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houge of Ell, snd that regarding
plurality of wives, which came to
the people of Lehi, Both were given
because of the abaee of God’s law
Bat in the latter case there is the
remarkable provision:

For f I wil], ealth the Lord of Hwmts,

rAlre up seed unto me, I will command my
ml;]e; otherwise thoy shail hearken to theso
[N

Do youn, Mr. Bmith, mean to tell
the world tbat God would use poly-
gagay 88 & Means to rsise up & seed
unto Him if it were the abomina-
tion you represent? Yet this pas-
sage can mean nothing elee than
that for good and sufficient reasons,
for the time being, monogamy was
to be the law unto tbe INepbites,
bnt when God’a pecple were snffi-
ciently advanced in the laws of life
and the principles of heaven then
the other command wonld be given
for the exprees purposs of raisiog up
a holy seed unto Him. Until thas
higher law was given, the Nephites
were to observe the monogamie law,
If this is not so, what jgthe value
of the expression, “otherwise they
shall bearken to the.e things?*
Furthermore, 1am of the opinfon
that I can draw stronger indirect
proof from the Book of Mormen that
the law of plural marriage was re-
vealed to and practiced by the Ne.
phites In later yeara than you can to
the contrary.

You cialm [ bave done the very
thing forshadowed by Jacob, when
I refer to what s written in the
Beriptares concerning David, ¥You
mistake. The Latter-day Saints do
net ground their faith o tha divin-
ity of thelaw oI celestin]l marriage
on anything paid to or done by
David. Wo boase it on the word of
the Lord to yoor martysed father.
But §f we wished fo appeal toGod’s
boly word regarding those men, we
should bs doing nothing Inccnsistent
or unlawful, or be In any wise act-
fng as did tbe Nephites of Jacob’a
day. They sougbtt'to exouze them-
reives In committing whoredoma be-
oause of the things which were
written concerning David and Solo-
mon his son.” We have nd excnses
to make for whoredonms, We well
know that *‘the Lord God delighteth
in the chastity of women,” and no
people in the world prizs this virtue
s0 highly as we door are as severe
ppon the adulterer and whore-
monger. Nor ¢an we find in the
eoriptures handed down o ns any
excuses for this grievous sin. There-
fore ihe remarks of Jacob caunot
have reference to aty people who
nct an we do. We gimply appeal to
(od’s word for enpport for obeying
God’s law.

It l‘ppeam to me that yoor expres-
sion “fortanes of war,” on which
your argement hinges regarding the
wives of Banl that were given to
David, is 5 very inapt and unfortun-
ate one, David dld not sncceed
Bapl as klog of Istael by war or
conquoest, but by the holy anointin
put upon him by Bamuel,the prophe
of Gud. He was no alien conqueror
who drove the Ieraeliteish ruler from
his throne, but a youth of one of Is-
raei’s foremost tribes, who socceed-
ed io the kingly state by divine right,
and he then acccepied nothing but
what God hestowed upon him—king-
dom, power, wives, peopls were all
given him of Heaven. (iod says,He
gave David thesc wives; you argue
to the contrary. Itis you and the
Lord for it; I prefer to believe Him
whose “word 18 truth.” And again,
let ms sk, what means the Lord’s
statempents to David, after felling
him that he had glven him his mas-
ter’s house, wives, etc? “If that had
been too littie, I wounld moreover
bave given nnto thes such and such
thinge.” According to your construcs
tion it would be necessary to have
yaleed up another king unto Israej,
and then bave David conquer him
and take his wives, or have per-

-mitted him by the #fortunes of
war’? to rob the monrrchs of other
Iands of their families. Soch a-con-
struction is prepostercus, but the
only escape, I perceive, out of the
difficalty created by your unwiliing-
ness to accept the word of God as
it is written, Let me also ask yon
what yon are going to do abount the
# Lord’s portion™ of the caplive
women which were given by Hls
command to certain persons men-
tioned in the thirty-frst chapter of
Numbere? If polygamy be an
abomination, this is a very atrange
proceeding on His part. Further
you contend that David did not re.
ceive his wives by theszme methods
a8 the Eiders of Israel do to-day,
Thia is another of your mistakes.

