
lost their power and influence, to a very 
great extent.

I am aware that it is a difficult matter 
to get an honest history of Mahometan
ism translated into any of the Christian 
languages. One of the best works I ever 
read upon the subject, and one I can put 
the most confidence in, is Simon Ockley’s 
History of the Saracens; it was a translation 
of a Mahometan historian named Abu Ab-
dollah Mahommed Ebu Omar Al Wakidi, 
who wrote eighty years after the flight of 
Mahomet from Mecca. Ockley prided 
himself in rendering the Arabic in good 
style, although his religious prejudices were 
so strong that he durst not render the senti-
ments he translated in full force, without 
rather blinding them a little. He would fre-
quently translate as it ought to be, as nigh 
as he could, and then stick down a note in 
the margin, and say, “That was only done 
out of hypocrisy.” He is one of the best au-
thors, or the one I would rather read.

It is a hard matter, as I have said, to get 
an honest history of any nation or people 
by their enemies. For instance, read Gover-
nor Ford’s History of Illinois, and you will 
find that he will contradict himself half-a-
dozen times in one statement, for fear that 
he will not flatter the prejudices the people 
had against the “Mormons.” He would 
in one place assert that he had never done 
anything to favor the Anti-Mormons, and 
then immediately afterwards declare that he 
could not see why the Anti-Mormons could 
have any feelings against him, when he had 
done so much for them; and then go on to 
enumerate how he prevented Backenstos 
from arresting the house burners; yet he de-
clares he had never done anything to favor 
them, and wonders why that party should 
feel crossways to him. This is the temper of 
almost all men who undertake to write the 
history of their enemies.

Just read the reports of different gener-
als on the battlefields of the Crimea, and 
you will see that every one has a different 
side to it. These reports have got to be re-
ceived with great allowance all round.

All the Christian translations of Ma-
hometan history, as well as of the Koran, 
should be received with a great deal of al-
lowance. I would recommend the reading 
of Major David Price’s “History of the Ma-
hometan Empire.” He was educated and 
trained to be a Church of England man, 
but had not many conscientious scruples 
on religion; still he had prejudices against 
the Mahometans, so that when you read it, 
you must throw your ear a little quartering. 
I consider Bush’s “Life of Mahomet” writ-
ten under the influence of a violent Chris-
tian prejudice. I would prefer the account 
in Crichton’s “Arabia” to Bush.

I would like to inspire in the minds of 
the youth a disposition to study oriental 
history, because a great deal of human na-
ture is learned therein: how powerful do-
minions grew up in a short time, and how, 
through the violation of the principles of 
union, those nations have as quickly come 
to naught. Many useful lessons are taught 
on the pages of history.

Within the last eighty years our own 
republican government has increased its 
territorial limits about threefold, and it is 
constantly on the increase.

The fact is, if a man who is in the hab-
it of raising trees makes his top to grow 
larger in proportion to the roots and the 
main trunk of the tree, it will break asun-
der or be uprooted. The American power 
is in danger of losing its balance by extend-
ing its limits faster than it accumulates 
strength to consolidate them together.

I will  explain one term which I  
have used. At the time that Mahomet  
f l ed f rom Mecca  (July  15,  622) ,
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