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work. We have the law of 1819, which fixes the
pt.c2 thote who do the wori shall receive, and that
4a'v was passed by a Congiess as competent to un
derstand the sabject, and who had the guod of the
coaulry as much at beart as this. Bnt suppose, in
carrying out the intentions of this resolntion, the
CLERK confines his effurts to the city of Washing.
ton. [Ia that case, what is o prevent a combina.
tion from being formed among the printers here to
raise the prices higher than those allowed by the
law of 18197 The resolution, as amended, did
pot prcvide for the manner in which the work
shoald be done. It only provided that the CLrrx
should get the work done on the cheapest terms,
without regard to time and without regard to the
quatity of the work. is was another reason
operating with him for moving (he reconsideration.
No man, Mr. D. said, should go ahead of him in
any measure of economy, where economy was
practicable; but he did not eonceive it 1o be so in

this case.  Aunother odjec’ion to the adoprion of the !

resolotion  arose from the fact that they
must soon go into the election ot Printer. The
interests of the conntry demanded it, and their duty
demanded that thess ‘interests sheu'd ro longer be
neglected. Why, then, should we at this time in-
troduce iato this resclution, which can only be a

tempcrary measure, provisions which, so far from

pecforming its objects, are only ca'cnlated to defeal
them? He was not (Mr. D. saii) favorable 1o pre-
vious questions. He had assigned, so very briefly,
his reasons for moving the recons.deration, as not

{0 render a reply neceswary, and he would, there- |

fore, for the second tims in hi- life, move the pre-
vious qaestion.

Mr. PETRIKIN movedto lay the whole subject B

on the rable,

The SPEAKER was of opinion that that mo-
tion was not in order; bat that the gentleman coold
move (0 lay the motion for reconsideration on the
table, and that motion wou!d, if it prevailed, carry
the whole subject with jr.

Mr. PETRIKIN th-n moved to lay the motion
for reconsideration on the table.

Mr. LEWIS WILLIAMS ecslled for the yeas
and pays; which were ordered, and were—yeas 106,
nays 111.

8o the Housz refused to lay it on the table.

‘The guestion then recurring on the motion to re-
consider it was decided in the negative—yeas 108,
nays 100.

The qu-stion recurred on the adoption of the re-
rolution as amended; on which

Mr. EVERE T demanded the yeas and nays;
which were oriered, and were—yeas 115, nays 97,
as follows:

YEAS—Messts. Adams, Alford, John W. Allen, Simeon H
Aoderson, Andrews, Biker, Ba nard, Bell, Bond, ydy
Briges, Brockway, Anson Brown, Bampson H. Builer, Calhoun,
Wiitiam B. Campbeli, Carter, Casey, Chittanen, Clark, Can®
wor, J. Cooper, 1. A. Cooper, Corwin, Cranaon, Cnrtis,
Cushing, Edwarl Davies, John W, Davis, Garrer Davis,
Dawaon, Diberry, Dillets, Edwards, Evans, Everetr, Fillmore,
Fusher, James Gartand, Rice Garland, Gates, Gentry, Gidlings,
Gogain, Gowle, Graham,

dohason, Kempatul
rence, Lincoln, McCarty, Marvin, Muchell, Monroe,
gomerv, Morgan, Calsary Morris,” Naglor, Nishet, Ogi
borne, Palen, Pack, Pickens, Pope, Proffit. Randall, Rayfdolph
Reod, Rusell, Salunsall, Sergonnt, Sijepard,

ey lade, T"lmln;ml(?h Btan] 3!1'-, ﬂ(lnl i
. Waddy Thompaon, Tillinghast, To'and, Tripletr,
ball, Coderwood, Peter J. Wagner, Watren, dobn
Lewwn Williama, Jnwph L. Williams, Coristopher FL\W

liama. wd Sherrod Williama—115. >
NAYS—Messrs. J. Allen, nderson, Atherton, Rayks,

Brasy, Beirve, Biack, Brewster, Aaron V. Bro1

Atert'@ Brown, B

Carrok, Chapm

Jokn Davie, oan, . Duncan, £arl, Eastman,

Ely, Fige, Fietcher, ‘Gerry, Hammond, Hand,

. Fioyd, Fornanee,
3. Hasingn. awkinw, Holleman, Howard, Hubhard, Jackson,
Jameson, Joseph Johnson, Nathariet Jo; Keim, Kemble,
Jeadbetter, Leet, Loonard, Lowell, Lucas, MeClellan, McCu'.
Inh, McKay, Marchand, Mediil, Miller, Montanya, Bamuel W.
Morris, Newlnid, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Petrikin, Pren.
tiss, Ramsey, Reynolds, Rives, Robinson, Edward Kogers,
James Rogers, Samuels, Rhaw, Albert &mith, John Sunith,
Thomas Bmith, Buarkweather, Mirenrod, Birmeg, Bweeny,
Taylor, Francis Thoman, Phitip . Thomas, Jacoh Thomgson,
Tumey, Vanderpel, Davii . Wagenes, Watterson, Weller,
Wick, Jued W. Wiliiams, Henry Wiiiams, and Wor:hingion

80 tse resoluil n was adoped.

