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that waswan Collofollowed hheroft yesterday
attempt to so construe

tile old Illlaw 1 to make It
opoperative now uuponon IIa ofoC thelie

rein a Statete Itl to0 mome
thathat thetho testteet orof that r would liebe
We will pOa a man fromcorn
the State otof Ohio Is otof
Just by WoVo not conceive
It pos Ible or anany ouch to hllhappen
fromCrom the State otof Ohio but Wo0 will

that II polygamistt came from
thehe State otor Ohio Would the

to be00 shown allas operating
upon tinethe member from utah hobo operalto0 upon a11 pol Itif hithe
comocome from the of Ohio

TineThe Undoubtedly JIfthere Is MYany force In tinethe I took
ItIf hohe usas a polygamist tinetho
Invlitty would o upon himhim when hohe
camecamo unon the over which

Statu had exclusive
thIn

Mr Roberta Now upon that mattermatter-
II wish to offerolter Duch exposition otof this

law as I nmam ableablo to present
to thetho commIttee

I contend II rat that this 1
law waswaR made for anti Is operated onlY
In and other places over
which tinethu States innshns
Jurisdiction not In a11

tate In Territories are of two i

kinds first Territorial such as
justices of the peace members otof tinetho

etceto nnand second United
States such as distrIct judges
United States marshals etc I

TineTho otof thetha eighth section otof
thetho law Is that Ipersona gull
ty ofoC polygamy or unlawful cohabita-
tiontion tireale ineligible

to undertinder tine TerriTern
ton nes that Is Territorial

AndAmI second to moldhold ollices under thetho
United StatesState In Territories that II-

to
isis-

toto Iiibi United States officers In the TerIer
Therhe EdmundsEdmunda law and Its

IQdo not alapplypl to United States
outside otof thetho Territories or

places over which the United
States innshas exclusive jurisdiction

ut now wo come to the Point thatthat-
IsIs directly raised by the remarks ofoC tinethe
chairman here If It Is heldhelt that na
representative isIR nninn officer under thetho

ll StatesState and hut therefore the
law applies to him no matter

where lieho comescornes from thethu answer to
lint contention would be thatthai IIa

II not nnan ocer under thetho
United within thetho meaning thtren otof the law Or otof the Con

J3 call attention to the Ian
otof the Constitution with referreter

encocrico to 1i representativeUe to the United
Congress Paragraph 2 says

No or small
during the time for which he vas
elected hobo appointed to anyuny civil officeomee
cinder the authority ofat thetho United
StateS which shallshah have been at dd-

oror the emoluments shah have
beenblen increased during ssuchch term and
no holding any under tInethe
United States blbe Ba member of
either house during hllmm continuance In
om co Article I section 6 ofoC the ConCon-

stitution
I cili attention to the fact that the

language Is not and no personDerson holdhold-
Ing

hold-
IngIng unani other under thetho United
Staten and bY the omission of thetho
wordvord other at this Point provesprove thatIbal
neither tit nor IIa senator
Is an1111 of the United States with
Iii the otof that clauseclauso ofat the

U lion
And again In Article nIT section 1

nutflint no senator or representative or
any otilee otof trust or

profit under tinethe UnUnitedlied States shall be
appointed onan elector

You wiltwill notice again that the Brenann
tonitora slid are by thatthai

as bbeing among the
ofat thelie United States

tr call attention next to the lount
ease In which It VIII meldheld that a

StatesStales senator WMwas pot nnan oM
cor otof theIho United States It will o

otof course that about oneone-
hundred

one-
hundredhundred yearnearR ago mowhow thetha mount caseense
c Ui10 before tine Senate on na matmat-
lertenler oof impeachment Mrlr was

to10 trial In December ms1798 on
hlll beforebeCore tinethe Senate fortor
hIghlugli eJCi imes and In ret
ennice to that caseclIe Justice Story In

j S of his work makes this
reference

TineThe question arose upon an Impeach
meint the Senate In m whether
Qa senator was a civil officer OtS tinethe UntoUn
ted States within tine purview otof thetho
Constitution nad It was decided bby tinethe
Senate that he was notnolo Senate JourJour-
nalnalmi January 9

AntIAnd Mr Justice Story continues tinetho
like Principle must apply to the memomem
hersbera ofat thetho House ofat

This decision upon which tinethe Senate
itself was greatly divided seems riot
to have been quite satisfactory nsas It
may be gathered to the minds otof somesomo
learned1 TheTho reason by
which Iti was sustained In the senate
does not appear their deliberatIons
having been private but It wasVal probeprob-
ablyably that civilchU o Unit
ted States are suchlIuch allas derive their nlap

from and under thetho national
government and not fromCrom the States
or the people otof tinethe States

