good men for,all tbal; beiter by. far
than some who aseail them. But you
#ay tbat you do not *find in tbis so;
called bistory onme place whbere any
man whbo ever opposed the Baints in a

rivate or official capacity was righbi.’
Liet me cite 5 few passages (romg the
history:

“‘That all who bated BrighamY ouny
aod Joseph 8mith were rogues and
hypocrites we do oot belleve; no more
than we believe that Josepb and Brig-
ham were perfect men, witbhout fault,
aud not Jlable, ilke all men, to make
mistakes. We believe that many who
hated them were nsincere In their
hatred, and bopestly suppored that
they had ample cause for it.”’—Page
534,

“4But the Geutiles did pot Jove bim
(Brigham}); at least not all, nor even
most of them. There were mauy rea-
sons for this, both from his atandpoint
and theira.>’—Page 585.

‘*The Federul officials and nov-Mor.
wous generaily, who have comé to
Utah since that time, hsave usually
heen of two classes, friends and ene-
mies to the great m jority of the peo-
ple. Most of them nave been preju-
4iiced against the Bziuts even belare
¢oming amongthem. Some whoat first
were ‘tiendly have turned against them
after their arrival, and, others, once
thorougbly embittered, have bad their
views much modifled ufter surveying
the local aituation and gojournivg for &
short time in the Territury, Bome of
these bave embraced the Mormon
faith. Wby there should be this
diversity in conduct is left to the
reader to surmise. [kt suffices usto
know that sincerity nod disinteresied-
nese, Rs well’ g8 eelfisbpoess and
bypoerlay, have at times beeu mani-
fested by individuale of all classes.

“‘Asarule the Federal officinls sent
to Utab have not been a superlor ¢lass
of men, Many of tbem have been
broken down politiciaps, unfit for
honorable service, but rewarded for
pome balf or wholly disbonorable deed
in the interests of men of influence, by
an appointment to office in this distant
Territory. Others, not so had, bave
owed their appointments to kinsbip or
friendsbip with persons In power.
Others still bave been men of charae-
ter and ability, In every way worthy
of the honors placed upon them,and
the positions given them to fill. This
is true of men of both classes—those
whom the Baints have looked upon
as epemles, and those wbom they
have regarded as friends, Bome, the
most unrelenting in their opposition to
the Mourmons, have etil) been respected
by them, and that very properly, as
sincere umi upright men, who having
adopted the migtaken natlon that Mor-
monism was a system of lust and
treason, & menace to the Christian or
monogami¢ home, and o A merican
lpatitutions in general, have deemed
it a patrloti¢c nnd even A religious duty
to do all in their power to extirpate it.
This clase have been both official and
unofficial. Ou the other banli, the
Mormons, with equal propriety, have
congidered some who have {ought
them apd their religlon as men of no
principle whatever—mere rogues and
bypocrites, masking for personal ends as
patriotics anu reformers. This ¢luss have
alao been official and urofficial. ‘These
pltcere and peeudo patriots, these real
abd sham reformers have at times
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united; with all the-Gentiles, and made
common cause against Mormonism.
Hand iu band with (hem bave been
tound many seceders from that faith,
some moral and reputable men, others
immora) and disreputable, and most of
them Dbitter and unpforgiving, as
apostates generally are.’—Pages 572
anJ 673.

U] think there extracts will serve to
ishow tbat it ismy purpose to be im-
partial, And to speak of menp and thinge
as they are. Of coursemy book is not
an anti-Mormon work, Who expected
that it would be? But peitber is it a
defense of Mormonism. 1t is what it
claims to he—a history of Utah,

“QOpe more word and I am done.
You say: ‘The wrlter seems to bev un-
coneclous that to make out bis story he
charges direet cruelty upon the men of
Miasouri, the men of [ilinols aud the
Guverument of the United Biates bLe-
fore the Baints came bwre and up to
the time of the closiug of this volume.?
Pardon me; but you certainly are
mistaken, Bo faras the Qovernment
is coucerned, 1 not only seem but

am unconscious of the truth of
what you say. There is not a line
io the whole book that { know of that
wuuild bear such & construction. Bu:
L am perfectly conscious, 1 ussure you,
Sbat I do charge direct cruelty upon
the men of Missouri and I)linvis—that
is, upou such of them as were con-
cerned in the persecutlons of the
Saints in those States, The massacre
at Haun’s Mill, Missuurl, was no less
cruel and cowardly than the massacre
at Moeuntain Meauows; and the murder
of Joseph and Hyrum Bmith, iu
Carthage Jail, ilivois, was, in every
wuy, &8 treacherous and indefensible
as the aseassination of Dr. Rubinson in
the streets of Balt Lake City. Al
were foul and damnable deeds, by
whomwever perpetrated, and impartial
history has a right to pass upon them
#8 such, Very respectiully,

