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If, however, the applicant should
say ‘“Yes,”” these are among the in-
quiries that are propouuded to him,
and to moest of them an answer is
required in the negative for him to
PAss.

Suppose a man was ou the un-
devground for polygamy or uniaw-
ful cohabitation, would you help
him fo hide or escape?

Do yon believe in
Sm?’}

Do you believe Joseph Bmith to
be a prophet?

Do you believe he ever received
a revelation?

Do you believe certain persous in
the( hurch have received revela-
tions from the Alinighty?

Suppose Mr. Georgze Q. Cannon
or Mr. Wilford Woodruff sheuld say
they hiad a revelation from God that
you should go into polygamy would
you do it?

Don’t you believe it vight to obey
the direct ecommands of the Al-
mighty?

Will you obey the lawsof the
land that may be made against
any doctrine or priuciple of the
Church?

Do you thiuk the Bible teaches
polygzamy?

on’t you believe the Almighty
knows what is right and what is
wrong?

If the Almighty has given a
commuand saying polygamy is right,
o you say that you believe it is
wrong, even in the abseuce of any
law agaiust it?

1f you were threatened with ex-
comuiunication from the Church if
you did not conform to au order to
enter polygamy, what would you
do?

“Mormon-

The foregoing are some of the
questions asked today. One appli-
cant replied that he believed in
“Mormonism?? as taught in the
Bible, whereupon Judge A ndersen

remarked, ‘“The Bible is good
authority in this court.”?
During the examinatiou one

Joseph Lipman was engaged in
questioning applicants who stated
that they were “"Mormons.” Of
these he would inquire:

Do you pay tithing?

Avre you iu good standing in the
Church?

Do you believe the revelations
coutained in the Doctriue aud
Coveuants?

Was polygamy taught when you
joined the Church?

Don’t you have to believe ull the
doctrines to become a member of
the Chureh?

Is not pulygamy a cardinal doc-
triue of the Church?

What do you have to do to boe-
come 3 member of the Church?

Many others of a like character
were also asked. To A. P. Lind-
holm, Lipmau objected because he
could uot read or write the English
language, and therefore could not
vote intelligeutly.

The court held that as Mr. Lind- |

liolm eould read and write in his
pative language and could talk
English, the objectiou was not well
founded. i

illustrat-on:
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cliipax today was reached wheu
Auagust H. Nordvall came. He
passed the Court’s examiuation sat-
isfoctorily, aud Mr. Lipman said—1
object to his admission because he
is s member of the Mormon Church,
and must therefore accept and be-
lieve in all of its doctrines. If he
does nof, then he should be excomn-
miunicated, and if he believes in its
doctrines he should not be admitted
to be a citizen.

Lieut. R. W. Young had been a
silent listener to the proceedlugs
thus far, and at this point he arose
and suggested that many members
of the Chureh did uot regard polyg-
amy as compulsory, as was shown
by the history and status of the
people, as well as the declaratious
made by many.

Mr. Lipman-—1f it i® not obliga-
tory, then the heads of the Church
should be summoned here and be
required to testify to that faet. As
it 1s, we can’t find out What is the
faith of the Latter-day Saints. If
the Church hag any doctrines
which its members are reguired to
aceepl, the court should know it.
There seems to be a confliet as to
what Mormonism is, and I thiuk
there should e established here
Jjust what the Mormons do believein.

Judge Anderson—I don’t think
polygamy is compulsory. All may
have been exuected to ¢bey it, but
fora number of vears it has not
been enjoined. The law of the land
requiresthat a man should bLe of
good moral character and attached
to ihe priuciples of the Constitution.
The fact of a man’s religious belief or
that be is 2 member of the Church
in good standing is uot a ground for
exclugion. The standing of men iu
a church may be of different de-
grees; they may agree on the gene-
ral proposition, but on many dec-
triues or details they roay disagree.
I think a man should conform to all
the laws of Lhe church of which he
is a member; but this mausays he
will not, and he has the right to
take that position. It is apparent
that he has been a good citizen. He
even 83ys that he will not obey a
cerlain doctrine of the Chuireh—
though the law does uot require him
to awear that; it only requires that
he will obey the laws of the Jand.