In this viewII the enumeration otof the
President and the VIiceco President otof tinethe
United States as impeachable o
was IndIspensable ThcTiney derive their
authority from na source paramount to
the national government and the clause
nonow under consideration does riotnot even
consider thorn otof the United
States It says The antiandand-

icoIceico amid nilall civil shall
be etc not all41 other civil officers
TheTho language ofoC the clause therefore
would rather leanlead to the conclusion
would Indicate lint thethey were r

asan ul hed fromCrom rara-

therherther than Included In the dc
orof the offIcers ofoC tinethe United States

Other clauses otof the Constitution
would seseemm to favor the same
Particularly tile clause ralrespecting thetho
appointment otof ofat the United
States by thetho executive who liarhas to
commission all thche officers of thehe Un
ted StatenStales and the sixth section of

I which declarer that no var
lionFon holding under the UnitedJ
States shall be na member of either
house during hishili continuance In offIce I

and tho first section Qtgf Article II which
declares that no or

or other holding an omofficecoco-

ototof trust or profit under thoho United
States shall be appointed nnan elector
cot

Thelie passage IIIin from Story on tho
fifth edition pages 71 aunt

18 93

ItIf Judge Story Is I take
It hho iaIn concluding that the Senate

refusereluse to consider Ila United
States senator nnan olofficer under tinetho

States within tinethe moaningmeaning ofatat-

thethe ConstItution then with moroinure emem

phaRis couldcoull tinethe contention be made
thatlint a1 member ofoC the House of Repliep

both from thetho nature otofot-

hishis election andanul ofat thetho burt lieho takes
In the government Is not an officer
tinder tInethe United States a soneen
ator toketake partpurt In the
otof treaties whichvinich a11 may notnol
and a Senator Joins with timthe executive
In the approval otof certain officers that
are to bobe appointed bby tine executive
ofoC the nation whereas na member of
tinethe House is much further

comm with duties of that
character

I mu timtho nf tinetho
to tinethe fact too that In ththe casecaso of
rresignation thelie representatIve dootdoce not

tfI the otof thoho United
States nor tDo any United auau-

thority
au-

thority liPHb tenders hishili resignation to
the governor ofoC the State and ththe people
from which he comes from whence he
derived nilalt lilahis authority It was roneon
tendedended herebro by counsel yesterday that
nci mem orof tinethe lIouHouse must be00 na Unit
rood States om r within the of
the because hohe
hishili remuneration from thehe United
States nut litIn that case I tako itIl hut
thetho United States isb butbul acting insOit thoho
agentnent of the veople In tinethe matter otof pay
tOg thmeree men who are tinetile
tives ofat tinetho people from till various
StatesState and I cnncan see no special weight
In that connection I think thatlint It
yououtrytry to lindfint thos I ent a vereon
isIe It jis proper a go11 to lne who
commissioned him who elect him and
who confer upon him the sign otof hilt

rindand ofat hiihi and to
whom In the event orof thoiho nnecessity
arising ho tend hishie
ofoC winklewhich occurs of coUrset within thetho
State fromrem which lieho comescome nl to
the UnIted StatesSlates

With thiehl lrf the operaopera-
tion

opera-
tiontion orof the eighthI section of the Ed

law It tseemsmt clear to my mind
at leastlenat that thethc disqualifying clauses
otOf that 8sectIon do not oloperate upon a
person who Iis a member ofat the house
otof forCor thetho cason that
he Is10 not an under the United
States within the meaning of thetho fEdEd-
munda

d
munda law and I coniccomo to that con
elusion for the reason that I think It Is

that hohe is18 not onan officer unun-

der
Un-

derder the meaning otof that term liSas It op
pears In tInetho Constitution and hence
also not naan offIcer under tinethe United
States within the orof tinetho
phraseology orof this Edmunds lawlaw-

II next callcali to thetho act that
the StateSlate orof Utah did not continue thoho

clauses8 otof the
Jaw thathat white intoInlo the ththerere hashOAhOA-

nbeenn bro ht a lowlaw which Inand
punishes tinethe ine of polygamy rind
which al define nnaridl punishes thoho
crime ofoC II I cohabitation li tieshalf

continued1 tinetho
In theth Ilaww and I

think that Iig hehere and doesdOlS
not requiterequire the rendingof the State law
upon that headhend So Itif these
tying clausescauS orof thetho law de
nott operate upon the from
utah and It the State otof Utah has not
continued these then
It followsallows that there orere no

which operate upon tineIhl member
mom Utah
The disabIlities moreover otof thisthle EdEd-

mundsmunds law which would have operated
upon the member from Utah provided
Utah had continued a0 Territory amidond hoheho-
wanwan a Delegate to10 this orcut

eveneen then might havehare been
removed In rnm judgment by several
processes and tI merely mention them
now liSas I shall discuss them more In

inter on
youOU think that would

have applied to Ia DeJeDelegatete from Utah
Mr ho hindhad been convicted

before o0 court Y
Mrhuir OU think lieho would

havehav been an cuber under thetho United
States

NtNr would at least mayo
JoIen ap bby United StatesSates lawlaw-
andand hence unan officer of the United
States

