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driven from Nauvoo, Illinois. My own brother-in-law,
Judge W. T. Wood, was acting State’s attorney at the time
of the expulsion from Missouri. He informed me that Smith
offered him a retainer of ten thousand dollars, which was an
enormous fee sixty years ago, but Mr. Wood declined, with
the not very complimentary remark: “Mr. Smith, I know
too much of your case to undertake it.”

Polygamy has been made the corner-stone of their eccle-
siastical and social system. At Ogden, June 12, 1903, the
present head of the Mormon organization said “that anyone
who denied the doctrine of polygamy might as well deny any
other doctrine of the prophet Joseph.” This same head of
the church, about two years ago, under oath in the still pend-
ing Smoot case,. stated that he had five wives, and that his
family expenses were about $20,000 a year. Not all are able
to practice the precious doctrine of polygamy.

Is it not passing strange that in their thirteen articles of
faith, which are scattered far and wide, there is not one word
on the subject. But their “everlasting covenant of polyg-
amy” is known as enjoining “and if ye abide not that cove-
nant, then are ye damned.” “If a man espouse a virgin, and
desire to espouse another, * * * if he have ten virgins
given him by this law, he cannot commit adultery, for they
belong tolhim, and they are given unto him; therefore he is
justified.” (See P. G. P., pp. 123, 126.) Aga:in, p. 125:
“If plural marriage be unlawful, then is the whole plan of
salvation, through the house of Israel, a failure, and the
entire fabric of Christianity without foundation.”

The statement seems to be fully warranted that their theory .
of polygamy is the outcropping of or has led to blank athe-
ism. Listen: “Are there more gods than one? Yes, many.
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God himself was once as we are now, and is an exalted man.
And you have got to learn how to be gods yourselves, the
same as all gods have done before you. He (Adam) is our
Father and our God, and the only God with whom we have
to do. There is no other God in heaven but that God who
has flesh and bones.” There is not a glimmer of Christian-
ity nor of true Deism except in phrase alone—the kernel of
the nut is impious atheism.

A grosser, more thoroughly sensual and debasing system
of esoteric opinions and practice has never been foisted on any
company of dupes. The Baptist Home Mission Monthly
of April 19, 1906, has an admirable and carefully prepared
article on ‘“Mormonism.”

The origin of the Mormon Bible is very well understood.
Solomon Spaulding was a Congregational minister of North-
east, Ohio, whose health failed him; and on giving up the
ministrations of the pulpit he whiled away his time writing
in the style of the Chronicles his romantic lucubrations re-
specting the lost tribes of Israel. Occasionally he would read
these effusions to friends. The manuscripts disappeared mys-
teriously, but were recognized as freely edited in the Book
of Mormon. When the manuscript was offered to Thurlow
Weed, of Albany, N. Y., for publication, although a respon-
sible farmer offered to go security, he refused to publish it,
deeming it a fanfaronade of balderdash.

The original manuscript, written at the dictation of Joseph
Smith, was a few years since in the possession of a son of one
of the original witnesses, who lived at Richmond, Missouri.
The polygamist faction of Utah, it was so reported, offered
a large sum for this manuscript, but it was refused.

When Smith found the bronze plates, so the story goes, he
found with them a translucent stone or gem; and it was only
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when he looked at the engravings on the plates through this
stone that he was able to translate them. A curtain was
drawn across the room, and Smith, from behind it, dictated
aloud to his amanuensis, who wrote it down. And it is
believed that Joseph Smith did this dictation from the
Spaulding manuseript. No one but himself ever saw the
plates.

In the Mormon creed anthropomorphism is not viewed as
a helpful symbol or parable leading to a fundamental truth
beyond, as when man is viewed as imaging God; but with
the Mormon it is itself the ultimate—a perfectly stupid sui-
cide of thought and intelligence—resolving man himeslf into
God and the object of his own worship. This, however, is a
freak not limited to the Mormons.

The eternal covenant of matrimony projects a neverlast-
ing proliferation of gods of human origin and human attri-
butes; and hence the sealing with even departed spirits. It is
well understood that the blood covenant, or atonement, not
mentioned in the articles, and of which there is so much
vague shyness, is such an interpretation of brotherly love
that, if a brother is liable to fall away, he is to be saved by
the shedding of his blood. It is analogous to Freeman, of
Maine, killing his daughter to save her. The circumstantial
injunctions are shocking. But I must abstain; there was in
my burned library quite a complete collection of the litera-
ture of this anomalous abortion.

