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BIGAMY.

THE TUCKER-EDMUNDS BILL.

| far a8 they could learn no such marri-
azes had ocearred in the!Territory dur-

In the llouse of Representatives, | juy ihe year 1865. The statisiies which
August §, 1536, Mr. Bennett, from the| they ave disclose, moreover, the jact
Comumitiee ou Judiciiry, submitted | ghat polygamy has pever heen in uni-
the followinyg views of the minority,|varsat practice among the Mormons,
which were referred to the House|jtis undoubtedly true that a large ma-
calendar and ordered to be printed. | jority of the Mormons hold that their
| To sccompany bill 8. 10.] : soicallcd rcvelu.t.i{)n ondth(: su.bjtéct of

. e olygamy was not mandatory Hut per-

HEN TR Rep it thiy Eﬂsys%vc.} Whatever the power u.ncll)ln-
cannot ugree with the wajority in their fihence of the Mormon  Church may

DO k6
'E?(’.n' g btetuate il ;No' L noir e have been it has never succeeded with
s SURCHUTRINORIRN O EEmnrOviginD i ressing its adherents with the be-
ﬁfsﬁ'f,i,'{{‘l},‘;'“,‘g}l 3&1 b;eeﬂs{,'i.lf,on{%e::: [ Jief that pelygamy was essential to sal-
}igl?aiiuﬂgllﬁgzgggﬁugftttlﬂin hhﬁ*ﬁgcﬂ ] ;:t;;l: ?Iiatlt ifngﬁujl(.fra{f;r) ﬁ%;jlllc ntlﬂu?:l ¥

e { the i grow, and Lhat if extrapcousicuuses do
CAgNuIEising 0 VISwSol the lnensc pot interfere the minority will soon
feeling almost 1nvariubly displayed in disappear? There is oo difficulty in
LS Jisuseion of B¢ m'cﬂ' ll';e' Mor- | sforcing the law. The overcrowded
o prqblelu. I.bm'nenrl kv e |pcnltem ary in Salt Leke City stiests
;‘;”éﬂfdl andﬁ;g'ﬁ&l e‘;’é‘i‘,;ﬂ"ffe‘ :’.lég this fact. The pepaltics are sutflcient-

Ormon ques 3 BT : .
of warmth which 18 vot creditable to 1113’0?5‘;;{1‘&: gtggc::e%oosfer:l(‘:enuri?ﬁrtiu.-ts“
"y [..:ood et m‘" peonlg.ur l.ol Iy with the ci:rl.ulnty of swift and vigor:
statestuanship,  Heligious problems bbbl Sl s ekttt
are always vexatlous, ami o dealing | B B e e o t.gm e oan
with them legislutors ave liable to be :uilll-ub::cfu? e b
influenced by tuelr preconceived po- nmr?icd Mormam e e e fend ayainst
]u%nsé,_a::d ﬂ;“"f"“ inMdausce gf "HElay the laws already provided? -
ed astray by clamor.

It i3 not uecessary to discuss the na-| _The‘l"ﬂ f““ bclb“‘n?tl-,lﬁ dllqggfb‘ih{lgég;
ture of the faith of these people. ‘Chat l ;&P&;'{lof_clf‘ize lg.w m%))’-léxc'w 5
',’; not ‘t,he prc_:}lnt,e.ot dk‘ii'l"l‘nomlj ligigus intemperzpce wbich wiil con-
Li Sy RisMogo b tatiggdjaadelorius St vert Mormons into religlous zealois
mm’]"u? 3flrfe3ig:on“\-.:ma:0 bil ourf ?ﬂ- und superinduce a dusire for mWurtyr-

:31‘(‘:5(1‘:,‘,11 Snnsc‘i’mc:f_ ke ¢ldom, The legislation proposad by the

It is udmitted that outside 1he belief
in polygumy aud icd practice the Mor-
-moons have all the virtues aud few of
the vices of other' communities. Tbe
work they huve accowplished in re-
deeming “u desert and makiog it to
bloom as the roze speaks tor itself.
We regret that the majority should
have instanced the occurences of 1837-
'58, because we believa that they did
not reflect entire credit upon our rul-
ers at that period. The precaution of
having an investigation made by rella-
oje and unbiased men who would have
avoided an expensive and unpecessary
expedition, whlcnyresulted simlily in
demonstirating the fuisity of the
charves whieh bad been made aguinst
the Mormons.

