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I FIRST MET Bob about 1992 when I at-
tended some now-forgotten lecture on
Mormonism in Salt Lake City. Bob was at

the front of the auditorium, this white-haired
fellow with glasses in a floppy suit and tie,
hovering over a tape recorder. Afterward, I,
along with several others, asked him about
getting copies of the tape he had just made.
This caused him some befuddlement as he
had no way to duplicate the tapes. I, how-
ever, had a high-speed tape duplicator, so I
offered my services if Bob would trust me
with his master tape. Thus began a fifteen-
year association with a person who would
become much more than a friend. 

Bob quickly became my “bud,” someone
with whom I would spend long hours on the
telephone discussing various news items and
events, mostly involving the LDS Church.
Actually I first “met” Bob, or rather learned of
him, in 1982 through a series of articles in
the Denver Post called “Utah—The Church
State.” In one of the articles, the reporter de-
tailed how he had followed Bob and his
family as they attended church and carried
on their daily activities as members of the
LDS Church in Salt Lake City.

Bob was constantly on the go. He was al-
ways fashionably late but always willing to
discuss and debate topics of religion, music,
and life experiences. He was a lawyer by pro-
fession but found his greatest joy in things
“Mormon.” And like me, he wanted to collect
any book, article, magazine, tape, video, CD

(you name it) about Mormonism—good,
bad, or ugly. We taped every lecture, news re-
port, television show, or radio interview that
we learned about. If Bob couldn’t tape it, I
would. We’d joke that if neither one of us
could record something, well, it just wasn’t
worth taping. Bob and I had an unofficial
business we called “B&S Taping.”

As a result of this quest, there was no
space in Bob’s home or office not filled with
boxes, papers, tapes, and books. Each bed-
room was a separate library, and we used to
laugh that he needed a jungle guide to get
through his house. It could be messy, but it
was his mess, and he loved it. And Bob’s col-
lection is very valuable in the preservation of
things Mormon, for back in the days of reel-
to-reel tape recording, and long before
groups such as Sunstone began taping things
themselves, it was Bob who captured many
LDS-related events for posterity.

B UT Bob was not one-dimensional. He
loved to go to plays and operas, and
occasionally (even if you didn’t ask)

he’d sing for you. Bob had a beautiful voice
and frequently sang in ward choirs and mu-
sical presentations. He would also tape-
record musical programs from the TV and
radio and has a very impressive collection,
which will soon be in the University of Utah
Archives for all to use and hear.

Bob also loved his family and took care of
his mother until she died a few years ago. He
spent many hours of his own time working on
family wills and estates. He loved and was
very close to his stepfather, Stanley McAllister,
who was a prominent businessman and
church leader in New York in the 40s, 50s,
and 60s. A few years ago at the Mormon
History Association conference in Cedar City,
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BOB VERNON
By Steven L. Mayfield

With great sadness, we announce the sudden passing of
long-time Sunstone supporter Robert Gerard Vernon in
January 2007. Born 9 July 1935 to Adelaide Neilson
(later McAllister) and Weston Vernon II, Bob—as
everyone knew him—was reared in Manhattan and
spent summers in Logan, Utah.  After receiving a polit-
ical science degree from the University of Utah, he
served an LDS mission in West Germany and later
earned a law degree from Columbia. In the last few
years, Bob became very active in the Sons of Utah
Pioneers and served as president of one of the Salt Lake
City chapters.

Bob married and later divorced Kathryn Barnes
with whom he had three children: David, Linda, and
Richard Vernon. They and their spouses survive him, as
do a granddaughter and grandson. Another grandchild
is on the way. Also surviving are older brother Weston
Vernon III; a sister, Maridon McAllister Morrison; and a
brother, Kenneth McAllister.

We will greatly miss Bob’s steadfast support of both
magazine and symposium and the clever humor he in-
jected into all our gatherings. 

THE VERNON FAMILY, 1982
The Vernons (from left to right) are Linda, Robert, Richard, Kathy, and David

(with a family friend walking behind Kathy).

ROBERT GERARD VERNON
July 1935–January 2007

D
E

N
V

E
R

 P
O

S
T

, 2
2 

N
O

V
E

M
B

E
R

 1
98

2

08-11_vernon mem_editorial.qxp  3/28/2007  1:00 PM  Page 8



S U N S T O N E

MARCH 2007 PAGE 9

Bob was supremely happy giving a paper
about McAllister. (Even though I messed up
the visuals, it was a great presentation!) 

