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Instead of cooperation on the Mormon-Indian frontier, they sense
conflict. They see less philanthropy in Mormon dealing than cant.
They look mostly in vain for anything praiseworthy or even
unusual about the Mormon-Indian experience. Utah and the Inter-
mountain West were largely the same old American refrain: two
cultures sharply in conflict with the weaker left without rights,
lands, or dignity.

The products of this newer approach are neither numerous nor
comprehensive. No one has attempted even the limited overview
undertaken by Arrington. One of the more active revisionists 1s
Floyd A. O’Neil, director of the American West Center at the
University of Utah. O’Neil began his study with a still unpublished
Ph.D. dissertation on the Ute nation, followed some years later by
an article on Mormon frontiersman George Washington Bean,
which deals less with Bean than with Mormon-Indian relations in
general. O’Neil also coauthored with Stanford J. Layton an inter-
pretation of Brigham Young as Indian superintendent. '’

The latter study is representative of the new approach. O’Neil
and Layton see the Mormons’ land hunger as voracious, their
motives suspect, and their effect on the Indians “devastating.”
Brigham Young in turn is viewed, especially in his dealings
with Washington-appointed territorial officials, as arbitrary and
ultimately ineffectual. The authors, however, concede some
Mormon peculiarity: “Mormonism’s stormy midwestern experi-
ence, its New England heritage, its scriptural base, and its schizo-
phrenic view of government in the nineteenth century combined to
create its own script that was acted out on the Utah stage.”'* It is,
however, clearly an unpleasant drama, without much attractiveness
insofar as the Mormon actors go.

Several articles by other scholars have continued the strain.
Howard A. Christy argues that “hostility and bloodshed, as much
as benevolence and conciliation, characterized Mormon-Indian
relations in Utah before 1852.” In point of fact, the former catego-
ries dominate Christy’s survey. Centering his attention on Brigham
Young and the Mormons’ “Fort Utah” settlement near present-day
Provo, Christy concludes that the Mormons held themselves to be
culturally superior (indeed like the Indians themselves), took their
lands, and at least during the period of survey failed to ameliorate
Indian conditions by a policy of benevolence. According to
Christy, the result was not unique. Like Native Americans else-
where, Indians in Utah were not civilized, but destroyed.'’

Others find equal harshness. Albert Winkler focuses on
Mormon violence during the Black Hawk War that culminated in
the killing of imprisoned Paiute men, women, and children at
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Circleville, Utah, “the largest massacre,” Winkler believes, “of
Indians in Utah’s history.”'* R. Warren Metcalf’s view of the
Black Hawk War is similar, holding that “the settlers first expropri-
ated . . . [Indian] lands and then, when they resisted or became a
nuisance, the government removed them. The Black Hawk War
may thus be seen as the hostile phase of this familiar pattern.”'”
Perhaps Eugene Campbell’s Establishing Zion provides the fullest
statement of the new school. Devoting two of his nineteen chapters
to the subject, Campbell summarizes previous findings. First, he
argues for Mormon mconsistency. While the settlers’ scriptural
injunctions and good intentions might impel them to found Indian
missions, their treatment of the Native American was besotted by
harsh encounters. Emphasizing tension, conflict, and the similarity
of Mormon ways to the broader American experience, Campbell
holds that Mormon colonization was disastrous for the Native
American.'®

The challenge of the revisionists met with surprising passiv-
ity. Only Lawrence G. Coates, a professor of history at Ricks
College, rose to the traditionalists’ defense. Frankly acknowledg-
ing the Saints’ ways were not always those of Brigham Young,
Coates maintains that President Young’s relations “with the
Indians were more than pious expressions of good will or state-
ments of empty dreams, hopes, and visions.” If this argument was
intended as a riposte to O’Neil and Layton, Coates appears equally
willing to take on Christy, insisting that Brigham Young’s acts,
“more than simple deeds of kindness or acts of violence,” were a
“blend of his social-religious-humanitarian philosophy and practi-
cal measures that he thought necessary for establishing the
Mormon kingdom of God on earth.”!”

The debate over Mormon Indian policy embraces some of
the issues—and problems—of the larger, national discussion.
Certainly some of the revisionists evince a higher appreciation, or
tolerance, of Indian culture and viewpoint. Environmental issues
are also at times manifest, with at least several of the revisionists
treating the Indian as something of a model or at least a successful
ecologist. But if new perspectives are provided, there 1s also a
lamentable downside. Too often revisionist passion hinders
thorough and balanced analysis. Indeed, some of the younger
authors only reverse the roles of previous heroes and villains,
creating fresh stereotypes in their wake.

Of course not all historical writing of the topic fits neatly into
the two categories. A second article by Howard Christy mixes
elements of both. Christy describes the passive defensive tactics
successfully employed by Mormon leaders during the Walker War,
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