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Marriage; I do so with the greatest plea-
sure.

In the first place, let us inquire
whether it is lawful and right, accord-
ing to the Constitution of our country,
to examine and practice this Bible doc-
trine? Our fathers, who framed the Con-
stitution of our country devised it so
as to give freedom of religious worship
of the Almighty God; so that all peo-
ple under our Government should have
the inalienable right—a right by virtue
of the Constitution—to believe in any
Bible principle which the Almighty has
revealed in any age of the world to the
human family. I do not think, however,
that our forefathers, in framing that in-
strument, intended to embrace all the
religions of the world. I mean the idol-
atrous and Pagan religions. They say
nothing about those religions in the Con-
stitution; but they give the express priv-
ilege in that instrument to all people
dwelling under this Government and un-
der the institutions of our country, to be-
lieve in all things which the Almighty
has revealed to the human family. There
is no restriction nor limitation so far as
Bible religion is concerned, or any prin-
ciple or form of religion believed to have
emanated from the Almighty; yet they
would not admit idolatrous nations to
come here and practice their religion, be-
cause it is not included in the Bible; it is
not the religion of the Almighty. Those
people worship idols, the work of their
own hands, they have instituted rights
and ceremonies pertaining to those idols,
in the observance of which they, no
doubt, suppose they are worshipping cor-
rectly and sincerely, yet some of them
are of the most revolting and barbarous
character. Such, for instance, as the of-
fering up of a widow on a funeral pile,
as a burnt sacrifice, in order to follow
her husband into the eternal worlds.

That is no part of the religion mentioned
in the Constitution of our country, it is
no part of the religion of Almighty God.

But confining ourselves within the
limits of the Constitution, and coming
back to the religion of the Bible, we have
the privilege to believe in the Patriar-
chal, in the Mosaic, or in the Christian
order of things; for the God of the patri-
archs, and the God of Moses is also the
Christians' God.

It is true that many laws were given
under the Patriarchal or Mosaic dis-
pensations, against certain crimes, the
penalties for violating which, religious
bodies, under our Constitution, have not
the right to inflict. The Government has
reserved, in its own hands, the power,
so far as affixing the penalties of certain
crimes is concerned.

In ancient times there was a law
strictly enforcing the observance of the
Sabbath day, and the man or woman who
violated that law was subjected to the
punishment of death. Ecclesiastical bod-
ies have the right, under our Govern-
ment and Constitution, to observe the
Sabbath day or to disregard it, but they
have not the right to inflict corporeal
punishment for its nonobservance.

The subject proposed to be investi-
gated this afternoon is that of Celes-
tial Marriage, as believed in by the
Latter-day Saints, and which they claim
is strictly a Bible doctrine and part of
the revealed religion of the Almighty.
It is well known by all the Latter-day
Saints that we have not derived all
our knowledge concerning God, heaven,
angels, this life and the life to come
entirely from the books of the Bible;
yet we believe that all of our reli-
gious principles and notions are in ac-
cordance with and are sustained by the
Bible; consequently, though we believe
in new revelation, and believe that God


