Book of Mormon and the
formet commandments which I have
given them, not only to eay, but to
do according 1o that which I have
written.” D.and Covenants, Bec.
4, pat. 8, Liverpool £d.

In none of your argumenis have
you attempted to answer these very
¢plain words.” There s not a line
of teaching from 1830 to June 27.h,
1844, in the books of thie ochureh, the
printed journals, or the publisted
gerngons or pampblels of the Klders,
that containe a reference to the mar-
riage relation, bat what contem-
plates it as monogamic.

Youn admlt that you cannot prove
from the Heriptores that Adam,Noah
or Liehi had more than onhe wife. Of
what weight in thescale of argnment

hood most sttended to in this

is your siatement that yon can find

other men named in the history who
had. ‘The Creator evidently knew
jost how he proposed to people the
eartb; and the fact that at the ont-
set he formed botthe two. Adam
and Eve, should be conclusive evi-
dence both as to the intention ot
Deity and the fact. How ignorant-
Iy you write, when you atate that
#(od made man polygamic.” *The
hlstory of this world in all jts gen-
erations proves it.”” With the ink
soarcely dry in the sentence admit-
ting that Adam was the creation of
Ged and Eve formed for his one
companion, and that yom capnot
prove that either he, or Noah,or
Lehi had more than one you say
#God created man polygamie.”
What new cosmos §s this of which
you write? De you expect me to
believe yom sincere when yoo ao
pervert the very words of the hia-
tory?

The very reason sreigoed for the
destruction by the flood is a denun-
clation of volygamy. “The sons ¢f
God saw the daughters of men that
they were fair; and they took them
wives of all which they chooss.”
Gen. 6:2,

This is the openiog count in the
indictment. The Inspired Transla-
tion by Joseph Smith states that
the Lord told Noah, ‘“The daughbters
of thy sons have sold themeelves,
for behold mtne anger {8 kindled
againet thesone of men, for they
wlil not hearien t» my volce”
Gen. 8, 3.

The volce (word) of the lsord was
tithey twain shall be one flesh,” in
direct accord with the creatlou. The
revelaifon to the churok through
Joreph the Seer was In keeping with
thie; ““that it, (the earth) might be
filled with the megasure of man, uc-
cording to his ecreation, before the
world was made.” B. of ., Hec. 43,
par. 8, Liverpoul Fd. This proves
plaigly that when God made man
He made him monogamic. But
man corrupted his way befere the
Lord. The Lord’s spirit quit siriv-
ing with them. The flood ¢ame and

too; does that prove the statement
that He is ontrue? What nation
accepting the Bible and Christ ac-
cept polygamy as the natoral law of
marriagef

Yonr charge upon the other goar-
ter of the human family that they
have ¢‘adopted in place of honorable
polygamy, a vile, a damn=able anda
God-soporzed  substitole,” is con-
temptible. You point to the excep-
tion 1n monogamic nations, and call
it the rule, What you allade to,and
what is known as *‘the soclal evil,”
is in monogamic uations the perver.
sion of the role, and opposed to law-
I guote from your letter: ¢* You
denounce celestial marriaze as a
crime against mankind and a sin
against God. We assert that God
never hasso denounced it but has
approved it, sanctioned it, encour-
aged 1t, legalized 1t and made special
laws for its direction; that the poly-
gamist child was always recognized
As legitimate,”’
You certainly pervert the record.

of your cases cited,in proof, No pro-
ous of her barrenness; she conceived

proxy,and soshe took aslave,and put

with Hagnr, Barai bewailed her

wrong.

the marital relation. When the

cnbine, and tells Abraham todo as

destroyed them, exeept Noah, &
man “‘perfect In his generations,”
who “walked with God.”* The gene-
ratirno nf Nosh Were monggamie.
Qod saved them that f0e cight s
tablieh his covenant with them and
thns preserve a righteoas seed to
people the earth. This is to me,and
I think shoald be to all who deal
honestly with the Bible, a condem-
nation of plaral marrisge.
How can you,Mr. Littlefleld, take
these t wo examples In the history of
the world before your eyes and s&y
that God “oreated men polygamie?”
The Intent was to people the earth
and we are not to sappose that ﬁ
was Intended to people it with =&
corrupt seed. He chose the system
and {placed the two beings with
whom he began the work upon the
earth and Institoted marriage. He
repeated the warning by actoal de-
monstration in the eelection ef a
family of mouogamiats. Nosh aud-
his wlife, histhree sona and one wife
each. Heled Lehiout of the midat
of a people whom yon say Wa9 poly-
gawmie, with the parpose etated, that
he “might seek godly seed. He
gave the rnle first by exammple, Lehi
and hia wife, his sons and one wlife
each. He confirmed it,secondarlly,
by the command which Thavesuoot-
ed. And yet yon have the hardi-
hood to impugn the wisdom of ruch
creation sndsnch precept by declar-
ing polygamy the role. And you
further ray that God sanctioned
polygamy.

it God designed plura]l marriage
to be the rmle why did ke notao
make them at the outset? You are
the one who i indolging In sophis.
try, not I. I glve you the {lla!n
word and the examples in history,
and yon evade them by sophistry
that ia a3 dark as it must ha damag-
ing.