-id received his wives . throngh
~ and other servanteof God
“-nto this power;theElders

* Ierae! havereceived

Toseph your father,

* this minlstry,

There {5 not a shadow of difference
between the twoexamples. David re-
celved his wiven a3 we receive ours,
ot as Joash,the righ{eons young king
of Israel received his from the
hande of Jeholada, (od’s High
Priest. That is the way; if you are
wise, walk ye In {t. Andremember
when yon ppeak of plural mearriage
as s orime, a sin-agajnet God, an
abomination, and mech ele that s
evil, you become a perverter of the
soriptores, and are revliing that
which, when obzerved according to
God’s law, has always hed Hisap-

roval, and never, from Genesis to

avelation, from Nephi to Moroni,
1s thete & word of condemnation of
its practice, only of its abuss, when
degraded and prostituted, as mono-
gsmy also frequently is, to gratify
the passions of men, not to raise
seed to the Lord. Aie we to receive
Jehovah's word or yours? Are we
te believe his plain and direct state-
ment that He gave David the
wives of Baui? Or are we to give
oredence to your feeble sophiatries
regarding the fortunes of o war that
never took place? Saul was Oghting
the Philistines, not David, when he
was killed. If anyone waa entitled
to bis wives, socording to the prac-
tice which youn assert prevailed, it
was the kKing of that ple, not the
man whom God bad ancinted as
Baul's saccessor.

road to his residence, and soon returmed
brinicg with him a copy of the revelation on
oelestial marriage, given to Jogeeph Bmith,
Ju'y 12, A.D. 1843, and read the same to the
High Council, and bore testlmony (o ite
truth. Tha sald David Fulliner further saith
that, to the best of his memory &nd bellef
the following pamed persons were prodenti
Wiliam Markes, Ausiin A. Cowlea Bamuel
Bent, Qeorge W. Harris, Dunbvar Wil-
son, Willam Huntington, Levl Jackman,
Apron Johuson, Thomas Grover, David Fuli
mer, Phineas Rlchards, Jamcs Allred and
Lecnard Sobr. And the seid David Fnllmer
further saith that Wm. Marks, Austin A.
Cowlos end Loonard Soby wera the oanly per-
gons present who did pot recelve tho teatl-
mony Of Hyrgmm 8mith, and that all tbe
others 414 recelve It from the teaching and
testimony of the sald Hyrum Sm'th. Apd
further, thaot the copy of eald reveiation on
Celeat:a) Marriage, publlahed in the DESERET
NEW3 extrn of Zept ldth, A. L., 152,i8 &
true gopy of the same.
Davip FULILMER.

Bubrcribed and swern to by the salkd Darid
Fuilmer the day aod year first Abave
wriken. .
Jawea Jack, Notary Publle

You menticn the fact thatin early
daya Gud censured (he people of His
eburch for not observing His com-
mendments contained in the Beok
of Mormon, etc. Quite true; bat
how you can make this have any
bearing on polygamy is the difficulty
that presents 1sclf to my mind; for
polygamy wes not practiced by the
people at tbat time, and therefore
they coal ) nut be under condemna.
tion on that poiat, either one way
or the other.