I will remark two things:

(1) The State of Utah and the Mormon Church are two
distinet institutions which should not be confounded. The
State is entitled by the United States Constitution to repre-
sentation in our Senate. But the Mormon Church has no
such right; indeed, this “church” may inflict on its devotees
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an incurable disability to represent the State. That is the
question,

Suppose a man elected from the State of New Jersey is
found to be a member of the association of anarchists, would
not that connection with such an organization in the State
be deemed a sufficient reason for declaring his seat vacant?

It would not require an overt act of anarchy after the elec-
tion or entrance oath, but the representative status of the
man would be fatally disqualified. His supposed qualifica-
tion would become a nullity, though no lawless act was per-
sonally chargeable to him.

(2) It used to be the case that an atheist was not allowed
to take an oath in the courts; and whilst that credal rule has
been relaxed, nevertheless a man’s status may be such that
his sworn relations, so long as those relations are retained,
may utterly disqualify him to give or take a credible oath of
allegiance and service.

It may be recalled that throughout the Bible polygamy is
the companion of polytheism, and polytheism is atheism in
fact. Hence the religious atheism of Mormonism, with its
polygamy, give it a broad and unenviable association with
one of the most blighting and degrading perversions of the
well-being of our race. Human nature is logical; give it
premises or principles, and it will work out the legitimate
results. There is a logic of events. And the responsive
movement may be either upward or downward. In this case
the downward trend admits properly of no question in
Church or State.

The same evil faith and association may, apart from indi-
vidual overt unlawful action, disqualify for membership, or
citizenship, in both Church and State. The truth is that
both the Christian church and the civilized State move by
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faith. Our faith in our neighbors and in our public officials
is most pronounced. It is the undergirding of our social,
national and ecclesiastical life.

In leaving this subject, I will remark that it is now a mat-
ter of common information that Mormonism—this sub-
versive and so-called religion, but religio-political scheme, for
a long time treated with contempt and indifference, already
in about three-fourths of a century, to such an extent, by per-
sistent propagandism, dominates Utah and other new western
States, as to threaten seriously, at no distant day, a con-
trolling faction in our Senate. It will be a great misfortune
to allow things to drift along till then before awakening to
the peril. Being forewarned, we should be forearmed; and
the time of action already confronts us.

In this case we have an abortive outbirth of the fanatical
union of politics with a scheme that prostitutes the name of
religion, and illegitimately claims, under the title of latter-
day saints, a kinship to Christianity. This is an emphatic
notification that apologists for polygamy in Christian
churches abet and favor this imposture in fact, and all its
dire consequences, whether they so design or not.

CeAPTER XVIII.
CoNCLUSION.

In conclusion, let us reassure ourselves that the missionary
goes forth under the great commission not as a timid, shrink-
ing, and compromising apologist, but in the fearless and
thoroughgoing defense of truths and principles whose
avowed aim and mission are to overturn and cast down the
strongholds of Satan primarily in the individual hearts and
lives of men, and through them to leaven, for good, societies
and States as the natural and inevitable consequence. So-
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called ancestral worship, which is the ostensible motive for so
much polygamy, bears the marks of a supreme Satanic device
to obstruct the gospel. Ancestral remembrance, respect, and
reverence are good and noble traits; but to pervert these
worthy sentiments into a worship which dethrones the provi-
dence of God and puts the creature, even though a revered
parent, in the place of the Creator, is dishonoring to God and
wicked. The mission should by the gospel sanctify the senti-
ment and cherish it; strip it of its profane idolatry and culti-
vate it as fulfilling the 6th Commandment. (Deut. v: 16.)
Rescue it from this lamentable perversion; then this worship
would be superseded by something more rational and sacred
and the idolatrous perversion would cease to be an obstacle
either to the spread or the perpetuation of the gospel. In
every case the gospel brings the heathen something better
than what he has; it puts him in possession of something in-
finitely better than what he casts aside. Christianity goes for
the best and brings the best, for it is heaven’s best gift to man.

