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sides of the debate by trying to cre-
ate a false middle and use his talents
for more defensible positions.

Dan Vogel
Westerville, Ohio

Editor's Note:
In Response to Douglas F. Tobler

The letter to the editor of Douglas F.
Tobler, "Writing Something That Mat-
ters" (37, no. I [Spring 2004]) has
evoked many responses, all of them so
far taking exception to some of his asser-
tions. We are happy to publish some of
those responses here, which, while de-
fending a wide range of scholarship on
Mormon matters, also articulate the
ideals and purposes of Dialogue as a
journal. Be it said in Professor Tobler's
defense that his point of view is widely
held by Latter-day Saints; and for that
reason it needs, even if we oppose it, our
thoughtful recognition that it may well
obtain in that good brother or sister by
whom we happen to sit during sacra-
ment meeting.

Civility, Compassion, Honesty

Thank you for printing Douglas
F. Tobler's letter. While I disagree
with some of his criticisms, as well
as his choices of words and phrases,
I appreciate his cautionary advice. I
believe he is correct in suggesting
that the hallmarks of real scholar-
ship (assuming, of course, the pre-
requisite intellectual training) are

meekness and humility; that "we
should be very careful about whom
and on what we sit in judgment";
and that "we should write our his-
tory from the standpoint of re-
spect, not adoration, humility not
arrogance or sycophancy, observ'
ing all the canons of real scholar-
ship including accuracy, honesty,
self- awareness—making every ef-
fort to write what is true and mean-
ingful" (vi).

From my own reading of Mor-
mon studies, I have benefitted
most from those writers whose
works exemplify balance, charity,
fairness, and generosity—traits
that, as nearly as I can tell, depend
more on the breadth and depth of
one's life experiences than on
one's religious affiliation, testi-
mony, or degree of participation.
On the other hand, I have learned
little from those writers whose
works, as I read them, seem to be
marked more by arrogance, dog-
matism, and intolerance than by
civility, compassion, and honesty.

My own encounters with the
writers whom Doug criticizes by
name—as well as some of those he
may have in mind but does not
identify—have clearly been differ-
ent from Doug's, since I believe
they, and many others like them,
all have something valuable to con-
tribute to Mormon studies. I know
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