The organization of tie Ntate of Des~
cret js represented asa purpose outhe
part of tbe Mormons to estublish an
mdependent woverntuent, The fact,
neglected to Le slated, that application
was at ogce made {or admission into

tute therefor reported by the majority,
13, in our judgment, calculated 1o effect
romethipg of this Kind. It ]s upnprece-
deoted io the United States, nod for
severity can only be cowmpured witn
the non-conformist luws of Greut
Britain or the Blue Laws of Connecti-
cut.

The specific objections waolch we de-
sire to submit to the biil begin wilh
section 2, reportgd by the mujority of
ithe commmittec. 1'his Bection, us we
believe, invudes the, persoual rights,
attacks and overtbrows the personal
security of the citizen. Thnis provision
ot the bill empowers the oflicers
nomed therein to arrest a citizen upen
ex parte offidavits snd lwprison indeti-
nitely unless reiedsed on ball., It coz-
tains no provision for a heariog ob
the grounds of hi3 arrest. It does
pot specify sny terms, nor generaily
the facts whicn shall be deewmed
.sufficient, §f proved, to autn-
the Unlon i8 z sulliefent refutation, |orize the imprisonmeént of the cit-
Here ware more toan twenty thousand | izen, nor does it require that auy facts
people who bad been igpored by tpe |shall be stated in the affidavits upon
Genernl Government. The necessity | waich the iinprisonment is made. The
tor some sort of government was im- | party imprisoped is not permitted wo
perative. Itwus neftber crimipal por|coutroverttbe ex parte affldavits, and,
evidence of ambitious intentions to| by disproviog tnewm, regain bis Jiberty;
form u provisionsl goveroment. It norcan he show thut the atidavits sre
was not 8o regarded then by the Feder- | maliclously made against him and
al, authoritdes, or Brizhum Young ! thereby secare his reieuase, The only
would uot have been inade governor of | requirement of the law {8 that two
the new Territory, eltizens sball swear that, in their opin-

1t was not unpatural that u people | lon, there i3 good veasou to belleve
who bad been driven out of Missour] | that the person jmprisoned will nu-
and out of Illinofs, und who bad made | lawfully fxil tu obey u subposoa, This
an uoparalleled journey of more tbun | rule ol procedure is arbitrary, unoms-
2,000 miles to find uew homes, should | lous, atd uvbesrd of. Itisoppressive,
seek to strengthen themselves against | without a precedent, and cupable of
those who mizht follow and seek to re- | great ubuse, ind 18 oot justitied by tbe
new the old strife, They bad sougbt;Constitution. A general wurraul for
und fonnd a new uwbiding place in u|arrest is insufiicient. (Sanford vs,
new lavd. Water and timber were [ Nlchols, 13 Mass., 289.)
precious. Was it an evidence of dis- The facts justifylog must he first
loyaity to the Government that these |state and ascertiained, and after the
people endeavored to conserve for |arrest and betore imprisonment ao
tbemselves und their posterity two  opportunity must be given the person
snch essentinls? It mey bave been |dealt with to be heurd. Otberwise,
grasping and uogegcrous; unferiu- | the persou so imprisoned is deprived
nalely, human uature has uever yvetjof Lis liberty without due process of
heen entirely refermed by auy rellgious | law. This section may be used to cor-
creed or teaching. rapt & witness by restoriog him to

1¢ is puerile to insist that this little |liberty after imprisonment oo condi-
community could have at any titne sevi- | tlou that he will swear as the party
ously menuced our Republle. It Is|causinghis arrest desires. It impris-

sitively cbildish to ipsist that there|ons for contempt wben no contempt
s NOw O ever ciun be any dunger to[has been comipjtted, nud denies u
our civilizolion er our .institutions | hearing on the a]le;:e(f prounds of his
from the exertions of the Moren peo- | imprisonment, and mukes his release

le. We refuse to dignily with so much | only possible t':y givinyg bond, and for
Rupnrl.ance 8 sect that, all told, in all |thal reason, smong others, i8 viclous.
the world,

pumbers less than two | {Bradley vs. Fisher.)
hundred and {ifty thousand (souis;
whose bellefs are so direclly anlagon-
istic to the intellectual tendency ot the
age, and whose praclice of polygnmy
js so repugnant to the notions of
Europeans and Americans.