The new reading of the history of the family, which has
been most industriously pursued of late years under the im-
pulse of radical evolutionary skepticism, and has assumed
to reconstruct all history, sacred and profane, has rather
strengthened than weakened the presumption in favor of the
lifelong union of one man and one woman as the primitive
relation of the human sexes. As to Mr. Darwin, “he infers
from the passion of jealousy, which man has in common with
the brutes, that the most probable view is that he (man)
aboriginally lived in small communities, each with a single
wife, or, if powerful, with several, whom he jealously guarded
against all other men.” According to this, monogamy was
the rule, and plural wives the departure. Herbert Spencer,
in his “Principles of Sociology,” p. 698, says: “Monogamy
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dates back as far as any marital relation;” also: “Polygamy
can but in exceptional cases, and then in only slight degree,
permit better relations than exist among animals.”* On page
700 he says: “The monogamic family is the most evolved,”
1. €., the highest and most perfect conjugal relation. And
the closing words of the chapter from which these quotations
are taken are as follows: “Monogamy has long been growing

innate in the individual man—all the ideas and sentiments .

that have become associated with marriage having, as their
necessary implication, the singleness of the union” (p. 704).
This prepares us to appreciate the doctrine of Mr. Spencer’s
accomplished friend, Prof. Huxley, who is one of the highest
authorities on ethnology, and, in opposition to Prof. Agassiz
and his school, utterly repudiates the multiple origin of the
human race, polygeny, and emphatically approves its monog-
eny, or the unity of its origin. He insists that a single pair,
and actually names Adam and Eve, is an entirely adequate
origin of the human race, with all its varieties. No writer
was better informed or less influenced favorably by religious
prejudice in making this statement than Huxley.

It seems to me that it would be difficult to overestimate
the apolegetic value of this testimony of these three witnesses,
Darwin, Spencer, Huxley. It is an implied vindication of
the solid value of the Bible narrative of man’s estate in Eden,
and of Jesus Christ’s exposition thereof. Indeed, it may be
set down among the anticipations of the Bible, persistently
and for long ages rejected and even scoffed, but finally sub-
stantiated by investigation and discovery. Agassiz believed
in God, but held to the multiple origin of our race as of
plants, and opposed evolutionism. But atheistic evolution

*This view of Mr. Spencer suggests that the toleration of polygamy in
our country, whether in Utah or elsewhere, is an insidious but unmis-
takable step backward toward brutal barbarism.
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has refuted the multiple origin, and in vindication of its own
unifying pretensions has contributed to the vindication of
the theory of the Bible that the entire human race has sprung
from a single pair. And this means, of course, that man’s
original sex relation was monogamous.

" From this standpoint how can we view a conceesion to
polygamy, touching citizenship in the State or membership
in the Church of Christ, otherwise than as a backward step
from monogamy towards barbarism? To step down from
monogamy to polygamy is to step from a rock into a filthy
mudhole. To rise from polygamy to monogamy is to rise
heavenward. To compromise with it under any circum-
stances is to compromise truth with falsehood. “Speak unto
the children of Israel, that they go forward” It was Liv-
ingstone’s motto: “Anywhere, provided it be forward.”

These distinguished scientists do not reckon with the
Bible nor with the teaching of Christ, and yet they, on
purely natural and rational grounds, condemn and proscribe
polygamy as a degradation of humanity, and incompatible
with the true interests of civilized society.

On ethnological grounds, Messrs. Darwin, Herbert Spencer,
and Professor Huxley may all be cited, after tracing man’s
sex relations through animal promiscuityand every gradation
of matriarchal, patriarchal, polygamous and polyandrous
states, as having substantially gravitated to a conclusion in
favor of the primitive and finally destined monogamy, as the
beginning and highest attainment of -the sex relation of the
race of man. It may be stated that this most recent research
into the history of the family, making reasonable allowance
for inevitable vagaries, winds up with what may be set down
as virtually an undesigned and unacknowledged substantial
agreement on this vital point with the Christian scripture.
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As pointing to the law of nature as controlling the relation
of the sexes, it is stated that in India 95 per cent. of the
60,000,000 Mohammedans are monogamists; in Persia, 98
per cent.; and probably about the same with the 30,000,000
or 40,000,000 in China, notwithstanding the Koran allows
four wives and as many concubines as a man may choose to
support. Among the American aborigines, the same author-
ity states that though polygamy widely exists, yet monogamy
i the rule, and few have more than two wives. Howard, in
his history of “Matrimonial Institutions,” also says: “Almost
everywhere polygamy is confined to a very small part of the
people, the majority being monogamous” (pp. 144-150).
His estimate is that at least 98 per cent. of the race are mo-
nogamous. That would give a sum total of polygamists in
the world, if there are two millions out of every one hundred
millions and there are one thousand five hundred millions
of human beings in the world, at 30,000,000. “And so,”
Howard says, ‘“we come back to the starting point. The com-

