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be guilty under this law suppose
he was todayto day indicted for violation
of this law would his admiadmissionsalon in
issi1881 that he was then a polygamistpoly
pe any proof that he has been a
polygamistlygamist under this law besides
hereere is the groatgreat fact that stares us
all inhi the filceface the universal prepie

that every man obeys the
law that he violates no criminal
law you have to show it by proof
if you make the charge that mr
cannon has violated the law this
la the law which gentlemengentlemn saybay
hebe has violated and this Is the law
which many of you gentlemen per-
haps will basebabe your vote upon against
mr cannon

now I1 say that since the passage
of the act of this session mr cannon
has not violated the law it has not
been shown that he laIs now living
with two or more women it has
not been shown that elucesince the pas-
sage of that law he has married any
woman he having a wife living at
that time no one of the elements
that go to constitute the offense of
polygamy has been proved in any
manner

now what is the presumption of
law in such a case althisas this anthison thisthib
point I1 want to read a single autho-
rity from one of the missouri re-
ports 29 mo a casecaye almost ex-
actly inin point it relates to the
principle of presumptionPtion of inno-
cence in this case a party had
charged a man and woman
with living in adultery an action
of slanderblander was brought it was
proved that the woman admitted
that she had beenleen marrmarriedletlleil I1inn ger-
many benorebefore she claimed to have
married the person shebhe was then
living with in the court below this
instruction hadbad been given

if the jury find from the evidence that the
plaintiff marganetmargaretmararaMaiararetnet kaKeinelneing was married toingermany to another person than Leleonardariani
eleini thathe plaintiff thenthon sucheuch relation Is tro
burned to continue and it devolves uponpon the
plaintiffs to prove to the satisfactionsatisfactionn of thathejury that suchbuch marriage was legally termin-
ated before thetho date otof the marriage certifi-
cate read in evidence or they cannot re-
cover

now the supreme court of mis-
sourisoursoun to which the casecafe was ap-
pealed declared that such was not
the law upon what principle
uponapon the principle I1 have just
enunciated thatchat the presumption is9
every man obeys the jawlaw thatthat
where jaa penal or prohibitory law is
passed the presumption Is that
everybody obeys it until the con-
trarytrary is shown besides even if it
be shown that a pergenpereenerlert was abatoneone
time a violator of the lawtherlaw thereelsis
the locus penitentice there is the
time for repentance so that the
presumptionresumption of innocence charita-
blyilyely founded upon the experexperienceleucelence of
agagesesaudand laid down gnallin allsil theelathe ele-
mentary books prevails all the time
until the contrary laIs shown here
is the language of the supreme court
of missouriouri

we think the first instruction which the
court gavagave in bisbiahis casocase at the instance of the
defendants was erroneous there was no pre

that a marriage whichwhick was proved
to have existed at time iniii Germgermanyanys con

to exist herahere after positive proof ol01 a
second marriage dp facto here the presump-
tion otof law is tiittilt the conduct of parties is in
conformity to awlaw until the contrary is shown
that a facttact continuous in its nature wui be
presumedumed to continue after its existence is
oneeoncece shown is13 a presumption which ought not I1

to bobe allowed to overthrow another presump-
tion of equal f poa greater force lain favor of

inocence i

the court further saysmays

theth was that this marriagearriage
was a lawful one and that the former mar-
riage in germany if any such was establish-
ed hadbad been dissolved

