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gresgreas did not incorporate into the
organic act any such provisions as
are now insisted upon

take the Forty third the forty
fourth the forty fifth and the
forty sixth congresses at times re
publicanpublican and at times democraticVyetet the right of thisthia people to be
represented by a mormon was recog-
nized by all now we are told that
the presence of a mormon oaon this
floor will offend thothe dignity and
sensibilities of certain men and 0wo-
men

o
living elsewhere hence we

must commence a crusade against
mormonism

gentlemen aroarearonouyou in earnest in
that itisit is said that you may judgeludge
a tree by its fruit now if you are
in earneearnesthandWandand really want to extin
pate polygamyyi the way is easyeabyray and
thetho constitutional method plain
what is that why just gather to
gether thirty or forty thousand of
you and go out thorethose and gettlegettie
they cannot hinder you from doing
so and then you can settle this
question

the forty third congress hadbad this
question before it and the forty
fourth congress and the forty
fifth and the forty sixth it has
passed the crucial test of allal of them
in a constitutional point of
they all decided that there was then
no existing law no such disqualifi-
cation of polygamy as now contend-
ed for by gentlemen on thetile opposite
side of thisthia question congress by
acquiescing by receiving the dele-
gate lais now if there can bobe any
such thing upon the unbridled
powerwar chalmeclaimed by ththis congressangressongress
estoestoppedd fro jinterp08 anelanil ex
actingt rig for the first titimeme a qualifica-
tionia hitherto unknown either to the
constitution to the laworlawonlaw or to pre-
cedent

rhorhetheiho present congress admits that
there ialanoianono question on that subject
why hurry through in hot haste at
the present gonUoncongressgressgrets what is known
aaas the mormon bill except to reach
mr cannons case Eeverybodyverybody
knows that you admit that the
law and the constitution Fusustainedstainedmr cannons right to a seatsent on this
floor and in order to overreach
him you introduced this bill known
aslis the mormon bill and passed it
in orderolder to accomplish by indirect
means what you could not sectct
directly now is there a lawyer on
this floor who doea not know that
what cannot be accomplished di-
rectly cannot babe accomplished indi-
rectly can you evade and thereby
defeat the constitution of the coun
trytr

it is maintained by somo gentle-
men that this act of this congress
changes matermatenmateriallyhilly the attitude of
this case it is maintained by the
gentleman from pennsylvania mr
beitzbaltzhooverthooverl that for the first time
we have polygamy confconfessedesEed by mr
cannon now dodoes notnodno S everybody
know thatthab it was just as nwwellweilelleli known
by general notoriety aaas a thing
could bebo known did mr cannon
ever deny it heretofore and now
because the man was too honesthanest too
frank to deny thathe truth but camecamu
up boldly in his manhood and ad-
mitted it did notriot put the country to
any troubletroubie to prove it that is seiz-
ed upon as conclusive evIdevidenceenco of
guilt

now guilty of any offense
any legal 61luense I1 will inquire
about that by and by hohe had
taken his wives before the actnet of
1862

mr beltzhooverBoltzhoover will the gen-
tleman allow me to ask him a ques-
tion

mr joneajones of texas certainly
mr beltzhoover has the genilegendlegentle-

man ever read the report of the com-
mittee on electionselectian s of the forty
third congress in the cannon and
maxwell case

mrhir jones of texas no sirbir I1
have not

mr beltzhoover then I1 would
suggest that the gentleman should
nodnot make the assertion that mr

f r cannon did not deny that hohe was a
v polygamist

mr jonea of texas I1 sayesy that
liehe did not deny it then

mr beltzhoover he did deny it
lirmrsir jones of texas denied that

V1l he ever had been markedmarried
mr beltzhoover in the contest

4 t which mr cannon hadbad with mr
maxwell in the forty third con
gress 18741814 he denied
cacallycailyY tthatat he was living with four
wivesaves or livanliving or cohabiting with
any wives in dennantdefiant or wilful viola
uontion of the law of Concongressgressgresi of 1862 11

he denied that haho waswa thenathen livingjiving
jvaw or had overever lived in violation of they laws of godgods man hh country de

gencybency or civilization oroi of any law
othe united states these broadbread
denials on the very issue which was

i behe chief one involved iain that con
eat doubtdouhtdoubtlessleos had a great deal to dydo