Bob always liked to talk about his Vernon,
Nielson, and McAllister family history and
his own family. When a grandchild was born,
he’d proudly wear a button with the child’s
picture on it and the notation, “Ask me about
my grandbaby!” He loved his siblings, other
relatives, and children very much and talked
about them all the time. He also enjoyed dis-
cussing his life adventures, from his mission
in Germany, to his experience as a seasonal
worker at the Grand Canyon while attending
the University of Utah, to law school in New
York City. And Bob always maintained long-
lasting friendships with companions, co-
workers, or friends from each place he went.

It was always fun to run into Bob around
town or in some bookstore. One time while I
was photographing a traffic accident (I am a
crime scene photographer for the Salt Lake
City Police Department), I noticed Bob in his
car waiting to get around the accident. He
didn’t see me, so I walked up to his car,
banged on the roof, and yelled that he
couldn’t stop there. First seeing just a uni-
form, he was shocked and befuddled. Then
he saw me smiling, realized the joke, and
(after his heart slowed down a bit) couldn’t
stop laughing. Bob drove what can only be
described as a “tank.” How he loved that car!
After it got dented in a hit-and-run accident,
Bob at first wanted to get it repaired. But after
a while, he liked the “trophy” of being a sur-
vivor, evidence that his car was “tough.” 

A T his funeral, someone mentioned
that Bob is now at rest with his
family and friends, finally gaining

peace from the world. But if I know Bob, he’s
in the next life seeking out historians, profes-
sors, and maybe a prophet or apostle, asking
questions and seeking answers to long-re-
searched problems and questions, and not
being shy about offering a comment or two! 

I loved this man. He was indeed my friend,
my bud, and my brother. Even now when I
read something or see something on TV or
hear an interview on the radio, I go to the
phone and start to call Bob only to realize
once more that he is not there. At least not
physically. But he is in my memory and heart,
and I will always cherish the times, the events,
the symposiums, and the phone calls that I
shared with him. Thanks, Bob. God bless.

STEVE MAYFIELD is a Salt Lake Police
Department crime scene photographer and a
long-time volunteer Sunstone taping engineer
and photographer.

I ’VE ENJOYED WORKING with and get-
ting to know several members of the
Mormon Transhumanist Association in

preparing the cover article for this SUNSTONE
issue. Among other things, the experience
has led me to begin thinking again about is-
sues that once weighed heavily on my mind
but which had slipped from the forefront of
my consciousness.

For a few years beginning about 1995, if
you were to ask me to describe the gist of my
philosophical and theological ponderings, I
would have quickly mentioned many ele-
ments of what is often called “neo-Luddism.”
The term hearkens back to the Luddites, an

early nineteenth-century group of English
textile artisans who, protesting the effects of
the Industrial Revolution on their way of life,
set about destroying wool and cotton mills
and textile machines.1 Most neo-Luddite
voices eschew similar tactics of destruction,
but like the original Luddites, they are united
by a strong interest in preserving and main-
taining a high quality of life in the midst of
great and rapid technological advancement.
Kirkpatrick Sale describes one of the primary
tasks of the neo-Luddite movement as

laying out as clearly and fully as
possible the costs and conse-
quences of our technologies, in the

F R O M  T H E  E D I T O R

FINDING A WAY THROUGH
By Dan Wotherspoon

A FEW THOUGHTS of my own about Bob Vernon. Several things were certain in any en-
counter with Bob: 

1. He’d be smiling.
2. He’d be excited to share something he’d been reading or doing.
3. You were in for a long conversation!

All these things were very endearing. 
I can’t help but smile when I think about Bob. The combination of slight dishevelment,

a mind that raced two hundred miles an hour, and an open, helping heart who put good
intentions into action—even if those actions didn’t always seem particularly well organ-
ized—made Bob one of those unique and memorable characters whom I will never forget
and will always recall with fondness. 

Though not a scholar in the sense of publishing or breaking new ground in areas of in-
quiry, Bob was nevertheless a fine student of Mormonism—of its origins and development
as well as contemporary issues. Once his material has been pulled together and cataloged,
researchers using the University of Utah library archives will benefit from Bob’s energetic
saving of everything—especially the audio and video recordings he made of LDS presenta-
tions. As Steve Mayfield mentions in his reflection, many of these discussions are preserved
only because Bob had the foresight to capture them—was bold enough to bring his equip-
ment, monitor the recording processes, and manage the many other tasks required to
create and preserve such things. 

I will personally miss Bob very much. Sunstone and other Mormon groups will miss his
ever-present self, huge heart, and excellent mind and insights.

