e

e T

IN A Dd =0

—OF THE— :
Organized Stakes of Z‘vt'on

8 |
(4

CANU
Haka
. J

5

Iy
s

1

[ 6 ik . Mischeil, 1sti1Wend, Pacowna.
John ¥ Dailey, Sed Ward, | *

: Klm.rmh
Wal . W. Houndy; : ‘Wasblag ton co.
e e e

PESIOEREY WD BISHIFS

&
PETERSON; §..20. ..«
¥ BEAY,. ... .- P 8
n.m;i-.i-}&""i"""
Sanpeie County,

Dl.;iﬂui’ﬂ. i

| mEAR LAKE STAME.p i. X. Alived, Chester, | -

WM BUIKI P, N ansee senseasss s Prouident, {; aamﬂl;%ma L"'fl:gwtfd.
fas H. Ham®, .......: }i.iamn!"&m Yyt .Tmlll o &
O o i Juhn BArbO.emew, o
 itear Tahe Couniy, lllhﬂ.,: 3. kjﬁ unnn.gwntlm Green.
HISTOIS i John Spieacer, Indisools, Thistle Valiey.
: r-.u,uﬁ Mayteld A

Firiy H-.,‘l‘;':::, isorgs 'T\L-:iu £ Wi E&L ld‘.u:l:l. :{éng'\\:f b

it e ]"f-‘l-l:-_!'.‘!;i: Montpeltier, $ Hang w1 ' %M. o . a

ot G2, aetingy Berne. ! NP, Whdsen, bit. Pleasaut; North Ward.

ith . At Liverty. '. W & Seeley, Mi. Pleadao, Socth Wacd.-

Powe Jens, Ovid Pard ﬁ%t“f\lﬁ"d. Spring CHty

U B2V ncnr, st w.:'.d| tI'-cf'. Joun B R - £ |

FHubert Prioco, 2

Wi Huime, Bloomington.
JobniA. Flunt, Bt Charles
I ahis Senelc, Fish Haven.

o A Wikoox, Cottorwod.

i .u.a.!t Laut, acting, Soda Springs, Onsds Co

Hieh Codmiy, Uiah.

Hubegt Caider, Garden oy
i Netseloer, Liake Towu.
I-'v.:--f'%' F.'l:‘.-;fnu‘ Meadowville.
' e Ly I Ph-
W Hijhes, Woodred, i
g
BEAYER NTAEE. i.
15 i MURDOCK,. .. ... Presiicnt.
fodn ASHWORTH, . ..... |
M H-’.I, SHEPHERD, ... . ., |ﬁ"-“'9"""’_t:
2 Beaver County. bl

£1OPR, q
wst 1) White, Ist Ward, Deaver, £
Xi®mith, 2 = 0“ i

vmew  MeKnlght, Minersville. g

w. H, §oseph, Adamaville s

peajanga Lileywhite, Greenvilie. i
25

W, McMillan, Milford.
; =
HOX ELDER STAKE,

... Presiglen:

ULIVER G BNOW § v asdvs e
= L Counselogs
2

& & Box,

1. 1§ Hi'wr,
»

Hox Elder County. f

BISHOPS,

Hinry Mugey, 14t Ward, Brigham f‘!t}'f'
\tvin Nisholls, 24 & & 3
4. Mudsba, at . o "

we Wikeh, @th “ :
b AL Porey; Threen Mile Creex, :

G gt Pucer, Wilkerd City, i

1wter Cllonsan, Mantua. .
b garper, North Ward, 3
vhoshais Hunsuker, Hoooyville. 1

Tota C. Dewey, DoweyviTie,
diver O Hosk ins, Portage.
s1l Jagen, Bear Hlvees City.
'h&"@-’f\.‘, Fuowvlil .
1% 1 Metbam, Park Valley.
O Kbt e, Oooess Coeal..
i. F.'1. 2undel, Waabak'e.

o T VN TR

Onoida Counnty, Idaheo,

Lo, Suglet, Malad City.

J. I Jogire, Chiitry ( l:-l-uk.

Jonah Etrans, Famarin.

tionon Th Huteht, Oukley, Cassia Co.

e T TR T

W. B.

Jmhun

. CACIEE BTAKE, Jobe sou
WAL T PRESTON, ccom oevn oo . Proaifent. | William §
M. WY \lu.-mn_:'.. et o ‘F' Denrlaon
0. CARD, - § Couuse :i
| :

Ceaehe Ceuniy. !
HESHO

Ll M. Lew s, Ist Ward, Logan ujy.
M - “ ¥

Hesry Do,

tert D fdsion, i - T 1
Mtomad X} Bamith, 4t » . 1
W iam Hiyde, Bl “ ;
tuhert Ditgnes, Hyde Parck.,

L. Parepll,. Smithbeld.
Wi Le Sidmore, Kiehmond.
Chin Jardins, Clarkston
Win. F. Highy, Newton.
Al Miarets, Bensont.

tHenry Huphes, Mondon.
Wil H Maughaa, Wellaviile.
toson Smitth, Paradise.

M. Moleg, Hyrum.
tleoree O Plidu, Millville
ilton M. Hammond, Providenoe,
folin C. L 1 Yooy Covevilie.
Win. L Ladwls, Lewiston.

Ofhelda Cou niy, Idaho

. It Lewid, Oxford

tlarvey Dison, Clifton.

Lafayette [n Hateh, Fraok o,
Hasmus Hasmussen, Mink Croek.
Hobert H. \\'i]lmmn“l&!mnd Valley

= S=t U

Elias H.

