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Guest commentary

Hardware Ranch, 
its watersheds 
and wildlife have 

been severely damaged 
by livestock grazing this 
year. Hardware Ranch was 
set aside in the 1940s for 
wildlife. It is owned by the 
state of Utah and managed 
by the Utah Division of 
Wildlife Resources. Signs 
along the road claim that it 
is managed with sportsmen’s 
dollars to “protect and 
improve wildlife habitat” 
and that elk migrate here to 
eat the ”grass/hay grown for 
their benefit.”

However, the reality 
is that this year, livestock 
consumed nearly all the 
available forage, leaving 
only dregs for wildlife, 
creating severe soil erosion 

and stream 
siltation 
problems 
while 
destroying 
wildlife 
habitat.

The 
livestock 
use levels 
observed 
this year are 

not sustainable. Research 
has shown that recovery 
from one year of such 
use can take many years. 
Ultimately, management 
such as Hardware Ranch is 
experiencing will eliminate 
the desirable native grasses 
and flowers which should 
provide a major portion of 
the native forage base for 
the elk and other wildlife.

Pipelines and watering 
facilities have been 
constructed along Highway 

101 on state lands to provide 
water for livestock and 
induce them into unsuitable 
areas. These watering 
facilities are located in 
areas of steep slopes and 
highly erodible soils which 
took thousands of years to 
develop. Grazing livestock 
have removed most of the 
grasses and flowers on these 
slopes, exposing the soils to 
accelerated erosion at many 
times natural rates. Soil 
loss in this environment is 
irreparable and causes an 
associated loss in vegetation 
productivity, depriving 
wildlife of this forage base in 
the future. 

Grazing as managed at 
Hardware Ranch violates 
the most basic principles 
of range science and 
sustainability, and should 
be corrected by closing 
Hardware Ranch to livestock 

grazing so that its wildlife 
habitat and watersheds 
can begin the restoration 
process.

Eroding soils resulting 
from the grazing practices 
at Hardware Ranch are in 
close proximity to streams 
such as Rock Creek, Curtis 
Creek and the Blacksmith 
Fork River. 

The sediment entering 
these streams can impair 
spawning habitat for 
Bonneville cutthroat 
trout. The state of Utah 
is a signatory to the 
Conservation Agreement 
and Strategy for Bonneville 
Cutthroat Trout. This 
conservation agreement has 
an objective of minimizing 

impacts to the habitat 
for these fish. The state, 
by ignoring or causing 
watershed damage that 
impairs these stream 
fisheries, is violating the 
intent of that conservation 
agreement.

The Fish and Wildlife 
Service publishes reports 
evaluating the economic 
benefit of hunting, fishing 
and wildlife watching. 
The annual value of these 
activities to Utah’s economy 
is in excess of $1 billion. By 
allowing state lands to be 
degraded by livestock or 
other management practices, 
the state is selling out these 
wildlife values for a pittance. 
Almost universally across 

Utah on state-managed 
lands, the same pitiful 
picture of land degradation 
from overgrazing and lack 
of scientific management 
emerges.

Hunters, fishermen 
and wildlife watchers 
should complain about this 
mismanagement to Gov. 
Huntsman and the Division 
of Wildlife Resources, and 
demand that management 
of Hardware Ranch and 
other state-owned and -
managed lands be returned 
to providing the fish and 
wildlife habitat that is so 
badly needed. 

Carter is Utah director 
of the Western Watersheds 
Project. He lives in Mendon.

Is Hardware Ranch for livestock or wildlife?

By MiChael K. Winder
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Because members of The 
Church of Jesus Christ 
of Latter-day Saints view 

their church president as a 
prophet of God — a modern 
Moses, if you will — some 
political observers fear 
that if active Mormon and 
former Massachusetts Gov. 
Mitt Romney is elected 
president he will really be 
taking his orders from Salt 
Lake City. The New Republic 
has even argued that “under 
a President Romney, the 
Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-day Saints would truly 
be in charge of the country.”

This mistrust is as unfounded 
as the long ago fears that John F. 
Kennedy would be a mere puppet 
for the pope, whom Catholics view as 
the literal successor of St. Peter. In 
reality, a Romney presidency would 
not even be as pro-Mormon as other 
administrations have been. Because 
of the heightened scrutiny on the 
religion issue, Romney would instead 
have to go to great lengths to appear 
above and beyond any favoritism 
toward the Latter-day Saints.