I1 read further from the language
of the court
tbthrere was not any evidence in tbswa caseease eoso

narfor as the biublu of exceptions shows that thothe
finstfirst husband orof mrsmra kleinkekin was still living
butout ifit tillthis3 hadhaa tean calibrated wawe istok bheehe
wasvas stillI1 entitled to tho benentbenefit of the favor-
able presumption that the first marriage hid
beonbionbeoa dissolved by a divorce and that it was
wiothot incumbent on her in this charebarcharacteracteracler ofno-
tion

ac-
tionaelionnelionan iander the pleadings in this casocase to
produce a record of the jjudicial or legislative
proceedings by the divorce was effect

ii CUed
now apply thelt to this clasecase A

year agoagg mr cannon acknowledged
that he was living with plural
wivesvives which I1 have shown you wakwar
thentheu in violation of no law of con
grassgrcas whatever t challenge any
gentleman to show that at the time
it was an against the law
now vouyon havobavo passed a law maltingmaking
cohabitation with more than one
woman and marrying more than
one woman a crime whymy may it
not charltcharitcharitablyablY be presumed that
mr cannon as a good citizen obeys

ithethe law aaa the rest of us do that
Is the presumption of the lawhaw and if
Sso0 hohow hhasas it been shown that belle
bbshasFavviolated1olatolaied the law

A ggoodgod deal of newspaper com-
ment and testimony has
been introduced here I1 wantavant
to callcali attention to the fact that since
the passage of this lawlav the small
remnant of polygamy which

existed in the territory of utah
is fast disappearing the polyga-
mous relations of the parties are be-
ing broken up the influence of
this law is operating powerfully uuponon
that people for they now oenoerunder-
stand that if thoythey live in violation
of this law they ureare subject to fine
and imprisonment the presump-
tion Is that under the operations of
this law polygamy will cease that

will be no more violations of
the law and this presumption ap-
plies to mr cannons case

but gentlemen say that this law
operates against mr cannon and ex-
cludes him in what way there
are three sections applying here
the first section defines polygamy
and makes it an offenseense tilethe third
section declares cohabit fonion an of-
fense and the eighth section refer-
ring to those two sections pro-
vides

that no polygamist

that is no polygamist as defined
by this law the first and third sec-
tions cannot refer to anything else
construing the whole statute to-
gether this is the legal effect of the
law and this isto the language

section thatchat no polygamistpoleg salat bigamist cror
personpenson cohabiting with more than one wo-
man and noto woman cohacobacohabitingbiting with any of
the described as aforesaid in thisthia sec-
tion lain any territory or other place over
wbiehwhich the united states have exclusive jjuris-
diction

uris
shall be entitled to vote at any elec-

tion held in any buchsuch territory or other place
or be eligible for election orappointment to or
babe entitled to hold any office or place ofpublic
trustcrust honorbonor or emolument lain under or torfor
any such territory or place or under the
united states

all the other provisions defining
polygamy use the word hereafterthereafter
that Is after the paspassagesagegage of the act
and it Is incumbent upon any one
making a charge to show that the
person accused has violated the law
since this act went into operation

it is saidbald it has been said by
nearly all the gentlemen who have
preceded me that mr cannon
comescomee here covered with crime and
for this reasonresonroson we cannot admit
him this is the only topictopi0 which
I1 ballshall have opportunity to consider
in the time I1 have remaining the
proposition lajia that ifit a man is14 charg-
ed with am offense it is the duty of
this house when liehe makeemakes illshis ap-
pearancepearancoarance here to exclude him now

it is a principleplopio laid down in
thetile bookslooks and thuthe precedents of the
house ereare all in that direction that
nlul though a person may bobe charged
with crimecrime and even actually
guiltyguiltyOtisit is no consideration for the
hougehouse upon his admission to a beat
under the constitution and the laws
it may be saideaid that this only applies
to a member but I1 think 1 have
shown that thathe lawliw and the consti-
tutionaltut ional provisions extend the same

to a delegate but if the
law doesdaes not apply the principleplopio to a
delegate then crimecrune iaIs no disquali-
ficationfi because there is no law
making it so and you cannot ex-
clude a lajeDaJedelegategate upon that ground

now all the precedents of this
say and it iaIs laid downdoai inIII

the books thapthattha the only require-
ment resting upon a peberollpersonroltroll apply-
ing for admission as a member here
is to present hlahia certificate properly
authenticated to abow that ho has
been elected that when this is done
youjou are bound to admit himfilm that
is hIs prima abic wecase