I think it would be rotber a hard

The law of celeatial marrisge e
not for the world, but for God’s peo-

task for you, or any otber man to
disprove by cross-examinaton the
fact that certaln women were the

ple. All others are governed hy the
ueayzes of the civilizatlon in which
they dwell,be it monogamlo or poly-
gamic.  But {polygamy witbon!
Jebovah’s sanotion is not celestial
matriage, ‘The world is constantly
confounding the two aystems, The
essence and virtoe of celestial mar-
ringe 18 that it extends beyond the
vellinto the eternal world; other
marriage, single or plaral, 1 of no
force or binding power In the great
hereafter; it ia not recognized there
becauze not performea by Heaven’s
anthority. erein ia the ditference,

wives of your {ather, az they have
testified under oath, Buorely they
know, beyond peradventure, thst
the sealing ceremony wsig perform-
ed in therr cases, snd tha! they
lived with him a8 his wives. Yon|
might as well try to argue a woman
out of her exirtence or idenifiy as
that shemakes a mistake in matters
of auch vital Importance to her as
these. No, sir; the cbain of evi-
dence Is complete, and no oress ex-
amination will chapge the main
facts; they were and are known to
hundrede; and to teil us tbat they

and all polygamy {such as that deni

ed by your father,} lilicitinterconrse,
vnlawful connecijons or associa

tions, are as repngnact to the gospel
now, and woritby of oor condemns

tion to~day a3 when stingmatized by
Joseph and Hyrom SBmith and deni-
ed by President John Taylorr FLet
me also remind yon that the article
on marriage that formerly sppeared

in the appendiz to the Book of
Doctrine and Covenants, and whieh

you misose 50 largely in your argo-
ment, 1s not a revelation from God;
it does not come with ““thna eaith
the Lord,” end hss none of ita bind

ing force; at any rate I presume you
will not argue that the liord was
bound by 1t; neither was His ehurch
(even if your construction be correct)
after a revelation bad been given
which modifled its declarations. If
there be a hidden meaning in it,
then it iasimply on a psr with the
policy whioh cauced Abraham to
asy of Sarah, on certsin perilous
occaslons, *‘Bhe I8 wy siater.”

You take strong ground with re-
gard to embinitting the revelatfons
of God to the varfous quornms o
the priestbood for acceptance. There
were many revelations glven to
your father of which yon know
nothing. Nor were they ever sub
aitted to any but those whom they
concerned. They were po less tbe
word and willof the Lord for ali
that. Botin the'case of the revela-
tion on celestial marriage it wae
sabmitted by your father to the
Qoorom of the Twelve Apostles,
and was nccepled by the members
of that Quorum. Of that we have
abondant testimony. It was also
submitted to the High Counecll at
Nauvoo and accepted by that body,
thongh three of its members indi-
vidually rejected it. On this point
Wwo have the testimony and aifida-
vits of members of the Conneil who
were present on the occasion, one of
whom, Elder Thomas Grover, still
lives i Utah, and be can be crosa-
examined If you wish to do 20. The
names of the members of the High
Councll of Nanvos, who were pres-
ent on that occasion, who make. this
affidovis, are David Fullmer, Tios,
QGrover, Aaron Johnson and James
Allred, all men well smown in Is-
rael. The following Is David Full-
mer’s statement:

TeEReITORY OF UTam,

COUNIY OF SaLT Laxz, }“

EBs It rernambersd that on 1his Afteenth day
of June, A.D., 1868, personully appeared be-
fore me, Jamens Jaock, a Notars Pubido in aoy
for satd County, David Fullmer, who was by
ne 8wWorn in dus form of law, &nd upon ki
oath salh, that on cr abour thy twelfth day
of Aug. A.D. 1843, while {n meeling wilth tha
High Courncll, {he being a member thereof,)
}‘n Hyrum smith's briok afice, In the City of

atvoo, county of Hansook, State of )llinolx,
lzunba.r Wilson made eoguiry io relation to
e B e e e
satisfled there was sogonbigg,tnnthosc 1%5-

marks, and he wanted o know what It waa
upon which Hyram Smith steppac mortes the

were hot, {s 88 wlse In our eyes as it
youl were -0 tell w3 we dwellon
Mercary, or Mars, or were not men
bot birds,'or fi:hes. All your argu-
ments areas lost an that of the blind
man who endeavored to persuade bis
neighbors blessed with good eyesight
that the sun did not shine, They
knew better and so do we,