Mr lieie have come un
tier that eleighth otof the EdmundsJIJI-
lala In other words under the eighth

otof ho law1111 could a11a-

manman who wa a polygamist or livingJIvinG In
unlawful havehae been Quail
fled to be a Delegate In Congress

MrIr ukask Itif he could boTbebe-

irIr Yourour Idea Is about
It isIR what tI asked

MrIr mome getfret yourour
lion YouYo Itii lieho could bebe-

Ir
be

MrIr ththe tactfact otof hi
being a polygamist or living In unlaw-
fulfulci cohabitation him fromCrom
being elected Iia CI1Mr a conviction against
him was had rI think It would

MrIr not
Mr sir otherwise not
Mr say the Delegate

would hIbe Qa United States om r bebecauseaulO
created by United States law

Mr IsII a Territorial om

Ir Lan understood youou to saysay-
aa United States

Mrir suppose thetho
lion hebe has tnIn hihis mind I that Ono Isii

l 1

provided fortor by the Constitution and
thetho other provided forCOI by Illlaw

Mr sir that litIII right
Mr I understoodl youou

you that the eighth SIsee
torn ofoC thOho Hdm law did not apply
Ic10 yourour nilins Ita member of
the JloU otof you would
notlint 1be liltan officer tinder tinetilt United
Statestn

Mr That Is rIrightht
JIllMr Morris Nowow isIII It your hllblea andand-

II lila a sImplyl for
and forCor your own view ofoC thetho matter

na delegate from tinsthe ofoC

Utah wouldfoula h innao under
tittin United

tth No sirair
Mrtr Morris Within tinethe meaning of

that atule
Ir Q lir but hohe mightht

have bEren by the
of this law providing a conviction had
been 8secured against him

Mr JI do not want to
annoy you with Questions but In that
connection my mind IsII running to two

lr IJo First asa an officer ofIt tinetho
States what youOU are
to tinetho language ofat the l

hm 8 which reads Or be
entitled to hold aniam office or place ofoC

public trust Would a representative
In Congress be a place otof habib trust T

Tino l law ensays any oCO

You sayay na representatIve In Congress Is
not that

Mr Or of public
Mv point isb that the lawJaw has

to10 United States actact-

ingInKing within Territories and places
timethe United States have exclusive

jUrisdiction and mat tinethe representative
whatever becomes ofat thtine delegate It

II14 notmat It before usUll to be con
It does not operate on timetill

from timethe State of
Utah on01 tiny member fromrein anany State

MrIr McPherson nutBut what I1 was trytry-
IngIng to retget ntat Is this Is11 Ita
Iwo In Congress na ilace ofoC public trust
tinder tinethe States

II Not within the meaning
ofoC the section tICof tineIho Constitution

Tine Hut under the seeHe
tion otof thetho EdmundsEdmunda law

Mr That IshJ whathilt I am
talking about

Mr It he Is not onan officer
undertinder the United States under the Con

certainly tiette Is not under tinetho
section of the Edmunds law

The Dont youOU think thelie
statute to havehlo Ita different moaning
fromCrom tinetho

Mr think Itif It liarhns any
weight It derives It thetho definition
thAt chugs aboUt the Iphraseology In tinethe
clause ofoC tinethe Constitution

JI was to state that evencen
ItIf It were COlicontendedtended that disabilities
once existed against thtine member fromroan

Utah widerunder Territorial conditions theythoy
were liable to removal

First by ththe amnesties ofat thetho Presi-
dentsdents otof the United StatenStateR

Second by the netact of and
tinethe President whale law crcreated tinethe

and afterwards by thetho En
Act and

Third by tinethe action otof thetho State of
Utah when she the qualifi-

cations orof herber electors Thatflint lendsleads
me to the con of the question

the disabilities whIch were
onceoneo In forceCoree upon the member from
Utah havehae been removed Those dim

bill ties It they were not removed operolleroper-

ated of least usas lonlong As Utah
was a tuto January
6

TheTho Is assuming
that there WasWIS no violation ununderor
last amnesty

Mr will come to tinethe concon-

sideration of thetho orof those nmann
In a0 moment And I think the

statement I now make wilt coveredbe
llYby tha subsequent argument upon that
question TineTho hint amnesty
ion wasvar issued by President Harrison
In January 18911598 and the amnesty procproc-

lamation
proc-

lamation otof Grover Cleveland vas Isis-

suedsued In September mt1591 tI call the
attention ofoC the committee to the fact
that there isIII notnothinghills In these procia

that required a to
OIlYany formal renunciation otof tilethin reinrela
Uon badbaI beenfen
InIng the past

