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WHAT PERE HYACINTHE SAID:

: sl il LIRS 9 | 918
THE utterances of Pere Hyacinthe
while in“this’ city’ on the’ subject of
polygamy, ﬂthqiqt%‘tygfﬂ:i‘é not enti”
tled to copsidergtion as in apy way
authoritative; “have> occasionet } some
comment because the géntléman'js a

celebrity.. His opinions were formed |

before he came hereyvaud he had no.
opportunitiés of looking at the matter
practically during hifs brief stay.  But
an attempt has been made to dispute

the fact thathie made someé admissions
not commonly conféssed by gentlemen
of his cleth, 'and to rexaggerate anto
undue importance other
on this subject. DY | .

In Saturday’s EVENING NEwS we

e

e Xies, | That cannot be denied, but it‘
is opposed to the higher,

remrks-ﬂt hia-]
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: dpervadlng
Christianddea of an elevated morality
and life, and men should have grace
from God to enable them to overcome
physical conditions and instincts,
. What is the position of the Bible in
yelation to the question?
o I must admit that from, none of the
tagﬁhmtgs of that book, in the injunc-
tions of the Pruphets or Apostles can
the faith of the ‘‘Mormons’ in poly-
gamy be assailed. It cannot be suc-
cessfully done. But it is opposed to
the higher plane of morality that per-
tains to Christianity in its essence. It
is %ppoﬁetl to the ideal of true religion.
- What about the relative condition of
polygamic and monogamic society?
imu&t admit that regulated polygamy
among the Mormons and Mussulmans
is a better condition than is found in

published the report of an interview
withiPere Hyacinthe, in whicly his: re«-.
marks were fait e

interpreted by Brother C. R.!Sa

in Englishw gentleman. uttered

in Frenchyand wiwo vouches for the|the Pére’s Sunday night discourse
ry word-we | which refers to the same subject, as it
printed. -The sheet-that is known in | appeared in the sheet that attacked

exact correctness’ of ewe

the whole inter-mountain region as a
perpetuakblibel, prononnced our. ra;t:aurt
**A Bold ¢ ervy’hand, quoting-that
part of the inter w relative to poly-
gamy, added thesc wordss:” .| ¢ v

““Part of that is very apt tohave been
something like what I’p Vi :
said, but
to be so.,. His u&,afnq

olygamyids anti-C a&ﬂ’f‘“"" and toan

eing in his depraved, condition as a
polygamis 1‘dq‘nut fit in wit}.s the other.
purporte ,ﬂtﬁn_is;ﬂnﬂ “‘Pﬁg regulated

olygamy among .the Mormens

ussulmans better condition than
is found in Christian cities,’ and we

eclarations,

L3

1ced as | with a religious atmosphere which does
¢, | not belong to it.

who is thm&hﬁl*qualiﬂed 1o render | idea is one (zod and one wife.
the

! fact nearl

pant of it.is) Erf?ﬂ%tge {
P A0L 4t \KeLy 441 _ ! |
c:[l r }t: ‘woman on earth was a direct reason

S —

-

ons - and |

Christian.cities, The great sin of the
“Mormons’ is in investing polygamy

The higher Christian

And here is that part of the report of

us: :
“Oup}sid

'
1
b

+of Christianity, polygamy,
_ y of wives or concubines,
recognized by law and by religion, is a
ly universal. It is found

roughout the Gﬁntilﬁ world, and it
18 found associated with polytheism, as
If the inability of man to love only one

why they could adore an only God in
‘heaven; as if, passing across a cloud-
ed, M%rlt;iqpa, and sensual imagina-
tion, the pure rays of divine unity and
of conjugal unity ough$ to be shattered
at the same time, the one in the rea-
'son and the other 'in. the heart, and

hﬁ:liev? t 3 wter tﬂ:bfé : 0 E?bl&il}'gt
shameless [or el ssible to
believe that tﬂf%ﬁ%ulﬂ gﬂ.}f a thin

