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’Elders’ Note-Book

AN INTERESTING AND VALUABLE LETTER; OLIVER
COWDERY ON THE SUBJECT OF POLYGAMY.

At

ik

OLIVER COWDERY.

“What that doctrine and foith is, and was, I ought to
know.”

[Editor’s Note.—Herewith appears a letter from
Elder Richard Ferris, followed by a verified copy of
the Cowdery letter, which he referred to, taken from
the photos which he forwarded to us. We have
delayed the publication of this letter, hoping to
reproduce the photos in question, but have found it
impossible (owing to their size, and the fact that
they are blue prints) to secure a legible reproduc-
tion. However, the photos are on file with the
Editors, and may be seen by those who choose.—
ASSOCIATE EDITOR.]

"OAKLAND, California, August 5, 1904.

Bro. Elbert Smith;

Dear Sir: 1 forward you photos of the Cowdery
letter, which you will find on analysis to totally
refute the story of the Brighamites that polygamy
was a part of the doctrines of the church during
the Martyrs’ time. You see that Daniel and
Phoebe Jackson, and Phineas Young lived in Mon-
trose, Iowa, in 1846. They were sisters of Cowdery
- (that is Phoebe Jackson and Phineas Young’s wife).
Phineas Young’s wife got a letter from Cowdery
asking if it was true that some were practicing
polygamy in Nauvoo. She would not answer, but
turned the letter over to her sister, who did answer
it. The photos are of the reply from Cowdery. I
knew Phoebe Jackson in Sacramento, when I lived
there, twenty-five years ago. On visiting there,
Mrs. Quigley, her daughter, loaned me the letter.
Bro. Kelley has it now. Mrs, Jackson showed me
the letter when she was living and told me its his-
tory as I gave it to you. I did not know its value
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then, as I had but lately come into the church, and
she told me it had been published. '
' Your brother in the gospel,
630 Chestnut Street. RICHARD FFERRIS.

\‘3 - TIFFIN, Seneca County, Ohio, July 24, 1846.

" Brother Damiel and Sister Phoebe: Phoebe’s
letter mailed at Montrose on the 2nd of this month,
was received in due time, and would have been

. replied to immediately, but it came in the midst of

the toil and business of court, which has just closed:
and I take the earliest moment to answer. It is
needless to say that we had long looked for, and long
expected a letter from you or Sister Lucy.

Now, Brother Daniel and Sister Phoebe, what will
you do? Has Sister Phoebe written us the truth?
and if so, will you venture with your little ones, into.
the toil and fatigue of a long journey, and that for
the sake of finding & resting place when you know of
miseries of such magnitude as have, as will, and as
must rend asunder the tenderest and holiest ties of
domestic life? I can hardly think it possible, that
yvou have written us the truth, that though there may
be individuals who are guilty of the iniquities spoken
of,—yet no such practice can be preached or adhered
to, as a public doctrine. Such may do for the fol-
lowers of Mahomet; it may have done some thou-
sands of years ago; but no people, professing to be
governed by the pure and holy principles of the Lord
Jesus, can hold up their heads before the world at
this distance of time, and be guilty of such folly—
such wrong—such abomination. It will blast, like
a mildew, their fairest prospects, and lay the axe
at the root of the tree of their future happiness.

You would like to know whether we are calecu-
lating to come on and emigrate to California. On
this subject everything depends upon circumstances,
—and of those circumstances it is not necessary for
me here to speak. We do not feel to say or do
anything to discourage you from going, if you think
it best to do so. We know, in part, how you are
situated. Out of the church, you have few, or no
friends, and very little, or no society—in it you
have both. So far as going west is concerned, I
have thought it a wise move indeed. 1 could see no
other; and though the journey is frequently attended
with toil, yet a bright future has been seen in the
distance, if right counsels were given, and a depar-
ture in no way from the original faith, in no instance
countenanced. Of what that doctrine and faith is,
and was, I ought to know, and further it does not
become me now to speak.

On the 27th of May we had an addition to our
little family, of another daughter, who died on the
3d of this month. So we are left again, with Mona,
-and Mona only—we have lost five children.