1f you still urge that piural mar-
riage is the natural Jaw [governing
maau, it is bnt proper for me to urge
that you have no Seriptural groand
npon which to defend the marriage
institution, and the right of A m=n
to have more wives than ene,chounld
insure the rizght of a woman to have
more husbands than one—and the
step o the absence of acy restrio-
tion as foanded ln Seriplure is not
far removed. It will puzzle you to
trace from any hletory in your pos-
session either eacred or profane, the
exclusive right of man to choose his
female coapanions to any direct
revelation from God. If 1t ialeft to
the declsion of thenatural appstites
of man, promiscaity will he proven
against you.
13 Your statement that ‘*{hree quar-
ters of the humsan family accept it
(polygamy) as the natoral law of

and was a wild man.
Abrsham was not a polygamist,

Nved. Harah was desd when Abra.

alao had children. But the history
states that in order to

posal of the matter of Abraham’s

s In favor of the thonght that God
did not approveof it. No prophet
gave him a gecond wife whils Barah
lived; not does the record show that
there had been n change from the
rule as given at the firat

[=aao's lite affords you no ecornfort
Rebecca mnat bave ruled her honae
in respect to her husband’s wives,
a8 Jogeph Bmith’s wife Emma,
would have done, if he had not, a3
you assert, cecretly elnned agul’n,st
hor.

The case of Joreph iz only favor-
able to yoor vlew in seeming. He
was the son Rachel, tha only legal
wife Jacob had. In the 46th chap-
ter of Gieneris, where the enomera-
tion of Israel’s children takes place
none ia called Jacob’® wife bat
Rachel. Gen. 46,18. The blessing
was with Joseph, Jacob’s firat born
of hislegal wife. No prophet gave
Jacob his plaral wives or eealed his
econcubines t: him. Nor is any law
cited by which any such connection
was authorized.

You are well aware that all the
laws of Muses were given under
the code and were called the ‘icar-
nal commandments, which the
Lord, in His wrath, caused to con-
{inue with the house of Aaron
amoug the children of Israel tili
John? And Chriat, speaking of
the law of divorcement, A part of
your polygamic oreed, said: “Mozes,
for the hardneszs of your hearts,
wrote you this precept.” It is
equally clear from the traditions of
the ehurch that the law of carnal
commandments, which you cile as
regulating Fo]yg‘amy, was added
specanse of tranegression.” The
hestts of Iaracl were bardened and
God awore %in his wrath that they
shonld not enter fnto his reat.”?

In reply to your guestion.respect-
ing the Lord’a portion of thespol.
named in Numbers chapter thirty-
five, I am quoite willing that the
portion that went to Eleazer should
be a heave offering to the Lord;”
it you know what a “heave offering”
was, Of the part that went to the
Levites, the record is eilent as to

marriage,” 1s a singuiar one. Doed
that prove it tighi? ‘The same pro-
portion discards Jesus as the Chriat

what the Levites did with them;but
the inference that they were used a3
wivea is fartetched, They were

phet gave Hagar to Abraham,Saral, | to be a descendsn
the patriarch’s only wife grew jeal- | Koturah. The presaomption s fair

8laves taken In war,und the thought
that they could only be used as
wives, or as concubines shows the
lgstfal tendency of the polygamie
mind,

I do not’mean to, tallfyoun or the
world, that God ever used polygamy
In any sense to raise np seed unto
Him; but that in every instance
where He attempted to raise up
seed unto Him the rule adopted by
Him wes one man one wife. It ia
becanse of that that he calls poly-
gamy abominable. I do not consent
that He ever uwed that means for
that obJeet and fnlly believe that
yon canhot show a single instance,
or commasnd in proof except the so-
called revelation of 1843, and that
1s of such doubtful parentage that
I do not accept 1t as evidence in
point,

Moses was not & polygamist. There
is nothing In the history to show
that Moses had any other wife than
Z&gporah. Hhe waa not of the Israel
itiah host, for he had obtalned her o

