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sentative of whhilh we are (0 admit
upcn or deny the privilegea of a
Delegate upon this floor, for he re-
pres=nts no part of the American
citizenship cut there oulside of thia
polygamous institution. He recelv-
ed not one Gentile vote. He stands
here as the representative of that
charch which [ have described from
the testimony of these judges. He
stands here as the sole re enta-
tive of that chureb, knocking at our
doors to be continued in his repre-
entation here in order tostrengthen
and maintsin that polygamous pow-
er In a political point or view,

The institution has aimed at
political power wherever it has
been. [t will never yileld that de-
#ire for political
itself by political methods. 1t will
never yield the de=ire nor the deter-
mination until it shall die the death
it so well merita.

While I have nothing to say per-
sonally against the representative of
polygamy who asks a eseal here, I
am oppoeed to the system which he
represents. Now, in order to con-
nect him with it,and I beg your
pardon, Mr. 8 er, and the par-
don of gentiemen here that it is
necessary that I should ever state
on this fioor the testimony of his
connection with the church and hi=
fidelity to its interesis and its growth
as fts representative—I must do so
in order to state fully the position he
oceupies in regard to it. All the
world knows his po-ition. It ap-
pears on the records of the Bupreme
Court of my Government, which,
condemned the whole system as a
crime; as a “biaspnemy of r-ligion
having no protection under that
clause of the Consfitution which for-
bids the interference of the Govern-
ment with religion. It is & crime
sgainst the laws of every Btate ol
the Ameriean Unicn; ageicst the
laws of England; against the laws
of every clvilized governmeni;
against the best interests of God
and man; and it shall notlive under
the protection of this conrt.” Now,
in order that there should be ne
trouble about taking testimony, Mr.
Cannon made a stipulation which 1
will azk the Clerk o read.

The Clerk read as follow::

I " ] m -
1ng’mt i 14 Emﬂﬁ?ﬂa&amah
not relevant to the lssue, do admic that I am
& member of the Cuureh of Jesus Christ of
Latter-day Saints, common Mor-

called
mons; that in accordance mtg the tenets of
eald church, I have taken plural wives, who

. now live with me and bave so lived with me

for 3 number of years, acd borpe me chil-
dien. I asoadmit that in my pubilo ad-
dresses as feacher of my eligion in Uwmah
Territory I bave defended sald tenet of sald
church as belog, lo my  bellef, a revelation
fmm {Mi G BORGE QI EMﬂﬂr

Mr. Hazelion. Now, Mr. Bpeaker
that about tinishes (he ehapter:
that concludes, so far as my time
wiil permit, vy diseussion of the
Buwer of Cougress over this quee-

on.

Mr. Converse. I would like Lo ask
the gentleman the date of the paper
which has just been read.

Mr. Hazelton. It was made—I
sup the gentleman knew that
there had never been any dispute
about it— -

Mr, Moultoo, June 1, 1831,

Mr. Hazelton. It was made for the
purpose of being evidence in this
vase;y it was never denied by Mr.
Cannon or his attorney belfore the
committee; it was entered among
the originsl transcrip s, authenti-
cated the same as all the other
papers, It stands as Mr, Cannon’s
admission. Does ihe gentleman
from Ohio, [Mr. Converse] stand up
here before the world to deny that
that is Mr. Cannon’s belief and
position?

Mr. Converse. 1 asked the
man a question as to date.

Mr. Hazelton. And I have an-
swered 1f.

Mr. Converse. I did not intend to
excite the gentleman’s anger.

Mr. Haz:llon. You did not; more
my sorrow than my anger,

Mr. Converse. If the gentleman
will give me the date I shall be ob-
liged to him; if he cannot, let him
say so, that is all,

Mr. Hazelton. I do not think it
is dated as quoted he:e; it may be
in the original paper.

Mr. Convers. I want to know
when it was made if the gentleman
knows.

Mr. Hazelton. It was made a part
of the caze; but the precise minute
when it was 8o made 1 cannot tell.

Mr. Converse. Was it last year,or
flve years ago?

gentle-

Mr. Hazelton. It was daring the
taking of evidence on the natural-

ization question,

Mr. Calkins, Will my eolleague
on the committee yleld to me for a

moment.
Mr, Hazelton, Certainly.

