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- PEL ELDERS FROM LAWR-
ENCE CO., TENNESSEE,

VENUS, Lawrence Co., Tenn.,
Monday, June 23d, 1884,

Editor Deseret News:

Previous to our Conference, held

May 4th, we met with very little oppo-

sition, although a few threats were

|

made againt us. )
lmmediately after Conférence, while
President J.
Ross and T. H. Robbins were on their
way to Lawrenceburg, where President
B. H. Roberts expected to deliver a
Jecture, they were confronted by a
man who had been very friendly to the
Elders, and with whom we have fre-
quegntly stopped and were most

Y SHAMEFULLY ABUSED.

He then threatened to kill them, and
told them never to pass by his house

Since that time President J. J. Fuller
has been notified twice by letter, to
gather up his little flock and leave this
county; but as we thought the great-
er part of it was wind, and only calcu-
lated to scare; we concluded to re-
main where we are, and continue to

reach the Gospel to all that choose to

ear.

Another Jittle circumstance occurred
yesterday which was, also, intended
to scare us from the county.

We were holding meeting in the
shade of some trees. (As most houses

are closed against us.) Two men,well
dressed,

ARMED WITH HICKORY CLUBS,

About 1 inches in diameter, and
about two feet long, {althnnﬁu in our
eyes they were greatly magnitied; pro-
bably owing to the fact that we knew
they were cut for our heads,) came up
and took seats. Presently three more
of the same sort, armed in like man-
ner, came from t.fle opposite direction
and sat down behind us.

We paid little attention to them but
kept on speaking upon the first prinei-
ples of the Gospel. Assoon as meet-
ing was dismissed the mobj}(for so they
proved,) came forward and ordered
the congregation to leaveas they
had something to say to those *‘“*Mor-
mons.”

One of them came forward and said.
“These Mormons have been twice
notified to leave this county and they
have paid no attention to it. They are
also preaching false doctrine ; docurines
that were got. up by Joe Smith,and doc-

are contrary to the laws of
the U. 8. And now they calculated
to preach to the “Mormons.”
¢ told them if they had any-
thing to say to us we would be pleased
to hear it, and answer any objections
they might make; also , that we held
i:mr:etves subject to the laws of the
and.

Our chances for a *i'li'hi]:q:-int%I looked
very favorable, and, only for the inter-
ference of our frienos (four men, their
wives and two boys) we wuufd, no
doubt, have been badly beaten.
God, the maker and preserver of all,
raised up unto us, in the hour of need,
friends who

BOLDLY DEFENDED US

and the principles we teach, although
they have not as yet embraced them.
The ladies were loud in their protesta-
tions against the mob, some of them
even threatening to scald them if the
should come about their houses hunt-

ing for ““Mormon’’ Elders.

— mob brought a great many rail-
ing and abusive acccusations against
our people, none of which they could
‘Substantiate when we pinned them
down and called for their proofs.

. Our friends saw that we were in a

~critical

" The mob then held a consultation and

| e . - S
-' }lﬁit Bluft City, June 2Ist and 22d,

"ham ward. There was a goed at-
stances of the

n . !
atrgengthtn the faith  of the Saints in
the principles of the Gospel. We had

determined to defend us if it cost
them their lives, and it was with much
difficulty and persuasion that we pre-
vented them from

DOING VIOLENCE TO THE MOB.

Never did we hear a man or a set of
men get such a tongue lashing as that
mob got from both men and women.

returned a verdict that we must leave
the county before 10 o’clock a.m. to-
morrow (Monday) and if we failed to
comply with this ‘last request, they
would huntus up and we would get
some rough handling.

We now are

ON BORROWED TIME,

* Being still in the county,
not vet made up our minds to leave.
‘“We will conclude by adding that we
are of the opinion that this wilk result
in much good. It will excite the sym-
thy of a great many people, who
ve not as yet become jintercsted in
our behalf, and it will be the means of
raising up many good friends to the
Elders in this part of the country.
A.J. McCUISTION,
J. A. ROss.

il A ————
SANJUAN STAKE CONFERENCE.