with the finding in mr cannons
favor

mr jones of baxas very well
it Is now stated that the case has
bfbeenbeenen materially changed that he
admits admits what here does not
admit that he has any law
hohe does not admit that hohe has been
convicted of any offense the fact
that holie admitted it in thothe territory
where helashe was directly amenable to
the law and subject to prosecution
in casscasa of guilt shows a
neganesa on hisbia part that he was not
thus liable

thothe fact about it iais that his poly-
gamist

fqy
errors or whawhateverevar you

please 0o term them all tooktools place
before thothe enactment of the law of
18831882 will anytiny gentleman pretend
that mr cannon couldcoald under that
law be convicted and punished for
an act which when donodone was notanot a
crime

the gcgentlemanetleman from pennsyl
vanivant Beltzhoovermr sayasayasays there is
nothing that congress cannot do in
its treatment of the people of the
territories but it seemsbeems totomeme that
on this point behe has read to very
little profit the decisions of the

court if bebashe has hot been in-
formed that with all our legislative
power we cannot to Feavesave our lives
maliemakke a law eyex post facto in its na-
ture crovenor oveneven Impiimpairingtrin thetho obliga-
tion of contracts in the celebrated
case of hepburn vs giswoldar in-
volving the legal tender questionqueeto
a case with which members of the
bar ararera all familiar the chief jujus
tice delivering the opinion of the
courtcoart grouped not the powers of thegovernment in order to show that
it could do thus and BOso but actualactuallyY
grouped in the inhibitions by the
constitution upon the powers of the
states for what purpose coshowto show
that by the very nature and genius
of of our government excx post facto
laws and laws impairing the obliga-
tions of contracts have no partpait or
place in our entire system the
federal government cannot exer-
cise the powerbower to pass any such law
there isis no nutautauthorityhoritybority either
state or national that can by any
act passed todayto day make that which
was done yesterday a crime

the eighth section of the act of
INImarcharch 22 1882 hhasns beenbean referred to
let me read it
that no babigamist cr any per-

am
per-

son than one pari
cono woman cohacobacohabitingbItIng with any of tha per-
sons aforesaid described in this E lain any
territory or obenether place overever which thetho united
stala havehive jurisdiction shall bobe
entitled to vote

that does not affect votes hereto
folefoie given
at any electelectionienlen heldheidhegideid in any such territory or
other place

not heretofore but hereafter held
in such territory or other place
or bo eligibleatto for election or appointment to

not in the past but in the fu-
ture
cr bo entitled to homholi any or place 0
public trust honorbonor cr emolument insin ununderderden
cr fozfor ranyany suchkuch territory or piaoplace cror index
the united states 0

now in construing this provision
1 submit that the general and well
known rule that all statutes are to
be construed so aaas to give them
operation in the future applies in
this case no statute can bobe con-
strued as having a retroactive or exCZ
post facto effect even where there
exists power in the legislative body
to give it such effect unless it be
made so by express and unmistaka-
ble

ailaalka
language now apply that rule

to this eighth section which it is
claimed works a change in the
character that this case presents to
ESirs under the application of this
rule the whole argument falls to the
ground

but acceptingacceptlug the confession
which this argument implies ofyour
inability to reach this caeewe in any
other mode lot us concede that the
lawlavi makkersmahers intended to what
you claim haafeen done to reach

nirdirmrair cannon and impose upon him
a disqualification on account of
polygamy can you doltdoitdo it have you
done it Is not the law if borsor con-
strued necessarily exez post factowas not mrsir cannon duly elected
to this Congress did he notnet ac-
quire by virtue ofor his election at
vested right of property in his office
can you deprive him of it axcep i

by duo process of law Is it true as
you affirm that thothe people residing
in the territories have no protec-
tion whatever Is it truetruo as you
affirm that ihotho saisseis of american
liberty does not cover those poor
helpless people out there Is it true
aaas you maintainmalnmain tain that when a man
invested in hibhia own state with all
hethet rights of american citizenship
hhappens to transcend the territorial
bardes orthoof tho state sovereignty hohe
loses hishia stature as a man4 andaud for
finetseta hishh ilsilgrightsts aa anap Aamerican citicul