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, then procerded
in his rexarks on the proposition to amend the
rules, He made a strong constitutional argament

against the movements of the Abalitionis , 8 8ynop-
sis of which there is not room in 1his day's paper, but
the speech will be given hercafter at length, Mr,
J. before concluding, yielded the floor to Mr. Pg-
! TRIKIN, On whos: motion,
The House adjouraed.

|
’ IN SENATE,
i
\

Turspar, January 28, 1840.

The CHAIR presented a message from the Pre-
s'dent of the United States, communicating a sup-
plement to the annual report of the Chief En-
gineer; which was referred to the Committee on
Mi'itary Affairs, and orderel to be priated.

Alfo, a communication from the Secretary of
‘War, transmitting a report from the Commiss‘oner
of Indian Affairs of the persons employed by that
bureau, with iheir compensation, during the last
year; which was laid on the 1able, and ordered to
be printed.
| Alsn, a memorial of the Leg'slative Assembly of
it the Territory of Iowa, tha. setlers on the sixteenth

{ sections be allowed a pre-emplion right to the same,

i nng that other lands be set apart as school Jands;
an

! A memorial from the same body, praying that

szitlers on the mineral lands may be allowed the

right of pre-emption; aod

A memorial from the same body, praying that
!! the commissisners of Lee county be authorized to
|| enter a qoantity of school lands in the Sac and
| Fox_resersion; whirh were severally referred to

the Commitiee on the Pablic Lands.

Also, & memorial of the same body, praying that
| Congress provide for that Territory three six-poun-
der cannon and other munit'ons of war; which was
| referred to the Commit:ee on Mulitary Affairs.

Mr. MERRICK presented a memorial of Jacob
Greaves for a penion; which was referred o the
Committee on Naval Affairs,

Also, a memorial of the Howard Institotion of
the city of Washington, praying for assistance;
‘which was referred 10 the Commiitee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Also, the menorial of the president and directors
of the Bank of the Metropoliv, in the city of Wash-
ington, praying for a rerewal of their charter;
which was referred to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of the
#dm’nistrator of Gecrge Simpson, deceased; which
was referred to ths Commitiee on Finance.

Mr. CALHOUN presented the petition of Ma-
thew Irvine Keith; which was refeired to the Com-
miltee on Cla‘ms,

Mr. CLAY I'ON presented a petition of ci izens
of the State of Delaware, praying for the consiruc-
tion of a stzam revenue cutter for Delaware bay;
which was referred to the Committee on Come
Jmerce.

Mr. PRESTON pres-nted the memorial of the
heirs of Dr. Thomas Coorer, praying the re-
payment of a fine exacted under the Alien and Se-
dition laws; which was referred to the Committee
on the Jud:ciary.

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of & nnm-
ber of inbabi‘ants of Wesichester county, New
York, for a redaction of the rates of postage;
which was referred to the Comuitiee on the Post
Office and Post Roads. .

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the memorial of
the executors of Henry Eckford; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Naval Aflairs,

Mr. RUGGLES presented the memorial of Sa-

uel E. 8mith and others, of Wiscasset, praying

a reduction of posiage; which was referred to

the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Mr. YOUNG presented the memcrial of Joseph
8m'th, jr. Bidney Rigdon, and Elias Higbee, in be-
half of “The Latter Day Saints,” commonly
called Mormons, praying for a redress of griev.
ances, inflct d on them by the people of the State
of Missouri. .

Mr. Y. moved that it be printed, and refersed to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

. After some iemarks from Mr. LINN,
Mr. NORVELL moved 1o lay ths whole subject

on the t.ble,

Mr. YOUNG called for the readiog of the me-
morial, and it was aceordingly read.

After some fuither remarks fiom Messrs. BEN-
TON, PRESTON, and CLAY, of Ken'ucky, the
motion to lay on the table was agreed to, with the
undersanding that it would be called up at an sarly
day.

Mr. STRANGE presented the petition of Su-
saonah R, Pickett; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

Also, the pedition of William Hawkins; which
was veferred to the Commitiee on Claims,

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee
Claims, reported

A bill for the relief of Joseph M. Hernandez;

on

and

A bill for the relief of George W. Paschall;
whch were severally read and ordered to a sc-
cond read'ng.

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of John C.
Reynolds, late disbursing agent of the Indian De-
partment; which was reaq, and orlered to a second
reading.

Mr, MERRICK, from the Committee on the
District of Columbia, to which was referred

A Dbill_coucerning the estates of idiols or luna-
ties and infants i the District of Columbia; and

A bill giving the assent of Cobgress to the acts
of the General A of Virginia, P i
the Falmouth and Alexandria Rai'road Company,
and for other purposes;

Reported the same without amendment.

Mr. M. also, from the same commitee, reported
a bill autherising the granting of letters testamen-
tary, and of adminisiration to aliensin the Dis-
trict of Columbia; which was read, and ordered to
a second reading.

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Public
Lands, reported an act for the relief of Witliam
Osteen; which was read, and ordered to a second
reading,

‘The resolution submitted by Mr. MERRICK, to
admit the Disuict A1tsmey and the Reporter of the
Supreme Court on the floor of the Senate, was
taken up and disagreed to.

Mr. PRESTON sabmitted the following resolu-
tion :

Resolved, That the President of the Uni‘ed States
be requested fo communicate to the Senate the
cause of the removal of General Call from the
government of the Territory of Florda, and the
coiresp connectel th ith; and also the
correspondence between the Departmert of War
and Governor Call, concernirg the war in Florida.

