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PROTESTANT MINISTERS' ARGU-
MENTS FROM THE BIRBLE IN
FAYVOR OF PATRIARCHA
MARRIAGE,

We make the following exliracts
from a work published oun ‘‘'Iadis,
Anecientand Modern,” by David 0. Al-
len, D. D , Missionary of the American
Board, for twenly-five years in India,
- ete,  They are published in his work
in an appendix devoted to the gsubject
of Polygamy, This subject was taken
into consideration by the Calcutta
Miaainnar{ Conference, composed of
Miselonaries from various sects of Eng-
Jand and America, and including K pis-
copalians, Presbyterians, Baptists and
Cangregationaliste, in consequence of
the application of converts in India,
who had been legally married. to seve-
ral wives and who had given credible

| man’s situation be what it may, they

‘evidence of their personal piefy, to be
- admitted into thmureh@. After fre-
. quent consultations and much consider-

- ation . the 6 Conference  unanimously
. came to the following eonclusion: .
. “If a convert, before, becoming a

/Christian, has,,married more wives
than one, in ageordavce with the prac-
tice of the Jewish ,and_frimi, ive Chris-
tian churches, he shall be permit tg
- keep them.all, but-sucha person is no

eligible to any office chureh,’”, |
1.1 The | We_quote be-

/The arguments w |
:lu'llr.ljr,ﬂ Bawcgg? i‘ Allen’s ;u;%
1088 | & Justl on oli,ihis ac “
Conference of Prm%twt}l | ,Ql,l,&%lﬂﬂ',
on the subject. boadasd | sl
*To/those who baye doubfs in respect
to the intrinsic meraldawfulne¢ss of plu-
rality of wives as it existed a '

mong the
anecient Jews, and who. wish [ oﬁu t.oI

examioe this subjeet, the cousideration
of the following qgt:ﬁgu_frpm'?a.ﬁvnrk
called ‘Thelyphthora,’. published ano-
nymously * many. years ago in Hog-
land, is recommended, The author of

vhis work says:. L 1Q)
" {The best _nnd fairaat, -iﬂd.';iﬂm‘fﬁi

the only way, to get atthe truth, on |

this, as on every occasion where re-
ligion is concerned, is to lay aside
prejudice, from whatever quarter, it
may be derived, and to let the Bible
speak for itself., ‘Then we shall see that
meore than one wife, notwithstandingthe
seventh commandment, was allowed by
God himself, who, however others
might take it, must infallibly know
His own mind, be perfectly acquainted
with His own will, and thoroughly un-
derstand His own law, If He did not
intend to allow a plurality of wives
but to prevent and condemn it, either
by the- seventh commandment, or by
some other law, how is it possible that
He should make laws for its regulation,
any more than He should make laws
for the regulation »f theft or murder?
How is it conceivable that He should
give the least counrenance to it, or so
express His approbation aseven to work
miracles in support of it? For the mak-
ing a woman fruitful who wasnaturall
barten must have- been . the effect of
supernatural power,. He blessed; and
in a distinguished 'manner owned, the
issue, and declared it legitimate to all
intents ' and pur If this be! not
“allowance, whatis? .0 visill
/W4 As to the first namely, Hismakin
1aws for the regulation of polygamy, let
“us consider what is'written in Exo; 21;
10. Tfhe (i. e., the husband)take him an-
other wife (not, inso doing, that he rins

| Lord /in' the tabernacle at Bhiloh even

% I

CTHE CDESERET NEWS,

the words of the marriage bond as cited

| ed |and promote it, -is being so far the
hgﬂ:ﬂhrlnt. Matb. 19: 5—""They twain
sh

author of it, and accessory to it im the
1l be one flesh!'—to prove polygamy | highest degree. And shall we dare to
sinful, and should lead usto construe { say, or even  fo think, that this is
them, as by this instanee and many nhlrgegbh..um Him who is of purer
others the L.awgiver himsell appears to | eyes than to behold evil, and who can-+
have done; that is to say, where a wo- ) not- ook on iniquity? (Hab. 1: 13)
man, not betrothed to. nnnther-,mn, God forbid,
unites herself in ‘personal knowledge | ‘““When God is upbraiding David, by,
with the man of her choice,, let that | the prophet Nathan, for his ingratitude
to his Almighty benefactor (2 Sam.
xii.) he does it in the following terms;—
ver, 8.—I gave thee thy master’s house,
and thy master’'s wives-unto thy bo-
som, and I gave thee the house of Israel
and Judab, and if that had been too
little, I would moreover have given
thee such and such thinga.