I1 want to callcail the attention of thothe
house to what a committee has
said in reference to this proposition
that the allegation or fact of crime
is no consideration for the house or
for the committe on elections that
itif it be truetine that mr cannon is a
polygamist it is not a question to bobe
considered by the commiercommitteeQ on
elections or byv thothe bousehouse butbul that
alattenalterterten hehia heyhas been admitted if illsbis

I1 prefrepresenceteneetence does not comport withwilh the
dignity of thailia house he may be
expelled

I11f read from a celebrated report in
a recent case where it lali held that
bribery or other crime committedcormcorn giltedmilted by
the electelec aadind which did
not affect or influence the result of
his election could in no aemebemebenee be

i construed to rendertender hislils electelectionloti void
that was tletie report ofQT the majority
of the committee that if a maumanma was
guilty of the crime of bribery and
it certainly is as greatpreat a crimoli law
as polygamy it appowaswab no reasonzeon why
liehe should be excluded from his beatseat
itisit is further stated ini this asfig

follows
thatthau bribery by a candidate fberr elective

omeooffice in the1ha absence of a statute making it a
does nolnot disqualify to hold

the ottice at thothe common law wasaa heldheid by
the court of queens bench hi14 11itinakiceinalnaina vi

18 engen law and eq czerr is 21 1

2 11 in a in ththo naturo of aga gugguo
carrantowarrantowarwan antoahto totoa try thethobe titietitle to an office where
acta verewere chovin which werawere by thoiho cmuntcourt held
to amount to bribery butbat dddid notcot
vomvow Celoughenough to canocane tpipp majority andarid
the was therefore entla ed tovo re-
tain htabla seat a09 u danber altheor tho municipalgalpal
coubal

thi enaoerco is tan

ashouas to a sheriff in cormcorn vs shavenshaver 43 watts
and sergeantssergeant p

the english rule laid down by cashinggushing la
his exceLentexcellent work without ravingcaving either the
origin or reason of the rule is calculated to
mislead persons in this country

it Is quitoquite demonstrable thagthai the nulerula owes
its existence to disqualifying statutes of
Fmenglandglando and can havehare no application to
questions itrising inim the congressCongresiaresi ofot the
united slatesstates under our resentpresentlp constitution
and lawslawn

aaan examination of all thetho easescases cited lainrogers douglasdouglan and other english authori-
ties hezoherowhereheze a member of parliament has been
unseated for bribery treating etcyetc by him-
selfdeltoror hiahla agents where the volcavoica thus affect-
ed were leas in nunumberaber than his majority will
abow that m every ciseaisec iseiso the decision rests
upon the special english statstatutes with chica
we have nothing to doile

t i
in somosome 0otiahostthe statesatesitit is13 heldbeld that prior

conviction of the disqualifyinsingin crime is neces-
sary

es
belorebelone buchsuch a rule can beve applied by a

legislative vAassembly it Is not admitted that
either the organic actach of a state or its lelislelialegis-
lature oancan prescribe disqualifications of any
kiddund for a member of thothe house ol01 represen-
tatives of the united states but it may be
proper to state here that the constitution ofDf
mileMimeminnesotaeota section 15 article 4 gives autuilfull11

rowerpower to ther of that stalestate to ren-
der ineligible to noldcold office any person guilty
orof crime and that negleglegislature1 has not made
bribery to hold
office but it hasonly made it a demeanormisdemeanoris
punishable by oneune and imprisonment in the
county jail statutes minnesota 1878s pagopage 651
section tia

it may be observed that under no provision
of the constitution ol01 the united states doesdocs
crime comcommittedmutedmAted by a member in his elconon
disqualify mmhim fromfroin tallingtaking and holding bis
searseat

the reason sortor the english ralorule wholly nalisfalls
in the case of a member ofot the housrousso cfof reinepP