like, espec 15
and open deéclarations against.  the
Pulyg&tn%ﬁg _st.a.jie. . ‘I‘Eﬂ don’t be-
ieve he sdid anything of the kind, and
take this jpresent. occasion to -mtterly
deny it for iim and repudiate it, that
it may no ¢d hereafter by the

ight between two bold | or of Astarte
o the 'l;BlJeak

abandon man,according to the forcible
language ogﬁ ints, to all kinds of

e‘.'
fornications and the practices of Baal

: of the accounts of the Old
Testament, they present a strange
spectacle, which often troublés the
feeble, aolg',ga.m}r—survivlu-f ﬁgIl;thcism
among God’s chosen people.” The most

practiced it, we say, and

lechers od h JLuet the point
be ﬂettle«'g’ here a]iﬁ now, ﬂgd.‘ﬁ
the polygamists can’t establish thaf he.
did say so, let them refrain ever after
from quoti -ilt'tﬂﬁ A AN
Of course Pere Hyacinthe did not an-
thorize tgia denial; gnd - he -has not
taken occasion to find fault with any-
thing we t;a.{_c said concerning him, We
took no notice of; the; impudent as-
sumption and attack upon our report,
becanse we . are accustomed . to ;daily.
ngtﬂt%' wia kind,. dTuuﬂallr pg
no atten | i, . Un luesday t
?gme she rqp&d its abuse as fol-
Wws: QR0 0N M ] &

i - ¥ sl
““An effort was also impudently made
by the polygamist organ to make it ap-
pear that in an -interview with -its re-

porter, Pere m nr}i ceded”
superior morality o ormons gni

their:polygamous |

Mussulmaas, wit
social life, to that of monogamous
Chrlstiaugf Of course, t was a
bald and wicked misrepresentition aud
exactly contrary to the very ideas the
Pere was
more were .n to stamp.it ‘as a
wicked and ul.perversion  of, his
words, his lecture on .Sunday ni%:vm
was sufficiént for the purpose, We
flve a comprehensive abstract of that
ecture on ourlocal page to-day.” -

On Wednesday the; assault. was kept
up, and here jﬂimqr excerpt or t"-'i'lf)ﬂ

from the same sQurce.:; 2 g 1473
““There had been an effort on the

part of the chief pelygamist organ to
make it appear by means.of a b in- |

terview e at. Frenchman had

o F

expressed ppinion’ that  Mormon
and MusSllman polygamy /is merally
*areferable 0 L N monogamy in |,
ts practical effects; "We showed thav

it was impossible heshould have given
voice to such a sentiment, both be-
cause of his lack of basis jn_facts for
such an 4 :
opinions would: inevitably “be exaectly
e otherawgys®-oi voilionwo’ 1 e
‘It was seenat once that-
mist organ’‘had committed 'another
old and scandaloas misrepresentation,
probablyin® thé' hoper that the Pere
would pass on withbut doing or saying
anything to give it the lie.” Wy

The
I:‘:t 1;]1-2-i
ut pity a
could continue as « f
tradicted and’ ;tt't}ﬁe sure.
gnce wehﬂ'lll fﬂ?u{ pﬁtﬁé
erewith” présent our reéport o e
. e:ga'ﬂ{‘é t%:t

Runr_em"'_ thr&E 208 s
Vitws without excéiting anyt
d ’(H%s}?at “su ppnsedwﬂ.t.’he
Y

Pere’s reiarks’ ‘re heurtto xeplace the heart of stone
the NEws, and th M‘ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁbuéhe& in:“fhigﬁ'mﬁn his unregenerated con-
the sheet which has: attacked us thap has inherited from his fathers.

