“TRIBUNE” PETTIFOGGING.

The NEws of March 6th published
a portion of a lecture by a Mormon
Elder on “Joseph Bmith a8 a true
Prophet.”” The Wlder re-told the ac-
eount of Joseph Smith’s conversation
witn Steven A. Douglas in which it
was predicted that Mr. Douglas would
attempt to secure the Presidency of the
nation, Referring to this lecture as
though it were an editorial of the
News, the 7ribune said:

“‘Stephen A. Douglas was an American
statesman. Formerly he was a Judgo on
the Benech in Iiljiuocis. When the Mor-
mons were driven out of Missouri iato
Illinoia, wih the vigor which was part of
bis nature he inveatigated thoroughl
their aystem and reachoed the irresistible
conclusion that it was something more
than a creed, that it was a government
diamdetrically opposcd to the Government
of the United sitates; and whon the
Saints in turn were driven out of Itlinois,
and, when from this region .they peti-
tioned for Statehood, Judge Douglasin
his inelsive way declared that the United
States Governinent should interpoee and
send a Commission here to govern this
Territory. backed with suifieient force to
enforce its edicts.”

1 want to eall attention to a misrep-
resentation in the above. It was when
the Mormons were driven from ulis-
gsourt that Mr. Douglas became
their friend, and there is noth-
-ing to indicate that he was not their
friend all through their persecution
in [inois. Up to 1843, at least, he
‘was intimate with Joseph Bmith, avd
on the 18th of May of that year Mr.
Douglas dived with Mr. Smith at Car-
thage, Illinois, and it was on that oc-
casion that the prediction was made
that it is claimed was a “true’ proph-
ecy. That was but a yeir before Mr.
Bmlth’s Jdeath and Mr. Douglas said
nothing agalnst the Mormons until
1857, fourteen years after that couver-
sation took place.

Furthermore, the Mormona peti-
tioned for Btatebood iu 1849, eight
yeurs before Mr, Douglas opened his
lipe against them. It is elear, the:e-
fore, that the Tribune misrepresents
Mr. Douglas, and yet this is a matter
of hiatory. [tshowshow little reliance
can be placed upon the Pribunets state-
ments iu avything conceruing the
Mormons.

Again the Tribune, inits pettifogging
effort to wenken the force of the state-
ments made to Mr. Dou.las by Mr.
Bmith, says:

“It was safe to tell bim, too, that he
would die, for the diseasa eyen tlien was
upon him which killed bhim, a discase
which was beyond the science of medicine
to reliava.’’

That is to say, the Tribune asserts
that when Mr. Douglasdined with Mr.
Bmith ou the 18th of May, 18483, be
~was suffering from a diseage ““which
was bweyony the science of medicine to
relieve,” Yet he lived eighteen years
after that dinmner, that conversation
and that prediction! 1t will doubtless
be news to Mr. Douglas to be in-
formed thus that 1u1842 he was already
80 far gone that medical skill could uot
relieve him. This is only another evi-
dencelof the® 7ribune’s skill as a petti-
fogger.

1t was well known that Mr, Donglas’
disappointment hastened his death, as
gimilar disappointment bad hurried
Webster into the unknown, as similar

=

THE DESERET WEEKLY.

disappointment hastened Greely’s
death. It is quite likely that Mr.
Douglas had for years forgotten that
conversation with Joseph Smith and
died without recalling it. But, while
the prediction may have had nothing
whateverto do with Mr. Dsuglas’ de-
feat, while hiis hostility to the Moroions
may have in no wise contributed to his
defeat, there ig no need to misrepresant
the historical facts in order to mauu-
facture prejudice against the Mormons
today.

Mr. Douglas knew Mr. Bmith and
doubtless many more of the Mormons
well. Mr. Douglas, knowing more
ahout the Mormons than the editor of
the Pribune seems to know, was their
friend for many years, and uot uutil
the malice of Brocchus, Drumwmond,
Magraw, and others of their kiud had
aucceeded in creating a belief in the
Enpt that the Mormons were in re-
belliou apniust the government of the
United Btates, did Mrv. Douglassay a
word against them. He had not
known them personally for fourteen
years. Hwe knew how they had been
driven. He may have belleved that
they were in rebellion, as charged, and
so believing he may have made up his
mind that they should be destroyed.
Then, ugain, the outery againet thu
Mormsous in the East was very bitter
and general. No man could have
hoped to be elected $o the Presidency
of the nation who should defeud them.
Mr. Duuglas, it was remembered, had
teen he friend of the Mormons. When
he thought the time had come for Lim
to ask for the highest offiee in the gift
of the people, he may have reflected
that his friendship for the hated bMor-
mons would be raised against him and
hence he would kill the possibility of
snch a thing by denouneinz them.
Buch a thing is not only possible, but
it is human, aud Mr.
buman, All the facts in the oase
and all the presurnptions are solid
against the rancor of the Tribune as
shown in ita efforts to twist, distort
and misrepresent the actnal relation-
ship that existed between Steveu A,
Douglas, Joseph B8mith and the Mor-
mon people prior to 1857,

There is no reason to doubt that such
a conversation did occur,as is reported.
If the Mormon people call it a true
propleecy, what is there wrong in that?
If there were prophets in ancient
times, why should there not be proph-
ots now? The Z¥ribune dotes on the
prophets of the past, why should it
stultify itself by assuming a position,
the logical outcome of which is that
God is dead anid therefore the gift of
prophecy is lost forever? lL«t us tell
the truth and leave the event to time.