“Can we suppose God, izin more
Wives tban one into _Dﬂq 8, bosom, |
who already. had more than ope, if it
was sin inlg_a,vid to take them? Can we
imagine that God would thua, trans-
gress | (as it were) His own command-
80,seyerely,

|

twain shall be one flesh. How, other-
wise, do_we find such a woman as
Rachel ted to Jacob, who had a
wife then"living, praying to Ged for a
blessing on her intercourse with Jacob,
and God hearkening toher, opening her
womb; removing ber barrenness, and
thus by, miracle taking away her re-
roach? ' We also find, the ofispring
egitimate; and inheritors. of the lan
of Canaan; a plain proof that Joseph and
Benjamin were no bastards, or born out
of lJawfal marriage.”™ BSee a like. pal-
able Iinstance of God's mirseulous

|

L

ISept. 1.

and before the Bun. All this w
shortly fulfilled iBl.i!I the rebellion ln.:i

incest of Absalom, chap. 16, 21, 22 Ap
lh?;aipu done in the %55 'oﬁgdgmaxf:
on David for taking an ling the

wife of Uriab, and was Included in th
curses threatened (Deut. 28: 30) to th
despisers of God's lawe, '

'‘"‘As to the iatﬁg ufB 3?13;131:11111%
ous commerce with .Bathsheba, if j
wrﬂ._tenmﬂ Sam, 12: 15, The i.ord struck
the ehﬂd that Uriah’a wife bare uny
David, and it was very sick. Whai,
dreadful scourge this was unto Davi|
who could not but read his crime in hj
punishment, the following verses &
clare—wherein we find David alma
frantic with grief. However the child
sickness was unto death, for, ver. I
on ‘hﬁ‘ sevenih day t.h,lﬂ_ch'llkd died.

‘ ‘Now, let us take a view of David
act of inFapIu;gl@ty‘pf wives, whe
g riah’s death, he added Bathshel

ment in one instance ,nn?,

reprove and chastise Day d. for break-
ing it in anotber? Ig it not rather plain,,
from the whole transaction, that D

ﬂﬂfm lygamy in' the, ecase of
Hannghg 1 "Lé
committed mortal sin in taking anot
living man's .w Iﬁﬁqumﬁﬁi‘;‘aﬂgﬁ the
oallsa

am.,i. and ii.; These in-
stances serve also. to.,prove that, in
God’s; account; the second marriage is,

just as valid as the first, and a8 , obli-

o

r
s other wives (ver. 24,25.) And D

¥id comforted Bathsheba his wife, ar
.mnpn_t- in unto ber and lay with her, ar
1@ bare ason, and he called his nan
Itb#tn maketh peace and n

or recompence,) and th
him. Again we tind Natl

lomoh,

even to his tenth 'gensration. (Deut.,
23: 2)¢  Butwe find Samuel,- thﬁD%H‘-

spring of polygamy, ministering tothe

charged with the least flaw or insincer-
ity in his re?enmnca on that account.
The child which was the fruit of his in-
tercourse with Bathsheba, during her

g1

|

{of God, no mark of legitimacy

{ and ber husband Elkanah charged with

in his very childhood, clothed s with a
limen - éphod,  before Eli «the. priest.,
Bee this:whele history;1 Sam.:i.; and ii,
‘'Who, then, ean doubt of Samuel’s legi-
y and consequently of God’s al-
lowance of; and 'blessing on, peolyg &
If such second marriage’ wasyin '8 | Jawful issue ( as 8l
account, nulland void, as a sin against | set upon his throne, The law which
the original law of marriage;-or the sé- Egaiiltely excluded bastards, or those
venth commandment, or any-otheér law | born out of lawful, wedlock, from the
could | congregation. of the Lord, a%q ‘the

have been found on thedissue; foramull tagﬁa generation, C‘?eut.','ﬁ: ST | is
and void marriage is tantamount to no whdllyﬁcuh tent with Solomon be-
marriage at ail;} and if no marriage, no