=
| SALT LAKE SFAKE.
ANGOE M. CANNON, ... biv o

Davip O CALDES, ...,
Juosgra P T.unm..;..; A

BISHOPS.
Joseph Warbarton,

Samued Jeterson, :
Jacob Wetler, 8-d Wad,:

Harrison Sperry,
Hickard Brimley, itk Ward,
Wm. H. Hickanxoper, 8gh Ward ::

jex. Hill, Presidio

t fo.hn Nefr, East Mil

Architald T. Ol Gle
Geo, Haleh, s B, ‘rutl-_'hha'

(ieorge Brink
4

—d

et A .
Pt %

”(’,‘-o;:r

salt nuf.@uny.
Wt Wadll, Balt Lake
urd, :

ith “‘m’{f 24 I [T

L 13

Wiltam Thorne, Tih Wa
Pitjah ¥, & B Wapd, .
Sagnuel A, W, ¥, M Wand, |

Adam Hgers, 10th Ward . |-
Ak!mnﬂgucm.m ard, "

Hirmmn 5 Cawson, 1%th Ward, .
Millen Azwood, 1wk %a s
Thomas Paylor, lith Ward, |
Joseph 15th N o
ok Kesler, 16th Ward ¥
Joun Thigey, 1Tth W suit Lake.
()i"Hlﬂ i ¥ a -
James m';"lu'{*h agd, - o
Androw it 2ist Waeds | |
A. G. Delgws, 8 i
Lowin 1 Soimiey . Phrmers Ward

Priest,’MIll Creek.

!'E'ﬁgt {P&'ﬁn I

E ) s, {1}

Solomor| JJ. n, Grantté. _

[. M. Stewart, South Wilpw=Creek (Drupe.)

Wiltiam A. Rills, South J

Crune,
Architakl Gardner, Wi
Samuoel Bennion, North Jordan,
Fradoritk Sehoenfold, Byighion
¥zeklel Holman, 3

L M. lll!'u_rd:,'n.nn. Ph'ﬂg!gumn.
] gl

¢ Jordan.

SEVIER sTARE,

FRANKLIN SPENCER,{ . .........Presidert
. 71 Smsourrrion, oo, § Counselors
ﬂ‘hl'_lf"lilil!.

BISHOPS.
PPk 19 o g
Barnard H. Greenwo:ds Invérury.

le

tuore.
Gldeon A.‘Murdock, Jiseph, ©
Peter ] & |
Jeos Jepsen, Salion. |
Jabrz Darfee, Aurord | |

neon, Hadmonl! |

L Clowerd. Husiviije.

I~ Harris, Montoe, |
 CHeawool

Plute Conuty.

Jaseph T Weight, Orase Valley.

it

i e—————

u n:ont_ﬁi STAKE,

s MEALLISTEH, §..: |..... President.
=NRY ETRING, a3 - -
DaN Do MOARTRUM, ;.. f Counseiors.

i?i,-mnm-‘; County. .

BISHOPS, I3

o - $
sMolvin L. Growell, Marsh Valloy. i 1y
~ahim Porter, !’."EINJII. J E }?&‘l‘-ntm Viegen s 1
.hm;hr A. _I\‘llli;t;‘:d‘;';:'fﬂl— ? Meroos hn._' :
i'ater Freepe, v . 2
|hes P RIS, Banoock, Soake River \'nl!éy m&wm Préalgiog Priest.
ol i, Finky Mormon Ward. Fxl:t'.n Hambiin, Gien : ' 2
. §- | Alouso H. Grafidn, | “
I ¢ | George O .;' -
DAVIS NTAKE. ? |Orioa B, A ' o
ml‘ e
WILLTAM B BEMITH, -..coqoipens Pregidogt. | Jorgen C. Feworson, Maiatala: Dell, ||
Touw W. Fesa, | X L | Ottwer Deniil, e |
AswOm CALL, f’ inselors. g [ Bqulre lme dnle. -
. Davis County. E Linee’n Comndy; Navada
DISHORS. 3 mwu.;f Bml'.er.jlr,. Huhi::‘ﬁh
Browil SO . | W H, Braoch, Jr., Mesgiut, |
Vigs & \m ' I'?ﬁih {&::?wjmlm v | Mlten L. Pansoos. b |
gt Call Bk | L. L. Wooddy Qlover Valedy Preaiding Prie t
hestor Call, Bast Pountifil Soha . Hataond ; "
(athen Uhepey, Centerville, e m o w‘m" i IR
1. 3. Secrist, gton. % | Artaaus « Spring aliey, '
Futer Bartan, Eaysville R -— gt — .A‘L.: oy
Liavid 3, Ciogiie, South Weober. 4 T EEE
i 8 Guilligmm, South Hoojper. 3 SUMMNIT NSTAERE,
ENERY STAKE. : WARD B PACK, .. 1.4} f Gomnselors.
! v AF i} 81§
O G L\ug%s.. £ 2 Proaide. | Snmamait {gBuly
L TRARG EELY ’ - &
‘un:\u‘:-t_lﬂsﬂhi;x :("’“““k"“ t BISHOPS Hikt -
Emery Connty, ; {émh Bb?m' e “r?!.h!_..
o : Coalville, |
ity i . | Joha Clask, U i
lando .{-h H. Stewart, Moaby 5 | Alonzo W Hoytavilid
f.llas Cox; Bunttogton. ¢ | Jared C. y g',lnltﬁi B
Heosiog Uen, Ferron, ¢ | John M. Malln, Hockport. | |
Jasjerr Holgrison, Urnngevilie - | Ste Walker, Poo. || :
teorge Frugtsen, Price. N % LA o nml'::’lu!’l ! o
_____ - | “OUrgo woe, $ FRTK.
3 ' : E Jobn Holm . mpauhr. Pack Ciy.
i‘"‘“ STAKE. . Wyoming Territory,
b | i I H
w ”'.. AN _l'.\ AN . Vv Pra!lden;. James M Alm,o Fih L
JORL CRPYER,) ..o 8 tl. mmeelors.  ° | Hugh Martia and Jamed, Brown, Jr., Presie
HARLES BEPFERRY. ... ... b dsngr Rlders,
Lrsan ity « | Joun MoBr.aw, rm.msm
! ' | | PSRRI T s Y | E I e
BISHUPHR, , i 5 ST e 1
e Warher, 15t Ward, Nephl, 4 TOOELE STAKE,
wvid Udall, 2nd Ward, Nephl. i | el 3
o i, [ G s oo
obin M. P, Mot B 4 41 } Counsslora.
; = _“fk THOoMAS 'n Lll”..-.‘_:.l
3 Teocele Commiy
BANAN STAME. 2 Bm; ] ]
£ J. NUTTALL, ....ooooo. ... .President | Thomas Atki, Jr., Toools (€
H. CL SPEvoRR, ..\ Fo "% | Baward Hunter, Jr., G .
J. L. Busgina, . .. (Coumselors 2| witiun P. Moms, BT i
’ ¢ Muses . Lakevie '
‘Haue Conunty, E Mw.h?ﬁo,&..)ohn '
: 2| Jobn erpon. i
DISHOPS: «t | Francis De St Jeor, Clover. | |
‘“ . “islﬁlm" Jun., Kanab., s | Wiltlam L-. Moﬂ. - !
Heury L M. Jolloy, Mt. Carmel. « 5 b Ly
: N\Mfu:m i by } i M. Sl
{Pomnae W. Smyith, Pahreat. S UTAM STAME.|
Win Do Johusen, P. B, Johnson. Bl A O SMOTT, Looverviieistine. LiPreastont
: i - - —_— —— IN JOBWye ihe brvsenannnsis :
3 Wl ¢ }Counselors.
mmn ATAKE. E Y v GRAE 2.
. talh Coun !
A N. HINCEKLEY, ..o vrvuene President. . u : :
Dawzer, THONPSON, | oo BISHOPS. i)
Jos V. Hbwrsow, .. | § Johur*n..m—mau:ua.rmacu»
Hillard County. ! Hgﬁm u*:“ |4
. | [ + 1 . S
Ioseph I Smith, Fillmore Ward, { Nepht l’lﬁ‘ ilh.‘ t
liramB. Beountt, Meadow Creex. George D. Soel) ¢ Fosle |
;l“;ﬁ-mm& BE Kmla-m Char ék Evios, EL
Feter &, Ouk Creek. Bmamht W,'Qm Lake
t- N. Chrytiauson, Leamtngton. Goeorge 'y £ 1