Brother Lyman visited us on the 15th of May,
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and Brother Warren and Sister Patience on the 25th
of June. They are well, and as we learn by letters,
our friends in Kirtland are well. Father and
mother enjoy good health, and hold out well, for
persons of their age.- Lawrence is postmaster.
Lyman has recently moved from the William Smith
house to the [illegible] up near by Russels.  Warren
still lives on the Bailey farm. Franklin is clerk in
the stage office of Niel, Moore & Co., at Wheeling,
West Virginia, and he often complains, in his letters
to us, that he has written you, but gets ifio reply.
You ought to write to him.

Now, Brother Samuel, I shall expect, for the
receipt of this, that you will write them and explain
to them why you do not write oftener. When you
see Lucy, give our love to her. I shall write Phineas,
and direct to Nauvoo. I have not written any of

~you for a long time, thinking it doubtful whether

you would receive letters, when exiled, pe'rsecuted,
&e. ‘ - .

Now, don’t forget to write to us. May the Lord
have mercy on you, and protect and spare you.

Truly your brother and friend,
OL1VER COWDERY.
‘P. S. Elizabeth and Mona send love. :
' PP
MINISTERIAL ANECDOTES.

- SHE GAVE HiM HoPE.—Twenty-five or thirty

~ years ago the Reverend Charles G. Finney, president

of Oberlin College, was carrying on a series of
revival meetings in Boston. One day a gentleman
called to see him on business, and was admitted by
Mr. Finney’s daughter, perhaps five years old.

“Is your father in?” asked the stranger. ,

“No,” replied the demure maiden; “but walk in,
poor, dying sinner! Mother ean pray for you.”’—
Detroit Journal.

Pie AND PIETY.—A well-known Episcopal bishop,
while traveling through his diocese, was entertained
by a New England woman famous for her good
cooking. As the bishop, like most of the clergy,

. was very fond of good things to eat; he partook

freely of the delicious mince pie which was made
in his honor. Not long after, the bishop was taken

- suddenly ill and seemed to be undergoing great

mental as well as physical suffering. The woman
went to him and said: “But, my dear bishop, surely
so good a man as you can not be afraid to die.”

“0Oh, no,” the bishop replied; “not afraid to die,
only ashamed to die.”—Harper's Weekly.
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® THE “FOOT AND DOOR” METHOD. .

The Lord Bishop of London, now in this country,
is a person of very great importance, with two
palaces to live in and a rank among the first peers
of the kingdom. And he was created bishop, as
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General Booth of the Salvation Army said, because
he had been “the servant of the poorest.” Probably

‘never before has a “slum clergyman” been lifted to

so high a place. His lordship delights to tell how
one of his old parishioners in the East End of
London, meeting him after his elevation, remarked,
“Lor’, Mr. Ingram, but ain’t you got on! Who’d
’a’ thought it!” .

All his life “the breezy bishop,” as he is called,
has lived and labored among the poorest people of
the appalling slums of London. He was the head of
Oxford House, one of the largest settlements, for
many years. Mr. Ingram never put on gloves to do
his work. He tells of what he called his “foot and
door” methods of reaching people. Knocking at the
door of a home where he had no reason to think the
clergy were usually welcomed, as soon as it was
opened he would gently insinuate his foot in the
crack to prevent its being slammed in his face, and
would count on finding the right thing fo say and
getting a welcome.. He recommends this method
highly, although he admits that it is. “ruination to
boots and sometimes hard on the toes.”—Delineator,
January, 1908.

Original Articles
IMMERSION VS, SPRINKLING AND POURING.

The following sermon was written by a minister
of the Methodist Church in this town who, wishing
to convince me that sprinkling was the mode of
baptism, sent it to me shortly after I accepted the
Latter Day Saint faith. I had been a member of
his church. Following it is my answer to him, which
I have sent him. LEONARD RHODES.

A SERMON IN SUPPORT OF SPRINKLING, ETC.

“Of the doctrine of Baptisms.”—Hebrews 6: 2.

That there are differences of opinions as to the
“mode” of administering baptism, to different candi-
dates, that present themselves for baptism at our
several churches, is unquestioned. This fact exists
in every community of any size,—and often comes
to us the question: ‘“Why these differences?”

It is our purpose to show you some of these
reasons at this time; and while we may cover but
a small portion of the ground, yet I trust that we
may give to you reasons that will show you the
grounds that are taken by the different ‘“schools”
upon this question.

We do not come to you with a purpose to antago-
nize another branch of Christ’s work that may differ
from us in the administration of this saerament.
Indeed we point to our record of the past, that we
have avoided this question lest it lead to a dis-
union between the two societies that have worked
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