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phet, and that as their prophet he es-
tablished it among them as a religious
right? Were the whole Mormon bro-
therhood called to testify, they would
with one accord proclaim polygamy a
part of their religion. By whom else
shall it be proven? Shall we take a
Jew to prove the Christian religion, a
Catholie to prove the Protestant reli-
gion, or vice versa; a Methodist to prove
the Presbyterian, or a Presbyterian to
prove the Baptist religion,or vice versq?
Would the members of those churches
like to have their religion proven by

their n% al:uﬂ es?, Would they.sub

to it? 'Who ever heard of gue {thi:mg?
Adopting the universal rule of allowing
the members of the church to prove its
faith by its Fubliah_e_d writings and des
clarations of leading men, and polyga~
my is clearly established as a part of the
Mormon religion.. Mr. SBpeaker, do we
not know as a matter of fact that the
very reason why Mormonism has been
80 cbnoxious to our people is because
that they make polygamy & part ef
their religion? I repeat “their religi-
on,” and would call the attention of
the members of this House to the differ-
ence between the ‘‘Mormon religion’’
and the ‘‘Christian religion;” and be-
tween a ‘‘true’’ and *‘false’’ religion. I
am not here to prove what the Christi-
an religion is; noram I here to prove
that the Mormon religlon is the Chris-
tian religion, or that the Mormon re-
ligion is atroe or false religion., My
ingairy is, and all I am proposing to
show is, _thatlpulygnm is a part of the
Mormon system of religion,

Now, then, sir, in connection with
these remarks,"T propose to read in fall
section ome, article nine of the treaty
between Mexico and the United States,
(a Pnrt of which has already been
noticed.) I quote:

" “3ECrroN 1 That Mexicans who fail to elect
to oonﬁnuqm citizens of the Mexican Govern-

incorporated into the Union, and
hetdmithdntth&pmperumu (to be of
bythucotr the United States) to the en-
%jnymm ent all the rights of citizens of the

ted States according tothe principles of th
Constitution;and in the mean ﬂmalhl:tpﬂ hemin?-

tsined and tected in the free enjoyment of
iy pro joy

and property, without restriction.”
— [United Siatos Statutes-at- Large, page 930,

Mr. Speaker, is there & member of
this Houge who is not in faith & Mor-
mon, but will say at once that the Mor-
mon religion is a false religion; that it
is a delusion? Did not the men repre-
senting the United States and Mexico
in signing that treaty believe the same
thing; and did they nof know when
they signed itthat all religious and non-
religious people in the United States
outeide Mormondom had long previous
thereto branded it as false? Kud yet,
in the face of that fact, they bound this
Government by solemn treaty obliga-
tion to secure to that people the free ex-
ercise of their religien, hether Jew,
Christian, Mohammedan, Pagan, Turk,
Hindoo, or Bwedenborgian, true or
false, we are bound to protect them in
the tree exercise thereof.

The question now arises as to w hen
that protection ceases. Sir, with the
section which I have read before me I
unhesitatingly affirm that we are bound
by that treaty to protect them until
they are received into this Union as a
State. What means this language in
that section:

#Shall be incorporated into the Union and be
admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by
Congress) to the enjoyment of all rights,” &c,

1. I hold “shall be incorporated into
the Union’’ must be held to megn that
at the end of the year from the date of
the treaty they were to become citizens
of the Union or United States,

2. Thg.t the language ““and be admit.
ted at the proper time (to be judged of
by Congress) to the enjoyment of all
rights,”” &c., must be held to mean ad-.
mission into the Union as a State.

Now, gir, parmit me to again call the
attention of the House to the latter part
of that section and immediately follow-
mfd the portion already recited., It
reads: -

“And in the mean time shall be maintained
ﬁ%g r%n:t:;ted in r:,ha nfirea e:_]ejg:ﬁlfgt Ipf thelr
property and secu @ free ex -

ercise of their religion,” &e,

“And in the meantime.”” Whattime
is meant? Is it not the time interven-
ing between the time they should be-
come citizens of the United States and
the time when they should be admitted
as a State into the Union? - There can
be no other rational or intelligent inter-
pretation of that section.