- plex phenomena of human sexual relations have been exam-

ined in the light of scientific criticism and recent research.
The result seems unmistakably to show that pairing has al-
ways been the typical form of human marriage” (Howard’s
Hist. Matri. Instit., vol. 1, 79-85). Who so blind as not to
see that the toleration or countenancing of polygamy, on
purely scientific ground, is thus discredited? Westermark
enumerates the various monogamous tribes and nations, but
it is not practicable here to follow up this suggestion and
reference.

But at this reduced rate there still remains before the anti-
polygamous missionary enterprises of the world a stupendous
problem.
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The conquest of the Christian church is not by direct as-
sault—not by the unfurling of flags and banners, the beating
of drums and blare of trumpets, the boom of cannon and the
shout and onrush of embattled hosts—but by the quiet and
persevering and uncompromising spread of Christian truths
which show a better way of living by the example of
individual and family life, whose purity and peace put to
shame the ways of sin and give a healthy stimulus and im-
pulse to a holy obedience to the Master’s voice. It is by sur-
rounding this heathen encampment, which presents a frown-
ing front so ancient and defiant, with the simple blasts of our
ram’s horns and prayer, that the barriers will fall down flat,
and not by yielding or compromise in one jot or tittle.
Great moral and spiritual conflicts are not won by compro-
mise, but by unyielding adherence to the right. It is by
keeping the church of Christ absolutely pure and free of
polygamy that it can most effectually contribute to its over-
throw.

Remark 1. The aim of our mission work is primarily the
salvation of souls from sin, and not in sin. We are not to
save them in, but from, sin.

2. But the gospel has the promise of the life that now is
as well as of that which is to come. And as exhibiting the
present and legitimate fruit of the gospel, our missions aim
at an improved condition of society mainly through the pur-
ity of the family (I Peter iv: 16-19).

3. This improved outcome must be found primarily in the
family. Mr. Robert E. Speer, A. M. (Secretary of the
Board of Foreign Missions of the Presbyterian Church of the
United States of America), made a brief address to the 1900
Missionary Conference so admirable that I feel constrained
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to again quote from it. He says: “I do not know of any
question that is of more importance in connection'with the
standards of conduct than the question of admitting polyg-
amists, with their polygamy, into the Christian Church.
What guarantee have we that polygamy will not do in the
Christian Church what polygamy does outside the Christian
Church? Outside the Christian Church polygamy destroys
homes and makes impossible personal purity. Will baptized
polygamy create Christian homes and promote personal pur-
ity? I do not believe that polygamy can be kept from doing
in the Christian Church that which polygamy does outside
of the Christian Church. Why, then, should it be let in?
People say because of the hardships which the exclusion
of polygamists will force upon them. But it seems to me
that there is some confusion of thought there as to what it is
that constitutes polygamy. The financial relationship be-
ween a man and certain women does not constitute a polyg-
amous relationship. If a man has wanted to support finan-
cially five women before coming into the Christian Church,
there is nothing in the fact of his baptism that makes it com-
pulsory upon him to stop supporting four of them. * * *
We do not ask a man who comes into the Christian Church
to stop supporting these women. We do not ask them to
cease bearing his name, but we do insist that he shall cease
living in that relationship, which alone constitutes a polyga-
mous relationship, with these women, and shall confine him-
self to a proper ma.rriage relationship with one of them.”
(Ecumenical Missionary Conference, 1900, vol. 2, 286, 287.)