he publii:.xha,gmb@' ‘utter baseless< | ,me_be permitted here to state
ness of t'h-i: ﬂbﬁi‘ D?*‘i‘bﬂ%ﬂ fo ry,’ {h : the ﬁl‘.}int on which I reproach
“wilful pmgﬁgn,,’{i _“seandalous | Yhe Mormons, simply from the stand-
misrepresentation,” ctc.  Here-is. the 2010t of a Christian teacher, for I will

account as. it appeared in our columns:

- ire . made by the United States. What I
m:f‘;ﬁ.ﬁ‘;‘? point the Pere offored some e@ g{; h;ham -ﬂﬁ té{si ml:m the ifa.ct
V. Py that they have engrafted polygamy into

As ho Drecepdes (SEE ke b hﬂmtrswﬁ. O this POt T should
He said it was the ore h,‘f o m_?l d. | havemo fault to find with them if they
“Mormos”*Ch i El't W;% s ef?l? fgfé{_inhahiteed the Orient, or if they were
and drag#éd’' the marriage - relation Jews or Mussulinans. But they are

down to where it was before the com-
ing of Christ, whose mission placed i
upon an elevated plane. - Man wis in’
his debased ¢ondition a polygamist,but |
woman néver, as she'eclang to one man
she Joved¥: wTUgLla BEFE T Hwl ¥, (a1
The representative of the NEws now
turned interrogator, _and” inquired
whether the marriage:of ‘'oneé man with
more than one woman was not, 'in the
Pere’s opinien,; in Harmony with the

1

'me well :

holy men

Moses gives it a ,place in his law, so
difficult was it to purify the hearts and
enses of men, even after their intelli-
ce had received the true light, This
_%.rnnly cunﬁrma my proposition,
that poly a practice so univer-
sal.outside of Christianity that it is
even found among the people of God.
It is u.ﬁg.u_urJﬂwish. |

. Why .is this! It is because man is
naturally a polygamist. Understand
I donot say that the original

|

 its perpetuity, whish is the direct con-

ywords of love, which are often belied

pressing, and. if ‘anything|

coneubi

dea, ‘andalso Becanse his|,

the ';gﬂlf? |

ho' dsﬂi"ﬁrb&%;

rore to Ii mi}cnn-*
1L () §
notiee, {Vm

navture of man was so corrupted, or
that he was a stranger to nonogamy;
very far from it. In themost generous
and ideal aspirations ot our moral be-
ing, we still find the unity of love and

sequence of the existence of that pure
mﬁbeiﬂr_& the fall of man. And love
y, which is worthy of thé name,

gg it enters into the heartof a young
niilke a holy enthusiasm, causes to!
mount from his beart to his lips the

afterwards by his conduct; but in all
cases they are repeated through the
ages, ‘‘Thou only I love, and thou oaly
forever.” . R (F P10
But man has becdme flesh, and the
flesh, as S;;;‘__P#Jﬂ 8ays, is not under the
restrictions of the law of God. This is
why,din the ancient Bible, when man
had not been regenerated By the Holy
Spirit, polygamy was tolerated by the
religious law, Moseshad said, in ex-
cuse for the practice, chuus‘l the
least of two ev ) ‘*Therée shall be no
harlots in Israel.” To prevent the ex-
isteuce of prostitutes, he recognized
e, and ‘‘concubines” was
the only name that was given to the
women of the second degree.
Iconfess that I gl{'qfer the polygamy
of the Jew or the Mussulman, practic-
ed openly, what may be called loyal
polygamy, restrained by law and reéli-
on, obliged  to care forand respect
e rights of each woman and each
*hild; I prefer this to the hypocritical
lygamy of so many so-called Chris-
tians, who, in the large citiés of Eu-
rope and America, make so many wo-
inén first, their slaves and then victims
to their passions, abandoning them to
the hazards of existence, the children
to the horrors of infanticide, for which
children they are respunaible before
'God and man. ButI see in the poly-
‘Camy of the ancient Israelites oanly
What Jesus Christ taught us to_ see in
it, @ condescension to the hardness of
their hearts, which condescension
should cease of itsclf after the Holy
Spirit ¢reates in the Christian a new

| Garistian by baptism and by faith, and
ihey pretend to practice the plurality
in e |
ggspe.i,_ going backward under pretext
Or p

der
his angels that which was formerly an
infirmity, an
an infamy.”