Thomas Yaies &.lrh
lavid B Stevens, Holden.
-

MORGAN STAKE,
WILLARD G SMITH, ..., ......... Presidout.

Garfleld Coumnty.
BISHOPR,
A

. C.
S
i I‘P:lm'

Vliliam King, Kingsecn. Piute County.

David W

3

Yaley,

¥ mm i |
' Fork.
Leonard B

John Brown,

: .m- \, Pleasant
O i< §r

sk . 3
i i

T

LS PR A i

WASATCH STAKE, |
ABRAM HATCH. ....cov e v 4 gar<s. Proaideat

.......

Wdaward W. Wade, Pieasant View.

LITTLE COLORADO STAKE.

LoT “l’cim;-.-.. [T p——— A
W 77 i
Joun Bosmwss, ... | Conuselors.

: Apasche Co., Arizonna.
BISHOPS .

Levl M. Savage, Smmet.

H. Riohards, 8t. Joseph.

LA, L. woaih, Moan Coppy.

i) Alless, Tosto iy

J. J. Adams, Presitiogy Elder, Brigham.

-

EASTERN ARIZONA SATANE.

JESSE'N. SMITH................Fresid mt.

Losead H. Harea, . Counselors.

Joseph K. Bmithville, Graham  *
Win. Elsworth, Presidiog Elder, Fores: Dale,

. BISHOPF HUATER'S AGENIS.

Beorge Oucond, Bloomi « Boar Lakoe Co.
Wm. . Preston, Logaa, Cache Co.

‘A, b ichos, Drigham, Box Elder Co.

R’ J. Taylr, Ogden, Weber Co,

Churles Turver, Morgan Oity, Morgan Co,

A rthur Siayner, Farmicgton, Davis Co

Alma Bmith, Cotlvilie, Summit Co.

Wm. Forinan, Heber, Wasatch Co.

David Joha, Provo, Utah Co.

Wm. PRrman, Neph', Juab Co.

A. A. Kimball, Fillmoce, Millard Co.

Qeo. Faraworih, Mi, Pieasant, Banjein Co
Wm. ngham, Beaver, Beaver Co.
Wm. H. Das, Parowan, Iron Co.

Jes = W. Crosby, jun , Pangultoh, Iron Co.
L. John m{. + Kape Co.

Ge0. W, Bean, Richeld, Eeyjer Co.
James 0. Bleak, 8t George, Washington Co.
(. G. Larsen, Castlesalo, Vmery Co.

