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provided that we admit this eternal in-
crease, and the eternal relationship of
husband and wife—after the resurrec-
tion as well as in this world? In that
state they do not marry nor give in mar-
riage. Why? Because marriage is an or-
dinance that has to be attended to here,
and unless it is secured in this life for
eternity it cannot be secured in the res-
urrection, for they neither marry nor
are given in marriage there. They do
not baptize after the resurrection, they
do not confirm and administer the ordi-
nances pertaining to this life after the
resurrection. All these things have to be
attended to here, then we have a claim
to the blessings here and hereafter. If
a man would obtain an eternal increase
and eternal kingdoms without number
for his posterity to inhabit, under the di-
rection and control of Him who is King
of kings and Lord of lords, he must se-
cure the right to these blessings in this
life. When Adam and Eve were mar-
ried they were married for eternity, from
the very fact that they were united to-
gether before they fell, before death en-
tered into the world. Death was not con-
sidered in the marriage covenant. The
first example of marriage on record was
between two immortal beings—two be-
ings who would have lived until now
if they had not sinned, and the end
of that marriage covenant would never
have come; but notwithstanding this,
throughout the whole Christian world,
when the marriage ceremony is per-
formed the minister stands up and says:
"I pronounce you husband and wife un-
til death does you separate;" when death
separates you the marriage covenant is
at an end. Can they live together af-
ter the resurrection by virtue of these
covenants made by uninspired men? No.
Why? Because they were only mar-
ried for a certain definite period, and
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that was until death, when that comes
the time is run out. The covenant is
no longer binding. It is not legal in the
sight of heaven for eternity. But when a
man is united to a woman by virtue of
that priesthood which has power to seal
on the earth and it is sealed in heaven,
their marriage covenant is not dissolved,
but it will stand and be good and law-
ful as long as eternity endures, just like
the covenant entered into by our first
parents. Perhaps you may think that
Brother Pratt is rather enthusiastic and
fanatical in his ideas to suppose that im-
mortal beings can multiply; but I would
ask any person who has read the first
and second chapters of Genesis if the
command which was first given to multi-
ply was not given to two immortal beings
who had not yet fallen? If, therefore, two
immortal beings, were then commanded
to multiply, why should it be thought in-
credible that immortal beings who are
raised from the grave and restored to all
that which Adam and his wife possessed
before the Fall, should have the power to
do the same?

Then again, it oftentimes happens
that a monogamist, or the man with
but one wife, loses that wife; and by
the Scriptures he is permitted to marry
again. If he loses a second wife it is
lawful for him to marry a third wife,
and so on. Now if we admit the eter-
nal covenant of marriage between the
first pair—two immortal beings, and
that they were commanded to multiply,
then, if the same order of marriage is
to be continued, and we become immor-
tal, and all the man's three wives who
have died in succession come up out of
the grave, must he divorce all but one,
or will he have them all? And if he
must divorce any, which must he di-
vorce, and which must he claim? Does
not everything that is consistent and
reasonable, and everything that agrees