Now, then, Mr, Bpeaker, permit me
te read a
Constitution of the United Btates,
quote:;

"“This Constitution, and the lawsof the United
States which shall be made in pursuance thereof,
and all treaties made, or which shall be ma.d?l

under the authority of the United States, sha
be the supreme lnt; of the land,” e

1

born ch s
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If treaty obligations, constitutional
provisions, and justice prevail, we can
not, we dare not, lay » heavy hand up-
on polygamy until that people are ad-
mitted into this Union as a State, and
when admitted, we are bound by the
law of nations to hold it valid as te the
past. The only escape from this is for
the enemies of polygamy to maintain

that polrfnmy is not-part of the Mor-
moan religion,

_-Bat_with all my prejudice against

he obnoxious system, and while I
would strike it down at one blow, I
must say that in my opinidon we can as
tratiifully sssert that the revelation to
Noah about the flood; to Abraham and
Sarah that unto them a child should be
d be heir of a world ;

ason to becalied John ; to Mary that
she should bear a son to be called Jesus;
and the book of. the New Testament,
called Revelations, are no part of the
Christian reli , 28 to assert that the
pretended revelations to Joseph Smith,
the recognized prophet of that people,
and the founder of their religion con-
cerning polygamous marriages as cone
tained in the Book of Covenants, which
I hold in my bhaand, is no part of the
system of the Mormon religion; as well
contend that the Book of Mormon is no

part of their religion, as to assert that

lygamy is no part thereof.
WMJ Joseph Smith as a prophet of
God is the rock upon which Mormonism

stands. Accepting him bﬁ faith as a pro~
phet, how can they do otherwise than ac-
cept the revelations of polygamy to him?

My argument upon ;this point is equally
applicable to adultery and what is turned
“lewdly and luci?inunlg associating and
cohabiting together’ under the territorial
law of Utah. In Eogland, a man marrying
a second wife, the first living, and un-
divoreced, would be guilty of %igamy; in
India he would not be. And so in regard
to adultery and lewd and lascivious
conduect. In Epgland, a man living with
two women at the same time would be
guilty of lewd and lascivious conduect;
whiie in India he would not be, unless it
w?ra with- others than his pofygampua
WIives, v 3

Mr, Speaker, the courts andjofficers of the
United States in that Territory not only
refuse to see and recognize this plain and
glaring distinetion, but in their eagerness
to ‘‘hunt down heresy’’ and willingness to
cater to: a8 morbid tile anti-Mormon
feeling have ignored and trampled under
foot one of the plainest and most promi-
nent elementary principles of legal inter-
pretation.

Blackstone says:

“The fairest and most rational method to in-
his it;:taiom ofthtI:a thntﬁlrhrepubyt, tthg
: n a e;
time’ when the law was made.”

Adopting this rule; can any one fail fo
see the interpretation which our ecourts
must gi;a Eatth;o}l‘w! of that Talrritury
passed by gamous e, an
which, by an nnmg:nlmd I:I:E}lgrrnnted
interpretation, are now being enforced

t the Mormon people? Blackstone
usirates the principle on this wise, He

BAYS;
‘““vhus the law of 1 Edward ITI forbids all ercle-

siastical persons to purchase visions at Rome
pgohib!t thramhnymgofm

If they accept them, do not they at once | it might seem to
become a part of their religion? Sir, poly- | A2 ther victuals: but when we consider that
gamy musi then from the very natore of | of the papal see, and that the no to