zen why sirair this idea reverses thetho
aholo theory of our government
our fathers thought that gov-
ernmentsernments were organizedorganisedgadsed to conserve
and protect the innate inherent
algrightsats of man yet you reverse that
principle and lain these hallshals famil-
iar iulu theilia past with the teachingsteachinga of
douglas and clay and other illustri-
ous men you gravely telltelI1 us that
the people of the Territerniterritoriestones have no
rignightsrightsgh ts whatever that we are bound 1

to respect why gentlemen we
are we have got away
back of 1765

my friend from Pennsylvannia
mr beltzhoover had better go 0alitwiitlitailt

tietle behind the history thatthaethay he read
when he undertakes to deny these
people the rightkight of representationrepresentatlon
he could even go to the english
parliament and get valuable lessons
from the earl of camden when
the same power was claimed for the
british parliament over the ameri-
can colonies what was the response
of that noblenobia lordjord he maintained
that whatever Is a mans own is his
own absolutely and no one has a
right to take it from him without
his consent whoever attempts to do
so doeadoes him onan injury whoever does
so commits a robrobberyberytery whenever
you undertake to deprive the peopoo
pie of utah otof the right of represen-
tation of the dightright of a voice in
their own legislation however way-
ward they may be you do thosethae
people an injury and if successful
you rob them no of rights which
you gave them but of rights which
they received from nature and
natures god

nowhow then elfi adtaft cannon was
elelected and that is13 the main point I1WImpywish to impresscm upon this house he
laIs entitled to his beatseat he has not
been as I1 maintain and I1 think the
intendment of this section clear in
support of that view deprived of it
by this actnot of congress if the act
had eo0 o intended it iaIs unconstitu-
tional and therefore inoperativeoperativeia
hohe is not in any view of itsita cohconcon-
structionst deprived of his rirightlit and
the logical conclusion is thatgheho can
not bibe excluded without abolishing
the ofeleo of Delodeiodelegatewategate from that
territory I1 saymay then to gentlemen
on the of this Houseinkousehouse in
all fairness let them meet this ques-
tion as it confronts them let them
meet this quentionguestion fairly here it
is mr cannon iais supported bybv his
constitutional right by his legal
right you find thothe constitution
and laws of your country and his
country however widely you differ
in yoursour religious viewbaroearo the bamegame
you find them confronting you
they stand between you and him
they are opposed to you iahehe spirit
of our constitution and laws iaIs op-
posed to you to say nothingC of their
express language

what are you going to do what
shall we do that is the grave and
solemn question for us to decide
will we do as ouroar predecessors have
done recognize this right the right
of representation in the people off
the territories the right of vrmr
cannon tctr come here and voice their
interestinterests to represent them in as-
serting their rights in communicat-
ing to congress such information oaas
maymaybomaybebe deemed necessary in their
treatmenttreatments or will you ignore thesethebe
rights

here you arearo brought in front of
the constitution itself you cannot
get around it and you cannot get
over it there is no escape there
is but one alternative you must
either admit cannon or must
trample the constitution of your
country under your feet

I1 do not propose at this time to
underundertaketako to discuss or even to
state the constitutional questions
involved as the rights of
the people in a territory itithis not
anew question I1 accept as true
that construction of the second
clause odtheof the third section odtheof the
fourth article of the constitution in
reference to the powerpowen of congress
over thetha territories as stated by
gentlemanthetho from pennsylvania
mr beltzhoover under that clause

of thathe constitutiontion conglesCongres has the
powerpowen to do whchattoatTo dispost3 of and
make nilall needful rules and regula-
tions respecting ththee territory or
otherothen property belotibelongingging to the
united states

I1 submit to any fatfalfainfairir minded man
whether both the legal and gram-
matical intendment of this lan-
guage

an
is not unmistakable does

not the qualifying word other in
itsita relation to the subject place terr-
itory in the same category with
property I1 submit that tiotiethe plain
intendment of theth language the
wordcord gidtherother referring backbaek to ter-
ritoryatory putsfits it lain juxtaposition with
property