And yet a number of previous 
White House administrations have 
been able to be supportive of the 
Mormons without fear of political 
fallout. Theodore Roosevelt publicly 
supported the controversial seating 

of U.S. Sen. Reed Smoot, 
a member of the LDS 
Church’s high ranking 
Quorum of the Twelve 
Apostles. TR also wrote 
a vigorous defense of the 
persecuted Mormons in 
Collier’s magazine.

You won’t see Mitt 
Romney advocating for an 
LDS apostle to become a 
U.S. senator.

Dwight Eisenhower 
appointed another Mormon 

apostle, future church president Ezra 
Taft Benson, to serve as his secretary 
of agriculture. Benson would be the 
only member of Ike’s cabinet to serve 
all eight years.

Richard Nixon had two Mormon 
high priests in his cabinet: David 
Kennedy (secretary of the Treasury) 
and Mitt’s father, George Romney 
(secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development). The current political 
climate would never allow Mitt 
Romney to appoint an LDS apostle 
to his Cabinet, or even multiple 

Mormons to his Cabinet like Nixon.
Utah Gov. Jon Huntsman knows 

that there won’t be room for many 
Mormons in a Romney Cabinet, and 
some speculate that is partially why 
he has cast his endorsement toward 
John McCain.

Other presidents provided help 
or honors for the Mormons that a 
President Romney could never get 
away with.

• James K. Polk formed a 500-
member Mormon Battalion during 
the Mexican War, thereby enriching 
the Saints with government dollars.

• Millard Fillmore appointed LDS 
President Brigham Young as Utah’s 
territorial governor.

• Herbert Hoover allowed a 
Mormon apostle to spend a two-week 
honeymoon in the White House.

• Lyndon B. Johnson formed 
such a good friendship with 
Mormon President David O. McKay 
that he once had Air Force One 
spontaneously land when flying over 
Salt Lake City just to drop in for a 
visit. (Imagine the outrage if Romney 
did such a thing!)

• Gerald Ford had the LDS 
Church’s president and his counselors 
as his guests in the president’s box 
for the national bicentennial gala at 
the Kennedy Center.

• Jimmy Carter had the 
centerpiece of his National Family 
Week celebration be his address in 
the Tabernacle on Temple Square at 
Mormon headquarters.

• Ronald Reagan surrounded 
himself with numerous Latter-day 
Saints in his administration, and 
dropped his plans for storing MX 
missiles in the Great Basin once LDS 
officials opposed it.

• As for George W. Bush, he not 
only honored LDS President Gordon 
B. Hinckley with the Presidential 

Medal of Freedom, 
and awarded the 
Mormon Tabernacle 
Choir with the 
National Medal 
of Arts, but he 
also appointed 
a Mormon as 
secretary of 
Health and Human 
Services (Mike 
Leavitt).

If Mitt Romney 
is successful in his 
bid for the White 
House, the fact 
that he doesn’t take 
orders from Salt 
Lake City won’t be 

what is remarkable. 
(Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid, 
also an active Mormon, does not 
take his orders from Temple Square. 
Neither have the many LDS senators, 
congressmen and governors.) 

What will be ironic to the student 
of history is that the Romney 
administration was not as pro-LDS 
as plenty of other White House 
predecessors.

Winder is author of the book 
“Presidents and Prophets: The Story 
of America’s Presidents and the LDS 
Church.” He lives in West Valley City.

‘President Romney’ would not be as pro-Mormon as past presidents

These days, a popular topic of 
conversation at the gym is 
the Utah Jazz. The Jazz begin 

their regular season next week, so 
it is easy to understand why Utah 
sports fans are talking about the 
team. I find it interesting that many 
of the conversations contain more 
references to Stockton, Malone and 
Hornacek than to Okur, Williams 
and Brewer.

Do you remember Stockton’s 
shot that sent the Jazz to the 1997 
Finals? Do you remember the 
1998 Finals when Michael Jordan’s 
jump shot broke the heart of Jazz 
fans? Recalling these memories 
calls forth a mix of nostalgic and 
hopeful anticipation. Fans love to 
reminisce about the glory days of 
the team. At the same time, many 
fans believe that it is only a matter 
of time before the team returns to 
its rightful place near the top of the 
NBA.