not touch on the guestion of the laws

wives in the name of the

ospel,even
the name of the p’er’fe::ﬁ % {

on of the

_ 88; they, confound the church
with the synagogue and with the
mosque, and they assume to place un-
e Keeping of Jesus Christ and

wl}i{:'h would be to-day

views expressed by the Pere in Satur-
day’s interview were repeated and
amplified in Sunday evening’s lecture.
And the statements pronounced by our
vile assailant to be a forgery and manu-
factured by this paper, appedar In its
own columns as the veritable utter-
ances of the disti:ﬂguished preacher.
That which the libeller alleges the Pere
did not say and could not have said, is
published in his own sheet as a report
of the Pere’s discourse,

The NEws reported him as sayin
that polygamy was ‘‘the great wrong o
the Mormon Church;’ that *“'it was
barbaric;’ that “man in his debased
condition, was a polygamist;" that
while polygamy was physiologically de-
fensible it was ““opposed to the Chris-
tian 1dea of an elevated morality;”’
that the teachings of the Bible were
not opposed to it, but it was opposed
to the ideal of true religion; that regu-
lated polygamy was a better condition
than that found in Christian cities;
and that the sin of the Mormons was
in investing polygamy with a relizious
atmosphere that did not belong to it.
. The sheet that declares the Pere did
not say and could not have said this,
reports that he said ‘‘polygamy was
ncu.rt? universal;’’ that ‘*the most holy
men’’ of the Bible practised it; that he
‘‘confessed he preferred the
of the Jew or Mussulman” to the
“hypocritical polygamy of so-called
Christians’ in the *‘large cities of Eu-
rope and America;’’ that he *‘reproach-
ed the Mormons’ not because they
have engrafted polygamy into their
systeimn, **but because thu,y are Christi-
ans by baptism and faith® and “prac-
tice the plurality of wives in the name
of the gospel.”

Thus all that the infamous libeller

ronounces a ‘‘bold forgery’ of the

EWS, is actually reported in his own
columns as the veritable words of the
Pere. On Monday we said in regard
to the Sunday evening’s lecture:

““In Pere Hyacinthe's lecture last
night, which was mostly devoted to
Polygamy, he expressed substantially
the same views on the subject as given
by him in his interview with a repre-
sentative of the NEws on Saturday.”

On Wednesday the libeller said edi-
torrally:

*!Neither of the Church pa.Pers, the
avowed slave nor the curious cir “inde~
pendent’’ organ, had one word in re-
gard to the lecture.”

And he proceeded to work himself up
into a fury over this alleged ‘‘exhibi-
tion of a fettered press,’’ and declared
that it was simply because those re-
marks were against eur own views,
that we said @ not one word,
when we had already given the Pere’s
remarks “‘againstour own views,”” and
are continually quoting from the writ-
ln{g‘vs and lectures@f our opponents,

¢ shall make some comments on
the contradictions in Pere Hyacinthe’s
opinions on the subjcct of polygamy
apart from the foolery and falsehood
of this attack upon our veacity, when
‘we have space for the purpose, leav-
ing the lowlived libeller to his daily
dirty work again without interruption
on our part. Cesspools are best left
alone until attention to them becomes
a necessity, and those who revel in
slander need not be noticed by decent
people except on rare occassions.
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WHITE’S EXPOSURE OF THE
MURRAY “‘ VINDICATION.”

