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Neutly and promptly executed.

Sacred to the Memory of
JOHN SMITH, PARTRIARCH.
The father and friend afthe f-ﬁmful iz goms,
To resl with the worthy of God,
His value on Farth, t them imly was known,
And the Sajnt< in their haav*nly abode,
Thro' Lhe sunehine ana show 'r of oppreasion or poace,
In the caute, he wasloving and tme—
#{ig #T rta and blegsinzs, wore still ty fnerease
All the pood fu the saxints, thet be Knew,

A1 1 oft wiien the storm.cioud 8f vengence pnfled high,
And no dape £ the sabnts ot in heaven,

#i# woir 19 {n their bieg<ingd 10 theni ever nigh
Cheared thejr souls, tho' maltreated, and driven -

Well they knew that his words were re¢orded above,
Which God"s apirit indited beluw

Frr, that spirit within 1l:em aave patisnce acd fove,
Tou'crcome thelrafiction, nnd woe.

Lixe old father Lacoh, hi- lived to bebald,
The guthteine, npd salnts, place of rest!

And the blessing: whieh Josaph hit nephe w furetold
Should crme on thg tribas af the we=st,

To inhorit tht Iemd, where the chasen of God,
Like the +2ml on the kenshors wonld grow!

“Till the pywe-of the prisathned, like Anron’s rud!
Wouid flours b, %inidat mations laid low.

In the falnasa of age, when his warfare wan o'er
Like aileh mellow handful meom,
Hia spisit alof to the righteons did goar,
Bloss'd to Join the a<samblies frst-born.
Yes3, whers Josus, and Juseph and Ayruwn are trowned
With the Mar yrs sternal rewara,
Fs will git with tha ancieats in glory renowned,
Tilt the Earth is radcem®d by the Lord. —-Lrox.
Q. 9. L. Gity, Jul 29, 1854,

fCopvright Sscureil. |
HISTORY OF JOSEPH SMITH.
T Murca, 1840,

Wdasalay, 18th,—*Quincy, Ulinots, Aduny
conaty, March 18,1040 1 Juesh Snumaker do
cortily that I went bick to the Stats of Mirsouri
about the frat of Q:ebar fust, with the caleulss
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when the inhabitants began 1o thresten us with pers, that you hive coms out for Huarrison. 1 is
destrucrion. I was at work in my fi=ld, and a suid that the informntion cama hy sons gentlenun
man by the Lame of Allen nud others with Lim,; who obtxined it from yon, whilst in your coma-
came slong and erisd ont. Mr. Pettegrew you ure ' ny in pussing thre® the State of Tudivna.  Aneh-
at work us tho' you wus driermioed to stay here, e1 paper sitatea thut | (XK honses are to be buil in
but we ure determined that vou shull leave the Commerce this season, which 1 hope is the truit.
county immediutely. [ replied thet I wus a free| T would just oliserve (on the subject of our Ia-
boru citizen of the United States, and had doue siners) I um sorry Judge Young hud not iusistd
harm to no man. I therufore ¢laim protection by on the motiou to print eur papers, as it waold
the law of the land, snd thut the law und Consti- | have heen oppasad; then k speech fromn Clay, pd
tution of the lxnd would not suffer themn to com- | Mr. Preston woald huve been brought forth, u I
mit so horrid a crime. Thoy then replind, thut{have since learned; but I thiuk it war a tricliof
the old law aud Constitetion is worn out, and we the Missouri Senators to slide it olong withut
aro obout to nieke 2 now oue. {mrking n noise_ by its goiug 10 the Committe: as

1 was ata mecting whare we had met for pray- it did.  Judge Youug siys he was unxious 1o hve
er. und 2 man by tha nime of Masters came and ' it brought hefore the Cammittre, but sseined iv-
desired oo interview will us; he then stuted that posedio let it siide along easily rather than un
he was seut by 1 nioh to fnforn ur, that if we the risk of its being rofus .
would fors ke our Morinou aud Prophet religion,! If he had Jet thoss speech=s beon mude, ahmnat
and became of thelr relipion, they the mob would f every one wounld hsve rwad them; which wold
be our brothers, and weuld fight for us; but if vou | huve shumed Miss -uri, {if there {s any shamoin
will not, we are reudy sad will drive you fromn the hor) und wuksd up the whole country, fo thut iy
county. another year, Congress wonid do something »r

A lew days after this, a large mob came to my {us. But there is uo need of erying for spilt mi:.
house, commanded by General Moses Wilson,| I have done all I could in this malter. dependig
Hogh Bruzie, und Lewls Franklin, und brokatou the good indgment af Judgs ¥oung o I-girlle
down my door, and liurst Into iny house, atwied | for us te the beat advastuge. T am inclio-d
with guns. clubs, and kniver; some of thrm wers | however, to think it it was s error, it was one
pulated red and llhek.  This wasin the ulght uod | of the head, »ud not of the heart.
my family was much {rightrned. They threaten-|  Mr. Hotchkis: of Fuir Huven, Connacticut, ha
ed me with Immedinte death if I did not leave the | addressed a letter to yourself, hrother Rigdon »nd
plues.  After murh sbuse they let us for the! mysell, which seems to be wrilten with nuch
night, but in & few days sfler, they returped and Eond feeliug. He# d-sires to know conceruisg our
arove ma and my fumily into the street, pot suf- | business hera,~juviting us tonak: his hisase our
farlng na to teke anythlng with nge  Eaw tint we | home, should we travel in that reyion.  He writes
must go or @ ; we wont sonth to Vun Buren|that his hieulth is vory bad. I huve heew tatking
county in company sith elghty or uinety others.| with Mr. 'S cward concermng 2 mewnorial-—re-
1o a short Une aftar. 1 return>d to my furm and | questing him to bring It hefore the Honse; who
found my house plundered, ry griin uud crop,| hus prowiied todo no if he cor. He saye he wil
steck, und =ll my furm and furming tools biid tdk with some= of the membe= respreting it |
w st and destrayed; and shortly ufier my house | have answaered Mr. Hotehkisstletter this day, and
was buraed to nahes. sent i the report of the Consmitice. E.H