Your argument regarding the ex-
pression ‘“they twain’ seema (o me

without weigbt. It can be truly
eaid of & man and hila recond or
third wite that *“they twain shall be
omne flesh,” a3 of 2 husband snd bis
firat consort. And to me the words
of L Cor. 6: 17, **Know ye not tbhat
he which is jolned to a harlot is ene
body? for two, 2aith he, shall be one
fleeh? proves that it has no relation
to the eubject of mopogsmic mar-
risge, And now let me tell you, Mr.
3mith, that God made man polyg-
amle. Tbe bistory of tbis world in
all its generations proves it.% To-day
three-quarters of the buman family
accept it as the natural law of mar-
riage; the other quarter pretend not
to belleve in it; but it is only = pre-
tence. Their actions prove to the
contrary, They have adopted Im
place of honorable polygamy, a vile,
a damnable and Gud-secursed eub-
stitate whichvis corrapting the life
atreama end exting out the vitals of
she self-aty led monogamiccommun.
ities, No amount of rophistry can
prlliate their bypecrigy; their sins
have reached np to heaven and swift
judgment will follow fheir diare-
gard of nature’s methods which are
the methods of man’s great Creator.
You denounce celestial marrisge
a8 8 orime against mankind and a
sin against God. We assert that
God never has go denounced it; bat
bas approved it, eanctioned it, en-
couraged it, legalized It and made
special laws for fts direction; that
the polygamist child was always
recognized as legitimate, and ander
the Jaw of God, entitled to the blea-
singe of His holy house, whilat the
bastard could not enter therein un-
td the tenth generation; and furth-
er that many children voro in po-
lygamy were the special subjects of
God’s care, or of His most abuadant
or special blesaings. We need only
refer 1o Jozeph,  Samuel, Soiomon
and even [shmael, a8 cases in point.
The prophets, the Savior Himsell,
His apostles and disclples all minis-
tered toa polygamic people; and
whilst they denonnced without
étint the eexval crimes of those peo
ple they pever nitered & centence in
reprcof of their marrisge instito-
tions. And how do you acenunt for
it, if polygamy w28 s0sinful in the
sight of Henven as yon meser!, that
tho Almighty Father in selecting a
lineage for His Bon, chose cne that
was £0 well Enown to be polygamie,
I shelinot now take up the gues-
tlon of the sutherlty of Brighem

»

Young asthe successor of Joseph
Bmith; God has testifled by His
Ho!y Spirit to scorea of thousands
that he was the man, and tbhis tes-
timony and revelation are sufficient
for us.

Yoo have signally falled in all the
leading points that yon have at.
tempted to combat. In the first
place you have failed; on the snb-
Ject of polygamy ;the fact atil! stands
in unmistakable plalnness that God
did ordaln it, that His prophets did
2ive men wives, that He regulated
it by His Jaws, and approved and
blesged those who practised it.

You have as & professed Latter-
day Baint, tried to pervert the word
of the Lord regarding Temple build-
ing, and because you have not ful-
filled this Inw you eeek to cast odium
opon those who have done it; bat
the word of the Lord atill remains,
as in Jetters of living fire, nnchang
ed and invulnersble,

Therefors, verlly I say uoto you, that your
anointings and 5our washiogs, and your bap-
tismos for the dead, and four polernn aseem-
blles, and your memorials for your sacrifices,
by the sune of Levi, and for your oraocles in
your most Loly places, whersin you receive
conversatlons, and your starutes snd judg-
mepts, for the beginniog of the revelatious
g&ud foundation ©of Zion, sod for the glory,
bonor and endowment of all ber munielps s,
are ordalned by the ordinacce ef my holy

house which my peopie &re always com,
ménded (0 butld unto my holy pame.

