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Missour) in the summer of 1845, when
the call for the battalion was made.
Y ou say that the history of that batta-
lion ‘lethruet into this book in a form
to show that a mighty hardship was
.ipflicted upon the Mol{uon people’ by
that call, and that ‘so Intent fs the
writer in making that portrayal that
he does not see when he gives his own
case away.” You then give what you
call the real history of the maltter, in
which you affirm that the calling of
the battalion was‘an actof unqualified
mercy’ on the pari of the Government
in responee to a petition fur relief made’
by the Mormons thempelves when
sthey were pecattered or thrust out upon
the rrontier,” ‘6o desperately poor that
they could not move.?

‘“Now, Mr. Editor, if yYour time bad
been less limited, and you had read the
w bole instead of a portion of the chap-
ter from which you quote; or, granting
that you did read it all, I you had pe-
rused it a little more carefully, you
would have found that I had not failed
to give the Goverpment all due credit
for what you term Its ‘act of un-
qualifled mercy,’ and which I myself
believe war not designed as an ub-
friendly move, but rather the reverse,
on the part of ‘Uncle Bam’ toward the
homeless and migrating Baints. In the
paragraph cited I merely strove to phow
how ‘the main body of the Mormons’
at that time ‘received the startling
news’ that ive hundred of thelr best
men were wanted by the Government
to assist In the war against Mexico. It
is thelr view at that time, not my view
at this time, that i given 1n the his-
tory. This la evident from the closing
wotds of tbe quoted paragraph, in
which, however, your typo and proof-
reader are responsible for a slight
mistake. I said: ‘Buch was the subject
ag it presented itself to them,’> not ae
you make me eay: ‘SBuch was the sub-
ject which prisanted itself to them.?
Acve you prepared to prove thatthls was
not the case, that ‘the main body of the
Mormous? did not feel as I say they
dlid, when the c¢all for the battallon first
came to them? I think not; no more
than you are prepared to prove
tbat they were ‘so desperately poor
thst they could not move,” for they
Ihad already movéd acrosg Iowa, and it
is a well known fact that they contem-

lated sending their pioneers to the
glocky Mountains to look out & home
for the people in the summer of 1844,
and that the call for the battalion,
however kindly meant, delayed the
departure of thope pioneers until the
following spring. Allthese thinga are
get forth in my history. You must
remember, my dear wsir, that however
clearly you and I maysee the subject
now, the Mormons st that time werz
not in possesgivn of any information
that would lead them to look at the,
matter in thelight that you do, or even
that the poor ‘mentally color blind?
author of the history iz now able to do.
Captain Allen, the government re-
cruiting oflicer from Fort Leaven.
worth, had arrived upon Lhe Missouri
and set the whole Mormon camp in
consternaliun before Elder Little aund
Colone) Kane, who were belter posted
tban their friends on the frontier as to
the purpose of the government in eall-
ing for the batialion, had arrived from
Washington, Now as to ‘giviug my
case away,’ becanse I speak,’two pages
over,” of a farewell ball given to the

battalion prior to their departure for
Fort Leavenwortb, and indicate that
the young fellows who had
enlisted and were  about to
leave swecthearts, wives, pareuts,
trlends, perha; s forever, enjoyed them-
selves at the ball. This certainly does
not prove that the call for the battalion
was not startling iu its nature, nor that
the subsequent parlinge were mnut
painful. There wasa ball at Brussels on
the eve of Waterloo, and British ol
dilers and sweethearts were there en-
joying themselves lu the dance, ‘‘and
bright the lamps shone o%r fair women
and brave men.”” But this dJdid pot
preclude, after the battle had begun,
those “sudden partinge such s prees
the life ftvm out young hearts] and
choking sighs that ne’er might be re-
peated.”  Nor had the anticipated
strife prevented those warriors from re-
laxing for a few hours their stern pa-
tures and indulging in the festivity. Lf
these Mormon soldiers, at parting with
theit wives and sweethearts, did not
throw themselves down aud paw the
earth and bellow it is because they were
men, worthy of tbe uniform they were
to wenr and of the cause they had en-
lieted to defend. It does not prove
that they did feel. Nor does that fare.
well ball tell that *'thete was refoic-
ings throughout sll the Mormon camps
when the notice was received thatthe
government had concluded to accept
500 voluuteers, etc.’? It was merely
tbe favorite Mormon metbod of throw-
iug off care, exemplified a hundred
times by Brigham Young and his
people—‘thre merry, merry Mormons’—
during and after their long and arduocus
pilgrimage across the desolate plathe.
Agaio, you say Lhkat the battalion,
when it enlisted, did nolt expect ‘to
meet an open foe iu tbe fleid,” Cali-
fornia beipg ‘conquered praciically
then, and the indomitable Kearney
was going ahead of this battalion.?
Now, Mr. Editor, is this real history,
or only one of those ‘ideals’ which
your ‘fancy has awakened through
long devotlon to a cause?’ California
was nearly two thousand miles away,
with no railroads, no telegraphs inter-
vening. It took news six months to
travel from the Missouri river to the
Pacific coast, and vice versa, How
could the battalion have expected not
to ‘meet an open foe in the fleld,’ when
it was for the purpose of guch a meet-
ingthat its members had enlisted? They
did not know that Calitornla was ‘con-
quered practically? at the time of their
enlistment. The government did not
know it, or it would not have pent the
battalion. Even Kearney did not
know it, though he had left Fort
Lieavenworth and was marching
toward Santa ¥Fe, which he cap-
tured, It was from that poidt that
ne sent the battallon, undetr Colonel
Cook, to jBouthern Caiifernia, via New
Mexico and Arizona, while he took a
shorter route aud reached the ccast be-
fore them, after learning en route that
Fremout had defeated the Mexicans,
driventhem southward and taken pos-
session of the country in the namme of
the United Btates, The Mormon Bat-
talion, on leaving the Missouri river—
vyes, and on leaving Banta Fe, did ex-