J astles johnson of the supreme court of
thetho united states in an early case in speak
lazlas of distinctions between ameramerican and
duglish legislative bodies said

american legislalegislativetIvo bodies have never
possessed or pretended to the omnipotence
wwhich constitutes thetho leading feature in the
1legislative assembly of creat britain and
wwhich may have led occasionally to thetha exer-
cise of caprice under theI1 sspeciouscious appearance
of merited resentment TWwheatonheatonin judgingj of the election of a member the
house deaisdeala alone with the question of the
number ofor votes the member received and ifit
it appears that ho has a majority of thothe votes
cast excluding all and void votes cast
and a full and fair election has been held by
which such majority bashas been obtained cror at
least the majority would not have boenanboenbeen af-
fected by any unfairness cr improper prac-
tices in the ejection then the conclusion lais
irresistible that such member his been dulyduy
elected

in thetho returns of
the house deals with tho formal retnetreturns atleast preliminarily on which a memmemberber tais ex-
pected to be adadmitted to a seathoat lain the arstadso
instance

in judging of thebe of a mem-
ber neither the question of election nor re-
turns laIs involved thothe qualifications ofor a
mem berher of thothe house of sentagentati alroaremireMErefixed by thetho ofci tanaa unitounitedd states
article 1 section S1

p as follows
11no person shall bo a Re aroiro who

shall not havohave attained the aga of twenty fiveyears and been seven yearsyean a citizen of the
united states and who shallshail not when
elected bhofco an inhabitant of that statetatetato in
which hohe shall be cholchoschosenQU

the speaker thuthe gentlemans
timotime hashaa expired

mr moulton I1 should like to havebave
a few minutes longer

mr calkins how much time does
the gentleman rerequirequirt

mr moulton about ten min-
utes

mr calkinscalking I1 move by unani-
mous consent the gentgontgen lemans time
be extended ten minutes

theretheth e being no obaobjectioncajon it was
ordered accordingly

mr moulton now mr speaker
here ia13 a report whichch says in the
face of a charge of bribery aganet
a party that it is no business of the
committee to inquire hitointo it or to
consider it at all but hatthat the only
question which calican bsbti considered is
toe number of votes which havebave
been cast and who hashaa the highest
number

mr springer what cabecase is131318 that
mr moulton it is thetha celebrated

case of donnelly vs westburnburn 1

and I1 wish to read the names 0ol01f
those who signed the report they
are as follows J Fwarronwarrenarrouabrou deifer
E overton jrTT VW er calkins
john H camp W A lodtodI1 understand tibiathis full and ex-
haustivehaustive report was drawn up by
judge field and subscribed by these
distinguished jurists they have
saideald in the strongeststrongeit language that
ahli house has no right to enquire
whwhetherettler thothe app was guilty ol01
bribery waswaa a drunkarddrenkard
or0 not whether hehp waswaa an adulterer
or fatlat but that the only
Cquestionjuestion which theyt have to inquireloquire
into iaIs whether he received a
rildomajorityrity of the legal irotvotava cast and
camecame hero uncle the provisions of
the constitution and the law

it waswaa upon that ground mr
speaker that the gentleman from
Tennesetennesseeec dirmr pettibonepepvol ti bone ealdsaid that
I1iff mr cancannonnonuon came here RS a memem-
ber

m
instead of a delegate heibo would

be to admit him I1
havohave nordy that the conCon

q and laws apply preelpreclielyely
the samesamo rule to a relepelepelegiegae that
they do to a member

ulicullotio keople00oo piepit w40who send a nimanan
herehem are betterjudges of the
caticatlcatunsns alidand ability andanci integrity of
the man they gerdfendfeud than thisthib houhousese
yo can be why this house
seemsbeom taV a holy hewhow

against anyoneany one who is a criminal
or charged with an offense coming
within its sacred precincts