I catled on E<gnire Wentern of Independence,| At this time the work of tle Linrd Is apreading
and enquired af him If ha tould inforn ms what | eapidty in the Luited Staies d Englund-—=eldera
#il this mobhing and riot maaat, informing him | are travellng i zhinoat e rerydirection, aud mult-

tion thilve with my family, but fnding it i-ngas-
sible, a5 the m b aurr mindsd iny house uad thireat-
ened my with my We,—s1y tithe amount nf
twanty or thirty of tham,— wnd whilst they ware
quurreling b wut mo, what thay should d + aud in
waal way thay should dizposs of me, [ crept out
of the buck wiadow und made nuy escupe; nnd
leaviog my Femily to their most scdsions sbus-
es; my wile and oldast daughisr burely cscaping
fromn their unh Iy &3 igna.

1 waa thiug a sscead t ne obliged to leave tiie
State, nr remsdn ul the risk of my life. The for-
meT witerasdive Iehose. My losssustsined hy the
abve mantioned abuses. was not a3 thau thres
hundred dollars. A lot of land contaiufug forty
acres, fur which I paid four dollurs per acre, situa-
ted in Caldwall emnty, was nnjn Uy and nolow-
fulty tikea fro-n me, and is siill ret tined by soma
peracu or persoui to¢ m3 unkaewa. [ hereby
cortify that the abve is n trne st trinant.

JACN3 SHUMAKER.™

Sworn ta bofors C. M. Wo ds.

Thnraluy, 19th.— -1 Lavl Richiwrds a re idaat
of Quiucy, Advns county, Iitincis, peactiti mer
of madjaine, cartify thut in tha yesr one th naind
eight bundred aod thirty elght, I wua a eltizen
of Fir Weat. Caldwoll county, Miss url, and that
to the fui of said yeur, T saw the city iuvadad by
1 uumerous araied soldiery, who compelled its
inh ibitats to sucroudsr, give ua thair Bresaring
znd submit to their di-tatlan. They than set a
strong guied round the eity, theraby praventing
egress or jugres, without speciul parmission.—
Thaa thov ¢ silocied th citiz i< logst!ier npon tha
Public Square, [ e ruud them u steang gu rd
of soldi~ra, ond then ut tha mouths of their vilt-=,
competled them to sign whit was termed a Dad
of Trust, thershy dapriving thain of all their prop-
orlv und civil rights.

hia occupizd several daye ol most inclemont
weather, when they were brought to the sime
ord»r by Genory| Clark. and I judg» same fortv
or fifty were mada epeciul prisaners by him. At
this tima he delivarcd his speech to the Morm -ns,
which hus been publighed. and which is subsatan-
thilly correct. 1 was compull=d by & company of
men arined with rifl+s, to isive mny hause, sud go
to Captain Bogart’s camp, (he commanded 28 |
undsrelned, a part of the guard which sutround.
ed theritv)upon o ludirect cherg: or insinu ition;
wag dotufned 4 prisoner two divs, exunined and
than libsrated. 1 then ask-d the clark of tha
company, wha hnd been my keeper, the following
qeastl ina, which hoe resdity answered :—

Wore thess wmen who agsscred the Mormons
at Haun's mili, out onder the Governo’s order,
or wera they mobbers?

A.—~Mobbers.

Arn Cuptnin Cornetivs Guiltuin nnd his eompa-
ny ont hy legal vuthority, or are thoy mobbers?
bhars.

Where ara thwe mohhers now?

A.—Thoey have j ined the vrmy.

Thia compiny ut the snrrender of Far West,
ware prioted liks Imtans. The army wore a
budgs of red (Blnod!!!). Tauw alurgs amounut of
tnmbst wnd tirnber destroyed, and uva-d for fual by
the snldlers. Tha destructiou of ¢ stti, hogi. 2.,
stomed te be their spott, aa tirie camp nud the
fislds teatifind when they withdrew. An excellent
gun wag taken from me, which I huvs never sten

]

Gauarml Glark, where (hey kept us n uatnber of

of the d~struction und plundering of my house; to | ted#s are leing buptized.