Recalling pleasant memories 
is enjoyable. That is why we keep 
scrapbooks and photo albums. 
Many people go a step beyond 
remembering the past and presume 
that fondly recalled times will once 
again return. Do you have an item 

of clothing in your closet that will 
fit perfectly when you return to the 
size you were a decade ago? My 
parents’ generation thought that 
rock music was a passing fad and 
that the era of the big bands would 
return. When my own generation 
first heard rap music in the 1980s, 
we thought it couldn’t last.

The belief that we can, and 
will, return to the past is generally 
harmless if confined to the success 
of sports teams and the popularity 
of musical genres and clothing 
styles. It is more troublesome when 
people extend their desire to return 

to the past to the realm of political 
and social decisions. Nonetheless, 
the emotion of nostalgia drives 
many political decisions. Consider 
presidential elections. In every 
election since the John F. Kennedy 
assassination, one or more 
candidates conjure the memory 
of Kennedy. In the 1988 election, 
Kennedy nostalgia crossed over 
into the Republican party. Vice 
presidential candidate Dan Quayle 
compared himself to Kennedy in 
many of his speeches, until he was 
taken to task by Sen. Lloyd Bentsen 
in a televised debate.

Four decades after the 
Kennedy presidency, the memory 
of Kennedy still lingers. This is 
remarkable because more than 
half of the country’s voting-
age population was born after 
Kennedy’s death. Nonetheless, 
the British newspaper the Daily 
Telegraph has already dubbed 
Barack Obama the “new Jack 
Kennedy.” There are no indications 
that Obama is troubled by the 
comparison.

Among conservatives, Ronald 
Reagan is an icon among recent 
presidents. Members of the 

conservative media are drawing 
a comparison between Fred 
Thompson and Reagan. Again, 
all indications are that Thompson 
enjoys being compared to the 
“Great Communicator.”

Candidates can also invoke the 
mood of a particular time instead 
of the memory of a particular 
person. Do you recall the wave 
of patriotism that swept over the 
country in the days following the 
9/11 attack? American flags were 
ubiquitous. For a moment, the 
country was united. The Rudy 
Giuliani campaign is working to 
build upon this image of unity 
and patriotism. You might find it 
interesting to go to the Giuliani 
Web site, JoinRudy2008.com, and 
count the number of references to 
9/11. The section of the site where 
visitors post comments is filled 
with comments about 9/11 and the 
feelings associated with the event.

The appeal of nostalgia also 
filters down to state and local 
elections. Examine the platforms of 
candidates running in any state or 
municipality. If you dig through the 
rhetoric, you find promises to make 
the schools and neighborhoods 

look like those of 1950s, instead 
of reflecting the demographics of 
today. You will find plans to return 
the economy of the region to the 
heights reached in 1990, or 1960, or 
whatever period marked the zenith 
of economic prosperity for the 
region. Carefully crafted policies 
are eschewed for the dream that 
we can turn back the clock and 
return to some idyllic vision of the 
past.

The wisdom of voters basing 
their decisions on a longing for 
the past is questionable. The 
future isn’t going to look very 
much like the past. Our schools 
and neighborhoods are going to 
be more diverse. Many people in 
our community are going to have a 
native language other than English. 
We are going to trade with China, 
India and other countries whose 
economies are just beginning to 
blossom. The foundation for our 
society and economy are not going 
to be the same. 

We need to be looking for 
leaders who will take us forward 
instead of backward.

As Yoga Berra said, “The Future 
Isn’t What it Used to Be.”

Dreams of returning to the past can take troublesome turns
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DOONESBURY 																	 By Garry Trudeau                
• SAFE TRICK OR TREATING 

• COSTUME CONTESTS & PRIZES

• SPOOK ALLEYS, HAUNTED TRAILS & 

MYSTERY FORESTS

• MEET ZANE THE DINO BRAIN

• SCARY MOVIES & HAY RIDES

• HOT DOGS, HOT CHOCOLATE, SMORES

• AND LOTS, LOTS MORE…

• $4 FOR KIDS, $6 ADULTS
• $1 DISCOUNT EACH FOR
GROUPS UP TO 5 WITH AN
OCT. 2007 RECEIPT FROM
ROBERTS ARTS & CRAFTS

I-15 EXIT 344 EAST TO THE MOUTH OF OGDEN CANYON 
OR HIGHWAY 89 NORTH TO 12TH STREET IN OGDEN

THEN 3 BLOCKS EAST

WWW.DINOSAURPARK.ORGCANDY PROVIDED BY 

OF OGDEN
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Michael Vaughan is Weber State University’s 
provost. He accepts e-mail from readers at 
MVAUGHAN@Weber.edu
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