THE course taken by the Committee on
Expenditures in the Department of
Justice in regard to the Murray white-
washing business has not been placed
before the country in its full iniquity.
And it is very doubtful if it will re-
ceive that publicity to which it is en-
titled. It has been pretended that Eli
H. Marray was *“‘vindicated’’ before
that committee, whil « 1u fact he mere-
ly succeeded in getiing the investiga-
tion Bugﬂresm:d. Proo's were proffered

to establish all tha: uuad been alleged
against him but they wore not accept-
ed,and those who were ¢ rady to furnish
thtim were only black.iirded for their
pains,

Failing to get the evidence at hand
fairly before the Committee, Mr.
White of Kentucky took advantage of
the discussion in the House of Repre-
sentatives, Apri! 18th, over the Bill to
limit the time within which prosecu-
tions may be instituted for violating
the internal revenue laws, to vindicate

H. Murray in reference to intermal
revenue prosecutions in Kentucky.
But the same influence that pro-
cured the whitewashing of ov=
ernor Murray before the Committee
interfered to prevent his ex
ure in the House. However, Mr.
White succeeded in getting upon the
record a great deal of damaging evi-
dence against the whitewashed official,
and we copy the Kentuckﬂ member’s
remarks as they appear in the Congres-
stonnl Record of April 25:

I desire to carl the attention of the
House, and of the Republican side es-
})eci.n.lly, to the fact that it cannot af-

ord to defend any man in its paity
who has been found guilty of corrupt
practices. Prior to the year 1876 it was
a very common occurrence, for men to
be arrested for the most trivial and
technical violations of law and carried
to the most remote United States com-
missioner in the State of Kentucky for
reliminary trial. There was evident-
y collusion between the district attor-

physical nature or constitution 'of wo-
man as well as man? LT L

The reader w{ll"j:ercelve that the

who had a brother who was Unit-

ney
ed States commissioner in Louisville,

Xﬂl}'gﬂ.m}’ y

himself and show up the course of Eli

and the marshal who had deputies to
divide with him the costs.

That method of plundering the pub-
lic treasury was carried to such an ex-
tent that when I was elected to the
Forty-fourth Cengress the petitions
and complaiuts from the State of Ken-
tncky were so uumerous that I was
compelled, contrary to my inclination,
compelled in spite of my prejudices in
favor of the then district attoriey and
marshal of Kentucky, to ask that the
Department of Justice would direct to
be made an investigation of the charges
of gross malfeasance in office. That
investigation was had. and, be it said
to the credit of the Republican admin-
istration then in power, the corrupt of-
tlicials were turned out of office. G.C.
Wharton, United States district attor-
ney, was removed, and Eli H., Murray
United States marshal, was permitted
to resign.

What was the state of the case at
that time? If 1 understand the bill pre-
sented by the gentleman from Tennes-
see [Mr. Me illun{
remove the temptation now for such
violations. At that time, although
there was a United States comurission-
er in the little town of London, Ky.,
160 miles from Louisville, it was cus-
tomary to take the men arrested be-
ond and in the vicinity ot London by
the commissioner there to the city of
Louisville for the purpose of havin
simply a preliminary examination.
one was arrested at the head of the
Big Sandy or Kentucky Rivers, he was
taken to Louisville for the preliminary
examination, although to get there he
might have to go through the town of
Mount Sterling, where there was a
commissioner, which was 133 miles
from Louisville. What was that done
for? For no other purpose than to run
up the costs and get the fees from the
(overnment. That was changed some-
what after the investigation which I
set on foot during my term in the For-
ty-fourth Congress. It was changed
so that the person arrested had a right
to a preliminary trial before the com-
missioner nearest his home.

Notwithstanding these changes by the
Department ol Justice requiring the
man arrested to be tried before the
nearest commissioner, arrests were
frequently made and prosecutions insti-
tuted simply to make costs. for we find
the following statement in the report
of the Commissioner of Internai Reve-
nue of November 25, 1881:

. The district attorney 1s made the judge of
the propriety of commencing a criminal pro-
secution against a citizen on account of

which he and the marshal will receive pay
from the Government, whether the party be
Flllll.jr or innocent. These oflicers ma pre-
er complaints against citizens,cause United
States commissioners to issme warrants,
may arrest and examine the parties before
the commissioner, and the district attorney

marshal, gunard. witnesses, and the commis~
sioner will all get their fees from the Gov-
ernment, even though the party arrested be
discharged.