which ha gave mo no sutisfuction, but Insnited me|  Wedussdwy, Aprit 1, 1846—Fuir Hiven, lst
and treated me roughly. Governor Bopes lived | April, 1841, Rer'd. Josept Smith, jr—My Deur
iu the eounty, and 1 have scen him passiug thro’{Sirr—Afier writiog vou d, wnd then goiug to
amoug as [u our great distress aud give no ntten- 1 Philsdelpiii+, und not findiig vau, I uddressed u
tion to our distresses, IHa waa then Livutenant |leiter to Washington City. and received 4 reply
Goaveruor of tha State. On my retura to my | from Judge Highee, by wiich | firat learned of
fumily in Ven Buren gonity, [ was much abnsed | your return to [llinols; anc it the saine time T got
by u mnn by the name of Brudy; hie said he would | the Committee's report, wyou yaur spplicution o
kil me f ever I attampted to go to wny farm, or if | Congress for rodress of tte outmges perpetrated
ha gaw me pussing that wavegdu. | returced to {upon yonr people by the Missouriuus. [ am not,
wmy funily, and ina faw days after, u l.'.ompany‘l I niust coufess, much dimppoioted in the result;
nf ines came where we lived, und atid thiey would  us 1 know the vaceilating, fawuing churseter of
zlll my blaod if [ did not leave the pliee inm2-  muny jv both Houses of Cougress; and these ure
distely.  The lead -3 of this compony wer=, John ' not their worst irils ether, for they not only
Carnet, Thoinus Langley, and Hezekish Warden; [ lick the mora! couruge 1o do right, bat will do
thay lived in Jucksn county. what they know 10 be pesitvely wrong, if they
This wus {u the cold winter, and our aufarings | exn muke politieal cupital by ity snd will abindon
wora great. 1 flod seross the Missonri river to| you, me, or any oue else, With perfect indiffer-
Cliy county, whe-e I liv=d thras yeare: in which | ¢nce, wud heurtless treachery, if by doing It th ¥
tine T oftent henrd Judge Cumeran and Athers sav, (con oblain goverumentsl favor, or political pra-
thit your Monnoas ennnot get your rights in any | ferment. I we should not put our fuith in pris-
of the eourts of the npper conntry; and [ had not|ces. it unpeurs most empluticlly trie, that we
thn privil -ge of voting us « free citizen. alould repose uo coufid=nce lu politiclaus. The
[ moved ta Caldw.li eonnty, bought land and idea conveyed fn the report, thul exact justice will
opened & gnod furm, and fived in prace until the| e met~d 10 you by the judiciil tribunals of Mis-
summraer and )l of 18458, when mohs arose in | &ourl, is too preposternus to require comment. It
the counties round ahout, nnd I with the rest was|is Indeed o new doctrine, that we shon'd upply to
obilged to tilis up arma in sell defence; for tha|rabbers, or their supporters, to condeinn ihem-
cry wa. thal moh law should prevull, If we stood | selves lstresture the vaiuibles they have atol-n,—
1z inst them, unt! the army came and took us #li{uud to betruy cacl otiier for the murders they
prisenere of wor. I with the rest was ohliged to! hve commiti-d.

sign @ deed nf trust at the polint of the sword. T{ [da ot beli-ve (the' lum sorry to g1y i1} that
with sixty others was 3:lected antand moreiied 1o | you will evar recafye g just or honorahls rumuu-
Richinond snd Ray connty, by the comusand wf [eratiou for your loss-s of properly, ar any rep-
uration for tha pers sl indigniti «s. privetivus wnd
suff:rings, which your people hove sustuined u

weeks; protonding to try us as treosonars und mur

darers. At length T ohiwained iny liberty, und re-
turned 10 my fumily 1o Cidwell county; and 3
fonnd that thers wis no safery there, for there
wis an law, bat oll a sei-ne of robbing. zud plun-
dering, and stenling. Thev wer- nbaut to teke -
ag i, and J w.g oblignd to leuve my jamily and
fla» to lllingis. in alwout twoe meonthe my family
arrived, having s4ffored much abuse aud loss of
health snd property. Scou after thearrival of |
my family, my aon, u voung maun, died; aud 1 a1
tribmte his derth to the eoust Larberity of the mob
of Mlsroun, he being & prisoner runong them, aud
fiaviag suffr «d much hocause of them.
My fath-r waose a soldier, and accved iu the Rey- |
slutiopary War under the great Washington, hut
1 have not had protection on my own lnmis; und
1 have uot been parmitted to sen my furm in dack:
son connty, Missour, in seven yrars. Soldicrs
wern slationed or quartered [u dilferent parts of
Far West; and they Ursted us roughly, threatea- |
tug to shoot us, atd mukiog ose of anythiug they
plecned, such ss burning howse tinher and rxﬂi!uj
|

ond gardan fences, und stesding and pluudering
wint they pleasrd.
When 1 wus at Richmond, a prinoner befor:
Judgn King, we sent for many witnoes-a; aud
whan thev enme, they were taken nnd cast into
prison with us, and we were not permitled to have|
suy wituess-g, The dny I came out of privon,
they compelied me to sign a writing which wes
not true, or remyiu in prison.

DAVID PETTIGREW."
Sworn td hefore D. W. Kilhoura, J. P.
Thus I huvegiven s few of the multituds of af-!

ot hoard of since, A gun that was laft in my care
was tilten at the sams time, which I aftersvards
feund with Wiley B. Willisms of Richmond, (re-
putsd ona of the Groverner's Aid~s) to oblain
which 1 had to prove proneriy, efinn before a
isteate, and pay suid Witlivne fifty centa?!!

mi
I?wuacnlled to extract led. dress the wounds, | going afflavite;—aud all by the awuction of the | ple.

fidnvits which milght be given to substantide the |
fucts of oar persecurion nnd daath in Missouri |
When the brethren left Missouri, they weml
poor, having been plundered “of evetyihing vilued
by mobs.  buach of it was dous 1 nder the eye of |
t'ia Governm-~nt Offic>rs, nccording 1o Lhe fore-

Missouri. T greatest reliauce yon have for re-
gelning your wenlth s iy the lion srabis conduct of
yuur propla—thsir pure moruls—their correct
habits—~Ttheir indefitigible 1ndustry—their nutic-
ing perseverunce—and their well directed anter-
prize. Tiwse constituts o enpltul which can nevip
ba shuken by nian, and forui ihe busis of all that
is greit iu cornmerciit infuence, or i the atmin-
ment of preuulry power,

Judge Hivhes informys ma that Mr, Rigdou ie
probubly iu New Jerscy. It wonld have afforded
wy much pleusure, to have seed yoa all st my
house, nnd it wes my intsution to speud some
Lime a1 Washiagton whils von were thore; bul iy,
haslih Las bezn se very fufinn, that it hes pre-
ventsd me from exeenting nearly all the areaage-
wnanta 1 hud proposed for mys:lf for the luat eight
innths,

K 1owing the additions constantly joining your
povily, it has oecurred to e thut some of them
may be nnprovid d with farwing kinds, and I men-
tion al this Lliaw, that [ am futerested in a traot of
whoat 12,000 nores of very choic + funds conist-
ing of {i:nber novd proieis, fifteen 0 twenty wijl s
from Bpringfi-ld, upon whi-h Mr. Gillatg gnd <- v
erul otier fumilies ars settiad and culiivating most
=xenllaut Furms. [t is oue of the best ucighbor-
hoody in the State.