ect to meet the foe, and according to
golonel Cooke made the greatest infan-
try march on record tor the pur pose of
mevting them. That the fighting was
over belors they arrived was not their
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fault, nor was it accordiny "to their ex-
pectation, EvidenlUy™ there is more
than one writer in Utah who I8 ‘“‘an
advocate and not a juuge,*” who ‘‘does
not render a diapassronate opinjon,*?
who ‘‘does not realize that he is writ-
ing something which Iin the very
nature of things in inany places wounld
be impossible.??

“*Ap to your strictures on the des-
ctiption given in my buok of the
Mountain Meadows massacre—that
awful ctime which all citizene of Utah
deplore and denounce—let me tell you
that there Is more truth in the account
thete given than in any other that has
found its way into print. True, I have
not laid the responsibility for it at
the door of the Mormon Church, and
sought to implicate the ionocent with
the guilly, as some chroniclers huve
done. But I have told a plain story
and a truthful one, so far as the truth
is known to me, after faithful aud dfli-
gent research, and I have not soupght
to shield the guilty nor shade the giar-
ing horror of their crime. You say that
‘‘the fact that no effort was ever made
by thoss In sauthority—by neither
Brigham Young nor all his host—to
bring thuse wretches who perpetrated
that maes srre to justlee, i8 concealed.””
Not 8o. I bave simply not touched
upon that phase of the subject, I pro-
pose to do 8o, however, in the second
volume, when the trial of John D. Lee
will be fu ly treated. Brigham Young,
at that trla), gave his reazons for not
taking the initiative in the matter of®
bringing the puilty to justice. He
cught.in ali fairness to be heard before
he is condemped. I prcpose to give
bim a bearing. That isthe part of ‘a
judge,”” [ believe, while to deny it
would better become ‘‘an advocate.?’

You aleo affirin that **Judges and
Governors are criticieed in the same
apirit that we bave seen them year af-
ter year in the DESERET NEWS.?”? The
NEWS cau speak for iteeli. All L bave
tosay is that I have deemed it my
duty to teli the truth of men,and have
abueed none,nor do 1 intend to do wso.
But men must stand by the recordsthey
make, nor blame the historian, if, with
all his good will and charity toward
them, their acts are not wholly ‘‘con-
cealed.>’ Judge Brocchus made a
fool of himself in public, Judge
Drumthond was both a Mar and a
lHbertine, [avd Judge Cradlebaugh
sought to make a wholecommunity re-
#ponsible for the crimes of certaiu in-
dividuals. Is hlstory to pass over and
ignore such thing:? Should the faulls
and mistakes of Brigham Yeung and
the Mormons, and not the faults and
mistakes of Foderal offigials and the
Gentiler, be included in the history of
Utah? I am surel have“spuken high-
ly ot the mejority of the Judges sent
to the Territory—such as Judge Reed,
Judge Bhaver, Judge Kinney et al,
as the facte will sbow. But you say
that Governors as weil as Judges are
ctiticired. There were ouly two
Governors of Etab during the period
covered by volume one. They were
Biigham Young and Alfred Cumming;
oue a Mormon, the other a Genplile.
Then, according to your own stale-
ment, 1 have been impartial ans to
them. Yes, I helieve Governor
Young bal hle fauite—and on pages
371 and 534 the history says sn—
and I belleve Goveruor Cumming bad

his faults; but they were - pretty