‘The bill for the relief of certain persons therein
nsmed; and

The bill for the relief of Samuel R. Slaymaker,
weie severally read a third time, and passed.

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS,

The bill to establish a Board of Comm'ssioners
tohear and examine claims against the United
States, was laken up as in Committee of ibe

o0'e. .

Mr. BEVIER offered an amendment excluding

private land claims from the jurisdiction of the bill;
which was not agreed to—ayes 10, noes 31

Mr. PRENTISS offered an amendment ex-
cluding such cases as were within the jurisdiction
of the judicial tribunals and the officers of “the
General Government; which was sgreed to.

Mr. WALKER moved a new section, making
the action of the board, when adverse to the
claimants final, bit not so when gainst the United
States, and that nothing in the bill should compel
claimants to preseat heir claims before this board;
which was disagreed to-—ayes 12, noes 31.

After snme further unimportant amendments,
which, with _those preceding, were debated by
Messrs,  HUBBARD, SEVIER, TAPPAN,
WALKER, CLAY, of Alabama, PRENTISS,
GRUNDY, and HENDERSON, the bill was [v;‘
dered to be engrcssed—ayes 25, noes 16, as fol-
lows:

YEAS—Messrs. Clayton, e
Davis, Dixon, Grundy, Hubbard, Kitg,
Licn, Merrick, Nicholss, Pierce, Prentirs,
Roate, Rohinssn, Smith, of Connecticat,

“tenden, Cuthbert,
Crittend Knight,
Pres on,

Souths

Coverage of congressional discussions about the Latter-day Saints memorial and
abolition petitions in the Congressional Globe, 28 January 1840. Library of

Congress.



THE REVELATORY SOURCES
OF EARLY LATTER-DAY SAINT
PETITIONING

JORDAN T. WATKINS
Jordan T. Watkins is an assistant professor of Church history and doctrine at

Brigham Young University.

In December 1833, the Lord instructed members of the Church of Christ
to petition government for assistance. This instruction came soon after
Joseph Smith learned that mobs had driven members from their homes
in Jackson County, Missouri. In commanding those members to seek gov-
ernmental support, the Lord identified the Constitution as the inspired
legal basis for their petition efforts. This revelation made sacred both the
Constitution and the act of seeking redress.'

But if that act was sacred, it also was freighted with political meaning.
While the revelation came as a direct response to the particular circum-
stances in Missouri, it also appeared in the midst of a charged national de-
bate over slavery. The slavery issue overshadowed the era’s other political
concerns, including congressional consideration of Church members’ pe-
tition efforts. During the mid-1830s, when abolitionists flooded Congress
with petitions, anxious Southern politicians led a successful charge to stem
the tide. Southern fears of federal meddling with their peculiar institution
stood to undermine the prospect of federal intervention in Missouri and
on behalf of the Missouri members.



* LATTER-DAY SAINTS IN WASHINGTON, DC *

The divine direction to petition seemed doomed by human failure, but
Smith’s 1833 revelation anticipated governmental indifference and warned
that the Lord would “come forth out of his <hiding> place & in his fury
vex the nation? This checked the members’ reliance on government and
even qualified their view of the Constitution as sacred. In other words, by
promising godly retribution in the face of human failure, the same source
that instructed members to cherish the Constitution and petition govern-
ment discouraged them from fully trusting in those institutions.

In the pages that follow, I identify the divine origins of early Latter-day
Saint petition efforts and outline the ways in which political debates over
slavery undermined those efforts. I also track how the very revelation that
sanctioned the members’ constitutionalism and commanded their peti-
tioning directed them to look to God when those petition efforts failed.
These developments occurred in relationship to the Missouri members’
experiences and the Saints’ petition efforts in the District of Columbia.

Revelation indicating that the Lord had established the Constitution and
instructing the members to appeal to government for assistance, 1617 December
1833, Revelation Book 2, Kirtland Revelation Book, Revelations Collection,

ca. 1829-1876. Church History Library.
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* THE REVELATORY SOURCES OF EARLY LATTER-DAY SAINT PETITIONING *

The failure of these efforts encouraged a crucial change in approach. While
members continued to petition the government throughout Smith’ life, in
the 1840s he shifted their focus from human legislatures to the divine law-
maker. The members’ early acceptance of the revelatory command to pe-
tition anticipated this late development; in relying on the Lord’s direction
about human government, Smith’s followers demonstrated their ultimate
loyalty to God’s legislation.

In the 1830s, members sacralized the Constitution. The process by
which they envisioned the Constitution as sacred both corresponded to
and diverged from broader developments. The nation’s founding legal
document was not born as the Constitution. At the time of its ratification,
James Madison thought of the document less as a complete legal text and
more as an imperfect system of government. However, over the course of
the next decade, congressional debate recast the document as fixed, static,
and even sacred.’ The generation that followed the Founders adopted and
advanced this view. Indeed, the passage of time and the passing of the
founding generation bestowed a new sacredness on the Constitution.