I do not linew whnt my coparfners in this tract
would say shout dispusing of whal remains un-
sold of the trac),(ssy eight te nine 1housand nrres)
but I shonld be dispossd ta sell upon resonubls
t-nins, provided from wenty to forty families, val-
uuble fur their prudence, fndustry and good hubits
from your soci-ty, cuu he found to form u small
colony of pructical funiers. 1 am also inlerericed
witlt the same guatlemen in lenda near Rock Riv-
er, lu Heory und Mercer countles, and belfeve this
would an muuy accouuls, be another vxtremely
drgirubls pluce or location for u colony of vour jiro-
1 lave g:kd nothing to thuse owning with

&e., for several persons {suints) who were shot |Stuts of Missouri, va the acts of her Leglshiture [ine relative to 1his subiact, but supposs lhey

in the abave seige, two of whom died.

Liamedie | teatify; and being sa numeroua they were abliged | would be gorerned naterially hy two consid -

ataly previous to the nbave lraasictiony, and for 2 | to scatter over the State of [liuois aud dilf:rent|tious; numely, te characters of tie pureh sers,
lone U ne hafora, thn Citizans of Culdwell, und par- Stutes to g-t hread nnd clothing—so that but few and the faet of their lwing setun! settlers or not.

tienlarly Far West, wera ealled npon to wateh for
mobs by duy, and guard agningt them Ly night,
till it beceme a burdan almost ininlarble.

LEV1 RICHARDS.”

Sworn to bel 1o C. M. Woods, Clerk Circuit
Court, Adwns Co.. [llinois.

Frid iy, DMh.~— [ Girson Gateu do hershy oar-
tify that [ was residing in Jucksoen connty, Mis-
sari, in tha full of the year 1333, sud lind been
for tha spacanf uhont ons yaar. 1w ut o meet- |
§ng e day for worship, whon a mun by the uame
of Musters cam> to us stating thit he wis sant
by tha mob (o inform us that if we would forsuke
o:iir r-thrion. thoy were willing to be our brethren
and figit for us; bat if nat, aiid ha, our young
mapn are resdy, and wa cun sCiree constrain theimn
from tulling tipan you, and cutling you to pinces.

Vaceonnts ugalnst Missouri could be coliected witl:-

out doreasonnble exertions.  About 431 jadivid- |
uls gave in their cldma againet Missouri, which |
I praemted ta C-mgreﬁu—ﬂnmlmliug 10 ubout
1,331,041 51 1-2 Cents; louving umul
titud= wnore of sliniwr billi heresfter to b prosent-
ed—which Il not actiled imrnediately, will ere long
amouel te u handsome sum-—increusing by com-
porud interest.

Tuesday, 24th.— W ashingtou City, March 24,
1849, Daar Brother:—OQur busin+as is ut last
end+d here. Yeosterday a resolution passed the
Seuats, thut the commiiten ghould be dischurgnd;
and thut we might withdraw the accoinpauying
popars, which [ have done. 1 haveulso tiken ul
copy of the Memorial, and wunt to be off for the
West immadiately. [ have not gotten a letter

If you think two smsil colouies of the rigin anrt
can be forined from your soclety, you wil oblige,
iy inforadng me at your earlivat opporlunity.—
The price of the baliuee in the traet gear Spring-
fieid, inclnding un avermge proportion of 1imber,
and an nver.g« proportion of prairie, T should
think $4,50 per ucre.  None of the prudriz aloue
has beens sold for leas than threedellars, and some

ut thive snd « helf; uud [ wn confident that feur

utid a hali doflars for tinber aud prairie 1s very
lew, and especislly as a credit excepi lfor u smull
amount would be extended te the purcliasere.—
The other truct s nearly ali prairie, but the fin-
estsalection of that region. It is probably worth
three and a half dollars per aere.

As 1y paper is out, [ have ouly room to re-
quest my respects pragented ol fiisnds at Com-

Sson after this, thera cams n large company of from Presidant Rigdon, altho' I huve frequently |meree. I bog vou te tell the editor of the Times
mon, unned to my place, and with much threat- | writteu o him. 1 have recelved a letter frotn | and Seusons, that ux soon as my health allows me
ening, nnd profune worde, ordered me 0 ba gous: brother Bannett, stating thst he wus in the Jer-|touo to the Bunk, I stull eend thom $10.

by the next duy, or they wonld kill ms and my  ssva, and thal he was calenlating to have me come
family; in conseqnance of which throatening, wethal wuy and go home with hin: und also that he!
quit our howss in the month of November, leuving _ had bnvivess which he wanted me to nttend to nt]
moat of our eflents; suffaring very much with cold, the office liere- When he lust wrote, ia staiad
futigus, und hunger, we took 01 the priire und that e yel ho had no money to gst home with,~—
went pouthward twenty miles or more, where we and I hardly kaow wihat course to take in regard
stayed a fow weaks. But «till being threatened by
the inob, we removed to Cluy rounty, where we
Hved in peice untit the fall of 188, when a mob the Weat,

aroae sguinit the peopie uf the Church of Liattori  There {s one honest Qunker-looklng sart of “
Day Safuts, whon wae wers ngiin ohlized to leave man here, by the name of Willism Green, (iast-ad
out home. snch aufety fu another place for & few of John Greau e [ statad in a letter 1o brather
weeks. When we returned, onr houss Iad been Rohinenn) who hoa twae iron printing-presses, |
breken open, and theleck ofa trunk hraken open, with ather things nscessary, that would coge 10
snd the most valuabls eontenta thereof tuken Commerce, provided yett could find work for him,
away; the mogt of our hedding and furniture was wad Inform hin of the same. How much work
either stolen ar deatroyed; and we were then or- themis o do | kuow not; therefore merely write,
dered to leave the State. thet if such & mui »nd estiblisbment are wanted,

GIBRON GATES."

|you could euaily ohtain them, or would Loow

Sworn to befors David W. Kilbourn, J. P whare they could ho obtninod. He belleves as!