Pltte D. Lymaa, Blult City, San Juaa Co.
Silas & Smith, Manassa, Conclgos Co., Col

AN OPEN

| SECRET

AMONG THE LADIES

* 'The brilliant, fascinating
tints of Complexion for which
ladies strive are chiefly arti-
ficial, and all who will take
the trouble may secure them.
These roseate, bewitehing
hues follow the use of Hagan’s
‘Magnolia Balm—a delicate,
harmless and always reliable
article. Sold by all druggists.
The Magnolia Balm con-
ceals every blemish, removes
Sallowness, Tan, Redness,
Eruptions, all evidences of
excitement and every imper-
fection.
» Itz effects are immediate
and so natural that no human
'hleing ean detect its applied-
tion,

Bdward Hunter, jun., Granisvilie, Tooele Co.

atural Pruit Flavors,

e Pri

Prepared from the ehoicest
Fruits, without coloring, poi-
sorous oils, acids, or avrtificial
Fssenecs.  Always wniform in
strength, without _any adial=
teretions or tuepurities. Have
gained their repulation from
their perfect purity, superior
styength and_guality. Admit-
text by aft who lhvave used them
us the mos. delicate, grateful
and natural javoer jor cakes,
puddings, creams, etc.

Manufactured by

——

STEELE & PRICE,
Makers of Lupulin Yeast Gems,
m- Prioce's Cream Pow=
der, and Dr. Price’s Unique Per-

WE WAKE N0 SECOWD ORADE G000S
LECAL NOTICE.

In the Probdate Court within and for
Salt Lake County and Tervilory
of Utah.

IN: THE MATTER OF THE RSTATE OF
JOHN VAN COTT, DECEASED.

NOTICE TO CREDITORS.
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Satarday, =~ Aungust 4, ISES3,
JOSEPH SMITH'SSECOND

REPLY.

HE DECLARES [PLURAL MARRIAGRE
WRONG EVEN THOUGH M8
PATHER DID TEAOH AND
PRAOTICE 1T,

Mr. L. O. TAWefield, Logsn, Utah,

Bir—Thers were no ordinances of
warhing snd annointing engaged in
al the meeUng at Kirtland; bat the
Bpirit which Lesiifies that Jesus is
the Chrlst, was there; and the pesco
thist Chriat declared that he would
give Lo Hisdieciples, filled the hearts
and controlled minds of Lthe wor-
lhllppu-. !

0 your first you siated positivel
that there were Lhose women lg
Ulal who had stated to me and my
brotlher that they were wives to my
{ather. This/ I have shown to be
untrue, If yourstatement waseor-
rect, would it not bhave been better
to gel one of more of Lhose women
to pame ihe time aod place where
such slatement was made?

There was no need for mes to go to
Balt Lake' Clty to Snd proof, if 1
were under Llie necessity Lo recelve
“universally ted reports ‘’duch
reporis are plentiful outlside of Balt
Lake City, snd are 1o better (here
than abvroad. If I am to receive
“gniversally | accepted reports,"”
Joseph Bmith was s mountebank,
Brigham Young a thief and so ab-
eltor of mutrder, Balt Lake Ciliy a
place where lust and debauchery are
at home and run riof. You are too
shrewd to hold that | am to be con-
cluded by *“univeisally acospted re-

rts.””. The remch of such reporis

too wide.' The eflect upon mnot
only Utsh agd her wmen, but uapon
the origin of the Church epd its
founders, too wide-spread and ruln-
ous for you t0 inalst upon such sn
acesplauce.

My course In Salf Take City wa+
thie: I was upon the streets dally. I
saw many of the men whom | had
seen when a boy. 1 was introduced
by Patriarch Jobn Bmith to msapy
others of the eilizens. I shunned no
one. |l declared publicly in the “In.
stitute” In answer to the guestion
whether my father did or did not
haves revelalln commanding or
permitting his elders to have more
than cune wife, that I did not knew.
That the evillences 1 had so far re-
celved had falled to convince me
that be had. That I did not kngw
whether he had or had nol practiced
piaral marringe. That I threw Lhe
burden of proof where Ii be omged,
on tho-e who sffirmaed that be had
the revelation, and ticed - the
doclrine. This was dope publicly,

church present who heard me,

The denial of John Taylor =t
Biulogne-Bur-Mer, was ocouplea
with the readiog of the artiecson
marriage then published in the Dae-
trine and Covensants, but taken out
by order of Prest. Brigham Young,
without a vots of the Church, in
1876. The lntent with which it was
read was to the charge of hav-
Ing in practice in Utah a system by
which men of the church had more
wives (with ali that the name im-
plies) than one. The language of
the book Is clear. *“We declare that
we belleve thatene man should have
one wife, and one womsan baot one
busband, except in>ease of death,
wl:n c:uhsr is at liverty to marry
agaln.’

There ia no mistakicg the denial
of Mr. Taylor®s, taken with the
article on marriage, and It iscon-
clusive, If at that time there was
in operation m aystem by which men
:iam m‘rtfhdfhm o;!ud to women es

ves, other than the one Jegal wif
of such n momentous characer u;.fi
[ am fighting againat truth ia op
paelog that rystem, Mr, Taylor was
guilty of fawehood. Technically,
Mr. Taylor’s denial was troe; the
law of ths chureb, as he well knew,
was against him and his mlrll_]:oan.
[t allowed of no such marrisges.
The formula given in the law, re-
quired the sanciion of the marriages
of the church to be *in the same of
the Lord Jesus Christ,and by virtue
of the law of the A

The reason given in the article on
Marriage for the declaraticn of be
Hef is that, “Inssmuch as thls
church of Christ has been reproach-

ed with the orime of fornication and
(the crime of) polygamy, we de
clare,” ete,

I am thankful for yopr honesty in
saying that the things/of which the
Chm&x was then accused wete *ut
teérly opposed fo ils teachinga.”
Thie, I avd my co-workers. have

been 8t ly striving to show
mdﬂnm asuch a8 youn;
is in keeping with our

ition.