The practice of polygamy is an evil
which we desire to see eradicated. We
viekl to noue in our condemnation of
this offense, which has bcen mwade a
crime by our laws. These laws de-
prive polyzumists of the right to ¥otc,
Lo serve as jurors, and to hold oflice.
It matters notthat they entered juto
tac polygunous relulions long before
they were made criminal, the penalty

Section ¢ is useless, inasmuch as
therc ure no such Jaws us are thercin
denouaced.

Section 7 aunuis certain Jaws coen-
ferring jurisdiclion upon the probate
courts of Utuh. This provision judged
by the deoctrines of the reportoul a
msjority of the commwittee, is full of
destruction. On page 7 of the major-
its report it is sald:

! Theorganlc net expressly provides that

all iaws passed hy the Terntorial legisia-
1ure *shall be submitied Lo the Congress of
tbe United Sintes, and if disapproved shall
be r.nll and of no effect.” This power whea-
ever exercired mikes the ovigindl law null
—not only hereafter, but "of no effece.” 1f

of . l.ﬂd‘|3f{unchlsi:meg:'n Osz:}d (riwll?; disngrrovat only nulldics hy effect for the
CRULG e IOy p ; tntare no foree will be given 1o the lus:
uvffense of uoplawful cobabitatlion | o gy

.created by the act of Uongress ap-
proved March 22, 1882, a3 construed by
1he court of last resort, can be con-
structively cnmmitted,_ and persons
who were only uilty ol coostructive
counbitationare now in the peulten-
tisry. Morcover, the offense has beco
held to e gontinuous, and thc courts
allow segrepated ipdiciments for such
perieds of time as the district attorney
sees fit to sabdivide the past.

So far u8 the gullly are concerned
there scems to he ne uuduc clemency
stown. ‘Theymay be tinedto the ex-
tent of all thelr worldly possessions
and imprizoned for the balunce of their
natural lives. There has not beeg a
single falture since an efforttojientorce
theae laws was made to indictand cou-
vict an accused person, There cuu
thercfore be no necesaity for auditional
legislation incrasing thepewer of the
courts or of creating new rules of evi-

- dence.

It does not appear that there has

beenany 1Mcrease of polygalnous oar-

The doctrine just quoted is asserled
by the wajority of the committes 10
justify the repeal of the canrter of 1he
Morwou Church. 1f the effect of 1he
annuiment of the lnws berel ofore giv-
ing jurisdiction lo Lhe probute coulrt is
us it is in this mujority report declured
to be, then the luws repealed are not
only not to have any effect bercaiter,
but to have been in the past of no ef-
fect. This position, if & corvect one,
overthrows everyibing that was dene
by the probate court while actiog un-
der the laws which this nill proposes
to sonul. All Jdispostiion of property,
ai} sdjudications, all ecty of aid ¢t
comipy within the wcope el the laws
souulled are by this billend nnder the
doctrine of the m:Aority report also
anoulled and "of uo ¢ffect.” We shall
bave soigethjuy to soy of this doctrine
Lurther on.

Sectiop 11 declares tbat ‘‘potyzamy
or any polygamous dssocialions or
I cobabitation ~hetween the sexes s

Y
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originul Seiate bill, and by the substi- |
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defivned, but is left open 1o constiue-
tion to the eoourts of Utah. That it
does not ioclnde uolawful
The Supreme Court, in United
held that cohabitatlion
though there be nosexual intercourse,
thourh the parties do not occupy the
same bed or sleepin the same room.
Justices Miller aad Field dissented
from this definition of cohabitation,
and held that such & construction of
the lnw is strained and unjustitiable,
Polygamous associations in this bill
is not syuonymous with unlawiul co-
habilation, butis an incident of po-
Ispamy more remote from polysumy
thun uninwinl eohabitation as detlned
by thc Supreme Counrt, as above quot-
ed. Cohabitation may exist without
illicit intercourse.  Polygumous asso-
ciations Is of a lighter shade of wrong
thap unlawful cobabitation, and cen-
templates the punishment of 2 person
for countenuncing, approving or woler-
ating, In thosc with whom he asso-
ciates, polyramy. This raises the
uestion whether it is competent for
Copngress to puuish a person for his
associations only.