In your first letter youstate: “The

been keptby you and your people.”
This ie a high c.om]Pllment pald to
our devotlen ln Mving up to tals
standing commandment given by

Jehsvah to His people. I am truly
sorry that as muoch cannot be troth-
fully eaid to youreelf and your ad-
herents. It seems a little sirange

that while you ignore this as & gen-
eral commandment of the Lord and
by your acts and words make nuga-
tory, that you shoanld be 80 elaled
with yonr good fortune in becomlng
the occupants of the old and first
temple which the Saints in Utab
ever crected, and from that eacred
pite an=thematize us fcr our devo:
tion, aud say in effect that we should
cenee to bufld more temples ontil we
each the centrs stike of Zion,
With regard to the prophecy of
your father, gnoted in my open let-
ter, pertainlng to the removal of the
Salnts from Nauvoo to these moun-
tatns, you seek to bide the true
meaning of that prophedy by a sup-
erabundance of worde, and by re-
sorting to a mode of sophistieal
reaconing that seems peculiar to
your atyle of writlng. Ar a proof
that this prophecy was to be fuifilled
literally, you need omnly read the
bistory of the Baints from the time
of their exodus from Naovoo until
now, and then take & retrospective
view of thess many valleys filled
with inbhabitante, whose towns and
oities reach from [daho im thenorib,
to Arizona and New Mexico in the
sonth. And se an exouse why you
and yonr organization have not been
obedient to this propbecy and thue
been helpers in developing the re-
scurces of this vast region, on al
'lude to the revelastion given on Fish-
ing River, Missouri, June 23, 1834,
to the members of Zions Camp,
Being myse)f & member of that
csmp, I am necesearily familiar
with the condition of things at that
time, The Balnts had s short time
previous, been expelled from Jack.

able and just means. The move-
ment of Zion’s Camp excited the
people of Jackeon, Clay and Ray
Uounties in Missourli and to allay
this intense excitement, and that
the Salnts might find temporary
refuge there, the Lord gave this
reveiation instructing the members
of Zion’s Camp =8 to the ¢ourse to

be taken by them to accomplish the
desired object. ‘The members of
thia camp were counselled in this
revelation as followe:

Talk not ol fjudgment, nelther boast of faith
nor of mighty works, but carefully gather to-
gether as much {n one reglon a3 cAu be oon-
aistout!y with ihe fealings of the people; and
behold, I will give untoyoufdvor and graco
in thelr eyes that You may rest in pesoe and
safety, wblis yOu are saylng unto the people,
execute jusgment aod Justioe for us accord-
ing to law, And redress us of OUr wIongs.

Now it seemas etrange that the Re.
organized Choreh, yoursell ita lead-
er, should take this raveiation,
many years ago soted upon and ful
fljed by the men to whom it was
given, and refer to itas among the
main reasons why you shirk the re-
sponsibility and berds_hips of jour-
neying westla obedience to the
plain prediction of the Frophet. This
revelation wasa eounsel given to
the members of Zion's Camp In
1834, und was fulfilled during tbat
period; consequently it hae no refer-
ence to you or your organization in

18383,
You olaim to have fiom twenty to

n~ "

aplrit of templs building has Indeed | ;

——
—————

thirty thousand members in yoy
organization. It wo, it wonld 1y
strange If rome, perhape very Imany
of them, are not truly hones.
hearted people. These, a3 well y
youisslf, the people of Utah wop
be moet happy to be able to agy.
vince of the Invalidity of they |
claims to that kipgdom spoken of by
Daniel, which ia to be eet ap in (4,
last days snd stand forever. I yop,
pregent condition you caunot by
that people. Wh3y? You plye
Hmits to the prerogatives of Jeh,
vab, you express no faith f jp,
doctrine of baptiem for the deyg
You say the dead are Fejecled png !
you denonnce the buildiog of Ten,
ples wherein a work can be perforrn.
ed for thelr redemption, [n yog'
midst the Lord has] plaeed pg
mouthplece holding the kepy of
“thua saith the Lord,* todeckrsth, |
mysteries of His will.  You step |
with tbe firet prineiples of the . |
pel and hesttate to make lnbe
frogress in the prineiplas of & high-
er law fér the advancement of g
human race in the roale of s
great principles which muat exfetn
the bo om of the Almighty for the
final redemption and elevation of!
intelligent beinga to that society;
wh ch /s celestlal and in which Gud:
Himrelf mingle+ and agsociates.
Now, sir, the pos t'on taken in my
open lstter that Joseph Smitth, yout