He says further:

Instances -ave been brought io my atten-
tion where numerous prosecutions have
been instituted for the most trivial violations
of law, and the arrested parties taken lon
distances and subjected to great inconveni-
ence and expense, not in the interest of the
Government, but apparently for no other
reason than to make costs.

There is an indictmont against cer-
tain Federal ofiicials by the Commis-
sioner of Internal Revenue, who ought
to know all about this matter. It was
not made in 1876, when I asked for this
investigation, but in 1881,

Now to come directly to the measure
before the House. This bill will go far
to prevent senseless prosecutions, more
properly called persecutioir s, by cor-
rupt district attorneys and their rela-
tives who are commissioners,and mar-
shals and their willing deputies, from
hunting up cases five years old, where
citizens may have been indicted for
trivial or technical violations, like the
selling of one pint of whisky, or for
selling tive pounds of tobacco which
may have been raised on his own farm;
to prevent them from hunting up citi-
zens remotely located—sometimes 300
miles—trom where there 18 a Federal
court, and dragging them before that
court for no other purpose than to
make costs and get their fees, even
though the party arrested be innocent.

An attempt was here made to gagthe
entleman, but the Speaker ruled that
e had the floor in his own right for one

hour. Mr. White continued;

Now, Mr. Speaker, [ shall ask the
privilege of incorporating in my re-
marks voluminous extracts from the
testimony which has been taken hefore
the Springer investigating committee.
I hope the chairman of that committee
1s now present. Yes, I see his smiling
countenance. I wishto quote from the
testimony before that committee, be-
cause it is the most extraordinary pro-
ceedilf perha?s that was ever permit-
ted. committee appnint.ed to inves-
tigate expenditures in the Department
of Justice undertook to investigate the
expenses of marshals and distriet at-
torneys for Kentucky. They called me
before that committee. For what pur-
pose? The following will perhaps
throw light on the question:

COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN DE-
PARTMENT OF JUSTICE, HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES,

WASHINGTON, D. 0., January 28, 1884,

SIR:—I am instructed by the Committeejon
Expenditures Department of Justice to re-
quest yvou to appear before the committee
to-morrow (Tuesday) morning, January 29,
1884, at 10 o’clock a. m., to testify in the mat-
ter of the accounts of the United States
court officials in Kentucky.

I have the honor to be, very respectfully,
your obedient servant,

W. M. SPRINGER, Chairman.
Attest: J. B, IrwiN, Clerk Committee.

Hox. JoaN D. WHITE,
House of Representatives,

it is intended to

& | ried

I did not receive that notice in time
to appear on the day stated, and so a
second notice was sent to me,

On the 30th of last January I testifled
before that committee as to the souree
of my information on the subject for
which I was summoned to give testi-
mony. -

The chairman of that committee [Mr,
Springer] asked me this question.

Since you have been a Representative in
Congress, have you been informed of the
existence of any abuses or irregularities in
the administration of the office of United
States marshal or United States deputy mar-

shal?
Referring to Kentucky. T iestified
that 1 had been so informed. They

asked me for the names of witnesses,
I gave them the names of reliable wit-
nesses. Did they summon those wit-
nesses? Oh, no! but they determined
to see Mr. Murray. [Laughter.]