San Juan Stake Conference was

g at 10 o’clock a.m, on
t ’ml;n%reselt on the stand
President P. D. Lyman, Bishop J.

Nielson and Co ors, Elders Me-
Konke and A. Fa.mﬂwnrt.'h, from Burn-

tendance considering the circum-
ople, and a good
spirit prevailed. Many subjects were
-upon which were very interest-
and instructive, tending to

. Fuller and Elders J. A. |

ATS ATTEMPT TO EX- | a general good time considering our | preserved in the Constitution and the
‘unfavorable circumstances and pros-|amendments thereto.

pects financially.
C. E. WALTOX,
Stake Clerk.
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THE UTAH BILL IN
SENATE.

THE

——

SPEECH OF SENATOR MORGAN.

Mr. Morgan. Mr. President, n
thinking over the history of the recent
past in a country where the people
claim that they have been very greatly
persecuted nothing has attracted my
attention so forcibly to a new depar-
ture in the laws of Great Britain as
the arrests of suspects, persons

But |

position and they, though few, |

against whom no accusation of crime
has actually been brought, no affidavit
has been made alleging any delin-
quency, but some person will appear
and perhaps without atlldavit or with-
out any formal statement of an offense
at all claim the arrest of a person as a
suspected person, a suspect. 1 have
thought that British liberty was more
nearly strangled by that feature of
recent practice in that country than by
any other that I remember which had
the form of law and the apparen', sanc-
tion of Ludicia.l authority. -

1 think I see this provision of the
bill for the issue of an attachment con-
tains precisely. that doctrine, and to
that extent it is violation of the per-
sonal rignts and the liberty of the pee-
ple upon whom this measure may op-
erate. An attachment is a technical
phrase. An attachment against pro-
f)erty means the seizure of property
or purposes of condemnation or to
answer some judgement of a4 court. An
attachment of the person i1s the arrest
of the person, placing the body of a
man in the custody of the law and@de-
priving him of his right and privilege
of breaking that custody except at his
own peril.

p If the law we are about to enact is a

constitutional law,

any marshal or

hdﬂ uty marshal, sheriff, or whatever

officer may be charged with its execu-
tion, can take into custody tne party

whom it is desired to have :tpfuar be-
fore a commissioner, or before the

'cﬂurt, or before the grand jury, and

hold that person in his custody until
he is discharged by due course of law.
It makes no difference whether the
person who is thus taken into custogly
may Kknow anyvthing about the transac-

j tion or not, whether he may be a com-

petent witness or not, whether he ma
have any ground of liability at alf;

upon a suspicion that he would violate
the law or violate the mandate of his
subpoena he is still held in custody,
and if he breaks it he breaks it at his

eril, and the officer who has charge of

im has a right to kill him if he
undertakes to break away from that
custody

I claim that under the Constitution
of the United States as amended there
is no power in this Government which
can place an American citizen in that
attitude except in the cases provided
in the Constitution where anallegation
of crime is made against-him, and that
allegation is supported by probable
cause, upon vath or affidavit, and the
custody follows the regular procedure

the word “‘attachment,’”” which, when
used in respect of a person and not of
Bz?iperty, means the seizure of the

y of that person, authorizes a man

to be taken into the cnstody of the

¥ | law,-his body to be seized, his liberty

to be taken away from him, put entire-
ly subject to the command of the
officer in whose charge he may be

laced, and kept there until dischareged

y order of the court betore whom he
is to be brought, upon the ground, not
that he has commited any offense, not
that he has threatened to commit any
offense, not that he has saia or dene
anything to influence any person to
believe that he would commit an
offense, for no fact previously ascer-

tained is necessary as a predicate of

11:]115 procedure, but solely upon the

and have | believet

duct like this; but, sir, when they
come to t.