their system be held to be a part of the | benefices

Mormon religion. But wby argue the
question further? Have we not for near
thirty yvears been persecuting them be-
cause they do make it a part of their relig-
ion? By our own act,then,we are estopped
from saying it is not a partof their religion,
Sir, if my position -be
follows that the law against bigamy in the
Territories, passed by Congress July 1,
1862, is inoperative as to polygamy amon
the Mormons; nor can the Terri
Legislature sﬂt];llshiiltl, I}ntllillﬂ:‘ﬂ ﬂu.lll C%n_ ’
gress, against the will o at people.
the ty and the Gonntitnt.ig}n iF sundi

above all law until Ulah is admitted as a we consider adultery,

One other point upon the treaty: I con-
tend that, regardless of the laws of MeXico
in regard to polygamy, the treaty binds us
to recognizs it a8 existing at the date there-
of.  Both Governments, knowing at the
time that polygamy existed among the
Mormons, and not providing agaiost it by
treaty stipulations, must be presumed to
acquiesce therein;and we are forever estop-

|
pec from interfering with it until the time

specified in the treaty. But I may be asked,
“‘why pass your bill if it be already legal?”’
I answer, ‘“to put the question bevond
dispute,’” and to stop United States officers
an jud'gea who, alikeignoring plain treaty
stipulations, and dis ing the great key
of legal inlerpretation, are ty of pro-
ceedings in Utah unparalleled in the history
of criminal jurisprudence in prosecuting
Mormons for polygamy, etc,, under laws
passed by themselves, and which to them
are harmless, and with their view of poly-
gamy inapplicable to them.,

Mr, Speaker, England, as remarked, at
home is monogamous, while in India she is
polygamous. Were she to attempt so
unreasonable, unnatural, unjust, and cruel
an act, so gross an outrage upon eriminal
juriuprudﬂncai

rule of 1 nterpretation, as to enforce

correct then it ious conduct 6f our

and the long-established | prosecution against that

the Pope were called ‘provisions,’
we shall see thatthep:utrniutm intended to be

laid on such provisions only,"

Now, sir, applying this most reasonable,
natural, and just rule of imterpretation to
the t.arritorinl laws of Utah, and who can-
notsee that the adultery, lewd and lasciy-
peeple and our laws is
not the adultery, lewd and lacivious con-
duet of the Mormons or Mormon laws? That
it is the correct rule of interpretation and ap-
plicable to the Mormon people see 2 Meri-
vale, English Reports, 1 And yet a law
pessed by the Mormons themselves against
what they consider adultery, and not what
and against what
they consider lewd and lascivious conduct,
and not what we consider lewd and lasci-
vious conduet, is to be perverted, twisted,
and tortured into an engine of persecution
and oppression against themselves. -
Sir, itis to stop such t and pal-
pable injustice, and so unparalleled an out-
rage, that my bill was introduced. Let it he
enforeed against Gentiles if they will, but
against the Mormon people never, as long as
that treaty isthe supremelaw of the land, or
the rule of legal interpretation is adhered {o.
But sup that I am in error in regard
to facts aud the law as well as in my argu-
uents and my.conclusions, and conceding
that the Mormons are not protected by
treaty, the law of Congress, of nations, or
conquest, or of marriage, and then, sir
upon the ground of “pubhﬁ licy”’ do i
nppﬂtﬂlm members of this House to pass
the bill.,

If the gre:ter good will result from its
passage, and the greater evil from its non-
passage, then sir, public policy, as well as
the best interests of society, demands its
passage, and it would be worse than erimi-
nal to refuse it,

M:. Speaker, do we refase this, then
people will be
urged with all the bitterness of Gentile

her law of bigamy, adultery, and lewd and | hatred? Men and women heretofore re-

lascivious conduct as applicableto a
marriage in England,
marr in In
upon

she would br

single | garded as honorable, chaste, and virtuouns
8t polygamous | will be changed into felons and criminals,
: g down | Men and women heretofore regard
er head the condemnation of alrespectable will be treated with scorn and

ed as

civilized and Christian world., That which [ contempt. Young ladies and young gen-

monarchical England would scorn to do is | tlemen heretofore regard

ed as exemplars

now being done and sought to be done in | and ornaments in society and church are to

