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' T tuthﬁﬁ when the military power shall

REAPING. what form or what positive shape | care, is an amendment that ought f&iﬁ m;afcg tghb:awnl}ﬂ:;i gmi?{frrg'ﬁ stk chnmr:e R L st taon of the

We shape ourselves the joy or fear
Of which the coming life is made,
And fill our future’s atmosphere
With sunshine or with shade.
The tissues of the life to be
‘We weave with colors all ourown,
And In the field of destiny

We reap as we have sown.
o b Whittier.

HEAVEN.

Light after darkness,
Galn after loss,
Strength after suffering,
Crown after cross,
Sweet after bltter,
Song after sigh,
Home after wandering,
Praise after cry.

heaves after sowing,
Sun after rain,
Light after mystery,
Peace after pain,
Joy alter sorrow,
Calm aflter blast,
Rest after weariness,
Sweet rest at last.

Near after distant,
Gleam after gloom,

Love alter loneliness,
Life after tomb.

After long agony,
Rapture of bliss!

Right was the pathway
Leading to this!

Frances Ridley Havergal.

REMARKS

By Senalors Bayard, Vickers, Cas-
serly and Trumbull, on the Utah
Bill,in the Senate, Feb. 26, 1873.

Mr. Bayard.—I propose on page
23, section 13, in line two, to strike
out the words ‘““or threatened with
resistance.”

Mr. Frelinghuysen.-~What is the
connection?

Mr. Bayard. — The werds are,
““that if the United States marshal
or any of his deputies, shall be
resisted or threatened with resist-
ance,” &c. I suggest to the Senate
that that is too easily done to make
it a cause for calling out the army
of the United States as a posse com-
tatus.

Mr. President, I deprecate this
hasty recourse, this convenient and
frequent recourse, to military pow-
er for the purpose of sustaining our
civil jurisdictions. I do not pro-
pose to say angfthing more than to
suggest the objection in the pres-
ent case. When you have the
power vested in the United States
marshal to demand the aid of the
Army in the lawful execution of
any writ in case he shall be resisted,
surely you have enough, and youdo
not wish to give such a power in
case of mere threats of resistance
made it does not say by whom;
they may be made to order. T sug-
gest, therefore, that those words be
stricken from this section.

Mr. President, I am so sick and
tired of bayonet rule and bayonet
threats in this country that al-
though this enactment is applied to
a J»enplﬂ whom I shall never see in
all human probability, a people sepa-
1ated from me and my home ]I):;r
many long miles, with whom in
many ways I have no sympathy
more than the sympathy that comes
from their-being men like myself,
that I do not wish to see this ready
application of the bayonet upon
upon every suggestion that there is
to be an interference in any way
with the law. I have seen too
much of it; T have known too much
of it; our laws are too full of if;
and [ tell you, sir, that this country
is to-day passing away from the
theory of being supported by the
hearts of the people, and it is be-
coming a mere Government of co-

ion, and this bill is a suggestion
of it. It has only been of late years
that you have had such laws. It
has only been since civil war was a
familiar sound to our people’s ear
that you have had this constant
presence of the military to back up
what should be the moral force of
the law, that finds its best place
and its best intrenchment in the
hearts of your people.

Willing obedience to law makes
the strength of the American
Government. If you must
have your marshals without num-
ber, and in this case have
the application of troops to
back them, do not let it rest upon
something so intangible as a threat-
ened resistance, without saying in

tendency of the

that threat shall come. Upon the
story of one of these deputy mar-
shals, to be named without your as-
sent, chosen at the free will and
discretion of his chief, m?iy come
the threat that every writ of the
Government of the Wnited States
shall reach the home of the citizen
backed by military. I passoverthe
contemptible %ueatiun of the ex-
pense, although that may be some-
what great in these times, but it is
ever present, and made to be ever

resent, that our people obey their
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‘have seen the day

overnmont because they fear it,
and not because they love it. That
is what your laws now-a-days are
constantly filled with; and I wish
I could see the whole of this theory
reversed.