Utot cour ILIait is stated In the amnestysty
proclamations that IIa person caneRn only
toketake advadvantage otof that amamnestyty by
Ining observed thehe Illlaw but liehe Is notnot-
IIrequired for instance to retlIet the town
crier tntat workvork and Ilsassemble the people
antIand makeo proclamation that tinethe po

relations that hhe has hitherto
sustaIned with this onoone or that one areoro
from henceforth lieJio IsIs-

ii not required to goo before nnany court
and make any or negative
movement In gard to ICIreleasingI him
salt fromCram that relationship that
He could not go before thetho courts and
dtd that because thetho women In question
have no legal status before tine

There isIII mo wawiny by which IIa divorce
could INbe obtained romrein a polygamous

In the Territorial court or In thetho
State courts otof UtahUlah or elsewhere tso
far as I know TheTho contract
beenlt void there simply
Is18 mno leaikaal contract existing andnd con

there was mu menmeansnil existing
bby which tlit person could or war
tdtJ to publiclypublic renounce those relations

I

rind nome one In the Territory or State
of Utah vcrever did and If thetho benefit of I

mesatheS amnesty proclamations Is depend
cutent upon somesomo public action severing
ththose relationsrelatione then thethey have never
applied to any individual In ththe
State otof Utah ntat anany time

So tho question arises Howflow ore you01
to judge otof a maying complied
with thetho terms orof these amnesties I
know otof no otherr way than to
that It therethero hashus been no accusations
mmade before tinetho courts or prosecution
Instituted before the courts against na
person fortor violation otof thoho law findand
therethero oreare no on record of
violation otof tho lawJaw thetho fair
thin Is that tooha law hashIlS been
aridand hence the amnesty orof
herothero would rest uponullOn
thetho man whoho hathad hitherto been dia

I by tinetho operations otof that
And hera Is no other wa oto arriving
at that tact Another liningthine would
demonstrate it and that Is19 has the inIlin-

dividual innIn question enjoyed the ailad
that would comocome from na re

leao from thoho previously die
IfIC he00 hUt and It inns1188

enbeen public an notorious thenthell I taketako
It youOU havehae evidence that ho inns corncom

i

with timetho requirements of the
amnestyty proclamationsproclamation

Now In thatthai status how stands tInethe
from Utah It isIe na

fact that there tramtoni the
time inche plcpleaded guiltyfult toci thetho misde-
meanormeanor ofoC unlawful cohabitation to thetho

timer otof hood tinIn m appears
no accusation against him before anyImy
orof tins Courts with reference to10 hishili
1111 the i ii amid

Ih isIII no btbetween
dittos when the litiiii was operative III

the mow1101 Statetal of Utah It is a matter
rfC evidence herehor oo that tho r

Utah waswall IIa
enjoyed tilllie of the amnestYamnet

In tile
In tinethe autumn ofr 1891 he voted andInd

was off thehe Con
of the Territory otof

LushlItah That wuwat In thetho tIlltall of01 JS t

soon the proclamation wwas I eueu-

byby Grover lie
helped terraform the Constitution otof tinethe
State while UtUtah wasa tmstill a Territory

innIn th fell11 of IbE ho votedoled forlorfor-
theththe Constitution and tinethe first set otof

omofficersrs while Utah wasU IIa
Territory II11 also1110 tAnran fortor CongressCongres-
siIni 111615 while Utah wuwag a Territory
but with hishll partyparly wasWAI defeated AndAnd-
allall this without complaint from any
quarter whatsoever thatlist hphe had lbeenbeen-
aja violator ofoC the law Thefhe

on thisIhla have even
been At the pains to dig up the oath
and uas I remember presented It herehere-
inin tine effectt that In the
lulluli ofat hobe took the oath prescribed
endand votedvoled for StatsState officers

Well ununder allau these acts and from
the tact that then wuwas no accusation
made t hint before tinethe courts In

iii11 these years and thathat he engaged In
eliall these public dutiesdullea otof voting anti

holding In timethe Territory orof Utah
amid In framing tinethe
tat the StatSial and alsoAba being tinethe

ofoC a party fortor election to ConCoinCon-

gressgress without complaint about hitshis
marital relations I take It youou laws In
thosethOle circumstances yerery substantial
evidence list tinethe amnesties otof tinethe

ofat the United Staten opereoperoper-

ated tInts man because liehe had notmat
violated the law endand I askaalt you to take
Into account the further tactfact that liehoho-

WatwasWat aman veryery much opposed that he
had his In tImethe State that hehe-

walwaswal e In religious controversies
and political controversies andnd had
enemies on every bond who would hlhave
be n only too willing to mayo taken ndad

otof any slip of his thai might
haveinae appeared that would inae
tiereddere1 him an objectt of proprosecution bebe-

nonenone tinethe courts otof the Territory otof
Utah

I callcoli attention further to the tact
that duringdurin tinetho of thetho TenTer
rhory eer federal was Ift non