republican America, ia

tah, by United
States officers and judges. 2

- Dbigamy to & government tolerating mos | a8 monuments of
nogamous marriages only is not bigamy to | folly  of
a government allowing polygamous; and I | lan

have been startled to hear eminent law-
yers avd jurists asserf that bigamy and
polygamy are synonomous. -An expression
80 characteristic of carelessness of thoaght
and mature reflection upon so important a
subject, is inexcusable and unpardonable,
Bigamy is simply a marriage by .one al-
ready married in excess of what the law
permits, |

The bigamy of Eagland is not the bigamy
of India; the, bigamy of our State and
United States governments, jis not the
bigamy of the Mormons, Nor is the big-
amy of one polygamous government
necessarily the bigamy of another polyga-
mous government, For instance, the
Mormons recognize polygamous marria~
ge as a religious rite, which must be cele-
brated accerding to the rules of their

church, A pluralily of marriages in
Utah under civil law woul be
bigamy to the Mormons; while

in another polygamous government,
allowing polygamous marriages by the
civil law only, a plurality of marriages by
the church or ecclesiastical law would be
bi ous, Sir, if gentlemen would lay

de prejudice and be governed by princi-
ple they could not fall into such an error,

than twen

be dishonored, degraded, branded as bas-
tards, and turned loose upon society
the prejudice and
American statesmanship, A
now blessed with peace, pros-
perity, and bappiness is tobe filled with
Jamentations and mournings, and not less
ty-fivé thousand men and wo-
men geént to the penitentiary for living in
a state of marriage which their church and
system of religion has rmqnizad as right
in the sightof God for nearly thirty years,
A hundred thousand men and. women,
husbands and wives, parents and children,
to be dishonored and disgraced forever,

{ and Utah turned into an American Bolany

bay.
Where is there a man whose heart re-
sponds to the cries of suffering humanity
that would not revolf at even the contem-
plation of such a scene, much less its sad
reality? Philanthropists, remember that
that pcople are bone of your bone and flesh
of your fiesh. A common humanity
forbids us bringing upon that people such
a sad calamity,

Christians, here is a work for you; save
that people from so much distress. Are
you told that they are adulterers and
adulteresses? Remember that your Lord
and Master once said to such a character,
who was about to be stoned to death, ‘“Go;
and sin no more,”’

If he could show one such lenity who

o7

was willfally guiity, what may you and I
and others say to those who are innocentl
guilty, if guilty at all? Mr. Speaker, it is
useless to portray the geod to fiow from
the sage of the bill, or the evils result-
ing from its non-passage, They are appar-
ent to all, The evils consequent upon its
passage are not a tithe in comparison to
the good that will result therefrom. That
people, knowing the prejudices of our
people against polygamy, ed a bill
through their territorial Liagislature a few
weeks ago calling a convention to adopt a
constifution in harmeny with our views of
marriage, that they may apply for admits
tance into the Union as g Srate, and thus
forever settle this vexed question; but here
again they are met by the veto of an over-
scrupulous Governor, upon the ground
that Congress has not passed a law suthors
izing it. Jgnorant of the fact that the pow-
er that can authorize in advance can ratify
after the act has been performed; and igno-
rant of the fact that eight States, to wit,
Michigan, Fatide Teraar aad Tasrs. con:
gan, Flo exas ' and lIowa, were
admitted into the Union without enabling
acts previously passed, he casts another
obstacle in the way of settling the troubles

in Utah. |
Sir, shall tha‘t'ﬁoonle continue to be thus
persecuted, or will this Gongran;rm this
act and give them immediate relief? No
member upon this floer has a constituency
n:lmra atron}glrgy' prejtzgwqd against tha.tt mbe-
é an my than my own; ye
ore I wgﬁ suffer one hundred theousand
men, women, and children to be furned
into adulterers, aduliresses, and bastards,
I will take the responsibility to vote for the
of the bill, and a to the mag-
nanimity, generosity, exalted sense of
justice of my constituents for a vindication
of my aet. |
I -beliove that could the le of the
United States but be brought to see the
subject in its true light, not a day would