Mr. Lipman—Suppose there was a
gang of men banded togetlier for
horse stealing, and one member did
not believe in stealing, yet contri-
buted meaus to its support, would
he make a good citizeu?

Court—Let me give you another
In JTowa we have
a prohibitory liquor law. Many
people believe it wrong. I am
myself in that elass. We worked
for ifs repeal. Yet I never
heard of a proposition to ex-
clude a 1nan from fellowship
because he oppused that law. If he
does not break it he is a good citi-
zen, even wheu he believes the law
wrong. Your illustration is strongly
overdrawn. DMembership in the
*Mormon?? Church is uot a_test for
citizenship under the law. T am not
here to say what the law should be,
but what it is. 1t reyuires that a

Objection was made to sev-|manshould conduct himself as a
eral others on trivial grounds, | good citizen, and this maun hasdone
and were overruled, but thelibat. Let him be admitted.

The following are tlie names of
those who were naturalized today:
Jamesa J. Giles, Joseph J. Giles,
John Moore, Anders P’, Liudholm,
John L. Brown, Chas. K. Erickson,
Louis M. Erickson, Fred. Shaw.
Chas. J. Erickson, Lamecl Krantz,
Elias M. Krantz, Charles Bym:-
monds, John Hadley, Rudolph
Blattuer, Ole . Hansen and
August A. Nordvall.

DEBATE ON “MORMON]SM.”

We are iu recejif. of the report of
a debate between Elder Charles G.
Hyde and a minister of the Chris-
tian denomination, pamed Krut-
sing.r, lheld at Ruibinson, Green
County, Indiania, during the latter
part of October. The challenge
emanated from people belonging to
the deuomination named, and by
the adviece of President Booth,
Elder Hyde aceepted it.

As 18 often the case, this opponent
of “Mormonism?’ deserted the prop-
ositions agreed upon as the subject
of discussion, and wandered off in-
to slander and abuse of the people of
Utah. From tlie report of his re-
marks which is furnished ug, there
appears to have been very little
sense or logic embraced in tliem.

Elder Hyde, on the contrary, con-
fined himself mainly to a discussion
of doctrines and priuciples, support-
ing his pusition by scriptural proofs.
At the outset Rev. Krutsinger hsd
announced himself ready to con-
tinue the debate as long as ueces-
sary, even till Chrisimas, but at the
third sesgion he expressed himself as
very much disgusted with it, and
blamed his friends for drawing him
into it. He wanied to bying the de-
bate to a close, but Elder Hyde ob-
Jjeeted, being desirous to further cor-
rect his slauders and explain the
principles of the Baints. It was put
to a vote of the people whether the
debate should contiuue, and the ma-
Jjority of them beiug Christians, and
evidently in sympathy with their
champion in his dilemma, came to
his rescue by voting in favor of end-
init.he debate.

Clder Hyde appears to have thor-
oughly discomfited his opponent,
and_to have laid the doctrines ef
the Latter-day Saints in plaiuness
before his hearers.

REGAINED HIS LIBERTY.
Brother Michael Vaughau, of

Lehi, emerged from the penitenti-
ary this morning after serving a
uine months’ sentence on eonvie-
tion of adultery with his wiyes.
His health has been good during his
inearceration, and he feels none the
worse for his imprisonment. but is
very glad to regain his liberty. He
left seventy-six of the brethren in
prisoq, all of whom, with the excep-
tion of Brother Joseph Clark, of
Provo, are iu good heulth, and the
latter was reported to be slightly
improved this morning, though ex-
tremely low. TIn addition o the im-

rizonment imposed upon him,

rother Vaughan was required to
pay the costs of his trial, amounting
to $58.60, notwithstanding the Judge
made no mention of costs in sen-
tencing him,