Mormon all the judges ofoC the courts
were the United
States district attorneys In tinethe State
were non lormon and there was
alsoall nnan active crowd otof sectarian bigots
winowho worewere evereer anxious to make other
people be toadgood The heel ofoC the memmem-
berbetber from Utah would only too gladly
haYhave been caughtht by the many wInowho
were watching him for many years So

that It cornellcomes a11 little too late fortor thethe-
men

the-
menmen who Coilfollowow me to tinethe threshold of
the houSe of from tImethe
State otof Utah to say that tinethe

of timethe l Inlawlaw-
areare stillsUII clinging to rileme I understood
tinethe gentleman winowho offered the anu
mont forforthie OPpositiOn yesterday to
saysur that the test otof this
Is as to whether the once Impaired citoltcit-

izenship ofoC tinethe member from Utah was
ever mended or hebe to asas-

certaincertain ItIC hohe could go10 t nnany other
Territory or State and exercise thetho
elective franchise and tinethe privilege ofoC

holding WhWiny he need not SUb
nimit It to anany such test as that loxI ox

these rights innIn tinethe Territory litcut

where I was knon and that
without any question from anybody or
from any source AntiAnd there Is onan en

ofat even accusation to say
nothing ofoC convIction with regard totl
these I think that that
ates to this day

It this committee shall takelake tinethe view
in opposition to thetho contention hint 1

have thatthat nci representative is15 a
United tater officer and that In leavIenleav-
inging his resident State tinethe State which
liehe aridand herohere tempore

on ho soilsoli overoer which the United
hushs exclusive jurisdiction that

IC a member otol Congress comescannes
underuner ththe clausesclause otof the
Edmunds I Insist gentlemen
that these do not ap

to tInelite representative tramfrom Utah fort oror-

hoho reasonrelon lint
that once did apply to him under TerriTern
tonal conditions In Utah were toreo
inured by ththesese amnesties and there
Is no ththererc is18 no court record
therethero isIA no accusation even except thatmat
made bby rreligious fanatics sInce tinethe

orof tinethe r fromCrom Utah that
mehe evereer violated the law against unun-
lawfullawful polygamous living I eC unlaw-
fulful cohabitation

I call yourOUr attention to the class of
P who arearc I will not say porseperse

because I havehae a sort otof concon-
tempttempt COIon that word and dodonotnot
to J but those
have moundedhounded me to thetho threshold ofatat-

thethe House of Representatives Who are
thethey Are they the bankers the mnermermer-
chantschants the miners tinetho lawyers tinethe
representative people of tinetho State ofat
Utah or tireare they confined exclusIvely
with tinetile single exception of a tenth
rate lawyerlaWer who is18 without standing
In his own State to missionaries sent
from th States to convertconert tinethe
heathen Mormons II andond having beenbean

opposed by one native to the faith of
thetho Mormon religion now pursue
him to the doors of tinethe House otof nep

Is not the class entireentire-
lylyIy to thorn WhoreWhere arearc Inc

nl from thetho representative
cluclasses otof thetho State oflr Utah

Another thing that JI wish to call
attention otof tinetho to Is thlemis
Pre Harrison In his
ion Those who shall tallfail to
avail orof the clemency hero
myby will bobe vigorously proseprose-
cuted and yetret there worewere no
loin thetho member
from Utah afteraCter that

II hold further that tinetho disabilities
that the otof tinetho
member from UtahUtI1 were removed lIybyby-

thethetho actionnetlon orof Congress and the Presi-
dentdent the whole lawmaking powerflower otoCot-

tinetinethe government byb thetho passage of the
IHumbling ct The Enabling Act secsec-
tiontion provided

Section 2 That nilall citizens of the
United States overoCr the ageie ofat 1 yearsan
whosho have resIded In Territory forfor-
one

for-
oneone year next to ruchluch election are
hereby authorized to votevoto for and
choose delegates to formtorm a1 convention
In said Territory Such shallshaH
possess thetho qualifications vfof such
torstora

TheTho bOilboardId of commissioners knownlenon
liSas tM Utah Is hereby nulU

arid required to cause a11 new
andond complete registration otof voters of
said Territory to hobo made under tinethe
provisions ofoC the lawn orof thetha United
States and soldraid Territory except that
thetho required forCor registration under
raid shall be so modified as to
test the otof the electors
nas prescribed in this act such neW
registration to be nsas nearly con

with the provisions of such
laws as mayInI be and such elections tottOI
delegates shall be conducted the rrno
turns made the results ascertained anti
tinetho of elected to
such issued In thetho samelininI
mannermaimer nas isII prescribed by the laws ot
said Territory regulating elections

as member of thetho legislature
tthereof

Arid section 20O otof the sameamI act propro-
videdvided us follows

Section 20 That nilall acts or partsart otof
letsacts In conflict with the of
this netact whether tossed by thoho legislegis-
laturelature of said Territory or by Congress
are hereby repealedd