I1 will not now repeat ahat to my
mind hasban bbeonbeenpop ihatha

argument of case and douglas on
this question I1 desire to affirm that
I1 believebelleve as they maintained that
the power here given Is limited to
propertyas land in the
the time the constitution was adopt-
ed the territorial government had
already been provided for the north-
west territory the first congress
under the constitution of the unitedsrstates pissed an act confirming the
Tterritoriali government inhk its rela-
tion to the new governmentsgovernment suc-
ceeding and supplanting the old
that is all it did they elected and
sentseat thairthain representative res
they chose their representatives and
lawmakers under it here we have
thentheny I1 may say taking it in its his-
torical relation and bearlbeanibearingbeaningng a direct
expressionexpression of the sense of those who
framed the constitution

the history of theirthen struggle wath
british power was too fresh in liletthe
minds of our fathers for them to as-
sume that the people who inhabited
the territories had no rights they
recognized in their brothers residingresiding
in a territory the same capacapscapabilitybillt i
the samosame right to treattreats regulate
and control their own affairs tthatat
they had eofo recently asserted for
themselves that is part and parcel
as it were of the constitution itself
the clause ortoto make all needful
ruiea and regulations ac to which
I1 havejust referred was intended to
and did give congress power to es-
tablish a system of landjana surveys to
dispose of and regulateregulator7 the sale of
public lands at that time it
might bebb reasonably supposed con
gressgresa was not looking to the acquisi-
tion of further territory but con-
gress was empowered by the consti-
tution to make treaties and declare
war and under the power to make
treaties congress could acquire terri-
tory this very territorybry of utah
in the execution ofenthatthat power it did
acquire this territory

the force of analogy and the ex-
ample of the framers of the constconsti-
tution can leave but little room fofor
doubt as to zerelationslations of rights and
powers between the government
and the territoriesflea conforming to
thebethese relations as interpreted by
analogy and exampleexamesampl congress or-
ganized territorial government eoso
curing to the people the light of
local beilsellgovernments the rights
of the people in that territory were
recognized aa werewefa thosetho-e of the peo-
ple in the northwest territory thus
conforming to the genius of our gov-
ernmenternment the people accepted the
government thus provided and by
accepting made it theltheir ownrown if I1
had time mr speakerspeakers I1 would like
to reproduce some of the fourth of
july orations I1 have read on this
great subject why I1 have been
goeo weak and credulous as actually
to believebellave that all just laws derive
their sanctions from the consent of
the governed I1 have been so weak
and credulous aass an american citi-
zen in fact I1 used to pride myself
in the genius of our institutions and
in the lafalthfaithth that such was american
doctrine and such the spirit of our
constitution and our laws

I1 used to belabellbelievebelleveseve in the doctrine
that all men are born with certain
inalienable rights but especially eo
with reference to the onene to which
I1 have referred but I1 now find that
I1 have been hugging
tormtorn that man has no rightslights ex-
cept those conferred by the govern-
ment and that congress has abso-
lute power over the domestic affairs
of the hardy frontiersmen in the
territories and the right to estab-
lish for them such da system as shall
suit the people in the statesstater with
out regard to the will and welfare of
the governgovernededg give them bad nimesnames
call them ts and try them
in their absence and condemncondernisnii them
without a hearing Is ahsuehsuch thejhb
genius of americanAmerlean institutions IB

that americanamenn doctrine ahiloh aljy
gentlemen it wont do to letiet thiathis
despised pepeopleopleopie alone james
madison was a juristic when lie said
that time forbearance and esampleampie
will do the work and correct the
evil folk and jackson and jeffer-
son and madison tindlindnd clay and
webster were all bebidebeside themthemselveselves
and should have been bentwrit to luna-
tic asylums when they maintained
that the second sober thought of thewe
people would correct all political
evils why all of our fore athersathera
were madmen when they laidlatil the
foundation of the government upon
the broad principle of thetha right of
the people and upon the basisbasli of the

intelligence and patriotism
ortheof the masses that the people might
babe safely trusted witewith the settlebettle
ment of all thesa political questions
and that the evils which would
probably spring up could be cortcoricorrect-
ed by the virtue and inintelligencetellIgence 0 Ooff
the people themselves

ut mr speaker gentgentlemenlemm oysay

we cannot trust the virtue and in-
telligencetelligence of the people in utah
well theny whom can weve trust
and to whom shall we eritelitentrustrustrubt theth 0
government what power shall
we invoke above that of0 the people