Toe delay in my fat to declare
the “prineciple” (plural u:ll,l'rl_n'go
wag, and = by you attribated to!
“consequence of the prejudices of]
the brethren, and the persecution
which he well kiiew he would have
to encounter from the outalde war

herein his life wonld be endang-
r;-ed.” I do mot construe this jan-
gusge. It ia a plaln declaration
given as a resson why Joseph Smith
did not make known the revelation
If he had it,. Was )t for a like rea-
son that Brigham Young took eight
years and two months (o get cour.
age enough to make it known? You
did not eay tbat God commanded
my father not to make it known,
but that he delayed because he wall
knew that“his lhm‘mldm:h?dm-
impliedly with bein afrald?
Whence came the -d‘h-l of the
brethren? What bus ¥
to have udices against the word
of the What gave rise to, or
created thess prejadices?

I was, as Elder Joseph F. Bmith
stalea, attentive to wbat Elder O.
Pratt was saying
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and there were members of your|:

defence of 1L e temples you are bulld-
log in Utal, is the
Ju-_phfl'.ﬂuhh_

Prati did say? *That the tem
whish we are bailding in Balt Lak

I
And thst not all that were livi
1832 should rn- away until |
Temple snould be buiit,” ele., ele.

Bome one of {hose present will
member (hat afler the services I
mel Eider Peatt with two or three
others aud was ted to him on
the sireet near to the mesling houee,
and remarked to him that bhav
been born nesr the close of 1832
could hope to be ane of Lhose t.‘l_l
might be living when the the Tem-

to which he had referred should

built. To this he replied, that fo
havea pari in it would depend on
qualifications ms wellas age. ls this
also 8 misiake of memory?

The gquestion between us Is the
one. of gplurglity of wives. Is the
doctrins and the practice In
ance wilth the inciples

pr of the
Chwreh of Chrlst, as such prineiples
were revealed, and ssaid Chuprch

founded by Joa.rh Bmith?

This guesation 11 not decided by the
statement that Joseph Bmith tanght
and practiced sach dootrine, or one
slmilar to it, In secrel.
concluded ss & heretlc and a fighter
agalust God or his word, whea It js
proven that he did secrelly so teach
to w few chosen ones, and secretly so
practiee,

The Elders used to teach that if
our forefathers, or our fathers, did
““once carry thelr eorn to mill in one
end of the bag, with a stone In the
other end to balance It,” it was no
resson thal we ashould do Lhe same.
I'bat we were to dp our own think.

not in accord with the word of God,
we were lo disoard, Just so.

The Bille gives the origin of Lhe
institutipn of marriage thas:
: Aud the rmhi:a‘thn Lord G:‘Bnm tiaken
oM JuRn, 1 (] WOomna w
her vnte msa, 1 hom!oro.u:h a man leave
his fasthor and h's mothsr, apd ¢’emye unto
his wife, aud they shall bs vne riesh.

In the history of Lhe life and gen-
eration of Adam as given in Gen-
esis, there ia no hint, or reference to
but the one compaulon, ohe wor
one wife for him., Malachiseems to
have referred to it iu the langua
of the 14th and 15th verses of his
second chiapler:

Yetabe lathy compauioo aod the wife of
thy covenant. And did not he make oone?
Yet had bo the residue of the spicit. And
wherafore one? That he might seek a godly

and took two wives, and he became
a murderer,

re-peopled—Nosh and his wife; hig

For thic eause sball & man leave father and
motber, and shall a'save unto his wifer and
they twain shall be oue tlesh—Matt. 19, 15
Mark 10, 8, Epb. &, 51

The Book of Mormon history
shows that when Lehi and his fam-

of God, they went out prepared
keep Dis command; Lahi and his
sona and Zoram having one wife
each, and that only.

God bas proposed to

people a land—twice the earth,
and once n distant land from the

tthe pattern to be one man, one

twsln and twain only, one flash,

and Northrop Bweet, October, 1830,
that the Book of Mormon and the
Holy Beriptures, were given for the
inatruction of bis psople. D, & C., p.
208, Liverpool ¥dition, 1554,

In section 2 of the same work, the
Lord etatea that the Book of Mor
mon “containg the fullnees of the
Gospel of Jesus Christ to the Gen-
tlles, and to the Jews also, ‘which
!nl.u given by inspimation.”

n section 4, paragraph 8, it Is de-
clared that boean:’ e © ul: i 'ht treat-
ment of things that had n re.
celved, condemnation rested u
the Ohuroh. The Ianguage s as.
follows:

Apd this condemuation resteth upon the
ohildren of Z'on, even all; and they sE:J'I re-

lnﬂrﬂu-:érlhlﬂlwtbm" et
pent even
the Book of Mcrmon mm.mm«)--
ml m
to fog 1o that whish
ve written, that 1her may bring forth
frult mete for 1halr Faiber's klogdom, ot ber-
wise there remaiueth o sourge mod 8 Jud

Zion; for, shall tho children of the kingdom
berly lapc? \'cr)lur. I say unic you,
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) nay.~—(Liverpcol Bdition

The date of tha revelation from
which this Is quoted, s given ms
September, 1832, Golog back to
find pome of the former command-

id, | ments we discover the foliowing:

“Thou shalt love thy wife with all
thy heart, and shalt cleave unto her
and none else,”

courss delivered In the Tavernascle
atSalt Take City, Octover,_ 1859,
which was pablished i1 pamphlsei
form, “In the early rise of Lhis
Church, February, 1831, God gave a
commandment to ita members * *
wherein he says, thou shalt love
thy wire with all thy heart, and
sbhalt cleave unto her and none else.
[t was given in 1881, wheun the one
wile ;_y;&m prevalied among Lhls

of the Lord came
man, and js as followe:

Apd WM unto you, Lhat whoso
aga w

the same
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sod lbose who met (here; aud your nm:d of what was

ing, aud whatever of docirine was '.:',.