Those are thetho of the En
ablin Actot and thAt It wasWilli the Intintentnt
ofIt Congress to remove timethe disabilities
that had beanbeon created by this
law ishI quite evIdent from the attempts
hat were to do otherwise In thetho
courso otof thethc legislation of tinethe lI U

with reference to this pat billbill-
At

bill-
AtAt oneOM stage otof Its discussion Mrlir
Wheeler otof Alabama who was the
chairman orof thetho committee on theth TerTer-
ritories proposed the following as a

c furCor scot Ion 2

p

AAllII Will areatA U
te r

of tinetho said
to

It
Ito ii

I
Artare tu II I

deleIfortor mini choose tlctp IhI II
innIn tJ J

I I It

fortor such
1111 y I

bobeconvention
1 orof said

to be 0 1to
legislative

hallhad that dl
NoNow orof course

timetile result llthat C

that tillall PeoPle Ot 1

wouldby the
to take lart inIJ Ut

rr-

II
members to thetho 1

ththey htIIthin nor nu II-

the

COnieIeotof UIliltt co
to bobe 1 atorof MrIr WS t r
the lamendment h lJ h

sectionliefindantiadopted
such m llll-

In
re d which required

IelectorsIn tInetho this GRonalel
to I

and adolt thetho l mm-

and

w rc
tim I have read

and tinetho n S 0
changed tine limit was15

those who desired toa take MJ JI

otOf members to timethe COIelection
lISaS to tttesttat41 Convention CO0 lIhrwhether they wereas to r aa-

one

21ho Unitedotof
one

the
yearoar a resident otof Irmonths lnin ththeState tourfour I I

sixty ddaysYs innIII thoho
mawhavo tinethe modi Oed oathnati imie f

isb 1 an I II
Mr by L1

from tho until required

Mr
act

h g
i

d
t

IbI

00 th th l
rumade bYioathyou

InUlii IJI h
thAt laii r
tintsthis caseCAN iMr No sir

na lal Wb

It
rhofhe

under the orof what fdc l ii
Y1

take thoho oath YyOUOU JrMr took tine r

the effect ofat amnesty I1 totookKh 1

that cited thetho l forrfdd-

ingIng oilall tinethe tt-
IrMrIr yourour oathath fOIte

the language otof thetho k r

Mr nobert sir nt
Mr wa

this n odI tIrthathatt and not under
youOU are speaking oCTof

Mr airIr but I am p ikkk-

ingIng of the chango that wasmade1 inID the

oath mat ttestedted thoho t

winowho to vetooto fOr inC mm

hereberm to tinetho Constitutional Co

Thle was thetho oath r i ifIC

voters Coror Territorial officers

Territory otof UtahUlah County of 5

I being thinlyduly wm Ire
depose and say thatlint ldI annn Ier

21 yearsent otof age that I have In

thetho otof Utah for six moth
last past and In this for u

month time dtp
hereof and that I timnm na nall Jr

naturalized ciaas the case maYlmay l elt it

otof the United States und luN tullti
namenamo Is that JI annalU
yours ofoC age that nyIny ptof
Is j thathat I annam a single oror maril
man that the name otof tntny Ilawfull IrIr-

IsIs and sill
tinetho Constitution of tho United SinAim

andanid will obey timetho lllWewi thItin n

orof anti especially will obeY thho act Ir
ConCongress approved Murch 2221 ISS 4 n

titled An Act to emeriti 56
the otof ilO i
States In to bl lnandJ furfr
other aridand hint JI 11 sio
obey tInethe act otof Congress orof March
18 entitled An act to0 omamendnd inun u1

entitled An act to amendm nd It 2

otof the Statutes of Ultine 1

StaStates8 innIn reference to bigamy rindand rrm

oilier Ol approved MunchMai h
1882 In respect to theLine crimes In MIdMd
act definedlleOne amid forbidden lIandd that I1

wiltwill not directly or indirectly Jdhid r
abet counsel or advise any oilier
to commit otof said crimes

Subscribed nnanti sworn to before meme-

thisthis day ot IS
Deputy

Precinct f
Mr Is the th Y youyau

took 4

Mr sir In l ij
Nowow Mr und rth

tion ofat tinethe enabling act the Ut I

mission so80 modifIed that
reference to these particular orten

I

as to omIt reference to them Thus
waswall tinetho form otof oath that wins
nilas tinethe Constitutional

NrMr you a11 Ccopy ofgC

tinethe oath thethey prescribed I

Mrr Is a copy of tb
oath prescribed fortor votingoUng for In
to tinetho constitutIonal nn-