It may be that my amendment
may be considered immaterial, but
I consider that the presence of a
soldier for the purpose of coercion,
is an insult to the people of this
country until it has been proven
that they have been unfaithful to
the laT, and that i%he Iﬁtean i;'tin—

roperly to resist it. ope, Sir,
Ehnﬁhg amendment may bep?]-dﬂptﬁ
ed. Resistance may be threatened
idly and foolishly, and with no in-
tent actually to resist. It is time
enough to bring in mere force and
the force of our Army when there
has been resistance. If a man is
resisted in the service of process, all
he can do is to retire from the exe-
cution of it; he is not bound to put
himself in peril. When he finds
himself face to face with actual
peril from resistance, he may retire
and ask this aid. Perhaps in that
quarter of the country it may ' be

to be adopted. It isanamendment
that never ought to have been ne-
cessary in am American Senate In
re to the execution of process
by a United States my The,|
American Senate never ahuuld‘l
whén upon the
mere guestion of the execution of
eivil process‘a bill was brought for-
ward and favored by the majority
of it for arming a special deputy or
any one of a hundred or two hun-
dred special deputies with the tre-
méndous power of calling out the
A.m(y of the United States. The
President of the United States has
no higher power. It is one of the
distinctive marks of his t exec-
utive authority that he, in his duty
to enforce the laws and by virtue of
his office as commander-in-chief o1
the Army and Navy, may call out
the land and naval forces of the
country up napmdper occasion; but
even he, 1 fancy, does thatonly un-
der the express provisions of some
act of Congress. But here isa case
where any hanger-on of the mar-
shal’s office, any idler, any good-
for-nothing fellow. inflamed with
passion or with drink, or terrified
out of his wits wherever a woman
would not be alarmed, or pretending
to be terrified, or threatened, as niy
friend at my right [Mr. ]:,Iayard]
says, by some Mormon virago, may
from any cause call out the Arm
of the United States. The amend-
ment proposes that a civil m
trate, and that magistrate a Feder-
al judge of an important rank,

as the States of the South.

I have spoken, sir, in the dis-
charge of my duty here,and I never
shall omit while I-remain here on |
eyery proper occasion to censure
and to condemn and to resist by
my vote and my ‘voice this bayo-
net policy, ot which theadministra-
tion party of this country seems to
be so much enamored.

Mr. Trumbull.—Mr. President
the Senators from Delaware an
California are quite right when they
say that this introduction of bay-
onets into the civil administration
of the government is of modern
origin. 1 think the first law ever
passed whereby the military au-
thority could brought into re-

uisition to aid the marshal to en-

orce a law of the ¥nited States was
in nullification times, about 1832,
A law was d in 1792 which is
entitled “An act to provide for call-
ing forth the militia to execute the
laws of the Union, suppress insur-
rections, and repel invasions.”
that act it is provided:

‘“When the laws of the United States
shall be opposed or the execution thereof
obstrueted in any State by compbinations
too powerful to be snppressed by the ordi-
nary course of judicial proceedings, or by
the powers vested In the marshals by
this act, the samé being notitied to the
President of the United States by an as-
sociate justice or the distriet judge, it shall
be Jawful for the President of the United
States to eall forth the militia of such
State to suppress such combinations, and
to cause the lawes to be duly executed.”

shall first make an order permittin%
the military to be called out. Wha
is the objection to that? Is there

necessary, I trust it may not be;
but here is the idea that every dep-
uty marshal throughout the country
shall travel threugh the land, un-
der what he may term the threat of
resistance, with an armed military
force at his back.I say ,Mr. President
the laws of this -country need
amendment the other way, and we
need rather penalties imposed up-
on those who bring soldiers to aid
civil process when there is no need
for it than we do to apply armies to
execute your civil proeess, which
you should rely upon peaceful
methods for the execution of alone.

The question being taken by
yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 11,
nays 26.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. Vickers.—I move to amend
section thirteen by striking out all
after the word ‘‘comifatus,” in line
six, and inserting, ete.

