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in the uniting of men and women in mar-

riage, hence it is called joining them to-

gether of God—what God joins, not what

man joins. It is a divine institution,

it cannot be administered by the law-

making department. There may be mar-

riages under the civil law; Congress, or

the Legislatures of the various States

and Territories may pass laws regulat-

ing the marriage institution, and mar-

riages performed according to the provi-

sions thereof would be legal, so far as the

laws of man are concerned. But has God

anything to do with these marriages?

Just as much as he has with baptism

when it is administered illegally. I have

already shown you that a baptism ad-

ministered by amanwithout authority is

good for nothing; and a man and woman

united in marriage by any civil law ever

framed since the world began, are ille-

gally married in the sight of heaven; to

be legal there, it must be performed by

a man called by revelation and ordained

and commanded to celebrate that ordi-

nance.

Now I want to say a few words to

our young people who dwell in different

parts of the Territory. I have heard that

some of them, perhaps through a want of

understanding of the laws of God, have

suffered themselves to be married by the

civil law—for instance, by a justice of the

peace, alderman or judge. That will do

very well so far as the laws of the land

are concerned, but has God anything to

do with such marriages? Nothing at all.

Has he ever authorized marriages to be

solemnized after this order? Not at all.

Are children born of such marriages your

legal sons and daughters in the sight

of heaven? Not at all; they are in one

sense bastards. That is a pretty hard

saying, is it not? They are actually bas-

tards. For instance, there are many old

people who never heard of the divine

appointment and authority which God

has sent forth from heaven in relation

to marriage, who have been married ac-

cording to the laws of the countries in

which they resided before they heard of

this work. They complied literally with

their laws, and so far as the law was con-

cerned that was all right. But were they,

legally, in the sight of God, husband and

wife? Just as much as I would be a son

of God and born of water, if I were sprin-

kled by a sectarian priest, or baptized by

a Baptist priest, just as much. Could we

claim a celestial glory, and all the priv-

ileges and blessings and exaltation that

God has ordained from the foundation of

the world to be bestowed upon those who

comply with the celestial law, unless we

complied with this law? Could our chil-

dren, in the morning of the resurrection,

come up and say unto us—"We claim you

as our legal parents;" "I am your son,"

"I am your daughter, and you are my

parents, and therefore I claim the priv-

ilege of partaking of all the glory that

you partake of, and of receiving thrones

and dominions and kingdoms and pow-

ers and principalities in heavenly places

in Christ Jesus?" They could not claim

any such thing; neither could the par-

ents have a claim upon these children;

neither could they be gathered together

and organized into a family capacity.

Why? Because the celestial law has not

been attended to. Inquires one—"Do you

mean to make us all out bastards?" Not

in the eyes of the law, but in the eyes

of heaven. I am pointing out the differ-

ence now between the two laws—the law

of man and the law of God, or the celes-

tial law. Parents, if you would have your

families connected with you in a social

capacity hereafter, you must take steps