IrMrIr tine oath thatthat the
commissioners

Mr thisthin Is dietie ooathth
that I1 am about to readtead
Territory otof Utah

CountCounty orof find Precinct
onnn oath loswearsra or

t I tt at thoie next election me ii blbe 11

years orof ago and upward and will bae
been IIa citizen otof the United StaIr 8 frrninety daysdRYs and have re d Inn thh
Territory for one year bond In thetour months and In thetho precinct furfor
sixty

And then It 18 d and the r
ot the 0

tOI
OWLws

tII CcallII attention to ththe chanjang c Inr
lest two0 formstorm ofet oath to sinh v th lIt

thetho Intent In tInethe enabling r
Mr Was au tin oathsth8
Mr all ot ue In
Mr nT do n unfl

that Th onto wu lrrlIyby the h
under and by 0 t e
otof tInetho enabling net

Mr thhintt 1I r gotgot-

to
Mr ou

to read that partvant otof tthIII enaJ lid
OU read just w to lJ Y w atthe act w

Mr ir th oa thoMr
Mr Roberts roreading I c
TineThe bOArd of I ii-

ns tinetho lOlernsas Utah ra IsTraauthorized and T ftand
Jraid

complete
Territory

regist
too bbe

tI 1 of
Underer tbIhotof the lay of hieI UnitiStates arm said Tn

the
raid

oAth requiredd torfor
It
t g t CI

on
epi that

shall be IIso
testteat thetho t

t e t uprescribed In ini Ctitc
That isIII allmm to V II-

the
their b I I titthe United States II

lCCt

Mr rnhwere tthee
f

Mr Roberto I I mateotof timtho United States oe
yearsenra who have residedreside F oro l1

sailald Teritory toror one Year rin
election oreare lo a

l rrzzt mofortor unit choo d l t
innIn said eT Y aa-

rAIrr Morrisornia AreAro thosetino 0 the Cole1f quai
Mr Yes iiiI

re th

Act I II uI
distinction between to inIh
prescribed under

a ua
tinethe Itanan-

for

n tuoItmaking ka
Yate for

o tof ln ta 1
I

to
Mr

makemako them
Did thattin

I
CO

J

tfanr uii-

thethe convention eitota maIn
I

Mr Roberta Yes slsi fl
fO be ofat thelie nth al II

that I

Mr An tt-
anan elector could F nr wasIMr

be n
sir

u e lJii jj-

In
In the

In the t n
t

t htI
29 18928 SenatorRato ot Noen 1 l I

d thisIhla I ti
lU It through tho H

A ct andandge I

Pared madre in the
st i jrre I

casual t 11
withwih a tuIn a II t

m d h

elections Were
5 but Congress purpose
ly and wiped sway nil such

aj to the very rt else
no h held Under the Act

this election of to the
I Convention
I Then again in to mat came

the art of tine State of Utah
lie qualification of own
under the of

uree fixed by lie
limitations that secure an equality of

of in all the States
and that prohibit their being

I by f previous servi
etc fifteenth

amendment mint the sovereign Stats
f Utah acting in her sovereign

Ity n determining who
the of the new Stat

the course that
had been in the Act
thit Is that of the flUent

of a given age and residence
be electors and that only per

arms guilty of and of crimes
the franchise be its

qualified to vetS or to hold
Mr Morris Vas there anything Itt

the constitution adopted and w nich
was approved by Congress on that
subject

Mr Yes sir the
wits by the State and

hay

Mr I ser was there anything
In that Constitution on that subject

Mr Roberts Of declaring the quail
of its electorate

Mr Yea
Mr Yes sir

fr Will you be kind
to read It

Mr You stated that in
your opening remarks before

C have it in the some

Mr Morris This wan drawing my atat-

tention more peculiarly amid

Iy to it
Mr I do riot seem to have

tIne Constitution at hand to refer to
Mr Morris we will look that

up
Mr Roberts But I think I can

it fee OU in a moment
Mr Morris I can look that up after

Mr Roberts I next come to the sit
of this question bebe-

tweentween the State of Utah and the
States amid the consideration atat-

thethe tennis of to which refer
has been mad It was rehearsed

here yesterday
of a book then

handel to him to Judge
I now roan arti

4 of the ConstitutIon
The rights of of the State at

It vote and hold shall not
be denied or on account of
m x Roth male and female citizens ut

this State shall enjoy all ciril
and religious an

privileges Every citizen of the United
of years of age and

ho hare been a
fin days hail have

in Stat or or otiC year
tine tin fur mouths and

tilt fur SIXty days preceding
any be to vote
itt curb as herein uth

provided
nd then

N shall be deemed to be a

victr if this Stat unless
auth be citiZen of the United

Slate Ni Penn or person
f r crime against

I h huH

t shall be toto-

ii lit any or tic eligible to
im this State

ar of te chic

I of th Stall of Utah
Mr about

1
in the

Mr NOSe whatever sir

th is with reference to the sub
1 t ot vetting
tir in reference to the

franchise
Mr In reference to the sloe

iv There IL of course
the subject of

but it h no
of the

I was when tomake this for Judge Mrthat a statement washer with
subject of polygamy and Just for aI desire to call the tthe committee to that matter as itleads up to and is to the on

of Its itt tb Stateof Utah it Is generally thettIne practice of by the irmon Church within a very
circle in in tin Stateof Illinois about ISIS In the