_ _ 0 | ing employed to build God’s Temple—
legitimacy of the issue ean possibly be, | being the mouth of the people to God
Tnstead of such 'a blessing as Hannah

in pra.inr--md.pﬁexing sacrifices in the
obtained, we should have found her | Temple at its dedication—unless Da-

vid’s marriage with Bathsheba was a

husband Urish's: life; God struck to
dgﬂh with: his own band (2 Sam. 12:
15) . Bolomon, born of the same wo-
nan, begotten Iﬂv the game man, in a
tate of a plurality of wives, 18 acs

God Himdelfas David’s

nowledged
’ - fKing’a'S: 5.) and as such

1| death; for so was adultery 'to be pun-

y 21:

g1 be hers 'that was hat

against the seventh eommandment; re-

* ¢orded in‘the preceding chapter, but),

her food, her raiment, (i. e., of the|

first wife), and’ her duty of marri
he shall not diminish.
tively forbids a neglect, much more the
divercing or putting away of the first
wife, but charges no sin in taking the
gecond,

t:2dly. When Jacob married Rachel
she was barren, and so continued for
many years; but God did pot leave this
as a punishment upon her for marrying
a man who had another wife. ft, is
said, Gen. 30: 22, that God remembered
Rachel; and God hearkened unto her,
and opened her womb, and she con-
¢eived and bare a son, and said, God
bath taken away my reproach. Sarely
this passage of Scripture ought to afford
a complete answer to those who bring

age,

% This extraordinary work, though pub-
lished anonymously, was generally under-
stood to; be written by the Rev, Martin'
Madan, Chaplain of the ‘Lock Ifospital in
London,

He was a man of some musical
talent; he com
and ‘“Denbigh;

Hnsed the tunes “Denmark”
to.the hymn,

the first iscommonly sun

“Before Jehovah's awfua
throne:” the latter to that mmmﬂncing
with “From all that dwell below the skies."’

L

Ho was also the author of a translation of | called Jacoh’

Juvenal & Persius, with note, 2 vols.; “A°
commentary on the articles of Church of
England;’ “Thoughts on Executive Just-
He

re God posi-:

4

adultery, dragged forth, andstoned {0 | lJawful marriage—Solomon, the lawful
lesue of, that marriage—consequently a
plurality of wives no sip, either against
the primary institution of marriage, or
against, the. seventh commandment.
. But so far from Solomon being under
{ any disqualification from the law above
' meantioned, he ia appointed by God
himself to build the Temple (1 Kings
|.8:,19.); His prayer is heard, and the
| house is halloweéd (chap. 9: 3.)and filled

Ished. Allthis furnishesius with a
conclusive proof, that the having more
than one wife with which a man coha-
bited, was not adultery in the sight of
God; or, in other words, that it Hever
was reckoned by Him any sin against
‘the seventh commandment,; or the ori-
‘ginal marriage institution, or anyother

T fthly; Bat ther e (Deut 1
thly. But thereis a passage (Deut, | with such glory, that the priests ¢ould
15) which is expressto the point, qmﬂnﬂt’gtmﬂ fo ;ﬁlgiater;(chn?, 8:11.) Bo-
amountsto & demonstration of God’s al- | lomon, therefore, a8 well as Bamuel,
lowance of aplurality of wives. If astands as demonstrable proof, that a
man 'have: two. 'wives, one  beloved | child b‘ﬂ'ﬂ under . the cir ulmhncea of
and ‘another' hated, and: they:  have | a plurality of wives is no rd—God
borned ‘him children, .buthltha;heth& “_Eiméal ‘being the judge, whose judge-
and ' the ‘hated; and - if the first born | tmm.ia,.mdini totrqih,., .4 .