'This i 1o certify that | Devid Pettigrow was rruch ia our roliglon as uuy other, but not mach |
acltizen of Jackeon couny, Missourl, and owned inony.

Yeours in the Lord, E. HIGBEE.

a good farm, layiag on the Blue river, six miles, ¢ -
weat of Independsuce, and lived in peacs with the; P. 8.—1 would jnet observe, that Informmation

izhabitants until the summe: end fall of 1833,—~ bas reached this piace, thro' soins of the newspa-

Your ob't gerv'l.,
HURACEY, R. HOTCHKISS."
Friday, April 3d, 1840.—"*At James Ivans',
New Jersey.  Brother J. Swmith, jr.—Peur Siri—
1 thought T would ocenpy 2 ponion of this moru-
ing in writing te yoit. By a letter received from

tioaal right to interferein the case betwee us, nnd
the prople of Missouri; and refer us to 1he cout's
for redress; either those of Missouri or the Ui
~tates. Now [ am confident, that there iz but
one persed in Missouri, that we eon aue with
mafaly, und that is Boggs, and he fs known to ba
u bunhrupt, and unaable to pav his debts; that if
wa should sus him, wa will hsve the cost to pay,
u8 e hos Dothing to pay it with. We are there-
fore laft to bear the Toss without redress, at prea-
ent.

Judge Higheo is on the way homeo, 2nd has
been for teu deys. He oblained money from
Judga Young, to what amount ] cennot sy, but
he wili bo uble to tell you when he gois hom
The Judge continues his friendship, and is ready
to accommeodate with money, whonever callod for.

-—

iage in Leviticus wasintended as a prohibi-
to tlic matter. If [do not recelve a letter in two | brother Higbee yeaterday, I have leared thut the tioD Against taking a wife to her sister: par-+
or three days, I deaign leaving for Philudelphia or| Senate tras decided that they have up constity- ticularly ag the preceding verses of this

Surely hie is o friend indeed, and ought uover to
be forpotien.

Iam up to this tine without means to pet
hoing, but I liave uo uacusjnessubout it. I shall
doubtlesa get means s soon »a my health will
admit of my going. My heulth is slewly improv-
jug. and I think if [ have no relapse. T will benlio
to leuve for hotgte. sume time tu the month of
Muy; &c. SIDNEY RIGDON.™

MILTON ON POLYGAMY.
f'rom the First Book oa **Christizn Doctrine,™

Transgliled frow the Lotin, by Charles R, Sum-

uur, D. D., Lord Bishop of Winchestar.

In the definition which [ have given [of
marriage] I huve nat szid, in compliance
with the common opinion. of ene man with
one woma=, lest [ should by implication
sharga the holy patriarchs and pillars of our
faith, Abraham, and the others who hail
mare than ono wife at the same time, with
hahitual fornication and adultery; and lest
1 abnuld be forced to exclude from the sanc-
.+ v of Gnd ag spurious, the holy offapring
whioh sprang from them. yea, the whole of
the sons of L+rzel, fur whom the sanctunry
itsell was made. Fur it is said, Deunt xxiil,
2, ¢a bagtard shall not enter into the con-
gregation of Jehovah, even to his tenth gen.
eration.’” Either thesefore polygumy 18 a
troe marringe. or all children horn in that
state are spurious; whioh wounld include the
whole race of Jacob, the twelve holy tribes
chnsen by God.

Bat ns such an assertion would be aheurd
in the exrreme,not to say iinpious,and as it is
the height of injustice, as well a9 an exaim-
ple of most dangerpus tendency in religion,
to account as 8in what is not such in reali-
ty; it appears to me that. so far frem the
question respacting the luwfulness of polyg-
amy being trivial, it is of the highest hwmpor-
tance that it should be decidad. i

Those who deny its lawfulness, attempt
to prove their position from Gen. ii, 24, *a
wman shall eleave unte his wile, and they
shall be one fleah. enmpnred with Mait. xxix,
5, “they twain shall ba one flesh.” A man
shzll cleave, they say, to his wife, not te his
wives, and they twain, and no more, shall
be one flesh. This is certainly ingenious;
and I therefore suhjoin the passage in Exod.
xx, 17, “thou shalt nat covet thy naighhor’s
house. oor his man-servant, nor his maid-
servant, nor his ox, nor hir ass;’’ whence it
wauld follow that no one had ,more than &
single house, n single man-servant, n single
maid-servant, 2 sinzla 0x or ass. It would
he ridiculons to argue, that it is not said
houses, but house; not man-servints, but
man-servant: not even neighbors, but neigh-
hor: agif it were not the generzl enstam, in
laying down commandmenta of this kind. to
use the gingular nawber, not in 2 nemeri-
¢al sanse, hut as designating the species of
tha thing intended.