I1 bayaay it16 iaIs well knownknown that mur-
derers have sat in thia house that
those guilty of bribery and convict-
ed on the floor of this house have
retained their seats herbert of
california who killed a man in cold
blood in this city voted on the last
roll call of the house after it was
known to everybody he had com-
mitted a cold blooded murder mat-
tesontcson of new york who had ac-
cepted a bribe and on an investiga-
tion by the house resigned his aeatseat
to prevent expulsion was afterward
elected and took his seat in this
house notwithstanding a resolution
was offered that the question should
be inquired into the house gave
it the gobygo by and that notorious
briber who had disgraced this
house and who would have been
excluded from it by a two ththirdsI1ads
vote if he dad not resigned wag al-
lowed to remain in your midst andatid
youyon werewore bound to receive him un-
der the constitution

I1 say the only standard which can
be set up here iaIs tho standard of the
law and that law fixes the same
qualifications for a delegate it does
for a member this house is bound
by the law and no such heresy
ought to be permitted that one
house iff congress can ignore the
law made by a previous concongress0ress
and signed by the executive

there isJs another thing I1 should
ikelike to call the atteattentionution of the
sousehouse to it is a matter in which
insthis whole question of polygamy as

a qualification has been discussed
I1L willwiil send it to the clerk to be read
itt iaIs from the casecabe of maxwell vsto
dannoncannon decdecidedaided in the fofortynty thirdcongress when the same question
waswaa made as to his polygamy you
bad no holy horror of atspolygamous
reatleatrelationsionslous then

the clerk will read what the
committee say

the clerk read as follows
that george Q cannon laIs not qualified to

represent saiaeald territory or to bold his seat in
the congress for thetho reasonneason as
shown by the evidauoeapoe matthat betie on and beabesorebeloro
thothe day of election lain august wi was open
lyy living and cohabiting with lourfour women as
18 wives in salt tako benlnn
tory and bohe 13 still livinghying and oacohabiting with
thembeta
on the question of qualification and the

effect of hukingmalting tho constitution a part of thetho
law by act of of congressCO thetile committe say

it beingbalog conceded that the huhaa
thesethebe one otheother inquiryinquire only
under this head remainsremain to witvit does the
bamosamo raherote apply in considering thetha casenoracase of a
delegateVelegate as ol01 a memoir of thisthia house
the question seems not to have been raisedralson
heretofore the act thothe territory
of utah approved september 9 enacts
tthauthatba t thetue constitution and la13ianslansnss of thoto united
states are hereby extended overover and declared
to bo in foroeforce in said territory of utah so far
aas the same or any provision thereofthemi maybe
applicable etwasit was eald on thotha argument
that thothe constitution cannot be extended
over thothe territories by act of
the views of mr lVwebsterebster were quoteddoted in sup-
portporpon of this papositionI10

igwewe do not deem it necessary to consider
that Ruquestionesttonestion because is will not bobe denied
1 thathac congress hidhad the power to make the

a part of thothe statutory law of
thephe territory asus much aaas any dorbon of the
organic act therthentheroeltherooleorcor for the purpose of this
inquiry it marlesmaxlea no differdifferenceencoence anether the

laIs to be treated aaas constitutional
cror statutory law it eithercither it laIs entitled to
bo considered in disposing of thuthis case

upon this point therothere does notdot decem to
havetavo been any difference ot opinionopton in the
committee

the committee in the samosame cmelemelcase referring
to the question of polygamy caysisays

thothothe question raised in the specification otof
counsel and above transcribetranscribeddt

is a grave one and unquestionably demands
the consideration of tho house thisthia com-
mittee while having no desire to shrink from
its investigationinvestigations finds itself confrontedconfrontedwithwith
thothe question of jurjunjurisdictionhwetipa under thothe order
mereferringing the casecaso