4. Our religion legitimately ministers to freedom from
tyranny, but polygamy is adultery and a sin against God
and man, and it ministers to private and public despotism
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(Lieber, Kent, Matthews, Waite). Says Judge Matthews:
“The union of one man and one woman in the holy state of
matrimony is the (only) sure foundation of all that is stable
and noble in our Christian civilization and the best guaranty
of reverent morality and the beneficent progress of social and
political improvemnt.” Shall we in America venture to
take out the keytsone of the arch on which the institutions to
spring from our missions are are to rest? This would be
disastrous.

5. If is solemnly the duty of the church to guard against
the prostitution of the gospel by this degrading apostacy
from the original conjugal relation in Eden. That manog-
amous conjugal relation is held up by the Savior for the
observance of his people and as an obligation on all men in
all time.

The allusions in the overture to the condemnation of
polygamy as a crime in our courts has been vindicated. The
idea of our toying with this viper—this cobra capella—in-
stead of decapitating it, seems inconceivable.

The claim that those who favor the admission are as much
opposed to polygamy as the exclusionists, may be safely de-
nied. If you harbor a polygamist and allow him to indulge
his nefarious practices whilst in your family, and with your
knowledge, it is in vain that your opposition to plural cohab-
itation is avowed. Do you tell me you are just as much op-
posed to it as your neighbors? It won’t be accepted.
You admit this polygamous sinner, and he continues his
nefarious practices right under your eyes, and with his con-
cubines eats bread at the same table with you. Your opposi-
tion is compromised (II .Cor. vi: 14-18). You may have
persuaded yourself that you are opposed, but it is self-decep-
tion. Your actions speak louder than your words.
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6. Shall we as a church admit this thing to our commun-
ion and fellowship—the purest and most sacred fellowship on
earth—that fellowship of which we make confession and
avowal whenever we repeat the Apostle’s Creed, in the words,
“ ‘believe in the Holy Ghost; the holy catholic church; the
communion of saints; the forgiveness of sins; the resurrection
of the body; and the life everlasting, Amen”? “Saints, by
profession, are bound to maintain a holy fellowship and com-
munion in the worship of God,and in performing such other
spiritual services as tend to their mutual edification” (C, F.,
xxvi: 2), as also in relieving each other in outward things,
according to their several abilities and necessities. Which
communion, as God offereth opportunity, is to be extended
unto all those who, in every place, call upon the name of
the Lord Jesus” (I John iii: 17). I repeat, shall we as a
church of Christ admit to this holy fellowship men and
women who in the United States would be treated as crim-
inals, and by the courts of the land consigned to jail and the
penitentiary? We know enough from scripture and history,
from observation and experience to be fully aware that polyg-
amy is a master device of the evil one. Its enthronement in
the family gives him and his demons their chief citadel. In
contemplation of the terribly licentious consequences to Israel
of tempting Jehovah by intercourse with demons, the apostle
solemnly avows his solicitude lest the Corinthian Christians
should fail to heed the warning: “And I would not that ye
should have communion with demons. Ye cannot drink the
cup of the Lord and the cup of demons; ye cannot partake of
the table of the Lord and of the table of demons” (I Cor. x:
20, 21). It is a case of intolerable incompatibility. -

7. The home church will lose its confidence in~missions
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thus conducted and in the men conducting them. Indeed,
we are told that it is too bad that this subject should be pub-
licly agitated. Christ did nothing in secret—for one I
pledge you to do all in my power, as long as God spares my
life, to overthrow this apostate and wicked practice, and to
fortify the church against it.

8. The rule of this overture agrees with the greater body of
most efficient missionary workers. It agrees with the consti-
tution of our own church and with the word of God. What
more could be asked? It wrongs no one in providing for
enforcing the abandonment of a great sin. It will bless
our church in sympathetic co-operation with the leading
missionary churches, and the overwhelming majority of
the people of God whose prayers and substantial support
are in this world-wide campaign. “Be ye holy, for I am
holy.” To those ensnared among these wayward trans-
gressors the Spirit and the bride say, “Come out from them
and be ye separate.”

THE CENTRAL PRESBYTERIAN.