FOR EACH SUNSTONE issue, there are always many people to thank for behind-the-scenes
kindnesses and efforts that have helped things come to fruition. For this issue, I want to es-
pecially single out Brad Woodworth’s wonderful help in soliciting and editing the reflection
by Harold Bloom (page 18). Brad’s assistance involved consistent follow-through for the
past eighteen months as Professor Bloom was forced to postpone writing for us because of
health setbacks and other projects that screamed for his attention. New Haven neighbors of
Bloom’s, Brad and his wife Cherie have done a great deal to keep Bloom’s attention tuned
into Joseph Smith and contemporary Mormonism, of which he wrote so insightfully in his
The American Religion (Simon and Schuster, 1992). We’re very excited that Professor Bloom
has chosen to publish a few more thoughts now, fifteen years after that landmark book.
Thank you, Professor! Thank you, Brad, for all you have done in making this happen!
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near term and the long, so that
even those overwhelmed by the
ease/comfort/speed/power of high-
tech gadgetry . . . are forced to un-
derstand at what price it all comes
and who is paying for it. What pur-
pose does this machine serve?
What problem has become so great
that it needs this solution? Is this
invention nothing but, as Thoreau
put it, an improved means to an
unimproved end? . . . Will this in-
vention concentrate or disperse
power, encourage or discourage
self-worth? Can society at large af-
ford it? Can the biosphere?2

At the time I was introduced to the move-
ment, much of my interest in neo-Luddite
critiques grew out of my strong affinity for
environmentalism and also for the vision and
promise of Zion. (I was in the middle of
writing my doctoral dissertation on resources
in Mormon thought for ecological sustain-
ability.)  I recognized that any future to which
one might apply the label “Zion” would re-
quire a healthy integration of environmental
wisdom—including an economy geared to-
ward sustainability instead of simply toward
growth—and strong religious sensibilities.
Because neo-Luddite writings focus on the
connections between technology, economic
forces, and environmental impact, and on the
shift in spiritual values that are embedded in
the ideals of modernism and furthered by the
unchecked march of technological advance,

these writings gave me some of the most pen-
etrating analyses of many dynamics I was
then interested in.3

Several factors ultimately led to my
waning interest in neo-Luddism per se
(though I’ve still found myself revisiting that
section of my bookshelves many times in the
intervening years). But the chief factor was
the tendency of most of the movement’s
leading voices to look backwards more often
than forwards—to advocate withdrawal from,
rather than finding a way through, the indus-
trial complex and our society’s technological
adolescence. While I very much value the
wisdom of native traditions and find myself
drawn at times toward the gospel of sim-
plicity, ultimately I’ve come to realize that,
baseline, I’m a pragmatist and an optimist. I
have a strong trust in our ability as humans
to rise to the challenges occasioned by pre-
sent-day myopias regarding our planet and
what we must face in order to survive and
thrive. I also trust our ability to rise to the
challenges inherent in the technologies now
emerging and the clear trend they show to-
ward even greater interdependence between
human beings and the machines we create.

T HERE are several claims at the fore-
front of Transhumanist conversa-
tions, to which the article in this issue

was my first introduction, that I’m not quite
ready to embrace. I am absolutely for human
intellectual and biological flourishing. I am
even willing to consider as a good the ideal of

dramatically increased human longevity. But
even though I accept that we are following an
arc that leads to even greater interdepen-
dence between humans and machines, I’m a
bit discomforted by the seeming enthusiasm
many Transhumanists have for flourishing
primarily through human and technological
melding—non-organic enhancements to our
brains, skin, skeletal structure, sense organs,
and so forth. The article envisions that hu-
mans are to one day have “the ability to com-
municate complex thoughts and emotions
instantaneously without visual aids or
speech,” enjoy “higher awareness of even dis-
tant environs,” be able to perfectly control
“individual desires, moods, or mental states,”
and have “increased capacity to experience
joy, love, pleasure, and other emotions” (page
32). I want to stand firmly with the camp
that recognizes these as capabilities we can
and should work toward developing through
spiritual disciplines regardless of whether we
also pursue technologies that can aid us in
acquiring such capacities. 

I don’t rule out the possibility that
Transhumanists may be right about the in-
evitability of a period in human and techno-
logical evolution when advances come so
rapidly and are of such magnitude that we
will not be able to predict or direct them
(what Transhumanists call the “Singularity”).
But I would much rather throw my efforts be-
hind creating a future resembling that articu-
lated by Bill Joy, chief scientist of Sun
Microsystems. Using Star Trek as an example,

sunstone now has 
a travel store
through sunstone’s new travel store, you can give a donation
to the foundation without directly spending a dime!

www.ytbtravel.com/sunstone
We invite you and other Sunstone 
supporters to come to the Sunstone
Travel Store and comparison shop 
before you book your next trip. You can
use the web address above or access 
it through a button on the Sunstone
website WWW.SUNSTONEONLINE.COM. 