was organized
under andgna pursuant totat article it1 section 596 of
the constitution which declares each
househougo shallshail tobe the of the elections
returns and qualifications of its own memmom
leriberi iho nral standingandingBt committee appointed
bbyy tthea aliouse of representatives was thotto
cocommitteeatteo on elections it was chosonchosen by
baballotbot on thetho day 4ofr april 1769 and
froiromfromin that timee to this in tha vastvlad multitude
of caseb considered 13037 it with a few unim-
portantt eexceptions1c0PUdna1 lawhnintoncl1 allho0 ppoint0xt 6seemaseemsmms
tolopacepoeve cescapedzcaPed nkotce tthotheh0 rrangeange 0ott ittaalin-
quiry

n
hashis beellbeen limited to I1bethe execution of thothe

powe cwconferredterrea by the above grofroprovisionvision of tha
constitution

what are the qualifications herohera mentioned
andandrenerreferreferredjedzediettoto the committee ontin
cielyclearly tho constitutional to
wit that theiho claimant shall havohave attAlvittAlattainedned thetho
ago ofor twenty myclyt sewyew beenbeen scionmica years
a citizencluzen of thathe united states and shall bobe an
inhabitant of thetho state he shailshall boba
chosen thetho practice of thothe house hasbaa been
eoso uniform and seems BOso entirely iniu larniharmonyony
with the letterletier of the constitution thai uhatha
committee can but regard the j WL
amquestion aaas a bar to the consideration of quali-
ficationsfloatficatfonsions auit than those aboyoabove specified
montiomentionedned in tbt9 notice clof concealconteAltetterl antan here

nathatIntoetorefore alluded to10
woVo conclude that tho question

to us under the order ef the house comaeme
witwithinhin thothe tametama rrprinciples of jurisdiction aaas
itif the contestee were a bembermember0 instead ot a
docolgateboritythe minorityZO

I1

rIty said
4itF Is admitted lain the andad the flotriot

hnshas lotnot been and laIs not denied that mr can-
nonIIIili po ththe constitutional qualifications
unless ibo of a delegate in con
grebsgress from a territory differ from tho qualin

fixed by the constitution forfoz a mem-
ber otof thetho jimie therothera can bo no
teasha assigned far the position tiitthat thetha quai

aroazo any different if
billip 1142 91 demadempdemptongoavongon these twotw

great powers of thothe house thetho power to judge
of the elections returnreturns and qualifications of
its own mebemberabibera by a mere malmajmajeskyerity toietote
and thothe power to expel italits members by a two
thirds vote is clear acdwellandwell defined

tha views of thothe minminorityarity on ththothaa P twere further expressed in these wordsworda

butnutnut a gravergraven question than those wowe have
considered teIs the question whether thetho houseought as a matterinetter of policy or to establish aprecedent to expel etthercither a delegate or mem-
ber on account of alleged crimes cror immoral
practices unconnected with their duties or
obligations or delegates when
the member cror delegate possesses all theq to entitle him to his seat1I wowe ara to go into thetha question of themoral conesa otaofaofa member to occupy a scatseat inthathe house where will tho inquiry stop whatatanstandarddard shall we fix in determinedeterminingg what laISand what Is not sufficientclent causocause forlor expulsion
ifit a numbernim r of members engage in the prac-
tice orof raminggaming for money or other valuablething or are accused of violating the maritalvow by intimate association with four wo-men three of whom aream not lawful wives orare charged with any other offeree and a ma-jority of the house or even two thirds expelthem it may be the recognition of a dangerdangersousons power andana policy itexercised andaud adopt-ed by one political party to accomplish partisan

furnishes ad precedent whichwb ch it wih bobeinsisted justifiesjustinnesstifles similar action by thothe oppo-
site party whonwhen theythoy have a majority or atwo thorda majority lain the house and thusthe people aro deprived oiof representation andtheir representatives possessing the neces-sarysary qualifications are expelled for causesoutside of the constitutional qualifications ofmembers cror choso which a delegate mustpossess so80farastorforas bibbis qualifications are fixed byreasonmason or analogy or are drawn from thithaprinciples of our of01 gov-ernmenternment