The only change that my amend-
ment makes is this: this bill gives
to a deputy marshal the right to
call upon a - military officer for
troops. I do mot think that such a
power should be given to any one
ip that capacity. The bill says he
is first to summon the comi-
tatus, “or”’—here is the disjunctive
—he may call upon a military offi-
cer for aid. Now he may not sum
mon a posse comitatus, he may not
call upon the power of the people
at all to assist him in the execu-
tion of any process. He ought not
to have the power to call upon the
military first before he upon
the Penpla to assist him. It may be
civil process or criminal process.
Whatever it may be, he should first
call upon the power of the people
to assist him in the execution of it,
and if that power be insufficient,
then in the last resort, according to
my amendment, he is to call upon
the district judge, who, if satisfied
upon a report made to him that the
aid of the military is necessary,
shall call out the military to en-
force the process of the eourt. But
I submit to the Senate that no such
power to call upon the military first
should be given to a mere deputy
marshal. e ought first to eall out
the people and then to apply to the
judge, who will exercise a sound
discretion, and if he deems it ne-
coessary he will call in writing on
the military officer for aid,and then
it will be given and the process ex-
ecuted. . : Tk oY

Mr. Casserly.—I do not know that
it is of the slightest use wpon this
bill, as it has not beenupon many
other bills of any use, to endeavor
to do something to restore this
Government to its original charac-
ter as a civil Government in civil
matters; and yet, sir, I look with so
much abhorrence upon the growing
times (not more
than four or five years old) to
thrust the military into the "eivil
administration of the country upon
all oecasions, in season and out of
season, that I never can refrain up-
on any proper ocecasion from lifting
up my voice LIt ¢

Mr. President, the amendment

any country which has free insti-
tutions, a representative govern-
ment, a government of limited
power anything like our own, in
which the order of some clvil au-
thority is not requisite to permit
the army of the government to be
set in motion against its people?
Why, gir, it seems to me it is al-
ways time enough to commence
shooting your own citizens when
the necessity arises; but I am
sorry to see that thereis a conside:-
able body of men in this country,
some of them in high place, too,
whose idea seems to be that you
never can commence too soon that
bloody business. I look with ab-
horrence upon all such ideas and
all such tendencies, and if we were
not steeled by use and habit to the
employment of the military Yorce
of the country upon the most idle
occasions there would be no neces-

sity for any one at this late hour/|

of the night either to offer an
amendment for the purpose of
bringing this bill to something like
a proper condition on the subject or
for me orany one to make a single
remark in favor of theamendment.
T trust, sir, that we shall not leave
in this bill such an excresence.
With the Senator from Delaware, 1
feel heart-sick'and wery tired and
disgusted with this policy which
seems to have grown so habitual
that it is irresistible on every ocecas-
ion to thrust bayonets into the
front during the four years of the
present Administration. I under-
take to say thereare more bayonets
in the civil laws of this country
than there were in all the days of
peace that preceded the war. I do
not know that apart from the
statutes for the purposes of suppress-
ing the eivil war during the ecivil
war, the bayonets was so constant]
obtruded into the civil administra-

tion of the ®overnment as it has /)

been during the last four years;and
if the American people had not lost’
much of their ancient spirit and all
their old sensitiveness which took
alarm at the first sight or sound of
arbitrary power, they would long

o have awakened to the enormity
of this policy. Deoesany man hope
to govern the American people
against their will by bayonets?
What would your little standing
Army do if that idea was ever
‘brought to a test? You may ride
over and trample down a settle-
ment of people in this remote ter-
ritory; I have no‘idea that they will
give any cause or éven any excuse
for the exereise of this power. It
would be the worst thing for them
if theydid. I should deprecate it
myself, most heartily. I do
not know that any particular
point © is made ~ against them!
indeed I “aequit - the author of
this bill from any such Pw he
did not mean ‘t6 €ingle them out
for any such invidious ‘distinction,
because we have had  the same
bayonets all through several other
bills running through the country
at large. The ‘“‘bayonet bill,” so-
called, bristles with them from the

of the Senator from Maryland,
drawn up by him with evide:nt

first line to the last—a bill that, as
we were taunted here in this Cham- |
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-sailed as an improper provision; .

Observe with how mueh eare this
statute was drafted. Before even

Int

Government.

I am glad thatthe Senator from Indiana
has I‘-&‘Eﬂ attention to this provision in the
bill, and so far from undertaking to amend
it I hope he will move to strike it out, or at
all events make it namgm troops
may be used only on the order of the Presi-
dent and not in the discretion of the mar-
ghals and deputy marshala.