I reviewed the investigation that I
had set on foot in 1876, and showed
that the investigation resulted in the
removal of G. C. Wharton, United
States district attorney, who was
afterward reappointed by Mr. Hayes
and ecnfirmed by a Democratic Senate,
and then hired by the whisky ring to
lobby the unlimited bond-extension
bill through the Forty-seventh Con-

ress. I reviewed the case in which

nited States Marshal Murray, now
governor of Utah, after an investiga-
tion by the general agent of the De-
partment of Justice, and not to gratify
me—for I must confess that in the be-
ginning I was loath to believe these
prominent officials guilty of malfeas-
ance in office—was permitted to resign,
although Mr, Harlan, then an attorney
tor this man, pleaded that he should
be allowed to remain, and hunted up
influential men to try to get him re-
tained. Still, when Mr, Hayes had be-
come President, Mrs, Hayves had Mur-
ray appointed governor of Utah,

Laughter.] Go to the Department of
the Interior, and not a single line can
be found recommending Mr, Murray as
Governor of Utah when he was ap-
pointed the first time.

Now, Mr. Speaker, did they call the
witnesses who I told them knew all
about these facts? Did they call Mr.
Samuel Crail, clerk of the United States
court, Louisville, Ky.? Did they call
H. F. Finley, now the judge of the fif-
teenth judicial district in the State of
Kentucky, one of the purest, bravest,
and best republicans in the United
States, and who made the charges in
M':f' 1877, as appears in my testimony,
and which I have Incmﬁmrated in my
remarks—did they call him? Did they
call Henry Divan, who claimed to
know, personally, the truth of the
charges regarding the official conduct
of Marshal Murray? Did they call
anybody who claimed to know, per-
sonally, about these matters? Did
they call the United States commis-
sioner at London, by whose office many
of the arrested persons were carried
169 miles to Louisville? Did the
call Maj. A. T. Wood, the Uﬂiteg
States commissioner at Mount Ster-
through whose town they car-
the prisoners from that end
of the State? No, sir. Then, what
did they do? Why, they called Mr.
Murray! [Laughter.] Mr. Murray was
allowed to come before the Commitete
on Expenditures in the Department of
Justice and read a long speech, evi-
dently prepared by his attorney, and
which covers more than twenty print-
ed pages, to try to unload his guilt up-
on others, and to abuse witnesses wlpm
had testitied for the Government
against him. ~ ;

What next? They called in John
Harlan, a Justice of the Supreme
Court. And what does he say? Why,
that he had been Murray’s attorney,
and that he had come from Louisville,
Ky., to Washington in 1876 ‘*for the
purpose of seeing the Attorney General
touching the charges which nad been
made in the public prints affecting
Murray’s conduct as marshal for the
State of Kentucky;' and that Attorney
General Taft had told him that he did
not believe that Murray had “knowing-
iymudu. any improper charges.” But

will not undertake to quote irom
memory, and shall give Justice Har-
lan’s testimony in full in the appendix
to my remarks, |

I refer to this matter because that -
committee has decided to stop the in-
vestigation;and the reason they decided
to stop it was because Governor Mur-
ray, one of the men under investiga-
tion, came before the committee and
said he was not guilty, and then under-
took to prove by John M. Harlan, of
the Supreme Court of the United
States, and by the Speaker ot this
House, who did not pretend to have
any knowledge of the facts or to have
investigated this thing, that he had a
good c&m{:t&r. The committee then
resolved to close that investigation.

There is the conclusion of the great-
est farce under the name of an honest
and thorough investigation that I have
ever known.

Why was Mr. Speaker Carlisle called
before that committee? To tell what
he knew about the facts? Not at all.
But to give a good character to a man
who had read a statement the day be-
fore to the committee to refute definite
charges against him for plundering the
United States Treasury out of thous-
ands of dollars, and who was turned
out of office by President Grant after
an investigation of his official conduct

by the Department of Justice in 1876.

Mr. White here quoted his remarks
on January 21st, directing the Springer
committee’s attention to ex-Marshal
Murray’s official crookeduess, and read
the virulent attack made by Governor
Murray upon himself and others before
that committee, all of which has ap-
peared in print, and went on to say;



