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of the South; the Baptist church of the
North, and the Baptist church of the
South. I believe the only Christian
church in America that did not, over the
slavery question, split the blanket, di-
vide its property, its franchises and ec-
clesiastical organization, was the Roman
Catholic church, who recognized the ne-
cessity of a united body under one grand
head. This division of sects prepared the
hearts and minds of the people for the
deadly conflict that ensued.

On the subject of the other twin relic,
there appears no such division. Both
the North and the South and religious
sects of whatever name or belief, are
united in the denunciation of the Latter-
day Saints, and the system of marriage
introduced by the Prophet Joseph Smith.
This, as I have already said, is founded
partly in their ignorance with regard
to the true spirit and nature of the
doctrine taught by the Prophet Joseph
Smith, and believed in by the Latter-
day Saints. As I have already said, they
have classed it with the bigamy of Eng-
land and the American States, and they
have classed it with Oriental polygamy.
For it is known to all students of his-
tory, to all who are familiar with the
conditions of the nations at the present
time, and the history of nations in past
ages, that polygamy has been the rule—
I will not say that it has been the rule
among the common people of all na-
tions, but polygamy has existed, and has
been recognized to a greater or less ex-
tent, so far as its practice was consis-
tent with the conditions of the people
of the various nations, it has been the
rule from time immemorial; and there
has never been a time in the history of
the world when it has not been common
and recognized among the nations of the
earth, with the exception of modern Eu-

rope. The Christians of our time claim
the prevailing system of marriage in
modern Europe and in the United States,
as the result of Christianity. To this I
reply, that neither Christ nor his Apos-
tles ever uttered one word in condem-
nation of that system of marriage that
was in vogue in their days, and that
had been recognized and acknowledged
in the house of Israel from the days of
Abraham until Christ. In fact Christ
Himself was the fruit of polygamy, so
far as the flesh was concerned. And
nowhere is there to be found one word
in condemnation of this system, or any-
thing intimating that he intended to
change the then existing relations of
the sexes; but while he, as well as his
Apostles and the ancient Prophets and
Patriarchs denounced adultery and for-
nication they recognized and sustained
honorable marriage whether single or
plural; and every form of illicit inter-
course with the sexes was condemned
by the primitive Christians, as well as
by the Prophets and Patriarchs of old.
The only passage of Scripture that I
have ever heard quoted as appearing to
limit the early Christians to single mar-
riage was the saying of one of the Apos-
tles, St. Paul to Timothy, in which he
said that a Bishop should be the hus-
band of one wife, having faithful chil-
dren and one who knows how to gov-
ern his own house, for, said he, if he
knows not how to rule well his own
house, how shall he rule the Church of
God. Now this scripture, taken as a
whole, evidently shows that his object
was not to intimate that a Bishop should
have one wife only, but he intended to
make this impression, that he must be
a man of family, one who has had ex-
perience in household affairs, one that
understood all those tender relations