In The Central Presbyterian, November 15, 1905, page
752, is found an editorial by Rev. Dr. James P. Smith, editor,
relative to the then quite recent action of the Synod of Vir-
ginia on the overture which is the burd'en of this pamphlet.
I will now close by using a part of that editorial as giving the.
readers of this pamphlet and the General Assembly the ben-
efit of the views of one of the most venerable and highly es-
teemed members of the Virginia Synod, and one of the
wisest and most influential counsellors of our church on the
subject under consideration. I am sure that those who have
had occasion to wrestle with this subject will thank Dr.
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Smith for his clear and incisive views. I hope that the views
of Dr. Summey, in the 8. W. Presbyterian, given at the open-
ing of this discourse, will be recalled in this connection.
And T feel sorry that the powerful address to Synod by Dr.
F. J. Brooke, chairman of the ad interim committee, on the
purity of the church, whilst this matter was pending, cannot
be given.
The extract from The Central Presbyterian is as follows:

“What are we sending to the people that live in
darkness? What are we trying to establish in the
midst of the gross darkness of the pagan lands—in
China, Korea and Africa? It is not a building, nor
a book, nor a ritual of worship, nor a form of civiliza-
tion with clothes and houses, but a life, « new human
life, redeemed and renewed and sanctified to God
through the Divine Redeemer. The first thing we
have to show the degraded heathen is a Christian life,
to be lived out before their eyes, a life clean and loving
and consecrated. It is shown in the missionary and

e in his home; and his relations to his wife and his child
! are a revelation sent by God to the poor darkened
’ heart. And the same things are to be shown in some
degree by every one baptized into the name of Christ.
The missionary is to be the image and message of
Christ, and every convert is to be called Christian,
b and in his own poor and imperfect way, “a living
: epistle, known and read of all men.” The missionary
. and his convert are and must be the samples and illus-
f trations of the Christianity we hope to establish in the
i dark places. For hundreds of miles around among a
’ multitude of ignorant and degraded beings, all that
is known of the Christian religion is what they see
and hear of the missionary and his converts at the

station.
“Shall we consent that the lie be spoken among

15 R
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those who exhibit our religion in the heathen land?
Shall a man living in the habit of falsehood, openly,
before all men, be baptized and made an example of
the strange religion that has been brought by the
white man? Will that man be an example and a les-
son of what we are sending? Will that man be an
influence for the extension of the kingdom of our
Christ? It must be admitted that church members
in Christian lands have been known to lie. But we
do not set them forth as examples, and especially when
we know that a man is a liar, we do not baptize him
and give him the name of Christ. In the heathen
land where our religion is not known, all the more we
would not baptize the liar; neither the liar nor the
thief, nor the drunkard nor the impure will we seal
with baptism and set him up in a dark land as an ex-
ample of Christianity.

“Can a man living in polygamy be an illustration
of the Christian religion? Polygamy is one of "the
gross evils of pagandom, from which we go to deliver.
We go to China and Africa, not to compromise with
evil, but to teach and illustrate and invite to a more
excellent way. One of the inestimable blessings which
belongs to the very substance of our religion is the law
of marriage, established in a sinless Eden and keeping
about it nearly all there is of Eden in a fallen world.
We cannot see how our religion can be exhibited in a .
pagan land without the testimony borne to the scrip-
tural law of marriage and the purity and happiness
of the Christian home.

“It is not a question as to our charitable treatment
of the native convert, who is in many ways entangled
in the evils of his heathen life. All charity, all Chris-
tian helpfulness must be given to the man slowly
emerging from the bondage of pagandom. But we
cannot think that the native, living in polygamy,
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unable to shake off the things of his old life, is the
man to be baptized and.to be set forth before all eyes
in the dark land as an example and guide of the Chris-
tian religion.

“Let our Assembly say distinctly, without censure
on the past, that our missions are instructed to with-
hold, not charity nor helpfulness of any kind, but
baptism and church membership from the polygamist,

until he can be free to be an example of the Christian
life.”

As a last word, I submit the solemn query:

Had we not better abandon our missionary work of estab-
lishing impure churches than to pursue our voyage with this
Jonah, as a passenger or stowaway, on board the old Ship of
Zion?

The storm is already brewing.

SAMUEL SPAHR LaAws,
Washington, D. C., 1733 Q Street, Northwest.

May 1, 1906.