CHARLES EiLIs.

SAMUEL MULLINER.

On Tuesday, March 10th an account
of the dealh of Brother S8amuel Mulii-
ner, of Lehi, which occurred on the
26th of February, appeared in the
EvENING NEws, together with a
recital of some of the promineut iuci-
dents in his life, a8 furnished us by a
correspondeut. Owijug to 2 number of
the datea given being erroneons, nnd
the interesting nature of the career of
the deceased, we copy the following
from the Ifistorical feecord of 1887,
which, as the data was furnished by

ugias was,
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Brother Mulliner himself, can he relied’
upon a8 being correct:

“Sarnuel Malliner was born in Had-
dinglon. Iast Lothian, Scotland, Jan. 15,
1809. He spent his boyhood days at Dun-
bar.where he aleo learned the shoemaker’s
trade. He married Catherine Nisbet Doc.
4, 1830, and shortly aflerward decided to
emigrate to Aunstralia, but Anding himself
short of means he changed his plans, and
emigrated to America in 1832 seltling
near the city of Toronlo, in Canada,where
be first heard the fulness of the Goapol
proclaimed, and was baptized by Theo-
dore Turley Sept. 10, 1837, together with
bis wife. In the following spring he
started with his family for Missouri and
arrived in 8priogtield, Ill., on his way
thither, July 30, 1838. There his fanily
remained whilec be performed his mission
to Scotland. Owing 1o the tomporary
location of a number of fumilies from
Kirtiand»Ohio, in 1838 a branch of the
Church was organtzed at Springfield,
Nov. 4, 1838, in which Elder Mulliner
ofMeiated as a Teacher. Later, a Stake of
Zion was organized there. Brother Mull-
iner was ordained to the office of an Elder
March 10, 1839, and Lo that of a Seventy
May 6, 1930. On the latter date be waa
advi-ed to prepare for a foreign mission,
which he did and left his family at
springfteld, July 16, 1838, and started in
ecompany with an Elder Snider for New
York, where they arrived Aug. I0th.
Aftor preaching in fhe neighborhood of
that city and baving made a vimtio Kirt-
land, Ohio, be sailed from New York, in
company with Elders Hiram Clark and
Alexander Wright, Nov. 6, 1830. They
arrived in Liverpool, England, Dee. Srd.
un the 7th they started for Preston,
where they atrived on the dth. There
they rpent about ten days very pleasantly
with Willard Richards and the Saints.
On the evening of Dec. 19th, Eldors Mul-
liner and W right started for Seotland and
arrived at Glasgow on the 20th. After a
puccessful mission Elder Mulliner
took an affectionate leave of the
Saints in Scotland and gailed from
Glasgow Oct. 2, 1840, on his
way back to America. After vis-
iting among the Saints of Liverpool,
he attended a General Counfercnce at
Manchester and then engaged passage for
a small comnpany of Saints froin Scotland
on board the ship Isaac Newton, which
railed from Liverpool on the 1dth. This
was the first company of emigrants who
went hy way of New Orleans, where the
company arrived Decemnboer 2nd, after a
pleasant voyage of 48} days. For ycars
afterwards the favorite route of emigra-
tion from Great Britrin to Nauvoo, Ill.,
was via Naw Orleans. Elder Mnlliner’s
little company of Scotch Salnts continued
their travel from New Orleans by steam-
| boat up the Missisflppi River to St.Louls,
Mo., where Elder Mulliner left the com-

any and travele | by stage toSpringtield,

11., where he was again unmited wit \ his
family on December 19th, 1840. Some
timeafter s return home Elder Mulli-
nsr removed with bis familty to Nauvoo,
Ill., from which place he was seut ona
mi=sion in November, 1842. In crossing
the lake from Chieago to Bufifalo, a terri-
ble storin came up which wrecked nearly
cvery vessel on the lake exocept the one
Elder Mulliner and a fellow-missionary,
Jaties Houston.were on. In parting with
the captaln of the vessel {Mr. Walker) at
Buffalo, Elder Mulliner made him a pres-
eat of some Church hooks and thanked
him for bringing biwm safe across. The
captain reptied with emphasis: “Eider
Mulliner, don't thaok me; it 's I who
am under obligation to you for a safe
voyage, for I am fully convinced that had
it mot been tfor you Mormon Ehlers being
on hoard, the ship would have goncio
the bottom. AndI wish you, when you
get back horne, 1o tell your biothren that
if any of your Eldeis wish to cross thesa
- akes, let them inquire for Captain Walk-