Mr, Calkins, 1t was stated in the

power to maintain | pPaper

argument of the case, and nof
denied, tbat the admission was
made for the purpose of nhvhting
the takicg of farther testimony o
that point. It stands in that way
confessed before the committee and
before the House,

Mr. Converse, 1 did not ask what
had becn eaid about it; I asked
when it was made,

Mr. Calkins, Itsdate Is some time
after the notice of contest was serv-
ed. The date at which it appears in
the deposition is the date,

Mr. Moulton. Wil the gentle-
man from Wisconsin allow me a

moment?

Mr. Hazelton., Certainly,

Mr. Moultoo, The date of that
, Whatever it may be worth, is
the 1st of June, 1881, about a year
ago. There is nothing in the record
to show for what purpose or how
that paper was thrust into the
record., 1 state this fact to go slong-
gide of the statements of the geutle-
man from Wiseonsin, so0 that there
may be no misapprehension,

Mr. Calkios. 1t makes no differ-
ence when It was made. It is & fact
that it is admitted. It is quite im-
malerial when it was made or for
what purpose. The material point
is the fact which it Jdlscloses, not
when the paper was made.

Mr, Hazelton, Of course if it had
ever been denied or questioned we
we should have ecalled Mr, Cannon
before us, and he would have ad-
mitted it all, and more. I will say
that much for bim. I do not believe
he wants anybody now to claim that
he is not a representative of the
Polygamist Church.,

Mr, House. How did the paper
get into the record?

Mr. Hazelton. How did any of
the papera get into the record? It
was part of the record which came
before the Committee on Elections.

Mr. Calkins, Bince the gentle.
man from Tennesses [Mr. House]
haschallenged—

Mr. House. No, I have challeng-
ed Lothing. I ask for information,

Mr. Calkins. The oaly informs
tion which the committee have is
that it was found in its proper place
in the depositions on file in this
case; and it bas never been challeng-
ed, o far as I know, by Mr., Cannon
or his counzel; and I have been pre-
eent at every commities meeling
on thissubject. I have the original
in my possession; and it is clearly in
Mr, Cannon’s handwriting. This is
the first time the paper has been
challenged.

Mr. Hazelton. If anyone desires

to see the oniginal papers, they are
in the commitiee room; and this pa-
per is in the handwriting of Mr,
Cannun,
Mr. Moullon. Allow mea single
moment. The aper was not chal-
leng:d in the committee, rcecause
the minority of the committee took
the ground, as our ¢chairman under-
stands, that it was wholly irrele-
vant to the issue in the case,

Mr, Calkins. I do not so under-
stand. I ooly want to say, so there

be no misunderstanding be-
tween my colleague on the comamit-
tee and myrelf, that I never under-
stood Mr. Cannon or his counsel to
challenge the authenticity of thjs
admisaion or the purpose for which
it was made, Thix is the flist time
I ever knew if Lo be challenged.

Mr. Beltzhoover. If the gentle-
man from Wiscomnsin will yield to
me fora moment, I wouli like to
make a statement.

Mr. Hazelton. I wil, with plea-
sure.

Mr. Beltzhoover. I can straighten
this matter. Bo far asl am con-
Eﬂmﬁl’. Mr, EM“, 1 d.id q‘ﬂﬂﬂﬂm.l
that paper, and I questioned it until
I ‘was thoroughly convinced as to
the circumstances attending its
making and entry of record. 1 went
go far as to ask Mr, Cannon’s coun-
sel about it, and I asked Mr. Can-
non himself, It was given to avoid
the proof of the same !acts it con-
tained by calling witnesses who
would testify to them.

Mr, Calkins. There is no mistaie
about that. |

Mr. Hazelton. Yes; there is no
mistake about that fact

Mr, Converse, Was it inthis pre-
gent contest, or some former contest
that it was moad:?

Mr, Haz=lton. In this contest.

Mr, Converse, I ask the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania whether
that was made in this contest or in
some former contest? |

Mr. Belizhoover, Allow me to
say that, respeciing the minority of
the committee, I challenged that

per with great particularity, as
members will bear e ouat.