it may bobe statedelated that the reports both ofthe majority and minority made by ropubliour
that Is a precedent that covers the carecase nowcowlain this house in every particular it was ex-haustivelyhau discussed in uleuso committee otof thethohousehonsellotie and was adopted by the house by aaoverwhelminging majority nnaana it stands todayto dayas thetho rulorula and law ctof the house unless itshould bobe reversed
the issue laILI that casocase waswaa sharply madeand the rule established that fromare entitled to thothe benefit of thotheconstitutional limitations as its qualifications

and hatahatbat polygamy was not a
tion

it the ruierule ehst has boenbeen establishedand practiced sincosince tilethe formationforum otof the gov-ernment as to qualification torfor members anddelegates to itho housebouse is to bobe reversed anda different rumoruto adopted what standard shalljailit be
this hougehouse may exclude a memmammemberberonaon acharge of polygamy the next house may

exclude a person elected because hohe Is a herodotie or a CatCaiholtohollo or a methodist or because hobehashaa beenteen charged by his opponent withadultery or some other ofrensefecso
we have associated with him mtrftp

SIXaix years eight or ten years upon
terms of equality and I1 am glad to
see that my honored friend the konokenogengonman from indiana in his reportsays that he is a gentleman audandthat he makes soao aspersions4 uponhis personalPOr character or honorlionor Aleglegislativeillative body like this where ibemembermembers aresure elected opleopie
who are the bovesovesovereignrelga in this counconntry should not set up any transtraustranscen-
dental

cen
standard of moral qualifica-

tions to entitle otlootioouecue to a seat if ahigh moral standard wasvas a pro
requalrequisiteto to a seat eje butbugbu fewmight find admission thetho people
elect men to office for their supposedsuppoeed
fitness and ability to take carocarp of
the pearlespeopled interests the question
of immaculate virtue iais not muchmuelconsidered I1 think the jawandlawand the
evidence Is with mr cannon andthat hohe is entitled to hishia seat it lajil
for thiathis house sitting aaas judges onou
his case to say on thel oaths
whether mr cannon shailshall be seatedhere aaas a delegate from thothe territorytoty of utah or whether he shallibabe excluded and decedentprecedentspreceeeedent the
constitution and the laws ishall be
violated and the people of utah de
priced of representation

mr de mottemotto baidsaid
mr speakerSpeakereaher I1 bavehave1bave nona disoisdisposition

to trespass3 uponwon tho timetuce of thehousehouge to generally the vari-
ous en ofqt Eonfoncontestmontestresttest theretherothiere
are roinesome however which
tropresentsentbent themselves in such a way
thatthaiat I1 feelfeol called upon tossyfossyto say some
thing iiiin regard tota them

this la13 no ordinary conieconiccontestst for
there is more involved lain it than the
abstractabs tract nightright of a perpersonsontoto seat
on this floor while that Is thetile
technical question submitted to upu
thothe real oleoneoie ifibs shallshail thetho institution
of polygamy continue tobaietohave lecog
netlon in this house anere coulta
be no doubt I1 think as to the ao
tiontiou orthisof this Housollsoilif the question oiof
the recognition ot0 polygamy waswaa
being 0 suddenlyFuddenly upon us ifa body of people anywhere in the
united statestatesS were by positive en
abetment of theia own or by asking
legislation by this bodyvy atattempting
to establish polegpolygamya y andnnd give it
thetha sanction and protection of thethel
lawjaw there would be but one 5
everywhere all christendom would
be aroused and the most popositivesI1 uveuvo andaudi
severe measures taken to throttle ikitat thotha beginning therethesethe a would bbo
no one oveneven herohere to securefecere for it a
brief lease of life by dilatory motionmotionsftand speeches lakeuke other
evils of ltv elassclass it hhnshaabaana crept stelstealthtb
ilyliy upon US within thothe memory
or a majority of the members oti

thiathis
househome it was laughed atlit aaas the mere