Church members sacralized the Constitution while falling victim to
some Southerners’ insecurities about their slave property. Although the
Missouri members who opposed slavery did little to publicize their views, in
the summer of 1833 a Jackson County mob cited perceived antislavery senti-
ment in order to justify the destruction of the Church’s press and the tarring
and feathering of Bishop Edward Partridge and Church member Charles
Allen. News of rising tensions troubled Smith, whose revelations had prom-
ised the establishment of a millennial Zion.* In response to his concerned
cries, the Lord directed Missouri members to uphold “constitutional” law.?
A few weeks later Smith wrote from Kirtland, urging members to remain in
Jackson County. He also prophesied that “god will send Embasadors to the
authorities of the government and sue for protection and redress.”®

Smith’s followers recognized that prophetic success required human
effort. In September, Missouri Church leaders petitioned Governor Daniel
Dunklin. Introducing themselves as “citizens of the republic . . . residents
of Jackson county” and “members of the church of Christ,” they laid claim
to “rights, privileges, immunities and religion, according to the Consti-
tution” The petitioners informed Dunklin that, based on the perceived
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* LATTER-DAY SAINTS IN WASHINGTON, DC %

C. C. A. Christensen, Mobbers Raiding Printing Property Store at
Independence, Mo., July 20, 1833. Church History Library.

threat of losing land and slaves, Jackson County residents had destroyed
the petitioners” property and warned them that any effort to obtain redress
would be met with violence. The members argued that such intimidation
jeopardized the republic as a whole, noting that when “the poorest citizen’s
person, property or rights and privileges, shall be trampled upon by a law-
less mob with impunity, that moment a dagger is plunged into the heart
of the Constitution.” They then petitioned Dunklin to raise troops to help
them defend their rights, sue for damages, and try the mob “for treason.””
This marked the beginning of a Latter-day Saint constitutionalism forged
in the fires of religious persecution.

Church members had no reason to believe that their petition would
fail. In his response, Dunklin wrote, “I should think myself unworthy the
confidence with which I have been honored by my fellow citizens did I
not promptly employ all the means which the Constitution and laws have
placed at my disposal, to avert the calamity with which you are threatened”
After referencing what seemed to be wide-ranging executive powers,
Dunklin proceeded to encourage a narrow judicial solution. He advised
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Letter from Governor Daniel Dunklin to Church leaders in Missouri, 19 October 1833.
W. W. Phelps Collection of Missouri Documents, 1833-1837, Church History Library.

the downtrodden members to take their case before the local circuit judge.
If that course failed, he explained, then “my duty will require me to take
such steps as will enforce a faithful execution” of the laws.®

Church leaders immediately hired four lawyers, which infuriated lo-
cal residents who then renewed attacks on Church properties and drove
members from their homes.’ In early December 1833, Church leaders again
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* LATTER-DAY SAINTS IN WASHINGTON, DC %

petitioned Dunklin, asking him to help them secure assistance from “the
militia of the State, if legal, or . . . a detachment of the United States Rang-
ers”!?

While Missouri members sent off another petition, news of the mob’s
renewed attacks arrived in Kirtland. The distraught Smith again instructed
members to retain their lands and use every “lawful means to obtain re-
dress”*! Writing first descriptively and then prophetically, he noted, “When
the Judge fails you, appeal unto the Executive, and when the Executive
fails you, appeal unto the President, and when the President fails you . . .
continue to weary” God, who “will not fail to exicute Judgment upon your
enemies.”’? Smith was encouraging members to exhaust all legal means,
but he was also reminding them to place their ultimate trust in God.

In less than a week, Smith’s instruction gained the backing of a reve-
lation. The Lord explained that his people “had been afflicted and perse-
cuted” because of their “jar[r]ings and contentions.”" Even still, he offered
them mercy and promised vengeance.'* The Lord explained that the mem-
bers had a role to play in the divine calculus; they had to use the right of
petition to secure the nation’s condemnation. While giving this instruc-
tion, the Lord identified himself as the source of the Constitution. In urg-
ing members to “continue to importune for redress and redemption by the
hand of those who are placed as rulers and are in authority over you,” the
Lord explained that he had “established the constitution . . . by the hands
of wise men whom” he had “raised up unto this very purpose”* While an
earlier revelation had commanded obedience to constitutional law, this
revelation traced the origins of the Constitution to a divine source. This
encouraged a shift among members from constitutional adherence to con-
stitutional reverence.

However, the same revelation anticipated the failure of the members’
petition efforts and signaled the limits of the Constitution. Comparing
“the children of Zion” to the woman who petitioned the unjust judge, as
recorded in Luke,' the Lord instructed the members to seek redress “at
the feet of the judge if he heed them not let them impertune at the feet of
the Govoner and if the Govoner heed them not let them importune at the
feet of the President” As in Smith’ letter, the revelation anticipated gov-
ernment inaction and promised godly retribution: “And if the President
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Petition to President Andrew Jackson, 10 April 1834. W. W. Phelps Collection of
Missouri Documents, 1833-1837, Church History Library.



* LATTER-DAY SAINTS IN WASHINGTON, DC %

heed them not then will the Lord arise and come forth out of his <hiding>
place & in his fury vex the nation”"” The very revelation that gave divine
sanction to the members’ constitutionalism reminded them that God was
the supreme source of justice. It implied that they should not let inspired
writings and rights take the place of the actual source of inspiration.

Smith’s revelation proved prophetic. In February 1834, Dunklin re-
sponded to the Missouri members’ new petition and again told them that
he would “do every thing in [his] power, consistent with a legal exercise
of them, to afford your society” redress. His qualification mattered more
than what it qualified; as governor, Dunklin explained, he could not send a
militia to protect them. While state laws allowed him to summon a militia
in emergencies, he did not believe the members’ situation met the legal
requirements, and though the President of the United States could call
upon him to send forth a militia, no such request had been made.'® The
governor’s letter must have frustrated the Missouri members, but Smith’s
revelation had prepared them for the disappointment and instructed them
about how to proceed.