pass but their prayers, thro | tions
AT T g,

would be heard in this
of this or a similar measure of vsﬁ'datiun
regulated

and oblivion,
Mr, Speaker, marriage being

by civil as well as ecclesiastical and natural
law, there can be no impropriety in asking
Congress to pass this bill, as it hasunques-
tioned power to legislate over the Territor-
ies. That Congress may validate illegal
and void marriages, I refer to the British

Parliament. The most notable cases of
which were legalizing the marris cele-
rated before justices of the peace Eng-

nd during the commonwealth; alse in
Indiﬁ . Lower Canada, and Nova Scotia.
(Shelford on marriage, 45, 55, 61, 62;) also b
the Legislature of Prince Edward ‘Island,
(Ibid 64;) also by Maine, 2 Maine, 28; also
by Connecticut, 4 Connecticut, 209, That
the pewer is generally conceded (1 K., 10
Ed., 512.) That such acts arenot retrospec-
tive or unconstitutional, (see 2 Peter, 320;
8 Peter, 88; 10 Peter, 204; 11 Peter, 420; 10
Howard, 395; 17 Howard, 456; 4 Wall, 172.)
In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, permit me
to read what David O. Allen, the celebrated
Christian missionary of twenty-five years
in India, has to say upon the subject of
Polygamnua marriages his book pub-
isted as late as 1856, That devotled maan of
God says:

Sapposing now that any Hindoo, or Moaazi~
medan, or Jew who has several wives to waom
he Das been legally married, shonld g!ve evi-
dence of plely and wish to make a publle pro-
fession of Christianily, what shail be done in
respect to his polygamy? In contracting these
marriages he violates no laws of the country
and no laws of God,as he understood them,
any more than Jacob or E'kanah did in mar-
rying two wives, or than David did in marry-
Ing & yet larger number,

“This man cannot divorce any of his wives,
If be would; and 1t would be great injastice and
e¢ruelty to them and to their chiidren if he
should. He cannot annnul his legal obl'gations
to provide for Lthem, Heis bound, msraily and
leﬁ.ur. to support them and to protect them,
while professing Hindoo, Mohammedan, or
Jewlish religlon; and his having become a Chriz-
tian, and embraced & gurer falth, will not ree
leage him from these obligations, in view of the
English Government and courts, or of the na-~
live population. 8honld he put them away, or
all but one, they wiil still be legally his wives,
and ecannot be married to any other man, And
farther,' they have done nothing to deserve
such unkindness, croelty, and disgrace at his
hands,”=Page 521. |

Mr. er, if polygamy is contrary to
the Christian religion, and it be the only
true religion, as we understand it, then
polygamous peoples must be deprived of
Gospel grace, or subjected tothe resuits so
graphically pictured by Mr. Allen. I have
done.—Congressional Globe, Feb. 185,

e

UTAH AFFAIRS.—If we were to judge
solely by lelegraphic dispatches from Salt
Lake we should suppose that the State
movemenst was a tofal failure; but while

the telegraphic operators are daily slangh-
tering the State movement the daily papers
from that city are acknowledging a very
ditferent condition. Thespeechesof Judge
Haydon in oppositicn to a State organiza-
tion, and of F'iteh in favor, poth appear in

full in the Utah journals, Aeccording to
the dispatches, Hayden cug?latel y used up
Tom Fitch, but the prin speech don’t

show it, thongh Haydon made a good argu-
ment, All readers of disp:tches from Sals
Lake should bear in mind that the news
gent fronr (hat qgartar is of little value,
being forwarded an agency unreliable,
unscrupulous, and wholly devoted to the
interests of the official ring. This bas
been notorious for a year and a half,.—Cir-
son Slate Register,