POR | ment), sald in 1869:

I8 Mareh, 1831, ol Owing,the woed | 4°°¥F
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Jaeob’s wurrant for making thia
declaration s this: “Jaecob, get thou

give (hee unto thia mp!-”
This shows conclusively, that In

_ {1830, when the Lord revealed

Book of Mormon, which was to be-
come & part of the “law” of God, to
“govern”™ His church; and in 1£30
and 1t31, when the revelations |
have guoted ware %l:m, He did
take Lhe same view that [ do, A?:
from whit you have stated, I it

until 1848, . i

You gquote the revelation of God
in 'hka: His will is set forth, and
then immediately turn and juastify
the plural wife system “becmuse of
the things which were writlen ol
David,” the vecy th mrmb-ud
by the Lord as decl by J acob.

Lel us reverse the reasoning. You
quote the langusge of Nathan:

n:':‘ a rives :“'yu: et ol s tire

Sl€rd W nio A Ve

no-oothnslan;mb; l':tmbn
besn too lttle 1 would moreover have
given unto thee such nod such things,

You them say: “From the fore’
golog is it not evident that to nesert
that -plural mar isa sin, is to

that Gad is a ner?” .
w much wiser and better is if;
Sharye Godiwiih valag duplicity sas
a w du 1y and
deceit.” This yonudem:flln]y do when
ou_#ay, or intimate that the reve.
tion “it ig lawful that a man shal)
have one wife,” was not Intended ag
a resiniction, me in the case of the
woman, ‘‘bat one husband.” In the
same way you charge God with du-
plicity, in evading the force of Ja:
cob’s declaration: .

Wherefors if T will raise up a righteous seed
unto me, I will commuand wy pis; other-
wisg, thoy sball bearken untot things.

In thisthere is no Bint that God

Tished. or my
prove that God has dealt deceltfally

The commandment ta Noah was| with the Oliurch, ss such construc- | to lie.
completed In the saving of the|tion.of imphled, reselved and double | has the right to
mesans by which the earth was to be | meaulugs would certainly do If they | thing Is heavena law In 1831 and

wera correct, you have proved Him

three sons and one wife each—no | to be a hypoerite, which you prac|is heaven’s
more. The New Testament shows | tically oharge Him with belog—and| not Lelleve thalt the reve'atiop, o
& fall endorsement of this by Cherlet: | in such case Ho ls no better than 8 | called, came from God. Batuil it
| |sinner—of the two, s hypoecrite is

mone deapicable than s sinner,
I do not need to eay thsat plural

1] marriage & & sin on unjust or uniair

gmn’nd. God, through Jacob, de-
positivaly that it is sn sbom.

iy left their land at the command | ination. *Truly, David and Solo: | tion open to all.
to| mon had many wives and concu-| has provielons for only a few,

bines whioh thing was sabominable
before me.” Jacocbhb ealled it w
lgreeser erime.” That section on

called It & “grime.”

If he who commits & critae Ju not
He who odmmanda a crime is as
It G

command s obeyed. ocom-

The Lord stated to Ezra Thayer | manded Joseph Smith to take more | under lis zlrlhcu. Who suthor-

wives than Kmmas, while she lived,
He commanded & thing that He had
forbldden by a revelatiou called bz
Orzon Pratt in 1869, a “hLoly law.
Mr. Pratt said:

If the mrmbars of the Charoh had under-

love iheir oo wife with all their boarts, and

to gleave 10 uote other,they would bave come

:wn&r‘me ourie Aod coudeinnntion of Ged's
W

This holy law given of Gl was
the exact counterpart of the oue
given to Lehl,

Mr. Pratt (a Danlel come fo Judg-

The Lord, thiough His servant Lohl, gave a
! /that they shold hive bug one
wife. and by, after the deathcf Lenl,
sowne of his ptaterily bagaa to disregard the
siriot law that God bad glven (o sheir fatber,
took more wives thaa owe, and tke I.atJ
put them in ulnd, tarough His gervant Jaco
oue of the sons of Lehl, of this law, and
+«and

thém 1hat 1hey - Were iransgressig it
then referred :ilvﬂlnd Solomon as having
mmwdmmm o His s'ght,

History ats itself, for now, I
the son of !maph_ Smith, throvugn
whom the “hLoly law” clied by Mr,
Pratt came from God, which com-
manded the men of the Chureh to
bave but one wife sach, now call
the attent'on of & peuple claimin
to beor that Church, and remind
them that they are tranegressing
that law by taking more wives than
one. [ furtber declare to that

Je, in Lhe language of the of

dommanded to bear, the
more wives than obe ls “abomi.
nybie’ before God.

It is proved beyond question thai
this mosogamic rule iled §
the Chureh fiom 1830 to 184
any rati-) by command of
H it he noted like himeelf and

sble, he could mot In
1848 give a law contrary to It. If he
did be muet be changesble. This
s hls charaoter sis God.

pensation,
inttioned It in the New Testa.
ment, and in the Doctrine and Cove-
nants; and hencs Is not a party to
this new revelation that brands hia
Father with belng a changealle
Jehovah

n hi md,mm-%

not h sald what I
did sbecanse it was
Pleaae

avidently 00m+
d . {

staesse.
adnes e s I

Ing of | ¢

and him alone.

L/

YT LT

son, for his wives drew
n

from God b
u':z:ulhhnldm?nd "

.

In this statement my father ur

rali.

vﬁuﬁmldn be tried. W Lo
ror? n-u_d' as Hyram W

1844, “No such docirine ls taught
here” {Nauvoo).