0. F. WHITNEY,

“)May 31, 18927 |

This appeared in the paper to which
it was addressed, and three columns
nre cccupied with an attempted re-
juiner, whicb amounts to notbing but
s repetition of & formercharge that the
“History’? ia vot history because It
leaves some things out. This is a Jittle
more of the critie’s peculiar logte. On
the same rule, a History of the United
Siates wouild not be history, if it did
not jnclude a detailed statement of the
critic’s miserable (ailure in runniog
for office in Utah, the exploded false-
noods which the Tribune has set forth
for facis, and a full account of the rise
and fall of tbe bogus Tuscarorns. Ac-
cording to bis nolion,a History of Utah
18 not history, unless it contains the
tubles and !ibels about the ‘‘Mormons?
that have been invented or adopted hy
the Balt Lake 7ribune.

Here 1s nnoiber sample of the critie’a
logic (?). He dispoees of the undeniable
facts of Judge Cradlebaugh’s infam-
ous course in Utah, by the statement
that bhe “‘happened to know him per-
soually and belped to lower his body
iuto the grave.”” This may all be true,
tut jt would cowvstitute a very poor
refutation of the fucts of history, and
ar u certificate of cbaracter would be
judged from its source. But as an ar-
gnment against the plajn parrationof
Cradlebaugh’s judicial vagaries, iis

ebildishuvees is tvo silly even for laugh-
ter.

8o with bis attempt at reply to
Bishop Whitney®s refutation of bis
critieism about the Mormon Batta'ion.
Tbe Birsbop shows that the Mormone
camped on the Missourl when the
Battalion was called for by the Gov-
ernment, conld not know that ‘Cali-

fornla was practically eonquered,??
as alleged by the critic, be-
cause “California was nearly iwo

tbousand miles away with no railroads
awml no telegraphs Intervening;’* and
it tock newa six months to travel from
tbe Missourl to tbe Pacific coast.??
Heere is this critic’s logica!(?) rejoinder:

“How could the Battalion bave expect-
ed Dot to mest AD open foe in tbe fleld?
Simply because Fremont was inCalifornla
witb a small command and had orders
todprnot.lcally capture the Stale, and so
did commanders Sloat and élockton,
with their ships; and this was perfectly
well known, because the news did not
go overland. but went by sea.”

The itallcs are oure, They are used
to emphasize b)s briliiant argument.
Tne “Mormons®® on the Missour]
river must bave koown all abouf this
alleged capture of Callfornia, when
camped on the Missouri river, because
ihe news went round by the pea!
Wonderfully conclusive, is is not?
How did this news, that omobody inp
the interior beard of at that time, get
round by  the sen’’ and *“‘overland?’
to the DMissouri river before the
Battahion- waa called for? And why
was the Battallon mustered, and why
did Kearney march ou to Banta Fe
aud captare it, il there' was no enemy
to conquer and no expectation of meet-
ing a foe in the fleiu?

Then the critic comes down {o false-
hood, as is his custom when coraered
and says: “The Bishop asks if it is real
history tbhat California was practically
conquered before this expedition start.
ed.?” The Bisbop did not ask inytbing
of the kind as will be seen in his letter,
He asked if the oritic’s vonclusion that
“'the Mormon Baitalion dfd not expect
o meet an open foe in the fleld was
real history,” which is altogetber an-
other thing.

ln- the wame way he (reats the
Bisbop’s history of Joseph Bmith and
saye: ‘‘He makes Joseph to continually
commune with angels,”’ ete. Refer-
ence to the history, as explained n
the author’s letter, will prove that he
does nothing of the kind, but relates
what Joseph Bmitb and bis assocliates
claimed, and metls down npotblog of
thelr clrima as historical facts but sfm.
ply as their testimouy, -

The whole trouble with the eritic ia
tbat he wants the History of Uiah tp
be anh Anti-“Mormon” collection of
waliguant Tribune (abrications, idle
hotel tales and salacious saloon goestp,
Chis volume Decesearily treats of the
rise and progress of ‘““Mormonism,”’ us
tirat was a prelude to the founding of
Utah. There are many bistorical fucts
which will be brought out in succeed-
ing vulumes whlch could not ard
vught not to bave been Ineluded §.
this. 1t umiust not be treated as the full
History of Utab. Kt ie but the first of
four volomesa. Itis very complete sy
far ag it gees. 1t is real history, not
opinion, por & repetit wn of stories
started by seelarier and skeptics and
long ago refuted. 1t is a grasd and
aptendid volume, and one proof of that
ia that it in assailed and misrepresented
by the Balt Liuke Tribune,



