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these technicalities. But I will make
the broad statement, that there is not a
Hebrew scholar living on this earth who
can translate that passage from the words
contained in the original Hebrew, without
adding words of his own, not contained in
the original text, if he translates it, as Dr.
Newman did—“one wife to another.” If
the first word— Ve-ishaw means one, as he
would try to have us understand, it does
not mean wife also: but if it means wife, it
cannot be translated as he has it, and there-
fore it cannot bear out that construction.
But I see that I am dwelling too long on
the subject of the law of Moses.

Now I wish to come directly to the
point in regard to polygamy as it exists
at the present time among the Latter-day
Saints. I stated in the beginning of my re-
marks, that polygamy, or any other institu-
tion that was given at one age, might not
be binding upon another, without a fresh
revelation from God. I made that state-
ment when I was discussing that subject in
this house. I still say, that we are not under
the necessity of practicing polygamy be-
cause God gave laws and commandments
for its observance and regulation in ancient
times. Why then do the Latter-day Saints
practice polygamy? That is a plain ques-
tion. I will answer it just as plainly. It is
because we believe, with all the sincerity
of our hearts, as has been stated by former
speakers from this stand, that the Lord
God who gave revelations to Moses appro-
bating polygamy, has given revelations to
the Latter-day Saints, not only approbating
it, but commanding it, as he commanded
Israel in ancient times.

Now let us reason on this point.
If God did do such things in former
ages of the world, why not the same
Being, if he sees proper, perform the
same or similar things in another age
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of the world? Can anyone answer this? If
God saw proper to give certain laws in an-
cient times, and then to revoke them; or if
he saw proper to give laws that were not
revoked, but done away by the transgres-
sions of the children of men, has he not
a right, and is it not just as consistent for
that same Divine Being to give laws, for in-
stance, in the 19th century, concerning our
domestic relations, as it was for him to do
it in the days of Moses? And if he has that
right, as we Latter-day Saints believe that
he has, are not the people’s consciences just
as sacred in regard to such laws in these
days, as the consciences of ancient Israel?
Or must there be some power to regulate
our religious consciences? Here is a grand
question. Shall our religious consciences be
regulated by civil government or civil laws,
or shall we have the privilege of regulating
them according to the divine law of the
Bible, or any divine law that may be given
in accordance with the ancient Bible? I
answer that, when I was a boy, I thought
I lived in a country in which I could be-
lieve in anything that agreed with, or that
could be proved by the Bible, whether it
was in the law of Moses or in the doc-
trines of the New Testament. I really
thought the Jews had a right to reject
Christ, or, in other words, if they had not
the right to do it morally, they had the
right, so far as civil law is concerned, to
reject this Messiah, and to believe in and
practice the law of Moses in our land; but
I am told that such liberty of conscience
is not to be tolerated in our Republican
government. If the Jews should collect in
any great numbers, and should say one to
another—“Come brethren, we are the de-
scendants of Abraham, let us now begin
to practice according to the laws that were
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