With regard to the phrage, they twain,
ond not more, shall be one Hesh, it is to he
observed, firat. that the context refera to the
hushand and that wife only whom he was
s=eking to divorce, withoyt intending any
allusion to the number of his wives, wheth-
er ome or morc. Seeoa-dly, marrizge is in
the nature of a relation: and to one relation
there ¢can be no more than two pirties. In
the same sensa therefore agif a man has
many =ona. his parents] relation towarda
them all ia manifold, but towarda ench indi-
vidurliz ia single and complete in itself; by
purity of rexsoning.if a man hng many wives,
the relition which he bears to each will not
be less perfect in itself, nor will the hushaud
he less one flesh with each of them, than if
he bad onlv one wife. Thus it might be

roperly anid of Abrnham. with regard to
Enrnh wnd lagar respectively, thede twiin
were one flesh. And with good reason; for
whoover consorts with hutlots, howervar
many io number, is etill said to he one flesh
with each: [ or. vi, 16, “what, know ye
not. thit he which is joined to an horlot is
one body? for two, saith he, shall he one
flesh.” The expression may therefure he
applied as properlv to the husband who hag
miny w.ved, 83 to him who has only ona.

Hence it follows that the commindment
in quastion (the’ in fact it 13 no command-
ment at ull. ug han heen shown} containg
nothisg against polyzamy, either in the way
of direct prohibition or implied censure;—
unless we are 10 anppose thut tho law of God
a3 deliveted to Moses, wias ut variance with
his prior declarntiong; or that, tho® the pas-
sapge in guestion had hecn frequently looked
intobv & multitede of Priests, nnd Levites,
and Prophets, men of all ranks, of holiest
lives nnd most acceptnhle to God, the fury
of their passions was suoh to burry them
by a blind impulse into halitenl fornica-
tion; for to this supposition nre we raduced,
if taere be anything in the present prevept
whigh rendera polrgamy incompatible with
lawful marringe. '

Another text from which the unlawfulness
of polvgnmy is maintained, is Lgv. xviii, 18,
“*neither shalt thou take a wifeto her sistur,
to vex her, to uncover her nakednese, haside
the other in her life time.”* Here Junius
translates the passaze, mulierem unam ad
alteram. {one womin to another] instead of
wmulierem ad sororem suam, [1 woman to
her simser] in order that from this foreed
and inadmissible intorprotation, he wmay
elicit an argument against polvgamy.

In drawing up n law, as in cowmnposing
a defioition, it is naceasary that tho most
exact and approprinte words should be
uged, and that they should be interpreted not
in their metaphorical, but in their proper
gignification ~ He says, indeed, that the
sttme wordg nre found in the sama gense in |
other paxgages. Thia ia true; hut it is only,
where the context precludes the possibilivy
of nny ambiguity, as in Gen. xxv1, 31, jura-
"verunt vir fratri suo, that is alferi, they|
sware one to ahother. No one would infer
froin this passage, that Tsnac was the broth-f
er of Ahimelech; nor wonld nny one, on thei
other hand. entertain a donbt that the a8s-

chapter treat of the dezrees of aflinity to
which intermnarringe is forbidden. More-
over, this would be to uncover her nnked-:
nesa, the evil against which the law in qaes-
tion was intended to guard: whereas tha,
caation would be unnecessnry in the case of |
taking another wife not related or allied to
the former; for no uakedness would be there-
by uncavered. Loastly. why is the slanse in
ker life time added? For thers coold bano
doubt of ite heing lawfol aftar her denth to
marry 2nother who wrs neither related nor
allied to har. though it micht be queationa- |

ble whether it w&p lawful to marry a wifc’s |
I

| sister-

It is objected, that marringe with a wife’s
sister iy forbidden by analozy in the six-
teenth verse, and that therefore a second
prohibition wasunnecessary. [ answer,first,
that there is in reality no analogy hetween
the two prssages; for that by marrving a
brother’s wife, the brother’s nakedness is an-
covered; whereas by marrying a wife's sis-
ter, it 13 not n sister’s nakednass, but nnly
that of 2 kinswoman by marriage, whioh is
uncovered. Beaides, if nothing were to be
prohibited which hud been hefore prohibit-
ed by nnalogy, why ia mnrriage with a math-
er forbidden, when marriage with & father
had been alrends declured unlawful? or why
mnrriage with n mothers sister, when mar-
_riu‘;:; with a father’s sister had been probih.
ite

If this rersoning be allowed. it follows
that more than half the laws relating to in-
cest nrp unpecnssary. Lasiy, considering
thnt the prevention of onmitv i3 allezed as
A prineipal motive for the law hefare us, it
is ohvious that if the intention had been to
condern polyzame, reasons of a mueh
stronger kind might have been urged from
the nature of the original. institution, rs
was done in the ordinnnce of the Sahbath.

A third passage which is advanced. Deut.
xvii. 7. i3 so fur from condemning polyga:
mv, either in a king. or in any one etse, that
it expreasly allows it; and only imposes the
aume reatraints upon this condition which
ere laid upon the maltiplication uf horses,
or the necumulation of treasure; as will ap-
pear from the seventeenth and eighteenth
verses.