A few months later, in April, “members of the Church of Christ” fol-
lowed divine instruction by petitioning President Andrew Jackson. They
explained that although they were “almost wholly native born Citizens,”
they had been deprived of “those sacred rights guaranteed to every reli-
gious sect” Borrowing and highlighting a term Governor Dunklin had
used, they argued that the hostilities had created an “unprecedented emer-
gency in the history of our Country.” The petitioners then observed that
“the powers vested in the Executive of this State appear to be inadequate,”
and asked the president to call on the governor to provide a protective
force.”

The petitioners had reason to hope Jackson would help. In different
ways, the Indian Removal Act of 1830 (which authorized the forced dislo-
cation of American Indian tribes from their homelands in the southeast)
and the Force Bill of 1833 (which empowered the president to ensure com-
pliance with federal tariffs in South Carolina) had demonstrated Jackson’s
willingness to use federal power, including military might, to enforce fed-
eral legislation. But that overreach had been the result of political calcula-
tions and had come at a high political cost; although other Southern states

36



* THE REVELATORY SOURCES OF EARLY LATTER-DAY SAINT PETITIONING *

condemned South Carolina’s
confrontation with the federal
government, many slavehold-
ers began to view all federal
interventions as a threat to
slavery. In this context, lending
national aid to a marginalized
people in the slave state of Mis-
souri promised little and risked
much.

Church members could
not have known the full scope
of this background when Lewis
Cass, Jackson’s secretary of war,
responded to their petition in
May 1834.° Cass informed the

T. B. Welch engraving from drawing by
J. B. Longacre, 1833 portrait of Lewis Cass,
the secretary of war who responded to the ~ members that “the offences . . .

members’ petition on behalf of President are violations of the laws of the

Andrew Jackson. Library of Congress. . . «
y of Cong State of Missouri” and that “the

powers of the President . . . to
direct the employment of a military force . . . extend only to proceedings
under the laws of the United States.” Cass noted that when a governor re-
quests support to suppress an insurrection or execute state laws, the pres-
ident can call forth a militia, but Cass did not believe these allowances ap-
plied to the petitioners’ case. Dunklin had referred them to the president,
and now Cass directed them back to the governor. It appeared that neither
office was willing to assist the “Latter Day Saints”?' The members contin-
ued to craft new petitions that aligned with their evolving grasp of the law,
but political forces beyond their control undercut these efforts.

In particular, the anxious proslavery political response to the rise of
radical abolitionism enervated the Saints’ calls for redress. In the mid-
1830s, abolitionists directed a mail campaign meant to flood the nation
with antislavery literature and inundated Congress with petitions to abol-
ish slavery in DC, suppress the domestic slave trade, and refuse to ad-
mit new slave states.” Southerners united in their condemnation of these

37



* LATTER-DAY SAINTS IN WASHINGTON, DC %

AT(—;
(,,As7

Ve,

%ﬂ/}‘ ,ﬂ’/ﬁar‘t'l" eced” ‘;‘;{

o Joay 2% 17Dy
& e
./54;/'/éu: 7¢s,
}/ 4/,/(zjg¢1'/en//4 'K{J ze/u1,<,¢(/ o
/’L’I‘,({(/Lﬂ_-(,/:’,l(g ,4///.11(/3) tireceeorial aceo 41((4)
adlctrefeeds o /‘Zi'f.,./ /{7 ;ﬂ, cinerl e Bt r'(//w

iz

(’1'11:7'/1 e y/( Hlt'e foocer <, /76711 ev Aeer /Zi/ t'i/(&A/W:(L&J’-l'/

ti orclec Lo /.ma/e ot ?,, r»(«://’(!(fﬂ/ 0,44«0/%»7/«1/«»? 7

../1« Aredtoer, A‘/n oo tieeliceiteotr s (;t(fﬂ-r W7,otu/

hoat ///(' Of feccees, 7 ZoA el e L’¢:M/L/a;m/, e
S r/t yﬁ(v VAR Vh/o State o ﬂ’“44’““/'”:’/
QRee ot/ 1t £ 7 VA > /ut»fr./ a] (h’e' Aliitaio J(d[l . %/»rwv«l
o (/( ,/51)e < (‘c{t«-fx{// e cler 2 Creatotatioe a_.,(d,Aarf/
%ol t//c, (‘1;7¢. ,7/1/”(.,,/ rr/u tr0clitdn /p/.-,, %)
[i Cades, Ao K(({ e e - role e z;/n Cctvil Qietchs ,'4/7 I'J/ouud/
\é ,{1‘:/41//1’:-1.( cots, Lateicel #1(/;/ /n//r,r ceelece treiilecTOHED
| /4((*/[‘ 1/(///41;1(({/ ‘94a/1./,
! //,/r,(r s R T S s e 14;4,/4/
Agacteos I/C,fﬁay14 terecewd Lheteoaf, the VAP
| )/,17,“,‘4( O o the Rpp Z’««lf;,,zy ol State , or
7( e/((i;»e«41¢;.,)/ {»V{(r;/ //;/ /Ze ‘A aticrer Cavereot-
| /ﬁ Coververce o) Lo raa//,,uZ J{(F’Z 1,,,,.,Kv:/ ﬂ/ 4
A i, A Vs St /u//ie.«},“{. lo decppae
< et CZ P e ede Iou)/ / / ﬁ
S et 1/‘4} L lat o l’/ (/Z«’. Aoe s teat Cxiiy e
e 7(‘1/»»«44’,/ o L‘fu_'l Ao, {//a/a el tv et I'Itw P
v o treo c/;//é ririle ol oot / Laco. e fievicte wt,

