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ing, in A. D. 1600, of Cortez and
his troops, the writer says: ‘“To the
amazement of his soldiers, who fan-
cied themselves to be the first to
tread the soll, they found themselves
in the midst of vast ruins. the in-
contestable proofs of mighty genera-
tions who had disappeared. As
they penetrated the deep forests they
found vnst areas covered with
pueblos (villages), estufas, temjles,
palaces, monoliths, statues and plcto-
graphs, out-rivaling in marvelous
magnitude and complexity the an-
tiquitie. of Egypt or Assyria, Judes
or China.””

Here i8 an nssociation of ohjects

discovered in the abiding places of|

the Jaredites which, like a picture,
brings before the mind of the Book
of Monnon student, the worke and
history ot that anclent race. These
were not the chamctetistic handi-
works of Romans or Greeks, Mos-
lems or Jews. The Nephites were
Israelites; and numerous traces of
their Abralnmic descent and Mo-
saie tralning exist in temple, altar,
and Hebraie type and symbel, at-
testing their settlement upon the
land. The Israelites who lived
subsequent to the sixth century be-
fore the Christian ery, did not copy
the architecture, nor obsurve the
burial customs of the Egyptians,
the Babylonians, or Assyrians,
They did not bulld Asiatic pyra-
mids, monuments snd temples, and
raise monoliths and earth-mounds
in the peeulinr style of the early
post-deluvians. These strange and
incomprehensible remains of the
anefent world are fossilized imnges
of the thoughts of a strange and
peculiar race. They regarded the
enrth aa thelr present and future
dwelling-plnce, whether upon or
in it. They loved the earth, and

delighted in handling an:l appro-

priatiiyg its materinls.

Their ideas were huge and pon-
derous images, and these were re-
flected upon, and wrought out In
enduring substances—the everlasting
rocks. Their thoughts were st.r:mfely
material. They found a word in
every ohject and wrote it upon stone
with an iren point. They made
architecture n languayge, and con-
veyed wondrous knowledge by con-
figurations and graded lines in
masonTy. Th%mudc even empty
Bpaces speak: ey did these things
in Nipevah, Egvpt and Bahylon;
and they did the same things in
North, Central and South Amneriea.

Heores of examples exist of the
truth of this averment. And they
mlzht be given and described, hut it
is éeemed unnoecessary here, as their
existence is becoming well known to
the genernl reader.

J. H. KELSON.
[7o be continued.]

A LADY. IMPRISONED.

The Ogden Sandard of Jan. 12
hae the following:

During the afternoon sesslon of
the First DistrictCourt yesterday,the
grand jury filed into court, having
in charge Mre. E. C. Hendrickson, |
of Logan. Assistant U. 8. A tforney
Hiles stated to the court that she
refused to answer the question, “Did
your husband marry any other wo-
man on the same day??? referring to
the date of witness’ marriage, on the
ground that she wna the legal wife.

Mr. Kimball stated that inasmuch
a8 she claimed to be the legal wife
and had already sworn that her hus-
band had no wife living at the time
he married her, she was the legal
wife, and under the ruling in the
Miles case she was a privileged wit-
ness when in a case ayganinst her hus-
band, and wad not compelled to
testify.

The court did not think it came
nnder the rulings in the Miles case,
and ruled the question to be proper.

After consulting with her attor-
ney, Mrs. Hendvickson retired to
the grand jury room, but scon re-
turned ngnin in charge of the jury,
as she had again refused to answer
the gquestion.

The court nsked Mr. Kimball if
her answer was acebrding to his in-
structions.

Mr. Kimball stated that if she was
the legal wife she had a right to re-
fuse. The grand jury eould not ex-
amine her on her vwir dire. That
was ondy within the jurisdiction of
the court. The court must
first decide the questioh of
privilege. If she was the legnl
wife, she could not be com-
pelled to answer. If not, then the
question was proper. Until this
point was decided the court could
not punish her for contempt. Bhe
had appealed to the court from the
gmnd jury. The court could not
uny that they shonld determine her
clainy,

Mr. Hiles stated that the only
point rnised was ‘“is the question
proper?”’

Mr. Kimball replied. It must
{ firat be determined whether ghe i&
thelegnl wife or not. If she wus n |
witness in & trial against her hus-
band and she claimed her privi-
lege as the legal wife, the petit

jury would be sent out while she|
was aworn on her voir dére that they
might net be influenced by sugh
testlniony as might be produced. |
“What i8 the difference between fif- |
teen men sitting here (pointing to‘
the grand jury)and twelve men

|
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there (pointing to the petit jury
bhox)??? They should be sent out
while she is being examined by the
court, and she should not Le pun-
ished for contempt untll her ¢lnim
is decided unfavornhly. It isout of
the power of the court to ;order her
committed until then,and the grand
jury cannot ask it.

Here Mr. Hiles arose and in a
very impatient manner gaid that if
every contumsacious witness was al-
lowed to set up his or ber claim in
this way and appenl to the court, the
whole time of the court would bu
taken up In determining suech
claims. If this is a proper ques-
tion, and the court has so ruled,
she should answer. Bhe has re-
fused nnd should be committed for
contempt. There is no use of trifi-
ing with these people,but to see that
the judgment is carried out. In
order for the jury to determine her
claim she must answer the ques-
tion, If answered in the affirma-
tive, the next question would be
which of the ceremonigs was prior
to the other.

Mr, Kimball reiternted what he
had previously stated and raid that
the argument used by Mr. Hiles,
namely the consumption of the
court’s time, was simply an un-
fortunate point in lnw. 1t could not
be changed now. The law confers
the privilege and the witness claims
the right of that privlicge. She has
testified that her husband had no
wife living at the time of her mar-
ringe with him. She i therefore
his legal wife and does not appear in
contempt.

The courtstated that that wae only
ber conelusion; she could not know
whether her husband had another
wife. The only instruction asked by
the jury was, “Is the question prop-
er??”  The court is only to pass upon
the question of competency; it ir not
to deterinine fssues ariging in the
jory room. They simply ask her
the question in order to determine if
she is a privileged witness. She re-
fuses to testify, and I don’t think
she can do it.

Mr. Kimball asked that question
and witness’ claims be reduced to
writing so that she could take excep-
tions.

This wis done, and Mre. Hen-
drickeon was committed to the
penitentiary until such time as she
exp a willingness to anawer.
She was given in charge of her
brother, George €. Parkinson, until
this morning, whenshe will leave
for 8alt Lake City.

Notice hag been flled of an a
to the supreme court, and {) 18
thought an attempt will be made to

have her releasd on habeas oorpus
next Tuesday or Wednesdny.