Exeept tha thres
irrelevantly ndduced, not a trace nppears of
the interdiction of palygamy throughout the
whole law; nor even in any of the prophets,
who were at onea the rigid imterpraters of
the law, nnd the habitusl reprovers of the
vicea of the peonle. Thu only shadow of an

exgeption ocours in o passage of Malachi,)

the last of the prophets, which some congid-
cr as decisive ageinst palygamy. It would
be indaed a late and postliminous enzct-
ment. if that were for the first time prohib-
ited after the Babglonish captivity, whieh
ought to have been p-ohihited many ages
before. For if it had been renlly & sin, how
¢ould iv have eseaped the repreliension of
80 many prophets who preceded him? We
mey sufeiy conolude that if polyzamy be aot
forhidden in the law. peither is it forbidden
here: for Malichi was not the author of &
new luw, ‘

Let us however gea the words themselves
aa tranglnted by Junios. ii, 15, Nonne unum
efferit? quamvis religui spiritus ipsi essent:
quid autem unum? [Malachi, chap. II, v.15,
three firat lines.] It would be rash and un-
reasonahle indeed, if on the suthority of so
obzgure n passage, which has bevn tortared !
und twisted by different interpreters into
such a variety of meanings, we were to form
1 oenglusion on o mumentous o suhjeot,
;m_dhro impose it upon others as an article of

f1eh. i
But whntaver be the sigznification of the
words, oomne unwm effwit, what do they

rove? Are we, for the suke of drawing an
inference against polveamy, to understand
the phrase thua—crid he not make one wo-
man? Buat the pender, and even tha onage,
ATe At variance with thie interpretation; for
nearly all the ather g¢ommentators render
the words ng follows:—annon unus fecitft—
el residuum spiritus ipsil et quid ille unus?
We oucht noc therefore to draw any cooclu-
sion from a passage like the present in be-
half of & doetrine whigh is e¢ither not men-
tioned elsewhere, or only in douhtful terms;
but rather conclude that the prophet’s de-*
#ign was to reprove a practice that tha whole

of Scripture goneurs in reprosing.and which
forms the principal suhjact of the very chap-
ter in question. ii, I1 — 16, namely, marringe
with the dnughter of n strange god—2 cor:
ruption very previlent among the Jews of
that time, a9 we learn from Ezrs and Nehe-
minh,

With regard to the words of Christ.Mutt.
v. 32. and xix, 5, the passaze from Qen. i,
24. inrepeatod. not for the purpose of oon-
demming polveamv, but of reproving ha
unrestraine | liberty of diverge. which is a
very different thing: nor oan tho words ba
made to apply to anv other sulject without
evident vialenes to their meaning. For the
arznment which in de'luced from Mass. v,
32,that if a man who marrics another after
potting  away his first wife, gommitteth
adultery, murh more most he eommit adal-
tery who ratains the first and marries anoth-
er, onght itself to he rapudiate! as an ille-
gitimate conclusion. For in the firat place,
it ia the divinn pracepts themselves that aro
ahlizators. not the consequences deduced
from them hy human reasoning; for what
apneara 0 raasonable inferenen tn one indi-
viduil, mnv nat he equally obrious to an-
othar of not inferior discernmant.

Secondlv. he who puts awav his wife and
marries nnother. in not said to commit adul-
tery beciuso he marries another,but beenuse
in eonzemience of his marriage with anoth-
er ha does not retain his former wife, to
whom nlao he owed the performanca of con-
ingal dnticg: whenoa itis expressly ewid.
Mark x, 11_%he committeth ndultery ngninat
her?* Thar he s in a condition to perform
eonjugal duties to the one after having tak.
en another to her. is ghewn by God himself,
Fxnd. xxi.1(, %if he take him another wife,
har food. har raimant. and her dutv of mar-
riage, shall ho net diminish.® It cronot
be suppnsed that the divine forethought
intrnded to provide for adultery.

Nor iz it allowable to arpue, from 1 Cor.
viiy 2, ©*let averv man have hig own wife,”
that thererfore none shoanld have more than
one; for the meaning of the precent is, that

t

gassages which are thus'
b

over the body of her hushaud be differsut
now, from what it was under the law, Exod.
‘xxi, which aignifies “her stated times,’? ox-
ipressed by St. Paul in the present ohapter

¥ the phrase, *her due benevolence. With
regard to what is due, the Hebrew word ig
gufficiently explicit.

On the other hand, the following passazes
clearly ndmit the Inwfulness of polyzamy,
Exod. sxi, 10, “if he take him auother wife,
her faod, her raiment, and her duty of mar-
ringe, shall ke no: diminish.” Deut. xvii;
17, “neither shail he maltiply wives to him-
gelf, that hiy heart turn not nway.? Would
the jaw have heen sa closely worded, if it
had not been nllowable to take more wivea
than one at the same time? Who would
venture to subjoin as an inference from this
langunge, thercfore et him have one only?
In eueh case, since it is snid in tha preced-
ing verss, **he shall not multiply horses to
himself, it would be necessary to subjoin
th?re also, therefore he shall have one horse
enly.

Nor do we want any proof to assure us
that the first institution of marriage was in
tended to bind the prines équally with the

eople; if therefore it pertuita only one wife,
1t permits oo more even to the prince. Byt
the reason given for the law is this, that
his heart turn not away; o danger which
wanld arige if e were to marry many, espe-
cinlly strange women, as Solomon after-

'wards did. Now if the present law had

been intended merely 3 n confirmation and
vindication of the primary ipstitutian of
marriage, nathing could liave bazi more ap-
prapriate than to have reeited the institu-
tion iteelf in this place, and not tv hayvo 2d-
vanced that reeson alobe which has been
mentioned.