reach a con

ground that he has reasonable ground
to believe that such witness will un-
lawfully dimhei the subpana.
If we have the right to say that a
man’s person shall be attached be-
cause a judge may be of opinion that
there is reasonable cause to believe
that he will disobey the order of the
court under a subpeena, then what
iIs to restrain this honorable
Senate from saying that a man shall be
arrested and put in jail and held on a
climinal accusation upon the gcround
that the Elud re has reasonable cause to
at he will commit an offense—

not that any offense has been commit-
ed, not that the corpus delicti be proven,
not that there is any aciual legal exist-
ence of an offence at all, but judging
of this man by his character and by
the opinion that the judgee may have of

reasonable cause to
will commit an offense an « i<sues his
warrant and has him incarvecrated «n
prison.

land ré-enacted in this bill.
can put it on the statute-book is thev
choose to do so in order to verify tieir
pledges at the Chicago coavention, but
they are admonished now, and the
people of the United States are ad-
monished, that there never was a more
agrant violation of
rights and of liberty tha n this.

for radical legislation to suppress
crime, and may supposc they can justi-
fy themselves before Democratic com- |
munities and constituencies for con- |

justification thev will

honest res;

at last that has vot an
. for human liberty as

of the law. This biil, however, using |

him, the judge assumes thal there is |
belleve that he |
ted States court, took time to consid- | :
cr and heard argument, and he found | that is fatal to this section of the bill
) Al an imperfection in that paper and he | rests upon the want of constitutional
There is the “‘suspeet’” law of Eng- | decided that that ex-Senator was en- power on the part of and judge in this
Senators | titled to his liberty and that the whole | country to issue an order for the at-

process of an attachment?

that it was necessary to have all of the he has committed an offense,
coustitutional
Dem= | every crimnal cause in that proceeding.
He tound it was necessary to survey |
the gzround with care around him in |

ocrats may follow them in their desire |

T — =

[ will read two
sections of these amendments:
. ARTICLE 1IV.

The right of the people to be secure in
their persons, houses, papers and effects,
afainst unreasonable searches and seizures
shall not be violated, and no warrants shall
issue, but upon probable caunse, supported
by oath or a}ﬂrmatiun,:mrl particularly de-
seribing the place to be searched, and the
persons or things to be seized.

ARTICLE V.

No person shall be held to answer for a
capital or otherwize infamous crime, unless
on a presentment or indictment of a grand
jury, except in cases arising in the land or
naval forces, or in the militia, when in ac-
tual service in time of war or public danger;
nor shall any person be subject for the same
offense to be twice put in jeopardy of life or
litnh ; nor shall be compelled in any eriminal
case to be a witness against himself, nor be
deprived of life, liberty or property, without
due process of law : nor shall private prop-
erty be taken for public use, without just
compensation.

I have read all of the fourth and fifth
articles of amendment to the Constitu-
tion, not for the purpose of informing
the Senate, but for the purpose of in-
forming the people, who perhaps are
not attending to the preservation of
their individual liberties and expeet
their Senators on this floor do it,
that there is here a warrant to be is-
sued for the seizure of their persons
when no offense has been committed
and none charged, without aflidavit
and without process of law or without
consideration by the court. An at-
tachment for the seizure of the body of
A B to appear in court as a witness is
a warrant for the ariest of his person,
and it is as much a warrant as if he had
been charged with murder and as if a
warrant had been sued out after affi-
davit made and by aflidavit probable
cause shown.

When lawyers use words like these
in statutes they must understand that
the judges construe these words ac-
cording to their ordinary and usnal
significance. There is not a law-book
in the world that contains an alllusion
to an attachment against the person or
an individual wnich does not associate
with the definition of that word in
that connection the idea of a crime of
some shade or other. A contempt of
court is a crime. When the Govern-
ment of the United States or when a
private individual who is the plaintiff
in an action has summoned a witness
upon subpoena to attend a court,and he
is recalcitrant and does not attend, is
neglectful or disobedient of the com-
manc of the subpeena, and thereupon
the party injured rises in court and
makes a motion thatan attachment is-
sue against the person, what is the
proceeding?

