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ing in A D 16001500 of cortez and
his troops the writer says to the
amazement of hishie soldiers who fan-
cied themselves to be the first to
tread the sollsoil 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 vast areas covered with
pueblos villages estufasfasy temples
palpalacesdees monoliths statues and piato
graphs outoat rivaling in marvelousmarveloua
magnitude and complexity the an-
tiquitiesti ties of egypt or assyria judea
or china

here is an association of objects
discovered in the abiding places of
the JaredJairedites which like a picture
brings before the mind of the book
of mormon student the works and
history of that ancient race these
were not the handi
works of romans or greeks mos-
lems or jews the Nephites were
israelites and numerous traces of
their descent and mo-
saic training exist in temple altar
and hebraic type and symbol at-
testing their settlement upon the
land the israelites who lived
subsequent to the sixth century be-
fore the christian eraem did not copy
the architecture nor observe the
burial customs of the egyptians
the babylonians or assyriansAssyrians
they did not build asiatic pyra-
mids monuments and temples and
raisebalse monoliths and earth mounds
in the peculiar style of the early
postpod these strange and
incomprehensible remains of the
ancient world aream fossilized images
of the thoughts of a strange and
peculiar BM they regarded the
earth as their present and future
dwelling place whether upon or
in it they loved the earth and
delighted in handling andana appro-
priatingpriating its materials

their ideas huge and pon-
derous images and these were re-
flected upon and wrought out in
enduringenduring substances the everlasting
rocks theirair thoughts were stranstrangelyely
material they found a woword in
every objectoh efe and wrote it upon stostonene
with an hon pointjoint they made
architecture a languagejan guage and con-
veyed wondrous knowledgeknow fedge by con-
figurationsfigu rations and graded lines in
masonry thethey made even empty
spaces speak fhtheyey did these things
in ninevah egypt and babylon
and they did theme same things in
north central and south america

scores of examples exist of the
truth of this averment and they
might be givenven anand described but itft
is deemedeeme unnecessary here as their
existence is becoming well known to
the general reader
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to be continued

A LADY imprisoned

the ogden standard of jan 12
has the following

during the afternoon session of
the first DistrictCourtyesterday the
grandeurygrangrand jurydjury filed into court having
in charge mrs E C hendricksonhendrichson
of logan assistant U SAtattorneytorney
hiles stated to the court that she
refused to answer the question did
your husband marry any other wo-
manan on the same day referring to
the date of witness marriage on the
ground that she was the legal wife

mr kimball stated that inasmuch
as 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 against her hus-
band and was not compelled to
testify

the court did not think it came
under the rulings in the miles case
and ruled the question to be proper

after consconsultinglilting with her attor-
ney mrs hendrickson retired to
the grand jury room but soon re-
turned again in charge of the jury
as she bad again refused to answer
the question

the court asked mr kimball if
her answer was according to his in-
structions

mr kimball stated that if she was
the legal wife she had a right to re-
fuse the grand jury could not ex-
amineamine her on her vowvoir dire that
was only within the jurisdiction of
the court the court must
first decide the question of
privilege if she was the legal
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 shebhe
had appealed to the court from the
grand jury the court could not
say that they should determine her
claim

mr hiles stated that the only
point raised was is the question
proper

mr kimball replied it must
first be determined whether she is
the legal wife or not if she was a
witness in a trial against her hus-
band and she claimed her privi-
lege as the legal wife the petit
jury would be sent out while she
waswasa swornworn an her vowvoir dire that they
might not be influenced by such
testimony as might be produced
what is the difference between alffif-

teen men sitting here pointing to
the grand jury and twelve men

there pointing to the petit jury
box they should be sent out
while she is being examined by the
court handsheand she should not be pun-
ished for contempt until her claim
is decided unfavorably it is out of
the power of the court to borderorder her
committed until thenand the grand
jury cannot ask it

here mr hilea arose and in a
very impatient manner said that if
every contumacious witness was al-
lowed to set up his or her claim in
this way and appeal to the court the
whole time of the court would be
taken up in determining such
claims if this is a proper ques-
tion and the court has so ruled
she should answer she has re-
fused and should be committed for
contempt there is no use of trifl-
ing with these people but to see that
the judgment is carried out in J
order for the jury to determine her
blaim she must answer the ques-
tion if answered in the affirma-
tive the next question would be
which of the ceremonies was prior
to the other

mr kimball reiterated what he
had previously stated and saidmid that
the argument used by mr hiles
namely the consumption of the
courts time was simply an un-
fortunate point in law it could not
be changed now the law confers
the privilege and the witness claims
the right of that privilege she hishas
testified that her husband had no
wife living at the time of her mar-
riage with him she is therefore
his legal wife and does not appear in
contempt

the court stated that that was only
her conclusion she could not know
whether her husband had another
wife the only instruction asked by
the jury was Is the question prop-
ererv the court is only to pass upon
the question of competency it is not
to determine issues arising in the
enry room they simply ask her 4
the question in order to determine if
she is a privileged witness she re-
fuses to testify and I1 dant 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 was done and mrs hen-
dricksondr was committed to the
penitentiary until such umetime as she
expressed a willingness to answer
she waswaa given in charge of her 1

I

brother george C parkinson until
this morning when she will leave
for salt lake city

notice has been filed of an appeal A

to the supreme court and if IsIB

thought an attempt will be made to
have her released on habeas corpus
next tuesday or wednesday


