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England the same question. I would
like to ask if it has been accepted as the
result of an intelligent understanding
of the two modes of marriage? Rather
has it not been inherited without inves-
tigation, without thought, without re-
flection, without understanding the mar-
riage covenant? We all know it is the
outgrowth of tradition; that it has been
received from the fathers; and so far
from having been an intellectual recep-
tion of a principle, fundamental and eter-
nal, it possesses nothing of that char-
acter whatever. Monogamy was prac-
ticed by the fathers, the same as the
religions of mankind were practiced by
them, it was received and accepted un-
hesitatingly without comment or con-
sideration, without understanding as to
whether it was conclusively the best, or
whether it was the worst, or whether it
was of God, or whether it was of man, or
whether anything different today might
or might not be of Him.

Now, here is a little community called
Latter-day Saints, who believe in both
orders. They have accepted marriage in
the abstract. They do not believe that so-
ciety should run at loose ends in its sex-
ual relations. They believe that a viola-
tion of those laws is as much a wrong
today as it was in the days of ancient
Israel, and they believe further that all
sexual irregularities should be visited by
penalties of divine sanction and appoint-
ment; and still more, that that which
was right, that which was commanded,
that which was encouraged, that which
was practiced, that which was regulated
among ancient Israel, and that which
will be practiced and is inevitable behind
the veil, cannot be an offense in the sight
of God, in the day and age in which we
live.

But it may be said, why speak of

this matter when there is so much ex-
citement in regard to it? For the best
of all reasons, that this is a free country,
that free speech has never been forbid-
den, has never been checked, has never
been curtailed. It is the heritage we
have received from our fathers, and we
are at liberty to speak of the institu-
tions that lay at the foundation of society,
and to analyze and understand them.
There are thousands of our youth grow-
ing up that are not familiar with the fun-
damental principles pertaining to mar-
riage; with the ideas and theories and
practices of the nations that have grown
out of this relationship; and it needs that
they should understand why this turmoil
exists, and whether there is a good foun-
dation for the position that men take ev-
erywhere in regard to that principle, and
which leads to the persecution of their fa-
thers, and the ostracism of their commu-
nity.

When we come to the sacred books
that have been received by the Church
we find that, in regard to this dual idea of
marriage—marriage in the monogamic
form, and marriage in the polygamic
form—the Book of Mormon expressly de-
clares that it was necessary in the first
colonization of this country that mar-
riage should be monogamic, because the
sexes were equal, and the people real-
ized that marriage was an indispensable
thing to both man and woman; but there
is also indication that necessity would
give final enlargement to this practical
question.

So it was when Noah came out
of the ark, and there are other peri-
ods in the history of mankind when
nothing but monogamic marriage could
prevail without doing an injustice
to those round about them. But
where there is no chance of this