7

Letter from secretary of war Lewis Cass, 2 May 1834. W. W. Phelps Collection of
Missouri Documents, 1833-1837, Church History Library.

efforts and, during the same period, anti-abolitionist violence spread in
the North.” In light of these developments and their own experiences,
Church leaders in both Missouri and Ohio tried to distance themselves
from abolitionists.* And yet, their petition efforts were inextricable from
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the debate over slavery. In 1836 the Senate informally tabled all antislavery
petitions and the House adopted a formal gag rule on the same, actions
that threatened other petitions—including those submitted by the Saints.”

During the late 1830s, unwitting Church members broadened their
petition efforts. In 1838, months after Smith had arrived in Missouri, new
hostilities broke out, culminating in the Saints’ removal from the state and
Smith’s own imprisonment. While languishing in jail in March 1839, he
instructed members to document their “suffering and abuses”* He in-
tended to present the resulting record “to the heads of the government in
all there dark and hellish” hue in order to “claim that promise which shall
call [God] forth from his hiding place and . . . the whole nation may be
left without excuse”” In the revealed framework of petitioning, the Saints’
continued efforts to obtain governmental remuneration further justified
the nation’s destruction.?®

After Smith and his fellow prisoners were allowed to escape in April,
he prepared to petition President Martin Van Buren.?”” During the next few
months, members gathered affidavits and approved a delegation to travel
to DC.** In October the delegation—comprised of Smith, Sidney Rigdon,
and Elias Higbee—set off for the nation’s capital. Along the way, Rigdon
fell ill and rested while Smith and Higbee pushed on to DC, where they
arrived on 28 November. The next day, they petitioned at “the feet of the
President”*! Records do not indicate what, exactly, they wanted the pres-
ident to do, but whatever their request, he responded: “I can do nothing
for you,— if I do any thing, I shall come in contact with the whole State
of Missouri” As a renowned defender of states’ rights, Van Buren needed
no time to weigh the political costs of assisting the marginalized Saints for
wrongs suffered in a slave state.

This meeting fulfilled a major requirement of the 1833 revelation, but
the central purpose of the trip was to present the Saints’ memorial to Con-
gress. This, too, was part of the logic of divine retribution. Writing from
DC to Church leaders in Commerce, IL, Smith noted, “we believe our case
will be brought before the house, and we will leave the event with God—
he is our Judge and the avenger of our wrongs”*? Each petition was part of
an apocalyptic equation that hastened God’s calculated justice. With that
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Senator Richard M. Young.

understanding in mind, the dele-
gates met with Illinois congress-
men to finalize the memorial.
The memorial outlined the
Saints’ losses in Missouri and
laid claim to their constitutional
“rights and immunities,” includ-
ing “religious freedom.” The pe-
titioners noted that if this “last
appeal” failed, they would wait
“until the Great Disposer of all
human events shall in his own

Mr. YOUNG presented the m=merial of Joseph
8m'th, jr. Bidney Rigdon, and Elias Higbee, in be-
half of “The Latter Day Saints,” commonly
called Mormons, praying for a redress of griey-
ances, infl'ct d on them by the people of the State
of Missouri. .

Mr. Y. moved that it be printed, and referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

After some1emarks from Mr. LINN,

Mr. NORVELL moved to lay ths whole sabject
on the t.ble,

HOUSE OF RFPRESENTATIVES,
Trespay, Janaary 28, 1840.

The first brs:ness in onder was the preposition of
Mr. Trowpsen of Svuth Carclina to amend the
ro'es, by the addition of the fullowing: .

Resclved, That, upon the presentation of any
‘memorial or petition praying for the abelition of

/ slavery or the slave trade in any Di-trict, Ter-

ritory, or State of the Union, and upen the presen-
tation of any resolution, or other paper toumch-
ing that subject, the reception of such memorial,
petition, resolution, or paper, shall te coasi'ered
as objected to, and the question of ils reception shall
be la-d on the table, without debate cr further action
thereon.

As recorded in the Congressional Globe, Senator Richard Young introduced

the Latter-day Saints’ memorial. That same day, the House of Representatives
made it even more difficult to consider abolition petitions. Congressional Globe,
28 January 1840, 149, 150. Library of Congress.
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good time remove us from these persecutions to that promised land” of
rest.”

While the Saints fulfilled their role in the divine drama, earthly factors
shaped the more immediate outcome of their efforts. On 28 January 1840,
the very day that Senator Richard M. Young presented the Saints’ memo-
rial, the House passed a rule prescribing that each abolition petition “shall
be considered as objected to, and the question of its reception shall be laid
on the table”** This created an extra barrier to the House’s consideration
of abolition petitions.