The court examines carefully into
the subpeena, its form, its substance,
the time and place of its execution. It
carefully examines into it. Why does
the court give this careful examina-
tion? The witness is not there. He
has had notice. Why is he not hauled
ap withoat this careful examination?
It is because upon the motion for an
attachment agamst that party the
whole attitude of the case changes and
the United States Government in a
cuse in a United States court becomes

alintiff in the "action and the action
instantly becomes eriminal. Then the
attachment is issued, not for the pur-
Euse of punishing him, but that he may

ave an opportnnity, a day in court, to
show cause wny he should nor be pun-
ished.

The attachment is a warrant upon
probable cause ascertained by law for
the arrest of the man, and it is not the
plaintiff in the action where the suit is
civil that is the promoter of the action
at all, but the whole nature and char-
acter of the action changes from a civ-
il action between parties to a criminal
procecding at the instance of the Uni-
ted States. So it is in every case
where an attachment is sued out by a
court for the purpose of compelling
the attendance ot a witness to testi-
fy; it is a criminal proceeding and none
other,

But recently a man who once held the
honorable position that I now enjoy
in the Senate of the United States as a
representative  from Alabama was
summoned here by the United States
Government to testifvin the celebrated
star-rpute cases. The subpena was
issued in ordinary due torm and was
axecuted, if I remember the facts
aright in the State of New York. After
the subpeena had been returned cause
was shown against him and an attach-
mwent issued for his person. He was
seized in some ot' the Territories of
the United States and brought here
and carried before the court, and there
upon answering to a criminal accusa-
tion, for it was a criminal accusation,
he demurred against the validity of
the orignal process of subpeena. Per-
haps he made a point also upon the
form of the writ of attachment. The
judge presiding in the eriminal court

F
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There was a case of meral contempt,
of intentional avoidance of the de-

'mand of the court that he should be

here to testify in some of the most im-

ment of the United Stafes has been
concerned in for a t number of
years, but because that process had
not issued as a ‘i.;w%di'ﬂi according
to law, because*that man did not have
the protection that was guaranteed to
him in the Constitution, because he
had been deprived of his liberty with-
out due process of law, the court dis-
charged him and held that those who
had him in custody, although they
were offiecrs of the United States Gov=

ernment, were technically trespass-
ers.

Now, you say that we shall issue an
attachment against a man before we
serve a4 supeena upon him; that we
shall issue a writ which in its nature is
criminal,which is intended to carry out
the eriminal power and criminal judg-
inent of the court, not a civil power;
that we shall issue a writ for the pur-
pose of helding a man’s body in cus-
tody as a suspect, and we undertake
before the Americ#n people tojustify
our conduct in a case of that kind up-
on the Constitution of the country.
No, sir:itis a flagrant and a bold and
a deflant violation of it. There is no

ower on the part of the nicest and

est organized mind in the world to
discriminate between a warrant for the
arrest of the body of a man and an at-

. tachment issued by a court or a com-

missioner which has the same effect.

Mr. Maxey. I should like to call the
attentionof the Senator from Massa-
chusetts to what I regard asa very ma-
terial difference between the statute
referred to, section 881 of the Revised
Statutes, and the bill under considera-
tion. Section 881 contains a provis-
ion that where the district attorney
mades a formal application to the
court for the issuance of a writ of at-
tachment, the court as a court hears
that upon proof, and then upon proof
if the court be satisfied that the writ
ought to issue, the writ is issued and
the party is brought up and may give
bond, &c.; but it is a form of proceed-
ing baced upon proof. In the sectipn
under consideration, section 2, there
is no provision that this is to be done
by a formal application of the district
attorney, nor is there any provision
whatever for proof, nor is there any-
thing to show*that the court itself as a
courtupon proof shall do it, but the
court may do it ex mero motu.