it iswaldis saidbaid theyhave no
rights whence do we getgot power
to govern them at will and without
restraint as 1 have
already stated to legislate for them
and yet we are not to
themotheto for the abuse of power sepa-
rate responsibility and power and
right is19 a myth and liberty a name
in this very mecase we have more con-
cern to please ourofir constituents than
to promote the welfare of the people
in utahufah in response lo10 whowhosesedezedede-
mands aieaioare we now pressing to a vote
the unseating of mr cannon Is it
done to help or benefit the people of
utah or Is it done to respond to
the demands of our own constitu-
ents far removed fronifrom the influence
of our action and notlint affected by
the consequences which you pioplo
posepobe to impose upon otherothers

there are wrongs in utah as there
are in all other territories but it is
tyranny forus to make laws that do
not affect ourselves or constituents
and for which we are wholly irre-
sponsible to the people on whom
they act however oppressively they
may be affected by them imayI1 may be
what some people call anau old togyfogyagyogy
on these questions buttbuti have never
forgotten the teachings of the
fathers of the republic it may
not be fashionable to remember
them now I1 knowlhathab other views
and other opinions areate ccanent

i

arren t upon
these questionquestionsSj butbat when I1 turn to
the constitution what do I1 find I1
find that our fathers and that con-
stitutionution embodies their wisdom and
experexperiencelence taught by the cruel
persecution of witches crucified by
the of catholics andprotestants alike taught by all thosethom
bitter experiences declared that re-
ligion should have no placeplaca in our
constitution lest hypocrisy shoushouldild
thereby find pretensepretensa for outrageoutings
and wrong upon tho innocent

I1 findnd no power in thetho Coneconstitu-
tion

tItu
that warrants gentlemen in

taking the position thathat wowe must to
the rescue of the christian religion
and stamp out mormonism lestiest its
virus contaminate the christian
world the christian re-
ligion is distinguishedglied from all
others by the fact that it does not
ask or require the help of temporal
aid but addresses itself directly to
the head and heart of the individual
and depends alone on the power of
truth it does not ask but rejects
as incompatible with divine truth
thethle aid of secular power it is not
a fact that mormonism endangers
either our religion or liberty

bubbut gentlemen sayeay it will not do
to trust the presence of this viper
this poison inin our midst that the
virusvalrus willwiil effect and spread itself
through the entire mass of the peo-
ple1I of faotao united states why ifit
thetho people have the virtue and in-
telligencetelligence that wowe claim for them
wowe can trust it to them safelywely itthey have not it a whole people
fifty millions invincible in war and
Jrirresistibleresistible upon thothe western con
anent have allnil their rights and lib
artiest endangered by a few wild
superstitious cormonsmormonsMormons our fathers
were greatly mismistakenbakenfaken when they
laid the foundfoundationattanatlan of our govern-
ment upon the virtue and intelli-
gence of the masses wove hatehavo
made that amudrand discovery and I1
suppose now theirheir workwore ja14 to beba ddis-
carded

is
we aroare to tear blowndown thia

superstructure from jtbita foundation
of sandband and dig down and nindfind rook
rdnoraforaa llewnew foundation wowe do not
knewknow whether it is to bethiabe thisthia
ial rock now made by recent inven-
tion process or towo oldoid rockroch
granite or what not we cannot tellfell
whether ittt isatofa-to be baptistatoror ireafres
bybarlanbyripriantanlan catholic or mohamme-
dan

nowvow mr speaker to be brief in
recapitulation Cancannoncannotlibit wasiwashwas by an
overwhelmingwingwinz majority of the peo-
ple TerriterniterritorytorytoTy elected a delede le
gamgaw ti ahls Crrgressgresa he was
qualiredalfred under the lawliw henthen in
force hohe Is quailqualifiedfledfied under the
constitution of tho united states
andria nothot incho powenpower of this
Ifoleohousainluain Judgingof his qualifica-
tions to add to or sulisubtracttract one thing
from them

the question here confronts us
aliallshallsilall we admit mr cannon and up-
hold the constitution and laws of
ouronn country or by rejecting him
trample them beneath our foetfoot and
gaingala the plauditsplaudits of the inconsiderate
and intemperate the ququestionstion iaJs
a grave ititisis a weimanmeiwan one it

allali thatthab is vital in consti-
tutionaltutlonalional liberty there can babe but
two forms of government one perpet
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