Meanwhile, Senator Young presented the Saints’ memorial on the Sen-
ate floor and moved that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.
Missouri’s Lewis F. Linn protested, “A sovereign State seemed about to be
put on trial before the Senate . . . and he was entirely opposed to the juris-

- 149 430
Mr. YOUNG called for the readiog of the me- ard, Spence, Surgeon, Walker, Wall, Wil ams,
morial, and it was accordingly read. and Youog—25.
After some fuither remarks fiom Messrs. BEN- NAY3—Mes:ire. Allen, Benten, Pe''s, Brown,
TON, PRESTON, and CLAY, of Ken'ucky, the Ca houn, Clay, of Alabama, Clay, of Keatucky, |

Fulion, Headenon, Lumpkinr, Mcuion, Noryeil,
Rusgles, Sevier, Sirange, and Tappan—1€.
Tte Senate then adjourned.

motion to l.ny on the table was agreed to, with the
gnders.a.ndmg that it would be called up at an early
ay.

HOUSE OF RFPRESENTATIVES,
Trrspay, Janaary 28, 1840.

The first brsiness in onder was the prepo-ition of
Mr. Tuowpson of South Carolina to amend the
roles, by the addition of the fullowing:

Resclved, That, upon the pieseniation of any
‘memorial or petition praying for the abelition of
slavery or the slave trade in any Di-trict, Ter-
ritory, or State of the Union, and upen the presea-
tauon of any resolution, or other paper tomch-
ing that subject, the reception of such memorial,
petition, resolution, or paper, shall te coasi'ered
as objected to, and the question of ils reception shall
be la d on the table, without debate cr further action
thereon.

M1 NORVELL said it appeared to him that Corgre _Mr. Tallmadge presented two petitions from citizens of Oswego county,

h N N New York, praying the abolition of slavery and the slavetrade in the Distri
} 1 N , praying i v e District
had no business with the subject at all, and that the wu of Columbia and Teritories of the United States; and the petition of a

number of citizens of Albany, in the State of New York, praying the ab-
olition of slavery in the District of Columbiaand Territories of the United
States, the suppression of the slavetrade between the States, and that no
State may be admitted into the Union whose constitution tolerates slavery.

A motion being made that the petitions be received, and the same being
objected to;

On motion by Mr. Brown,

Ordered, That the motion to receive the petitions lie on the table.

Mr. Tallmadge presented the petition of a number of citizens of Onei-
da county, in the State of New York, praying the prohibition of the use
of intoxicating liquors in the army and navy,and among the Indians ;
that the sale of said liquors in the Capitol and public depots of the United
States, be suppressed, and that an increase of duty be laid upon all import-
ations of the same;

Ordered, That it lie on the table.

ria) should go no further.

Mr. PREBTON said it was unusval on 2 preliminar
question of this kind to authorize a committee to send lor pe
sons aud papers, and he would suggest that it be ser.t 101
committee, and if necéssary they could ask fur power to sty
for persons and papers.

Mr. LINN said he did not wish, as a representative fre
Missouri, to move to lay the subject on the table, but he wou
do o if no other person did,

Mr. NORVELL moved to lay it on the table.

Mr. YOUNG called for the reading of the memorial, whic
was read accordingly, giving a long and minute account
the transactions in question.
| Mr BENTON asked with what view the motion had bec
made to lay this matter on the table ¥
l Mr. NORVELL. That it mav lic there fercver.

Mr. Young submitted additional documents in relation to the petition of
the  Latter Day Saints,” commonly called Mormons ; which were refer-
red to the Committee on the Judiciarv.

Reports printed in the Congressional Globe, the Daily Intelligencer, and the Journal
of the Senate indicate that Senator Richard Young introduced the Latter-day Saints’
memorial in the midst of a congressional debate about abolition petitions.
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diction.” John Norvell of Michigan agreed, saying, “It appeared to him that
Congress had no business with the subject at all.” Proslavery politics had
nurtured the federalism reflected in these statements. In other words, the
forces supporting the right to slave property had developed the convinc-
ing constitutional argument that the status of slavery fell entirely outside
federal jurisdiction—but completely inside state jurisdiction. Linn knew
it would be awkward if he moved “to lay the subject on the table, but he
would do so if no other person did” Norvell obliged him. But before the
vote, Young succeeded in having the memorial read. After the reading,
Missouri’s Thomas Hart Benton asked about the intention to table the me-
morial, to which Norvell replied, “That it may lie there forever.** Norvell’s
proposal recalled the gag rule on antislavery petitions.

To be clear, those petitions and the Saints’ memorial were different.
The former seemed to threaten direct federal involvement in the South-
ern states, while the latter requested federal support for a people living in
the North. And yet, while the decision to table antislavery petitions did
not dictate Congress’s determination regarding the Saints’ memorial, de-
bates over slavery demanded that politicians give constant consideration
to state sovereignty and federal power. This is evident in a concluding sug-
gestion made by the prominent senator from Kentucky, Henry Clay. He
proposed that “inquiry should be made by the committee whether” the
Saints’ memorial “is a matter of grievance, and, if it is, whether Congress
has any power of redress”*® After Clay’s proposal, the Senate agreed to lay
the Saints’ petition “on the table . . . with the understanding that it would
be called up at an early day”™”

A few weeks later, the Senate moved to refer the Saints’ memorial to the
Judiciary Committee.*® The next day, the senators engaged in a protracted
debate over abolition petitions and the right to petition itself. While Clay
and Daniel Webster championed “the right,” Calhoun demurred, insisting
that “it was among the least important” Calhoun asserted that “there could
be no local grievance but what could be reached by” suftrage and the right
of instruction, by which a state legislature could direct their senator to vote
a certain way.” New Hampshire’s Henry Hubbard described the issue as
one of jurisdiction, noting that “it seldom occurs (and perhaps has never
occurred) that a petition is presented here which so mistakes its proper
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direction as to ask relief of this Government in matters respecting which
the petitioner’s State Government alone possessed the power to grant re-
lief” Consequently, he explained, the “right of petition is the most limited
of popular and political righ[t]s*® This discussion bore the marks of pro-
slavery politics, which had placed severe restraints on the right to petition.