Mr. MorGan. That is very true. In

our efforts to administer justice in this

Icuuntry and after due consideration

I ﬂ'ﬁf

and after great experience on the part

have been formulated and enacted, and
all this strictness of procedure that

Tthe Senator from Texas refers to has

been provided in order that we might
secure to the person attached the bene-
fit of all the gnarntees of the Constitu-
tion of the United States for the secu-
ersonal liberty.

AXEY. If the Senator wifll par-
don me, I submit that, it being a ques-
tion for decision by a ecourt upon proof,
the part. or his friends may putin
their 1‘1'? earance to show that there is
no sufficieat recason for the issuance of
the writ of attachment. But here
there is no proof whatever. Itis e-

{ proceeding which, whether

qual to a letire de cachet of France, or
to the placing of a denunciation in the
mouth of the lion at Venice.

. Mg, Morgan. This proposed stat-
tue undertakes to cover the uire-
ment that there shall be probable
cause for the arrest by saying that the
court has reasonable ground to believe
that such witness will unlawfully dis-
obey a subpceena. There is no provis-
ion made for proot of probable
cause; in fact, no probable cause ex-
ist, because there is no fact in exis-
tence, none known, none required by
law to be proved,as an antecedent fact
or a predicate for the issue of the war-
rant. It is a mere surmise or suspic-
ion in the mind of the judge or of the
commissioner that the Amrty will not
obey the subpena, founded upon the
character of the party, upon his rela-
tions to the case, somekround of mere,
bare, pure suspicion, and nothing else.
Under such circumstances it seems to
me thatit is beyond denial that a crim -
inal proceeding can not issue nor a
ou call it
criminalor whether yon call it eivil,
attaches the body of the party and puts
him 1n custody.

The Senator from Missouri has ar-
zued the question as to what is to be-
come of the witness after he is brought
in+by attachment. It is very true that
it is to be only inferentially gathered
from this_section that he is to be
broughtinterm timeat all. The words
are ‘‘compelling the immediate attend-
ance of such witness.”’The*‘immediate
attendance’’ may be before a court in
term time, before a judge in vacation,
 before a commissioner, or before a

were in the District of Columbia, a Uni | grand jury.

But, sir, the argument in this case

proceeding against him was a tres- | tachment of the body a man, except

Pass.

- How did that judge come to such a upon
conclusion as that upon the innocent ' Cause proven,

He found commit

according to due process of law and

reasonable and robable
not that e will

an offense, |but that
I know

strictness of procedure that attends|©f but one exception in the law where

order that the rightsof this American
citizen might net be abused, although
it was admitted and the man himself
said he knew he had been supecnaed
and was needed here, and had prom-

ised to come also, and still did not at-
tend.

the anticipatory powers of justice may
be used against a person, and that is
where a person will come before a
maygistrate and make an affidavit that
he has good cause to believe that his
life or his bodily safety is endangered
by this individual. Even then nothing
can be done except to bring that man
immediately before the court for in-
vestigation. The magistrate examines

portant transactions that the Govern- .

i - —

|

|

of the barand the courts these statutes | P

' can ascertain probable cause

!

l

|free use of the ballot,

L]
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himself by inquiry, not merely of

into the case, has the right to satisfy
informant but of other persons. R

w
first nutifyil‘:-l# the defendant pe{m
of his duty of attendance. That comes
hgarer being a case where the prelimiy.
ary fact of the commission of an of-
fense may be dispensed with and the
cggineitiail of tlinil dgfendant Proceeded
agains erewit emonstrate(
nng other I can think of. e e
ut, sir,is it a crime that a man shaj)
not fully obey a subpena? g it 4
crime that a mnan may be sus
a disposition not to obey a subpepy?
Can there be ground for the attach-
ment of his person because he is sne.
pected of a disposition not to
subpeena? Is that sufficient to put
in the custody of the law and to hold
him there until he is dischargefi?