This elalement agrees perfecily
with the one made by Eller W,
Marks, that some (ime before wmy
fllher'l death, e told him to go be-
fore the High Conncll, and there
prefer charges Et Buch men;
and that he wou!ld go upon tlLe stand

prociaim Inst the doetring;
ps It was from the devll and would
deatroy Lhe Chuorch if It was not put
down. This was either a plece i
clerical duplicity and deceil, or was
a genuinoe effort to pnt s stop to whet
whas hind in secret of which know-
ledge hiad come to bim. Nor does it
take on the form of Implicating
bhimself as pne of Lthe gulily uvnes
It does not warrant ihe couclusion
5 peogondnd againet by Tresidsnt
a . residen
lh’:kl before the Counc{l. Nor is It
common senfe to say that Joseph
Smith was 0 greal a bungler as to
on lhe stand aod publicly de
noancs what he was secretly praoc-
ticing, ifsnch practive was known.

The testimonles from the wilness-
es you offer-1 am familiar with; and
many of them will not bear cross

Nor am ] | €orrect, He aid not change His view | examination; as I eould essily de-

moustrate If | had the witnesses In
a oourl whele bhearsay, wenial
reaervations und other men’s elate-
ments can not be alfnmed as know-
ledge. ’

1t 18 unnecaasary to attempt lo

rove that Joeeph SBmilth secretly
&ugl.t and praotived celestial or
plural marriage, or polygamy. For
when that ia proved, Lhe lssve re
mains unchanged. All that could
be effacted Ly it,aafar &3 I am con
cerned, would be lo Jesgen my re-
apec) for him as & man,and give nie
oue meore heart pang to bear
life, And i It be prov
dictated the mlloged

at be
révelation, or

were necessnrily the
because

the history of |of temples

- =

ple of God
they were bullding temples.
Lot me repeat that no reve-
Iation bas mwdea' mﬁl;th

An m’ .
George and Balt Lake City. The
authority cialmed by you in your
reply is said to be a general one,
nce came this general com-
man ;! The rule was that wheu-
ever any house waa (o be ballt to
the Lord it was it commnanded.
This was the case of Lhe Tabernscle,

mod, and the ore st Nanvor] and
the command given ln 1541 fovs mot
regd, “my people are always com-
manded Lo butld temples wnto my
pawe.”! The langurge of Uhis com«
meand le sfecial, sud '@ of & ehmtiar
nature to the one refarred to by
Javol: It 1 will rale= op n 1ightecus
reed 1 will command my people,”
ghowling that the Lord por 1o
be obeyed, This ia seen vy the lext
of Bee 124, par. 49, of your editicn of
ths Doolrine snd Covenants for
1578, This thowe (bat the wash-
Inge, baptisme, sintates snd Jodg-
mente, ete,, ars “ordained Ly the
ordiuence of mwy Aoly Aowss whiok
wy yeoplé are siways com

to build unto my holy name.”

The word hounse s slogular, and
in raph 40 the Lord said, “Let
thisa hovss Le Luilt vnfo my name,’”
This confines the commwand to the
‘ bouse” at Nauvou, and doss nol
warrant one at Salt Lake Oliy, Man-
t', Bt, George or Logan, It ls notm
general command to bulld Temples,
It Ja shown by the guotation that
Jider Joteph F, Bmith makes from
Mr, Praté for December 10th, 1876,
that no one of the Temples i Utak
i ihe one spoken of by the Prophst
as the cne to be bullt In Zicn in the
generailon counting from 1882, ar
Hwhile some are JAving who lived in
Ltbat year.” Thia shows that Utah
I wot Zion, Bat the law, the gen-
aial one under which you clalm to
have besen bullding deciares that it
I “In Zion and her stakes,'” that
those places (houses) where baplisms
for Lhe dend, eto., nie to be perform-
ed. The fiee and prcper rendsriog
of this etatement, “*which My peo-
ple arealways commanded (o build,”
is that the pecple aliall not atlempt
to. bulld, without & command iu.

the “copy” which 1s all that you can cludin : place sand manner of bulld-
alaim, lrt' would not prove elther the |Ing. That God’s ple shall not
revelation, or the doctrine to be of | piesame to bulld & house, & "l‘uupb
God, or bindlng on Latter-dsy |unto the Lord, ugjets such hoase
dalnts, I am pot £o particularly | shall first be orde by Hm, If It

strenuoua to assert my father’s Inno-

cepoe, e may bave been gullly, I
prefer not to belleve 1L, Batif be
was, Ishall not evade the lssue, nor
my duty se [ know it betause of that
gullt, Bin is not made legal, or
tll'::lelll,' lo my ey<s because my father
1 admit Glod’s power to change., 1
do not adm it His right tochasge His
Iaw, without reserving to rayself the
right to declare him changeable
et the terching of bhls own word

Iamech degarted from this rule | will change the rule then estab-|[ do not belleve thalt God has the
part, when yeu|rightlolie. I do not Lslleve that¥

Jesus Christ, Hls Hon, hus (he 1l
I do not belleve that sither
gay f(hat one
ihat ancther and coulrary thing
law In 1843, 1 do

did, It ls an unjust and ¢ruel thing;

#0 tulally unllkg Lhe “‘new coven-

ant,” the Book of Mormon, that it
makes God to sbultlfly himself. The
New Covenant, the everiasting gos-
pel, hag provialons for life and salva
This revelation
The
gos provides for sil man, this rev-
eia for a few only.