iment is heid to be constitutigoal where
iluposed tipon 4 person not participat-
ing 10 uny degree in an ict made crim-
ipal by luw. In the case of the city of
st. Louis apeinst William Fitz, 53 Mo,,
682, it was decided that an. ordinance
which punished un Individuel who
knowingly associated with persons
| kuving the reputatjon of being toieves
and prostitutes was uncevstitutional.
One of the judyes, in pussing upon the
case, gaid:

| 1 hold the u?dinnncc abgolutely mvalid on
tha broad ground that jts direct effect is o
invade and necessnrily destroy ona it leask
[ of those cervtain inulienuble rights of ihe
citizen  bestowed by 1ke Crestor tnd
granted ;by the organic law, personal Hb
eriy.,

In the case of Murphy v. Glover, 41
Mo,, 266, the court says:

It mnst be admitted that 1heir opmions
and feeiings, when not put forth im any
known ncts of resistunes Lo the lzw, betou
o themselves, and counot with renson nn
justive ever uvinkly be punished uws it thoy
were offenscs againet the low,

In State v. Keys, b Mo., 83, it was
held that it was pot competeul Lo pun-
Ish a person who was presepi ata
murder und approved of the sume, he
taking no partin the murder snd do-
Ing no aect which promoted it. Of the
s;umu import 18 Belx ~. Purdy, 67

lo., 89. ’
This bill, howevery/for the first time
ln the history of the Gavernmeut, pro-
poses to punish “polyramous ussoci-
uatious.’t That this lunguawe does not
denounce poiygdmy is clear, because
polyguny is punished, us the lpw now
18, with the extremnest scverity. Thal
itis not limited to the puunisibing ol
unluwiul cobabitation isclear, mecuuse,
us the law now js, both real aud cou-
stru¢tive cohabitation are punished by
fmprisonmweus o the penitentiary.
‘‘Polyguinous  associxztions,”  then,
means sometbiog different trom poly-
;.'ruu{ or trom unlawful cohubitution,
und 1s & new offense desigued to punish
acts which are not included in poly-
gumy or unlawfal cohabitation, We
submnit  thet the law  alreddy
inilicts punisment upon polygamists to
the limit of constitutionul ioleration,
and thata further punishmwent of a
person tor “‘associations is without
watraut of low or constitutlonal justi-
fication.

Section 14 apnuls the law lucorpor-
ating the Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-duy Suiuts, so far as the same
has any legal validity, und wlso anuuls
the corpotatiou of the assoclation
ealled the **Perpetusl Emigrating Fuod
Conpany,”’ and dissolves said corpor-
ution, ‘Ihis provislon, which under-
takes to unoul u corperation of a pri-
vutecharacter withouta judicial hear-
ing in court, is justitied in the report of
the mujority ol the committee on the
groand thut there never hus) heen any
uch corporations; that they were void
from the beriuning; thut the State of
Duserct had ne authority to Incorpor-
ate them, and that the legizlature of
Utali had no power subsequently to
coniirm them.

Section 16 reqoires the Attorney-
Gueoneral to cause proceedings to be
tuken to dissolve said corporitious
mentioned in the precediog sectiou.
The stutus ol these corporations, us
fixed in the mujority réport, i3 thut
their charters are void ab inilio. Yet
onu section of the bill disselves them.
How any force can be given to the hill
10 dissolve a corporation that never
existed the updersigned cannot see.
[ the nixteenth scction is not counteat
with the fact that the corporations
had pever bad any existence, athd, with
the further 1act tnat this law io terms
dissolves them, requires the Attoruney

raueral 10 dissolve them over agaju.
1t seens 10 the undersizned that this
! legislation cuu unly operate 10 throw
into litigntion a vastamount of pro-
erty in which tbe Governmen: of the
Buitcd Stutes hns po interest, and
¢luims neoe by this bill, abd subject