Eet us hear the words of God himuself, the
nuthor of the law, and the best interpreter

‘of his own will. 2 Sam. xii, 8, [ gave theo

thy master’s wives into thy bosom. ...and if
that bnd been too little, { would moreover
have given unto thee such and such things.?
{Tore thero enn be no subterfuge: God gave
him wives; he gave them to the man whom
he loved, as one amonz a namher of great
heeefits; he would have given him more, if
these hod not been enough. Besides, thé
very argument which God uses towards Da-
vid, is of more force when applied to the
gift of wives, than to any other,—thou
oughteat ot leaat to have ahstained from the
wife of snather person, not 50 much be-
eause [had given thee thy master’s house,or
thy master’s kingdom. ns because [ had given
thee the wives of the King,

Bezn indeed objects, that David herein
committed ineest, numely, with the wives of
hig fatber-in-law. But he had forrotted
what ig indicated hy Esther ii, 12, 13, that
the kings of lsrael had two houses for the
women, one appointed for the virgins, the
other for the concuhines, and that it was
the former and not the latter which were
given to Desid. Thia appears also from 1
Kings i, 4, “the king knew her not.” Can-
tie. vi, 8. “there aro fourscore cononbines,
and virging withoat nniaher.”® At thaanine
tinle. it micht be said with perfeet proprie-
ty that God had given him his mnster’s
wivas, even anppasing that he hal only giv-
en bim s many in number and of the sume
deseription, tho® not tho varv same; even na
he gare him, not indeed tha ideatieal houss
and retinge of hix master, but one equally
magmfecent and roynl.

it ia not wonde-ful, therefore, that what
the authoritv of the law, and the voice of
God himself has aanctioned, shouald bhe allu-
ded to by the haly prophets in their insnired
hvmus a5 & thing [nwful and honorable.—
P-al. xlv. 9, (which is entitled. n song af
loves) ¢kings’ dunzhtrrs were wuong thy
honorable women,” v. 14, “tha virging her
companiona thal follow hershail he hronght
unto thee.”” Nav, the words of this very
song are quoted by the Apostle to the Ha:
brewa, i, 8. “unto the Son he maith, Thy
throne, 0 God,” &o.. ns tha words wherein
God the Futher himaelf addresses the Son,
and in which his divinity is asserted more
clearly than in any other puasnze, Would
it have bean proper for God the Fatlier to
apenk by the mouth of harlots, and to man-
ifeat his holy Son to mankind as God in the
amntory songs of adulterasges? A5 aw

Nor must we omit 2 Chron. xxiv, 2, 3,—
“Jonsh did that which wag right in tiva sight
of tha Lord all the dnva of JehuinQa the
prieat;nnd"Jehoiadn taok for him twowives.?
For the two olausas are not placed in econ-
trast, or disjoined from each other, hut it i
aaid in one and the sama conneotion that
u=der the gnidance of Jeholdn he did that
whioh was right. and that hy the nuiharity
of the sama individunl he narried two wivey.
This is contrary to the usul practics in the
eulozics of the Lirgs, where, if anyiling
blameahle he suhjoined, it is expres<ly ox-
cep'ed from the present chnracter: | Kings
xv. 5, “pave onlv in the matter of Urich the
Hittitn? V. 11, T4, and Aza did that whiek
was right but the high places were fas
removed: nevertholess Aza’s heart wis per-
feet.”

Since therefore, the right conduct of Jo-
ash i3 mentionad in ungualified terms, in
oonjunction with hia double marriace, it ia
evident that the lutter was not eéonsidersd
matter of censure; for tha aaored historian
would not have naglected 8o auitahle an op-
portunity of making the customarv excep-
tiun. if there had really been anything which
deserved disapprohation.

Moreover, God himself, in an allegorical
fietinn, Ezek. xxiii, 4, represents himsclf 29
havine espoused two wives, Alelnh and
Alinlihah. » mode of spaaking which he
would by no menns have splosed. especinl-
Iv at such length, even in « parable, nor in-
derd have taken on himself such a gharacter
at all. if the practice which it implied had
been intrinsicnlly dighonorable or shamalel.

On what grounds, however, can n preotice
be considered dishonarahle or shamaful,
which is prohibited to no one even under the
gospel? for that dispensation anuuls none of
tho merely ecivil regnlations which existed
previous to ita introduction. [t is onlv en-
joined that elders and deacony should he
chosen from soch as were hushands of ana
wife, 1 Tim. iii. %, and Tit. i,6. Thisim-
plies, not that tohe the hushand of more
than one wife would be n sin, for then the
restriation would have been equally imposed
on all: but that, in proportion a5 they wers

every man should have his own wife to him- |egy entangled in domestic affairs,they would
self—nnt that he should have but one wife. ha mare at leisure for tha business of the
That hishopa and eldars shnul}d have ‘:i".cbul‘ch- E. &
mors than one wife, is explicitly enjoined,| T )
1 Tia. i, 2, and Tit. i. 6;“[’10 taust he the [It Hﬂp]lﬁﬂ lhEy must have ot least one.—
husband of ona wife:”? in order nrﬂblﬂ’n'l_v,:ED‘
that they mav discharge with greater dili«, Lastly, Tarzue ns follows from Heb. xiii,
genco the aclesiastionl duties which they 4. Polvgamy is eitber marriage, or forni-
have undertiken. The eommand itaelf, how- cation, or adulierv; the Apostle recognizes
evar. ia & sufinient proof that polvgamv was no foorth atate. Reverenes four an many pa-
not forbidden to the rest, and that it was trinrcha who were polygnmists will, T trust,
cormmon in the church at that time. deter any onelfrom considering it 28 forni&
i 1pasr cation or adalrery: for #whoremongers an
d e n.:ustthhalthet !:us!;m&o: l;)m wxfe,t adalterers God will juden;” wherens tha
on# not in the least imply thalb he was 008 p41icreha ware the objects of his speeint
et liberty to have more wives.—E».] favor, as he himaelf testifies. If then, po-
Lastly, in anawer i0 what {s nrzed from Ivzamy be marriage properly so oalled, it is
1 Cor. vii. 4, “likewise nlsn the husband aleo lawful and honorable, recording to the
hath not powsr of bis own Bodv, but the same spostle: ¢“marriage ia honorable tn all,

| wife. it is easy to replv. As was done above, and the bed undofiled.”

that the word wife in'this prasnze is nssd Ui appeats to me suficiently established
with reference to the apecies, zud not to tha br the shove argamants, that polyramy in
number. Nar can the power of the wifa sllowed by the law of God, XLest howere