ed, ‘théncit shall | “'‘ ‘A more striking instance of God’s
be,' when he maketh' his sons to in-{thoughts on thetotal difference between

gatory; and that/ our making itless so, | widows of the deceased Saul? and, thus, an, who had been sent on the form
is'contradictory to the -Divine wisdom, sharefmi though  the law . of con- [occasion, sent also on. ithis, but with
| ‘StlposGadi blessed and owned/the | demned _ti:g:ﬂ, £, yeb it did not consivery di erent message. And He (i
issne.) ‘How  eminently .this. 'was the|demn thee 42 A~ ougoisiy | w4diord) sent by the hand of Nathan th
| ¢aso withiregard to! . Josephj;see.{xen. |, * ‘Gthiy: ) hen._l)uid,ﬁoﬁ:thejﬂfeq bet, and he called his name Jed
40:/122-26;7 to -Samuel,. 'see ¥ 18am. 31 15, | of Ut nh,im—,xa%;gvmb# anded |dlah  (Dilectus Domini—Beloved of tb
Itowasy expressly -comadanded that & hx-.~.sha,pmpﬁt. {athany but after Uri-{Lord,) because of the.:l:qorgrg €, bt
bastard; or sen of & womanwho fah's; death, -he takes. MHM use of the fayor God had towards hi:
with «¢hild by whoredom,  #honld not | though he had other wives qupm,i‘gn‘ vera2A )il el uo e’ |
enterinto the eongregation of the Mﬁ; no. fanlé is found with bhim; noris be}l -i"'i..u,mm £ ward {hrough ti

Mdggg FAT!
whole; history of Solomon;: let the
consider the instances of God’s peculis
favor towards him already mentione
and the many others that are to |
found, in the account we have of hin
let. them compare God’s dealings wil
the unhappy issue of David’s adulter;
and this happy offspring of Bathsheb
one of his many wives, and if i
allowance and approbation  of the la
ter doth not as elearly appear as ti
condemnation and punishment of ti
former, surely all distinetion and diffe
ence must be at an end, and the Seri
ture itself lose the force of its ow
evidence. . e &

‘“ ‘7thly. I have mentioned the liw
being explained by the prophets, Thes
were extraordinary messengers whom
God raised up and sent forth unders
special commission, not only to fore
tell things to come, but to preach U
the people, ‘to held forth the law, U
point out their defections from it, anc
1o call them to repentance, under th
severest terms of 's displeasure un
Jess they obeyed. Their commissior
in these respects, we find recorded i
Isa, 68: 1, ‘Cry aloud, spare not, lift u
thy voice like a trumpel: show m
people their trapsgression, and th
house of Jagob their sins.’ This cox
mission was to be faithfully execute
at the peril of the prophel’s own de
struction, as appears from . the solem
charge f?;l;n to Ezekiel, chapter 3 I
When I say to the wicked, ‘Thou shs
surely die, and thou givest him n
warning, nor speakest fo warn
wicked to save hia life, the same wi
ked man shall die in his iniquity, b
his blood will I require at thine hand

‘‘ ‘These . prophets executed the

1

herit ‘that’ whieh  he hath, - that he [a plurality of wives and adultery, does
may’ not make 'the son of the beloved | not meet us anywhere with more force
first-born before the son of the hidted, | and clearness in any part of thé sacred
which “is; ‘indeed, -the first-bern, by | history, than in the aécount which is
giving bim'a doubleportion of all that | given us of David and Bathsheba, and
he'batly; for he is the beginning of his &ﬂir_;laaua. St el

‘strength,” and the right of the first-
born “i8' "his. " On the footing: of (this
law, the 'marriage of “both -women is |
equally 'lawful. . God -calls them: both
wives, and He cannot be mistakeb; jf
He calls' them' so, they certainly were
go, If the second wife bore the first
son, that son was to inherit' before a
gson born afterwards of the first wife.
Here the issue is expressly deemed le-
gitimate, and inheritable to the double
portion of the first-born; which eould
not be, if the second marriage were not
deemed as lJawful and valid as thefirst.