But, saprose that it be conceded

Here are three oceasions when | marrisge adopted by the assembled | that the revelation came from God
ple, or re- |[quorums of the Church In 1838, | and that Joseph Bmith “hsd the

keya of Lthe power” to adminisver In
the things named in it. That he

old world—and each time he showa |® sinner, pray tell me what Is he? | was the *‘cnly one on earth” at the

time suthor’zed to recelve revela-

woman, one husband, one wife;|gullty as he who commits its, If the | fions from God as to who hi,and

to say who should not receive wives

fzed Young todo 1?7 He
dld not receive It from Joseph
Smith., [t was not conferred lu the
revelalion on sny one but Joseph
Bmith. Brigham’s appolntment by
the peuple to te the Presldent did

- | taken to vary from the law given in 1531, to | not confsr It, He declared that he

$4was not a prophgt, nor the san of
pne.” Who gave Joseph Bmith’s
wives to be Brigham Young’s wives,
What bosiness had he to take
them to himseli?

The lodging of such & power In
ong men’'s hsandei—that of dicwating
that one here may, or suall inke
such and such & womsn, or such
woman fo wife; and tbat one thers
may or shall not take any—Ils a must
dapgerous thing to do, 1t offers to
such a man an opportunity and an
foducement to proetituts hils pro-
phetic charscter to greed, love of

. and the lust of the lesh that
may not be reaicted. Joseph Bmith
noi not long have been free from
such Infloencee; and It I8 poselble

1rougn | that the eleven montha that he ex-

erclsed 1, If your theory & a frue
one, witnessed his corru + That

Young in the exercise of it
for the twenty-five yeara belween

K | 1882 and 1857 was frea frops ita bale-

fal powers, 1a more than [ believe,
o et A
ow‘; friends '::'ld be appalled. .

revelation. Jm did not
him ms his sucoesscr. The

and at Joseph

mith’s death did not confer such
suthority. The revelation iteelf did
not er it, nor does it comisin
any provision for m successor: “And
[ have appointed unto my servant
Joreph to hold this power In the
last days.” This Is the lan-
e of the revelation itself and

lg the power l% h{;

was
m Y

-
1876:

is at any time eszentix]l to His pur.
that one thould be bullt He
will command It to be done.

That you have vallt many does
nat prove that any pueof them was
commanded, If ofi’y one had besn
bullt it might be a possible presump-
tion that It had teen ordered. Tre
bullding of more than one renders
the ;u_uu::‘;t!on gocd thal noue Whe
of m pmanded,

Asother thing that ls fadledtive
that the Templea 1u Utah are not
accepled of God e Lhie:

L]
Amd If my people will backen usto my

b | volow, nod unto 1he voloe Of Wy serviuee

w I bave aprojuted to ‘eud my psope,
Inm. varlly wnlo youl, Lhey ahell ot

be woaved out of ILH'M

The people were “moved ont of
{ thelr place.” The ‘only conclusion
that eun be drawn from this is at
they did not harken; that there jwas
something dove that was not .
manded, or sfomething comman

that ‘was left undone, You ean
take which of those horme you
pléasd. The fact ol discbedlence re-

mains,

{ you will look up Lthe snyinge of
FPrea. Young, you will find she re-
po.tef m sermon delivered ai St
Ueorge, Javuary let;, 1877. In thut
vou will find something like this:

‘We (hat are here dre enjoying & privilege
that we have no knewiedge of uny othtr pee-
Pl enjoyiog sinoe Lhe daye of Addm, thad u
to have a Tem ple compleled, whereln ali the
ondinuoces uf et Howee of van be bes
sowed upou His |eopi. . . * We
built ooe 8t Nauvoo. | eoulkd plok out severs
before me DOW thial were there when It was
bulis, sod koow Just how mwch was Salshsd
And WEAt WAl done. It was trus we left
brethren there with oLions to Minsh i,
and toey got It nearly compdeted tefcre 14 was
purned; butl tho baine Boy 8w joy it

Brigham Young koew thatl the
Temple at Nanvoo was not Oonishea.
He kpsw thst when It was borned
it hau been let to & company of mel
who ptopored e8 ablishing a school
of some eortin it. He kuew that It
had not been socepted socording lo
the terms of the revelativn by wha b
itwas suthorisad 1o be bmilt, ke
knew also Lthat no command o bulld
Lemples ln Utah had teen gilven.
Tuere I8 no general law by whicu
the people were commanded to build
Templer, Houses of worship they
might erect. They wers aud e
necessary for the spiritual weil be-
ing I:l l:D. rot;‘ple;n' In them the
1D 8 of Lthe ew Uovenant
{:l Bl:nk of Mormon, the Uoor.i
may be taught; bat ia them no tee
ret endowweni®, nor oathe, nor
Rt ool i b
r s AL admia-
latered. |
== Ihe people of Utah wre entitled 1o
ed:t for the energy avd industry
they have displayed 1n the erectiun
of inoke places of wombip. Bo wre
the memoers of the Re-orgenization
for the bullding of $he bouses of
they have bullt.
“The iaw of the Church ia that i
God can reveal cue thing He can
another.'”

Phis \s snother of, your mistakes;
1Tone

the Elders was that i God ever byd
the power and did reveal Himse!l to
Ry et it R
. «r Bge
disper saticn. Buat that whepewir
He does revenl Himeell, such reve.
lation will bes in harmouny with ¢)1
former revelations on the same »ub-
Jeot. ‘That He will not contrsdict
Humweel ; thet Inter revelations of
His mind will not be In cor et with
lb::- bx fore given expressive uf His
' -
This i= “common rente.” Buch a
pulthn.rtnln men to bulld ou
revelntious of the t!-ulptmqn‘bo

Book of Motmon, snd the revels-
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Solomon’s temyple, the one at Kut- .