ather, was a polygamist lo beli

and practice, I have soetsfned mo

amply by the introdustion of testh
mony which you are ansble to con
trovtre:lt. l;fouuhuva made unaop
porficd  allegatlons regaroin
fatber’s wiver, which are mgt m:br
affidavits, years ago published (g thy
world, and nubierous otbers ezis
w hich can be farmished ¥ desmed
desirable. Bat if you aWlixk for
more proof, you can haveil 1w
this fails to convince yon I shelite
gard your obstinacy ae not beloge
characteristic of a Latter-cay Bani |
who is truly honest 8t heart. And
a8 you are a son of that great my
whom God bas placed at the he
of this dispensation, [ regret muw
the spiritual barrenness of ye
oind, and desire that the Lord
enlighten you mpon this grest- ms
ter. With this earnest solfcitos
for your enlightenment, the follow
ing passage in your econd letter
oreates some unplessant forebod.
inge, for I infer from \ts wording
that no matter how moeh proof
msay be Iaid before you,you wiif
8tilf be obstinate and refuse to yield
the position you have assomed. Yoo
BaYy:

It is unneoeasary to atiempt 10 prove W
Joseph Bmith secretly waught and praote
oeiestlal, or plural mArtiege, Of poiygam, | .
For when that |8 proved the imsue reminl |
unobanged. Al that oould be effeated by, .
sofar a3 [am ooncerned, would be to ke
my respect for birg 48 & man, acd give oo
one mcre heart pang 10 beas 1krough ofe.”

As yon etyle yourrelf a Latter-day
Baint andstand as a leader (o your
people, this epeems unwarranisbl
ground for yon to cceupy, Al wmho
read these words, who degire lohsve
reapect for your love of traih, muel
be dismayed at thelr impt.
Thoungh it be proved yoat{stber wes
& poiygamist, still “toeiwne ©
mains unchanged” and all st i
could effect #o far as Yol are “':
cerned wonid be to leesen yourr
spect for him as & man and give®
one more hesrt pang! Then, Joxp

son County,and the Lord had'called | Smith of Lamioui, theee beart pi
for the strength of His house to| will assuredly be felt and your !
coms to their aid by every honor-}apect {or your illustrions father ¥

be lescened, For if you are s

convineed by what evidence ja i
presented the day will asened |
come when you will be convine

Chis passage [ regret to e I

potated in your letter because il

dicates in you a settled purpesi

to ve & true and facchful followe €

sour father. No troly bt

hearted Latter-day Baintsald & |
50 far as that, Doea popt

pride, the love ot positten snd!

wiliingness to affiliate with ¥

powers that be fn poli tieal rasta®

win their applause, entice you %

sume ihis unenviable attitode !
earnestly hope that yoo will m®
aider thie clanse D your leileas:
foren more just and becomiog ®
lations,

I do uot court this comtromert|
for the sake of the masery in d¥
cnssion. 1 have a sincete dedlr
that you may know, ma I @
that your honored faiher wm';
polygamist. Uisbh I8 filled *
witne-ses npon thi+ podly &
will be a fruitless labor fof !0“;
however much it may woud U
pride, to estavlish your ssserili’
tbat he wae not a polygsmist.

With sentiments of personaliot
pect, allow me tosnbecrie myes
Yours truly,

L. O. LITTLEPIELD:

Logan, Utah, Jaly 17, 1883,
—~[tah Journgl.