Take the inatante of Abraham, one[Jethro, the ‘prince of DMidian,

Cuehite, or Etbioinia.;l, u:)d s:pposed
of Abrabam by

that Zipporah and the Ethioplan

the idea of obtaining & ¢hild by | woman sre one and the same,

There iz no question but what

her in ner plsce. Abrabam listened | when you persistently cite David
to hia wife (so did Adam) and when | and Holomon 38 polygzamic exam=-
froit resuited from his eonnection |-ples, thal i you do so for an excuse,
whatever
What was this wronz? I | contrary.
(God had restrained her from bear-|sgperficial has been the
ing was she in fault? No. Her wrong | regurd to David, let medetal
wag In forgetting the sacredness of | of his history.

sox masy pretend to the
And to show you how
reading, in
1a little

Sanl waa fenlous of the praise he-

Lord speaks in regard to thiv son,he | stowed nupon David for slaying toe
nte a very strange blessing upon | Philistine, and made an attempt on
im. To prevent the inheritance|his life with & javelin before he had
from golng out in thle fashion the|yet become » married man, 1 8am),
Lord gave Sarah a son, Isase. Jn[18: 7-11. Saal offered him hia elder
him was the covenant eatablished,{danghter Merah to wife; bhut cheated
thoogh Ishmael wasthe flrst born. | him out of
The Lord then speaks concerning | Adrlel.
this secondary wife, the slave-con-|Baul’s daughters, loved David, and

her, giving her to
Then Michael, another of

was hia first wife, for whom he paid

Harah enjolned, “‘cast ont this bond-| an hundred trophies taken from the
woman,” which he did. Ishmael{Philistines.
dwelt away from his father’s bouse, | marringe Faul beecame more and

Notwithstanding this
1

i

more David’s enemy. 1 Bam.
29. This hatred of Banl conting

He had ne wite by the institutionof [ untii Saul’@ death, before which
marriage, bat Barah while 8Barab{David had twice spared Saal’s jlife,

when tha forénsics of war had plac-

ham married Ketarah, by wiom ne)ed him In his power, David having

gathered nuenbers to his standard.

ut his evil| Haol had taken Michal from David
example awsy frond” isaac, Abra.|and given hier to Phaltie}, and then
ham eent the sons of his concubines| David tock Naval’s widow and Ahi-
he had sway from his eon to the|noam; but there I3no proof that
east country, and they are notisSamuel, or Natban had
reckoned in his posterity, This dle-| agent through whom he took these

been the

wives. David waa crowned king of

departure from the monogamie raie, | Judah and refgned ceven years at

Hebron. Durlog this time war en-

sued between the armiles of David
and Baul’s eon Ishbosheth; Abner
the general of Israel, Joab for Da-

vid or Judah. The war between

the house of Davld and the hoare of
Saul wag & long one. Bee 2 Bam. 3;
1and 6, hiore than thia the wap
between these hosts did not cease
until Ishboshetl: was 8laing then tho
tribes were unlted under the con-
veror, and a8 such he reignsed in

ebron seven years over Judah and

in Jerugalem over Judah aud Israei
for thitty three years., David
would not treat with Abper
until Michal the danghter of Banl,
married first to him, then to Phsl-

tiel, had been re-delivered to him.
Phaltiel, her second busband, fol-
lowed the troop crying sfter his wife
until Abner made him retarn. Hero
was one woman In Ieraei that had
two husbands; and It was not Bamu.
el or Naothan that gave them in
either case,

Again: iz lain proof that Abper
had one of Saul’s concabing! wives
ag his, Her name was Rispah, The
record further states David gave un-
to Mephibosheth “all that pertajned
to Bani and to all his honse,” He
did this in pursuance of his oath to
8aul that he would not “‘cut off his
eeed,’” and Mephlbosheth was the
son of Jonathsn the grandson of
B8anl. 28am.9: 5, 13, Y¥ibs tithe
servant of Banl,” was doghtless the
steward of hls house; and as such
was in charge of all that belongep
to Baul; end he was made the wit.
neas of the transfer of the house
{family nnd poseessions, glaves,
wives, concubines and all) of Baul
to his legal representstive. There
isno evidence to show that David
Lid any of the family of Bealas his
wivés, except Michaly, S8anl’s daugh-
ter. I dld not use the words ¢con-
querot” and “fortunes of war’ with.
ont good wearienl; a3 sny map
among you not a polygamist ingrain
will ackuowledge, if he will read
the record for himeslf.

It the example of David is good
permit me to enquire, who succeed-
ed to the houte of Pres. B, Young?
He Jeft honges, lznds, wives and
children. Ho ¢id not die fighting