Mr.. ~Mr. President, the B&tor
from Tllinois evidently was not inthe -
ber a little while ago when there was voted
down the very moderate proposition that
the troops shouid not be called out even by a
deputy marshal, unless there was actual re-
sistance. The amendment then proposed
was that the threatening of a deputy mar-
shal with resistance should not suflice to
authorize him to use the armed force of the
United States Government to enforce civil

But, sir, I am very glad that this amend-
ment and some others in the same direction
have been offered and have been discussed,
and I shall be glad if even now, with these
thin benches, even now at this late hour of
the night, there canbe a tion etdil to
reach the ear of any American citizen and
show him the direction upon which this
Government is so plainly traveling toward
the substitution of mere brute force for rea-
son, for love of Government, and for dispo-
sition to civil order, which were supposed
be almost inherent, and I believe are inher-
ent in the breasts of a people capable of

' - -t the time shall eome
that our Government «annot be conducted
without this rude application of brute force,
the mere law of coercion instead of :ﬁﬂun-
tary support, then our Government will be
incapable of being carried on under our
present system.

The Constitution of our Government was
for a free people, who adopted it, who sup-

it because they cared for it, who were
supposed to be able to appreciate it. Tt nev-
er was intended for purposes of arbitary
tyranny. Andall these efforts to ingraft
coercive powers upon the framework and
machinery of our Government are utterly
uncongenial to it; are altogether forced and
wWrong.

When, sir, will the idea come k again
that this is a self governing people; a peo-

P

the President of the United States
could call forth the militia to aid in
the execution of a law of the
United States, it was neeessary that
the marshal should be resisted, o
that he could not with the ordinary
powers vested in him execute pro-
cess, and it was necessary then that
that fact should be certified to the
district or circuit judge, and he
should notify the President, and
then the President was authorized
to call forth the militia to aid in
the execution of the United States
law, and not till then. And even
then, before the President could
act, the law provided ‘“that when-
ever it necessary in the
judgment of the President to use
the military force hereby directed
to be called forth, the President
shall forthwith and previous there-
to, by proclamation, command such
insurgents to disperse and retire
peaceably to eir respective
abodes’” within a limited time.
This statute exhibits the care which
the men who framed the govern-
ment took against using the mili-
tary power to execute civil process.

- This act was made in 1807,30 as to author-
ize the  President of the United States to
use the Army and Navy in cases where, he
had before been authorized to call forth the
militia to aid in the execution of the laws of
the United States. . L5 ST = 3

See, giry how careful” our fathers were in
placing the A, even under the control of
the President to be used {o execute process
when it was resisted. If was not antil he
made proclamation, and until he ha1 been
informed by a judge that the marshal bad
been actually resisted..

When was it that these
first rated into our tes aunthor-
izing every marshal in the land to have at
his dis | the Army of the United States?
It i8 of very recent origin, and the first case
that has ever come undéer my obsérvationwas
when the Army in the State of Louisiana
was placed subject to the order of a United
States marshalin order toset up a govern-
ment of over that people. It is the
firstinstane2 that I remember where such
er has been exercised. £t

recollect, sir, when the civil rights bill
was passed in 1866, there was ) '
lu}at.hat bill a provision autherizing the
military power to be used in aid of ﬂlﬂ;yFI&'
cution, and it was denounced, ﬂerct!m t
w

thought then of- g the Army under
the control of a marshal? Why, sir, the
civil rights bill' which was complained of at
that time contained this provision ;

‘“T'hat it shall be lawful for the President
of the United States, or sich person as he
may empower for that purpose, to employ
snch part of the land or naval forces of the
United States, or of the militia, as shall be

to prevent the violation and en-

Necessary
force the due execution of this act. _
That provision was ¢ fresn a similar
provision in what ‘was known as the force
act; which was passed in 1832, I .think, in
nullification times, and it was that extraor-
dinary occasion when the State of South
‘Carolina was armi drilling he:-'tm%
colla%ﬁn t . revebmeF t‘hlt?'.'!amgme;a
n o r .
ventured to Fmi a_law author the
President of the United States, ors
son as he should empower, to make use of
the army and navy to collect your revenue.
But now, sir, il is proposed te incorporate
into a statute a provision that your mar-
shal, not the President, should exercise this