Mr. Calking. Yes, sir,

Mr, Belizhoover, 1 asked whether

this paper was given in this contest
and whia’etfhar it was given with the

‘mittee. One by

understanding it was to prove the
facts it contained, and [ was inform-
ed that it was specially given to
rove the facts which it contained.
asked Mr, Canoen about it and he
gave the reason in addition to that
why it was done.

Mr Calkins. That is true.

Mr, Leltzhoover, I do not wish to
have any misunderstanding about
this matter, because it was one of
the facts upon which I base my
opinion in this caze.

Mr., Hazelton. I will read, Mr.
Speaker, the headiog, so members
may see just exactly what it is:

Cann oon-
teiuﬂ:hgrmrg L‘%mp 111% right ?g‘a seat
in the House of Representitives of the Forly-

peventh Congress of the United -tates as
delegate from the Territory of Utab.

That identifies it as a paperin this
case upon the record.

Mr. Converse. I should like to
put the quesiion again, and I will
ask whether that was not testimony
which was submitted by Mr.
Campbell, and purported to be an
mmi&lm made by Mr. Cannon in
some former contest or some former
cause?

Mr. Hazelton. Not at all,

Mr. Converse. I aek for infor-
mation as I know nothing about it.

Mr. Hazelton. 1 did not under-
stond it that way at all. :

Now, Mr. Bpeaker, I have said
eubstantially all I desite to say in
this case. 'There are a number of
others on either side who will dis-
cuss the case pro and con, I have
contended on all these records and
upon the Jaw we must maintain the
regolutions submitled from the
Committee on Elections. I belicve
if they are sustaived by the voice
and will of this House it will be
such a protest in favor of ju-tice,
clvilization, and the best interests
of the nation and against polygamy,
that bhas stood with other great
crimes in this nation now happily
long since passed away, it will
stacd, 1 eay, as such a grand protest
against the erime of polygamy asto
meet with the approval and the ap-
plause of the enlire American peo-
ple. (Applause.)

Mr. Calkins. Has the gentleman
concluded?

Mr. Hazeltcn, How much time
have I left?

The Speaker.
Mr. Hazelton,

Twelve miuutes.
I will reserve that
for a fuatore time.

Mr. Davie, of Missouri, Mr.
Speaker, I must acknowledge that 1
feel gomewhal reluctant to discuss
this question, from the faet it is
caleulated to place one in a wrong
light, and in the next place because
I do not suppose anybody wishes to
hear me talk about this or any other
queztion.

1t is admitted on all hends that
Mr, Cannon received a masjority of
the votes,and that he poesesses all
the qualifications of any Delegate
who sits on this floor, or of any
Re tative from any State; but
it is held that he should not retain a
gseat in this House, and this House
basjthe right to exclude him upon
the ground that he is a polygamist.
I shall Jimit myself to two points
made by members who constitute a
pertion of the majority of the com-
the gentleman from
Tennessee, [ Mr. Pettibone,] aud the
other by the gentleman from
Indiana, [Mr. Calkins.]

The gentleman from Tennessee
grounds his whole argument upon
section 2 of article 1 of the Consatitu-
tion of the United States; which de~
clarea that the House of Representa-
tives shall be composed of members
chosen every two years by the peo-
ple of the United States, He holds
this clea:ly and explicitly points out
who ehall be the members of this
House; that the statement the
Constitotion of who shall be mem-
Lers of the House ia the exclusion of
all others, and that neither Congress
nor any other power or authority can
change this character of this House,
In other worde, that no power can
ray that a man can be a member of
this House who ia not a Representa-
tive from a Btate; that the Constitu-
tion has fixed the menbershipof this
Housge, andsthe power to° preserve
ita Integrity of membership resides
in It and nowhere else.