| the heneticiaries in sait trustaond the
cguitable owpere thereof 1o the cost
aud loss amd vexatiou of such litiga-
Liva wilhout, protit to an}r one other
10aa those participating in such liti-
wation  for  the prosecntion. It is
gueationable whether the United Suites

cap  tmajnlain a suit im0 ou eon-
troversy  fu which it bas  no
pecuviary interest whatever, It has

been repeatedly held to the State of
Mussachusetts 1that the sovereign can-
not intervene by it uttoroey-generusl
iu o lftigation in which it bas no pecu-
niary inoterest, and this is speelally so

Stutes ¢. Caunon, 116 U. 5., 17, has | g
muy exist g

It is believed that |
! no case ¢un be found wbere punlsh- |
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‘rlages_ On the coatrary, the evidence | hereby declored a felony.”” What is| where the attorney-general on three
of the Utab Commission shows that so | "‘any polygamons associations' is not | distivet oecasions instituted proceed-

isgs with regard to church

roperty.
in Attoroey-Gieveral v.

bhe Merrl-

sexual [ moc Munufacturing Company, 14 Gray,
intercourse betwcen parties is evident. [ 602, jt is stated:

Public worshp may mean tlie worship of
ol conducled and observed under pub-
¢ nathoriy, or 31 may niean worship fu un
open or publie pluce, without privacy or
eoncenhment; or it may mean the perform-
ance of religions exercises nuder s provision
tor, or e¢qui] right in, 1the whoic public to

partivipute in 1e benelits; or i1 may be
uaed in contradisiibelon to worship in the
famaly or in the closet. In this counlry
what 18 culled public worship is commmonly
conducied by voluntary soclclics. constl-
1uted according 10 their own notions of ve-
clesjustical nuiltority and ritant propriety,
opening their places of worship, nnd ad-
witting to their religious service such per-
sons and u[}on sukh terms and subject Lo
suth regulutiona as they may chuooee to
desiguaty and establish, A church absolute.
1¥ belongiug Lo the publie, and in which all
persons wilhout restriction have equad
rights, such as the public enjoy in highwuys
or public landings, ls certuinly A very rure
institution, if sueh i thing ear be found.
Religious charlties of varions denomina-
tlone. inenrporated by apeciat acis of the
legslatare or under geoeral luws, or, u8 is
ofian the case, consisting simply of & com-
puniy of persons associnted together with-
oot any corporate cupnuitf, wod bolding
their property throagh the latervenuon ol
trusttes, erect bulldings and places of wor:
shup, consecrale them with religious ceres
mony, snd runke provisions in them for the
doe vbeervance of sucraments and ordin-
nmees. ® * * 1t hns certuinly been held
in this Commonweilth, and we do not know
that it was ever suggested that the power of
disposing of the property or of clmusmﬁ
the use 1u which it should be applied di

not remain as absolate and wngue:tioned a8
11 e case of uav olher real property.

The ubove cuase grew out of an at-
temapt ob the part of the State of Mas-
gsachusetts, through her aitorney-gen-
era), to interfere io the Imaiter of
church busiuess, and resulted in de-
clarine that the State bhad nothing to
do with tbe matter, and had no stand-
ing in court to interfere with the trust
10 2 0F NIAJNEr.

lh the ®ise of Attorney-General v.
Proprietors of Meeting llouse on Fed-
eral Street, Boston, reported in 3 Gray,
pp. 48 and 49, a simlar question was
ralsed and decided:

The courl s unable to perceive in this
{rapsaction nuy characteristjes of a charita-
ble fonbdation to he windicater by the pub-
lic through the attorney.gencral on the

und that those who ought to reap the
cuelit of it are incapable of vindiealing
their own righte. * * The courl 8ayse ul
page 49 it is quite detimite und certun who

#re: the persens beaefleiclly interested in’

sueh use, and they onty could ¢lajm is. ex.
| eealion in 4 court of juetice or eleewhere.