On 17 February, the Saints’ petition again shared space with abolition
petitions on the Senate floor. After the Senate tabled the latter, Young “sub-
mitted additional documents in relation” to the Saints™ petition.** A few
days later, the Judiciary Committee heard testimony from Elias Higbee,
Senator Linn, and others; a few weeks later, on 4 March, the members
of the committee issued their opinion.”? They determined “that the case
presented . . . is not such a one as will justify or authorize any interposi-
tion by this Government” They instructed the petitioners to “apply to the
justice and magnanimity of . . . Missouri. . . . It can never be presumed,’
the committee continued, “that a State either wants the power, or lacks the
disposition, to redress the wrongs of its own citizens”** These statements,
which aligned perfectly with those made by Senator Hubbard, show that
debates over slavery shaped the questions asked about the Saints™ petition
and furnished politicians with the language to argue that the Saints’ case
fell outside the realm of federal jurisdiction. Weeks later, the Senate ap-
proved the committee’s resolution.*

When Higbee learned of the decision, he passed it on to Smith, who
had returned to Illinois. “We have made our last appeal to all earthly tri-
bunals,” Higbee wrote, and we “have a right now which we could not here-
tofore so fully claim— That is of asking God for redress & redemption”*
Days before Higbee’s letter arrived, Smith publicly reported on his DC trip
and warned of the justice that would befall the nation if it failed to offer
redress.* News of the Senate’s decision fueled his contempt.*” During an
April conference, the Saints agreed that in “turning a deaf ear;” Congress
called “down upon their heads, the righteous judgments of an offended
God”* In a discourse given a few months later, Smith presented an apoc-
alyptic vision in which God would “cast a vot[e] against van buren” and
the nation.” When forces beyond his control mitigated efforts to obtain
redress, Smith added them to the revealed reckoning of God’s justice. The
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human effort to prepare the land for the Lord’s harvest had neared com-
pletion.

During the 1840s, the Saints continued to petition for redress.” In
November 1843 (the same month another doomed memorial was writ-
ten to Congress), Smith wrote to five prospective presidential candidates,
including Calhoun, asking whether they would provide redress if they
were elected.’ In his response, Calhoun wrote that the question “does not
come within the Jurisdiction of the Federal Government.”*?> A month later,
Smith fired back. Mocking the champion of state sovereignty, he asked,
“What think ye of imperium in imperio?” Showing little compunction at
this stage, Smith warned that if the federal government lacked restorative
power, “God will come out of his hiding place and vex this nation with a
sore vexation.”>

Most immediately, the Saints’ failure to obtain redress generated
Smith’s 1844 presidential campaign, but the failed petitioning also shaped
the simultaneous move to form a new government and a new constitu-
tion.”* On 11 March, Smith organized the Council of Fifty, understood
to be the political kingdom of God, and the council began discussing the
creation of “a constitution”” Smith’s faith in government had long since
expired and his belief in the sacralized right to petition had been all but
extinguished. Now his faith in the Founders’ Constitution waned. The na-
ture of the Saints’ constitutionalism allowed for this development. The fact
that their constitutional reverence rested on a revelation implied that their
ultimate faith in law and justice went beyond the document produced by
inspiration to the source of the inspiration itself. The Saints had adopted
and advanced a view of the Constitution as a sacred text, but their under-
standing of inspiration and revelation as continual freed them from seeing
the Constitution as a final legal arbiter. This version of constitutional rev-
erence allowed Smith to set the Constitution aside when it proved insuf-
ficient.

On 18 April, Willard Richards presented the draft of a new constitu-
tion. The first line echoed the United States Constitution before making a
quick departure: “We, the people of the Kingdom of God, knowing that
all power emanates from God.*® This reflected the council’s belief that the
time had come when “the supreme law of the land shall be the word of
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Jehovah”>” The new constitution also described the prophet as the Lord’s
mouthpiece. This emphasis anticipated Smith’s instruction, given just a
week later, to “let the constitution alone” In the voice of the Lord, Smith
told the council, “yea are my constitution.”*® The same source that had en-
couraged constitutional reverence now interrupted the council’s efforts to
create a new constitution; all of these events indicated the Saints’ ultimate
allegiance to God.

On the surface, the developments during the spring of 1844 seemed to
be a clear departure from the earlier emphasis on constitutional appeals.
But the move to petition God himself had been commanded in the very
revelation that sacralized that right. Indeed, the turn to God as ultimate
legislator had been anticipated even before 1833. In a January 1831 reve-
lation, the Lord had stated, “In time ye shall have no King nor Ruler for I
will be your King . . . & ye shall be a free People & ye shall have no laws but
my laws for I am your Law giver” By March 1844, it seemed that the time
had arrived for the Lord to fulfill this millennial promise.
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