i
]

{.¢*When David took Bathsheba, she
was another man’s wife, the child which
he begat by her in that situation was
| begotten in adultery—and theé thing
which David bad done displeased the
Lord (2 Bam, 11; 27,) And what was the
consequence? We are told, 2 Sam. 12:
1, the Lord sent Nathan the prophet
unto David. Nathan opened his com-
mission with a most beautiful parable,
descriptive of David’s erime; this par-
able the prophet applies to the convie-
tion of the delinquent, sets it home
| _ _ upon his conscience, brings him to re-
‘ ‘sthly.  To say that a plurality of | pentance, and the poor penitent finds
wives 1s sinful, is to make Ged' the | merey—his life' is spared, ver, 13, Yet
author of #in: for, not to forbid that | God will vindicate the honor of his
which is evil, but even to conntenance | moral government, and that in the
' most awful manner—the murder of

Uriah is to be wisited upon David and
his house, The sword shall never de-

+

——
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# If polygamy was unlawful, then Leah
was the only wifo of Jacob, and none but
her' children were legititnate, ' kachel as
as ‘well ‘as Bithah and Zilpah were merely
mistresses and their children sixin num-

~with Bathsheba was to be re-
taliated in the most aggravated man-

adul

| mation of any such. views and feelin
?nban‘a.fqm_ﬂi', 0 at:;%fa' ily oF

ice;”’ and ‘‘Letters to Dr. Priestly.”
died in 1790, 1

ner, Because thou hast despised me,
and has taken the wife of Uriah the
ittite to be. thy wife, thus saith the

rd, I will raise up evil against thee

c%n, of thine oﬁ'&l h‘?“*?‘;ﬁ;“d wi& ta}fa

honored ‘the'sons'of Rachel, Bifhab, and | DY Wives and give ilhem unlo thy
Zilpah equally Witk the: sons of LeahReighbor before thine eyes; and he
made them tho patriarchs of seven of the | Shall lie with thy wives in'the sight of
tribes of the nation, and gave them equal | the Bun; for thou didst it secretly, but

ber were bastards, the offspring of adulter-
ous' connectien. . And there is no inii.i-;
n,

or in.
ali are
‘God

s it LI (b gt

ow OLY. 4

| '?'wl.'i'rﬂs {Gen, 8%
'

Jdah

part from thine house, ver. 10. The|

but W&
reproving the Jews for ‘‘havi mrrfﬁ;-
{the daughters of a strange o thab i,

commissions very unfaithfully towar
God 'and the people, as well as mo
gerously for themselves, if a pl
rality of wives was sin against God
law, for it was the common prac
of the whole nation, from the pri
on the throne to the lowest of
people; and yet neither. Isalab, J
miab, nor any of the prophets, bore
least testimony against it, -They
roved them shar lgonnd, plainly
efiling their nai% r's wives, as J
6: 8 20: 23, in which fifth ¢bapter
not only find the prophet bearing
timony against adultery, but ag
whoredow and fornication (ver. 7,)
that they assembled themseives
troops in the harlot’s houses. No
werd agalnst polygamy. How is/|
possible, in apny reason, to think t
this, if a sin, should never be mé
tioned as such by God, by Moses'
any one of the prophets?™ {
Id Testame

‘““‘Lastly. In the O |
plural marriage was not only allo#®
e

+ Some have considered Malachi 2: 14"
as a denunciation of a plurality of wit®
But a careful comparison of these ver®
with the 11th verse and with the state of®|
Jews ‘at that time, as described in Ef
and 10 chapters, and Nehemiah 13: 35"
will show that the prophet had then ™
reference to a plurality of wives, but 7

¢ly forbid-

heathen wi whi ore ! .
ves, ch weres Dot 70

den by the laws of Moses,
Exodus 34: 16D, O, A, :

( Continued on ninth page.)

inheritance in Canaan.—D. O. ALLEN. I will do this thing before all Israe),