A charity which may be controlled by
the Goverunmen. must be a public
charlty, as is said in 2 Parry on Trosts,
sec. 710:

Qonecquently & trost ta establish n school
which i5 not free, hut the beneflts of wineh
ure conlined Lo puricular individuusls who
are named in 1he will, is vot n churitnble
trost and will not Dbe regulated by the
courts. J

Sec. 782, 2 Parry on Trusts, declures:

Wlhere n gift is not a public. charity, buot
10 a school 1hit is not free and opeu 1o the
geners) publie, the atlorney-generil cannot
namialn an  nformation or bill. 8o |l
thiera 18 2 gl(t or dedicalion of land for a
chureh or meeting house ta be owned b{ the
churrh, parish, society, or by pew-hoiders
who had vested rights and ¢an sne, Lho
altorney-generil cannol sue in his official
cipaeity, anjess the ﬁill 15 B0 public and
todefinite thyt no individuals or corpora
tion had the right to eome inlocourt for re-
dress. Suils to regulate puch trusts must
be brought by the “parties interested. The
church edifices of Lus country staud inm a
peculiar position. They are not free, open
chigrenes, a8 those words are used in de-
scribing o pubhe charity, They are owned
by socictles, purishes, churehes, rusives or
pew-liolders, aud can be controlled by those
i;odu:u as corporations or yuasi corpora.
tions, and directed to such usq usthey éec
i, For these rensons the funds glyen or
copiributed o Lud these edifices snd keep
thomt in repair are not fonds given for pub-
lte charituble nsea in the legnl sense.

We submit that Congress has reached
the limit of .its authority when hy law
it repeals the act of incorporation.
Property belonging to a corperation,
the iegal title o wghich was in the cor-

otation, I8 the Eroperty of certain
epeflciaries for whose ¢xclusive bene-

fit the corporatlon beld 1t, and
the United States canpot  in-
trude itself into & contro-

lversy in whieh it is not interested, nor
| can it be authoriztd 0 tuke churge of
4 Jegnl controversy between private
parties. To the extent ibat 1t may
litigate the interests of individuals, to
thitg exteut il deprives individvals of
the right to litigate for jthemselves
and 1o that extent i3 u usurpatjon of
pOWer.

Section 18 deprives persons creating
a religious trust for priviate purposes
of the power to appoint trustees sind
wunere such private trusts, and sub-
mits the appointmeut of such trustees
tou court. This section shounld cer-
tainly be modifled so as%o permit the
peneflcinzies to pame to Lhe court the
trustees they desire to have sppointed.
The scope and purpose of other sec-
tions of Lue bill overthrow the rigbt of
self-governwent in the Territory of
Utah, and make a special government
for that Tepritory. This special actien
of Congress 1 suspending the right of
locul self-government can only be
justitied, 1if fustiled at all, because
tiierg are some Lwenty-ilve hundred
maie persons jn the Territory, oot of
a populution of a hundred apd vighty
thousaud, who in tiies past huve com-
mitted polygainy. A different govern-
meunt i8 to be given 10 the Terntory of
Utah from that which prevails in ali
other Territories of the Unlon be
cause of this fact. We snbmit that
the right of Jucal self-zovernmuentis of
gregt sauctity 10 the people, and iis

suspension or overthrow isjnot justifled
becouse & few peoplein o given Terrt-
tory violate the law.

Section 25 deprives all persons of the
right to register and the right to vote
who do mot” swear that they are pot
polyzamists or assoeiates of polyuu--
wists,or do not unlawfully cohabit. No
such law fs 18 existeuce apywhere else
within the territory of the Unlted
States. II this provision be constitu-
tional, is it wise? 15 it sound policy to
require a person to rwear, before he
can exercise the right of frapchise
which has beretofore been assume
one of the most valuable privileges of
a citizen, that bhe i3 not aoassociate of
# poiyeamist? This oath will operate
as the undersizned helieve, 1o exclude
persons who have committed no crim-
|na) act againat the laws of the United
States. it leaves open for construc-
tlon what §s meant by ap associate of
a polygamist, and furpiskes apparent
suthority to 4 corrupt returnlng board
to exclude every person who Delongs
to tie Mormon Church from the richt
to vote, "It this Is the design and ob-
ject of this bill it shouid be candidly
und openly stated and not left in ob-

ose and oblect of

scurity.