Now, there is much force in that
position, and It demands from us
serious consideration. In the inter-

retation of law or a provision of the
B’nnati tution we muset look to the in-
tention, the purpose or object it pro-
poses to subserve. In order, there-
fore, to understand this section up-
on which the gentleman from Ten-
nessee relies we must take it in con-
nection with the section immediate-
ly preceding it, section 1 of article 1,
which declares that—

Al legisiative in granted shail | P
WL e d s § ol LT

which shall consist of a Senate and House of
Representatives,

Here, then, is a grant. Of what?
All the legislative power of this
Government. Where is it lodged?
In a senate and House of represen
tatives. So, then, this House is one
of the bodies in which is lodged all
the leglzlative power of this Gov-
ernment, Then what is the mean-
ing of the eection which immediate-
ly follows it? XEvidently 1tbe
meaning is to simply point out who
shall exercise this grant of legisla-~
tive power; who shall be the legis-
lators of this House. That iaall it
means and nothing more; that this
branch of the legislative department
of this Government for legislative
purposes shall be composed only of
members chosen by the people of
the several Btates. And this is
right, because this Government is a
union of States, and no one outside
of them should be permitted to par-
ticipate in ita legislation.

But we have another class of
members of this House who are not
legislators, the Delegates from the
Territorieas. By what authority are
they here? Clause 2 of rection 3
of article 4 of the Constitution says:

Congress shall have r to dis
E:ITE:d make n!ihréa?dful :P?IE % r:ﬁ'(?;
||.=,:+l-:.1:t1‘|rIEI bolongﬂ msﬁ'.u the United Statcs, Bm-pr &

Remember it says all “needful”
rules and regualations. Who shall
be the judge of what is needful?
Clearly the power authorized to
make the rules and regulations—the
Congrees of the United States. BSo
then we have a provision of the
Constitution aunthorizing Cengress
to make all need{ul rules and regula-~
tions for the Territories, and eonsti-
tuting it the judge of what shall be
the needful rulee and regulations,
Now, what has been the policy and
legiglation of this government under
this provision of the Constitution?

Why, from the very foundation of
the government Congress has grant-
ed Verritorial representation. 1t has
decided it is needful; it has decided
it is right and proper that the Ter-
ritories should be represented in this
House. Ia that an uncoenstitutional
exercise of power? Clearly not. SBo
then these Delegates are here in ac-
cordance with Jaws constitutionally
made by Congress, and this House
has no right to deny the right of
Territorial representation, because
Congress has declared under the
Constitution that the Territories
shall be represented, and this House
cannot dizregard the law of Con-
gress,

o we have two distinet classes of
members of this House, under two
distinet provisions of the Constitu-
tion of the United Btates. Bome
gentlemen make the mistake of sup-
posing that because a Delegate isnot
a member of the House under sec-
tion 2 of articlel of the Constitu-
tion, with the right to vote, that he
has no right at all, and that he and

therefore his Territory can be ig-|4

nored. I say thls cannot be done
without a viclation cf laws

in accordance with another provision
of the (fonstitution, and all the Con-
stitution must be permitted to stand
snd not one section to the exclusion
of another. But there is no conflict
between these seotions; one merely
provides that all the leglslative
power of this House shall be exclu-
gively within the hands and
vince of the Representatives of the
States, and the other simply avthor-
jzes Congress to ensct lawe glving
representation to the people of a
Territory who are not people of a
State, and whose representative hag
no right to vote, and of course no
right to shape our legislation,

As I have stated, section 2 of arti-
cle 1 simply points out who shall be
the ]Hgiﬂ]::llﬂl‘! of this Hous=e; that is
all it means and nothing more.
Wherein does the reprerentation of
the Territory conflict with this ex-
clusive prerogative of the represen-
tatives of the le of the Btates?
Wherein does the office of delegate
impinge upon this Har consti-
tutional composition of this House?
In no possible way, because the
Delegate has no vote, and of courge
no power to shape legislation. The
legisiative composition of this House
remalns undisturbed. No violence
is done to the Constitution. On the
contrary, all the provisions are car-
ried out in thelr fullest and freest
gense. Bo I say this House has not
the high-handed arbitrary power
claimed in this case, that when a
duly elected Delegate from =& regu-
larly organized Territory is sent to
this House, he enters not by the
grace of the House, but by the sec-
tion of law passed by Congress In
the constitutional discharge of ita
dutieg, which law this Hous=e Iras no