President and the President mt;‘:bh-
mation; but when the marshal is threaten-
ed or somebody threatens that process
tehall not be executed, then the 1is
to take command of your army to execute

rovisions were |

per- |

whose motive of government comes
 from within and not from without, that
they are controlled from of their

own heart and their own feeling toward
 their Government, and that theirallegiance
to it grows out of affection and is not com-
pelled by fear? '

~ Tdo not wish to arouse old animosities, and
I almost fear in the Benate to weaken any
attempt at amelorating the present bill by
referring to past passions. t them go: I
will not refer to them; but.I only say now,
without reference to the otherwise
than to gather wisdom from it, that I do
‘wish the time would come again when our
laws might resume their old forms and
that civil law might mean that which it was
iatended to mean, the wvery antithesis of
military power and coercion, that there
mightbe a moral force, that the rmed
marshal who presented hig writ, whether of
| monitien or arrest, should be upheld by the
feelings and the moral force of the commu-
nity around him.

Mr. Logan. I should like to ask a question.
I ask theSenator if he thinks any posse can be
summoned in Utah, of Mormon citizens,for
tthmrpme of arresting a Mormon citizen
contrary to the will of their church?

Mr. Bavard. Mr. President, it may be
very doubtful whether even Mormon citi-
zens are to be converted from the error of
their ways by eimple coercion. It itis suc-
cessful in their case, It will be the first case
in all bhistory where it wassuceessful. There
never was a time when force, and simple
force without counciliation, without kindly
Eﬂngt 3 ml;temt*ﬁoldigjmt an altérnative

was rinaon s ﬁ:thﬂnm’ BUCCess-

ful. 1 donot believe 1t will. be successful
with these people. I believe that if
your legislation as contained in this bill had
more breadth of simplé ‘humanity, of the
law of kiodness, of conciliation toward
these people, it would have gregter success.
Withall their errors, and they have been
| Inany, with all their wrongs, which I.doubt
not-have been many, here must-hbave been
something of human earnesfness in this
band of 'misguided that eould have

people
pon S s Ve P oAt Smped

region which they have reclaimed. It seems
o me now that they are being dealt with
more . like banditti than like. reasonable
men. Tdo not say that they will form the
best of tm-r American citizens, but I mean
tosay | they must be tried as American
Jzens, and jaws that bave not their found-
ation and their best st{ength In the will of
~the people to support them' are un-Ameri-
ean la the gtrongest sense’ of the word. 1If
people do nn]tknnw that, they will be taught
e. ’ .

after a
. Bavard ::;nlied for theyveas and navs
on Mr. Vickers’ amendment; and they were
ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 11,
nays 21.—Congressional Globe. © '

Dome sti;: Relations of Different Na-
- boms. '

That monogamy is not the on]
kind ‘of marriage, we ‘are, indeed,
early taught by our Bible lessons.
But thou &:h the conception of poly-

1y is thus made somewhat simi-
1_311;, t gmﬁniﬁ ﬂc_t;uri_ ]:ﬁje us that
Poiyanary 1s 2180 a possible arran
ment; and we are not su. f_iaetlg:;
first learning that it not only exists,
but was -once’extremeély general.
When‘we' contentplate these” mar-
ital institutions unlike ourown,we
cannot’ at first imagine that they
¢an be practiced with a sense of
propriety like that with which we
practice ours. ' Yet Livingstone
narriites that in a tribe bordering
one of the central African lakes the
women were quite disgusted on
Jearning that ‘in England a man

dalicate and gensurous;pewer; andhesbe | hins ghly ‘one wife. is a feel-

1 ritory. Yo B Faagt Jot A - a feel
.‘E"ﬁr_ é’;e ﬁiﬁﬂ?%m marshal. -’iﬂg‘ by no means pesuliar to them.
“Mr. Trumbull.—Ania deputy marshal of |“An intelligefit Kandyan chief,with
My o wpen? Mot when the aors aus ab. | whom "M~ “Bafley "visited  these
structed and he rts the fact toa Unfted Veddahs, was perfectly seandalized
States judge and the judge cértifies it to the | at the utter barbarism of living

with “only one wife; and never
Fn.m::lg- until sepamted by death.
1t was, he said, “‘just like the wan-

hie .. Why,sir, this is going on ver
nm m'ﬁnﬁngii’vrym :tﬁdé

- -

deroos” fmnnkeysz. ~ Again, one
| Would suppose that as a matter of

to.