1f 1tis not the pur?
the blll to exclude all those who helong
to the Mormon Church from the right
to vote then It hus no place in the bill,
and these only should be exciuded whe
are legally responeible for acts for-
bidden by law to be done. If this bill
operates to exclude persons from the
right to vote Lecouse thei' sywpathize
with purties who aave violated the law
or beeause they mentally approve ol

olyganiy, then the law is extending
ts .pupnishment snd force Into 1ihe
dominion of feeling as distingulshed
from the dominion of conduct, and is
condemned by every principle of our
jurisprudence, No ene can be lawfully
punished or exciuded irom any politi-
cal privilege in this country for his re-
liglous or other associations.

The law of 1852, as it pow stands,

unishes every phase and aspect of

izamy, polygamy, and unlawful co-
babitatiou with penalties which out-
strip in severity those Imposed upon
aDY similar violators of the law in soy
purt of the Unlon. The law as itis
pow construed does not permit the
{ather of an lllegitimate child or the
husbund of ao unlawful marriuge to
support the child or wile, but makes
sych supportsufilcient evidence of un-
lawful cohabitution on the part of the
husband. Suoch persons are now ex-
cluded from the right Lo vote, st npon
a jury, or hold office, The corpora-
tions which are dealt with {n this bill
aredeclared by the bill itseélf to be un-
lawful, and by the report of & mujority
of the committee to bhave no legal ex-
istence whatever. The Unfited Stales
has oo foterest in any property of any
kind belonging to uny of these corpo-
ratlons. Why oppressive proceedmfs
should be beguu that will resultin
wuste and destruction of private pro-

erty ju which the Governwment has no
plerest the undersizned cannot see.
Why crimmulc})unishment shall be ex -
tended te conduet pever before in the
history of the Government made crim-
ipal i8 ynexplicable. ‘There is no ev!-
dence before the eommittee thal the
administration of the law u8 It now Is
i impeded inany way whatever. Itis
establisbed before the comsnfittee that
the [aw is being executed and enforced
against the persons denounced by law,
and, in the opinion ot the undersizped,
the Jaw as it now staudsis sufficient, it
criminal punishment cano sccomplish
it, to remedy tibe evils of polygamy
compleined of in Utah,

R, T. BENNETT,
PatRICK &, COLLINS.

CORRESPONDENCE.

THE FROZEN NORTH,

Time Profitnbly Speni—FPainfal Ac-
O cident, Etc.

LAEETOWN, Rich County,
Nov. 27, 1886.

Editor Deseret News:

The seemlng disadvantage of our
rigorons winters s verr greatly offset
by Lhe fact tbat, while the frost aod the
:NowW is with us, mueh intellectusl and
spiritoal labor is performed. Qur sum-
mers are &0 ghort that Sabbaths are
aboul the ouly days we ean, in any sat-
isfa.ctory derree, seek the Bread of
Life. The si1x days are used, long aud
bard, iu strugeling for the bread which
pcrlshem; but, during our winters, we
bave n great deal of time which we
may, it so disposed, use iu the culture
of our minds in vseful knowledge.

This wiuter has opened well ju the
wiay of proiltuble ibstruction. Presl-
dent Wi. Budge sod some other lead-
ing Eiders have just completed a mis-
siooary tourthro uﬁh the varions wards
of the dtake, They visited and beld
mecting wilh us on Mouday night
Iust. Qur meéeting house was
densely crowded at the appointed
heur. The discourses dellvered were
graud in thelr old-tifhe gospel sim-
plicity, and there was a power manl-
fest that must huve penetrated the in-
most recess of every heart. Never in
the history ot our ward have we en-
joyed betier or morerichly and divine-
Iy-inspired teachings. The party com-
kxlewd it8 labors by holding forth in
Voodruff and Randolph oo Tuesday
and Wednesday. Judging from our
experience, it 18 sate to say that the
labors of these men of God wiil be
greatly sppreciated throughout our
snow-nound villeys. -
Qur tirst ball for the seasom, held
Friday night, was well atiended, and

i good social time was the result,