The criticism of the Senator from
Missouri upon this bill is a very jgg
one in regard to the manner of o-
ceeding. Every Senator must g
that this is a very extraordinary :

d that when we come to'execute it y,

ght to have extraordinary guards |
this measure itself to preserve
liberties and rights of the citize
Here are none. When he comes b
left to intendment: he is left to so
practice code; heis left to a rule g
court; his liberty 1s committed i
the hands of the judge who has iss
the warrant against him without
bable cause, and who will hold him
cording to the will and pleasare of
judge, and we give the man no pr
tion at all in the bill.

Mr. President, the extirpation
polygamy willbe a good thing if
succeeed in mumﬂiahing it by
measure,but there has been an u&
ing of the Constitution of the
States to do it. There is no nece
for this stringent and radical leg
tion. Hereare two sections of the
in which we find it, and my belief §
and I think I may 1n lulge itas a
Ehecy predicated upon the failm

eretofore to extirpate Mormonist
in Utah, that these men will raise m
partisans for themselves throug
the people of the United States,
despise and contemn their practi
becausa they will believe that
Congress of the United States is vio
ting the Constitution of the country}

order to get a chance to punish th
I hope that will not be done. 'ﬁ.
SPEECH OF SENATOR VEST ON WOMA
SUFFRAGE. i

Mr. Vest. Mr. President, it has bee
my understanding that the basis,
any rate one of the great guestic
upon which the republican pa
lanted itself was the inviolability
suffrage, **a free ballot and an hone
count,”” ahd that this *“free ballot am
honest count” was coequal with hu-
man rights, and that the objek snd
mission of that party would be accon-
glished when the free ballot with the

onest count was extended to all the
States and Territories of the entin
Union.

Woman suffrage was adopted four
teen years ago according to law in th
Territory of Utah. The history of it
adoption is a very peculiar one readi
the iight of recent and present evenk
It was mooted in Congress that
rage should be given to the wo
Utah in order to rescue jthem from
hierarchy which exércised ecclesi
cal tyranny over them, and in orc

ut in their hands, as some yea

t was claimed in regard to the negn

the iusui wwentality of the ballot
their own protection. El
speeches were made from the
and the hustings describing the pot
emaciated, an suﬁering women ¢
Utah, driven like slaves by the priest
of this false religion and made?
minister to the lust and p

4

: ( ander ¢
the appetites of their masters ¢

tyrants. And it was said in the
of Congress, couspicuously by X
Pomeroy, of Kansus, in the Sens
and Mr. Julian, of Indiana, in ¢
House, that if this great instrument
ity of the ballot was once placel’
the hands of the women of Utahs
the Stars and Stripes should be erec
above that Territory to protect!
ormo
would receive a death blow and?
mediately cease to exist. *
Pending this discussion and in #
of these eloquent h ues in
and in pulpit and on the
Legislature of Utah passe
ing the right of su at every |
tion to the women of that Territl
Fourteen vears have elapsed, and |
same gentlemen who then desired
ballot to be given as an instrument ¢
grnt.ectinn now want to take it &l
ecause the women vote early and vo¢
often for polygamy to the largest &
tent. All testimony goes to the effitt
that the women who vote are ansn'-
mously in favor of it. So to-day ™
h;ve thg: nx{trunnlinarg - "f
the party of progress, of uniens
suffrage, of unqualified and III”“'d
human rights, desiring now to fvade

the sacrec lladium of the box

and tear the ballot away from these

women who are unwilling to give it U
if the ballot

ergg, Mr. President, |
sacred in one place, by all the rules 0
logic it ought to be sacred everywhere
Once given, it ought never to be taker

away. If fnu break it down inont
place—and

warn my republican bretd-
ren now of the danger tgut awaits ﬂ;‘
the Republic—if vou break it dowt ‘:'
one pru.(.e' . like “the crevasse in th
levee you but open the way to 8 floo:
of waters that will sweepaway the 1‘?'
vestige of a free ballot upon this WHEI;
nent. If you destroy it, if you t?“c!'
this sacred crystalization of the will ¥
the people, in'one single township ¢
Territory in this broad Union, jo
strike a mortal snd deadly blow at fre
suffrage everywhere.

He |

e [

P — e W