Mormon were expelLed from the Stateof or at least wire
to remove from that State by moo vi
lenee arid tny ut 1000 miles of

between them arid th then
frontiers of ine United Slate On arthing in Utah which wu hen
carr they did not seek to

an independent by
any of but inn

organised what vas called the provis
tate government for the Stats ot

and delegates to Wash
to ask admission into the

I call to hue tact
it lv very frequently stated that he
object of the Mormon l leaving
thc confines of the United States was to
set CD a separate and that
they hind no the

of the navo
to them and have

to contact wIth them and he
they Inn pub

tIc announcement was read of the doe
of of wives as a part of

th revealed law of Oed to that pen
pl Per ten year the rightfulness cit
thu Practice went no farfar-
asas any against it was con
corned by Congress but In 1162 the
law of wan enacted against h

system Of i

is known I presume that the
mOn took tine positIon that the
law win a direst Infringement of

liberty They regarded
as entirety inn be

practice of bet to them doe
tnt by virtue of Inc first amendment
In the that

gall make no law
an of religion or
tIne Use thereof and cons

since they regarded that law usus-

anan f their religious liblib-

ertyerty they went tin in the practice of it
the law For a g I

many there was no attempt w

thy the name to enforce that law in ute
Territory of Utah Not until abo t
the ear wee a case brought
up which afforded the c c

bringing it before tine courts to test tine

o the law
What ease was that

ir That ras the Reynolds

ease and it was the Mormon peoro
who Mt case

was by ti

ider to stand as hoped fr
the vindication of reig
bus They ware perhaps over

of the of

contention the shieldshield-

eded them in the at plural mar
stage as part o their and inin-

sidersider to et a at the courts ih

reference that law Mr anti
upon to subunit his case to lie

courts He wan in

to another gentleman who bad offered

because Mr Reynolds case
to all he points directlY

at ieee and the testimony was volun

as wiLe aisi the whole

ruse and It went to trial ty

is that it the
court of the United and In

ions teas rendered in the year

Mr Morris It Is in 3 United slates

If you hs that
he

elon of the lower or

theEt
Mr find way

or the act
Mr But the prosecution

hot about as I

it
Tb I understand

To be Continued
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OBJECT LESSON

Iii a
A physician puts the have

you never noticed iii amy large
ant at lunch or dinner line the large

of hearty vigorous oil mien at
tine tables men ages nun from Gd

to SO years ninny of them bald amid all
perhaps gray but of feeble
or senile

the is so asas-
toto escaped your observation or
comment but nevertheless it is an ob
Sect lesson which moans

If you will notice what hire hearty
old fellows are eating you will observe
that they are not munching bran crack
era nor picking their Wa
through a card of new tangled
health foods on the contrary they
to prefer a juicy roast of beef a propprop-
erlyerly turned loin of arid even
the deadly broiled lobster is riot altoalto-
gethergether Ignored

The point of all thIs is that a vigorous
old age upon good digestion
and of food and inot
upon dieting and an endeavor to live
upon bran crackers

There Is ii certain class of food cranks
Wino to believe that meat coffee
amid many other geniI things are rank
poisons but sickly
looking Individuals ale U walking concon-
demnation of their own theories

The matter in V Is it the
stomach time natural digestive
juices In sufficient any wholewhole-
somesome food vill be promptly digested
if the stomach does not do so and ocr
tam foods cause distress one or
of Stuarts Tablets after
each will remove all difficulty bebe-
causecause they supply just what every reak

lacks pepsin
acid and

Stuarts Dyspepsia Tablets do riot act
upon tine bowels rind in fact are not
strictly a medicine as tiny act almost
entirely upon the food digesting It

rind thus gives a much
eti neat rind giving an for time

next meal
Of who travel nine out of ten

use Tablets knowknow-
IngIng them to be perfectly safe to use at
any time and Also having found out by
experience that they are a safeguard
against indigestion in any and
eating as hey have to at all hours
ann all of food tine traveling

for years have pInned their faith
to Stuarts Tablets

All druggists sell them pt tO o for
full sized packages and nay druggist
tram Maine to California if mu opinion
were asked will say that Stuarts DysDys-
pepsia Is the most popular aind
successful remedy for any stomach
trouble

A little booklet on stomach diseases
mulled free by addressing F Stuart
Co Mich