bt to disregard.
‘I‘hi! brings me to the eecond

pro- | pass

point in the report of the majority
of the committee; that is, that ('on-
reas has no power to fix the quall-
tions of & Delegate. The report
admits that Congress c¢an create
the office of delegate, but that it
cannot fix his qualifications; that
Congress can create an office, but
cannot say who shall fill il; under
the Constitution Congress can make
all needful rules and regulations for
the Territories; shall be the judge of
what areneedful rules and regula-
tions, and under that may create
the office of delegate, but cannot.
say that bhe shall have the same
quallfications as & representative
from a BState. The statement of
this p ition is itsown refutation,
Buat let us tesl it by what Congress
has slready done.

As has been read by the gentlemar
from Wisconsin, [Mr. Hazelton,]
section 1,900 prescribes the qusalifica-
tion of citizenship for certain dele-
gates. Now, if it can fix the qualifi-
cation of cltizenship, can it not fix
other qualifications?! Can it not sa
that he shall have the same qualifi-
cations a8 & Representative from a-
Btate? Without discussing that
point further I ehall, ask the ques-
tion which naturally fellows, and it
is this: has Congress fixed the qual-
ification of a Delegate? I say it has,
It is not necessary to discues the
question as to whether the Consiitu.
tion as guch extends over a Territory,
or as to whether Congress has the
power to extend the Constltution as
such over a Territory, because it ia
abzolutely certain that it hes the
power to make and bas made the
Consfitution a part of the statuiory
law of the Territory of Utah., See-
tion 17 of the act of 1850, organizing
that Territory, declares—

That the Constitotion Jand all the laws of
the United States are hereby deglared to be in
force in and extend over the Territory of
Utab g0 fir 88 thesame are or &ny of thelr
provisions may be applicable.

And what could be more applica=-
ble than that provizion delining the

ualifications of members of this
%num? But the majority report
says that this will prove too much;
that if you hold to the positien that
the Constitution in 1its provisions
and its spirit extends over a Terri- -
tory, then you cannot deny a Dele.
gate a vote, That dces eeam to me
to be wvery strange doctrine, and [
think no man on second thought
will hold that the extension of the
Constitution over a Territory as ita
statutery law thereby destroys or
impalrs any of the provizions of the
Constitutions. The Constitution
hes fixed where the legislative power
of this House resides, and that ii ia
exclusively within the hands of the
re tativea of the people of the
States, but a Delegate is not a repre-
pentative from a Btate, and hence
hzs no power to vote and no author-
ity to act as a legislator,

But it may be sald that these
ualifications prescribed in the Con-
stitution apply in terms and words
to Re ntatives from States. That
is true, Bat the Constitution of
the United States alzo says that
no Slate shall pass any ex post
Jacto law, or any iaw Iimpairing
the obligation of a contract. That
applies in express terms to a Blate,
and yet I suppore no man will say
that a Territorial Legislature could
an ex post facto law Impairin
the obligation of a contreet. An
why? Because it would viclate Lhe
the gpirit and principles of the Con-
stitution, which has been made the
law of the Territory. In a word,
all the provisions and all the princi-
ples of the Constitution are the laws
of the Territory sa far as they may
be applicable. AndI ask the ques-
tion again, what can be more ap-
plicable than that provision which
gays that a member of this House
shall be twenty-five years old, eeven
years a c¢itizen of the United Sistes,
and an inhabitant of the State In
which he is chogen? It iy just as if
the law said to a Territory, you may
be represented in this House by a
man twenfy-five yeara cld, seven
years a citizen of the United Biates,
and an Inhabitant of the Territory
in which he is chozen. And when
Congrees has said that, that ends
the matter, and this House has no
right to add to or take from these
qualifications prescribed by Con-
gress,

(7’0 be continued.)

m.
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The 8t Paul (Minn.) Glode, obser-
ve:: Things had gone wrong with
him, and he wanted to die; yet he
bad the whole house darting around
mighty lively, so we heard, huniing
for the St, Jacobs O!l bottle, when

the first twinge of rheumatism
gathered him up,