If, and only, if, our rates are equal to or
less than those you find elsewhere, we’d
simply ask that you book through our
travel store. This way you can support
Sunstone in continuing its mission. As
you’ll see, the prices, user interface, and
services you receive at Sunstone’s YTB-

based travel store are competitive with
those of all other online booking engines
available such as Travelocity, Orbitz,
and Expedia.

William Stanford 
SUNSTONE publisher

YTB Travel has created a program through which non-profit organizations 
such as Sunstone receive 40 percent of all commissions generated by 
airline, cruise, lodging, rental car, vacation, event ticket, and flower 
bookings made through an organization’s travel store.
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erally open and embracing of new tech-
nology, we have a better chance of turning it
to our advantage than if we try to ban or pro-
hibit it.” I also stand behind the Transhu-
manist sense that “we need to create forums
where people can rationally debate” all as-
pects of the unfolding technological and
human future (page 27) . 

I ’M excited by the brief introduction to
Transhumanism I’ve received through
the past several months of working with

the Mormon Transhumanist Association in
readying their article for SUNSTONE readers. I
plan to read much more in their discussions
and see where I might contribute. But I’m
even more pleased that the Mormon Trans-
humanist Association exists—that bright,
well-grounded Latter-day Saints have staked
out a claim at the Transhumanist table. I find
their readings of many familiar but under-
studied scriptural passages and prophetic ut-
terances fascinating. But mostly I share with
them a strong sense that science and tech-
nology should advance “according to
wisdom and inspiration,” that spiritual and

moral principles are vital in preparing for the
“risks and responsibilities associated with fu-
ture advances,” and that it is imperative to
strive to persuade others of this wisdom
(page 30).  

NOTES

1. Good introductions to both Neo-Luddism and
Luddism are available at www.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Neo-Luddism and www.wikipedia.org/wiki/Luddite
(accessed 26 March 2007).

2. Kirkpatrick Sale, Rebels Against the Future: The
Luddites and Their War on the Industrial Revolution—
Lessons for the Computer Age (Reading, Mass.:
Addison-Wesley, 1996), 273–74.

3. During this period, I took part in a Salt Lake
Sunstone Symposium panel, “Uncomfortable Ambigu-
ity: Technology and Community in the Twenty-first
Century” (tape/CD/download SL96–233). 

4. Bill Joy, “Why the Future Doesn't Need Us,”
available at http://www.wired.com/wired/archive/
8.04/ joy_pr.html (accessed 26 March 2007). This
April 2000 Wired magazine article is a watershed piece
in the discussion of unfolding technologies. In it, Joy,
who is no neo-Luddite and whose credentials in the
high-tech world are impeccable, speaks of his con-
cerns about the coming age of artificial intelligence,
nanotechnology, molecular manipulation, and other
major aspects of future described by Transhumanists.
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Joy shares his hope that the centuries to come
will be filled “with strong moral values, em-
bodied in codes like the Prime Directive: to
not interfere in the development of less tech-
nologically advanced civilizations,” a vision
dominated by “ethical humans, not robots.”4

I’m likewise cautious when I meet enthu-
siasm for colonizing other planets—in the
same way I want to reject attitudes about an
imminent Second Coming that are fed, at
least in part, by a pessimism about our ability
to work together to solve current societal
problems. I like the idea of exploring the
galaxy, but not if the enthusiasm for extrater-
restrial exploration is driven by a sense of our
having botched things up on planet Earth so
badly that our extinction here is inevitable
and sending a remnant to new worlds is the
only way the human species can survive.
Transhumanists are, of course, not united in
voice or enthusiasm for all of these claims,
but the voices are there and I believe deserve
critique.

These and a few other cautions aside, I
fully embrace the gist of the Transhumanist
Declaration which argues that “by being gen-

THE SUNSTONE EDUCATION FOUNDATION
invites submissions of papers to the 2007 R. L.
“Buzz” Capener Memorial Writing Contest in
Comparative Religious Studies. 

The contest originates in the conviction 
that the study of Mormon theology and doctrine
can greatly benefit from examination in 
a comparative context with other Christian 
and non-Christian traditions. The contest 
encourages entries that bring LDS concepts
and practices into discussion with the world-
views, doctrines, and rituals of other faiths,
trusting that the comparative act will enrich the
understanding of each. Papers should exhibit
sound scholarship but also be accessible to a
broad, non-specialist readership. 

The papers, without author identification,
will be judged by qualified scholars of
Mormonism and religious studies. The winners
will be invited to give their papers at the 2007
Salt Lake Sunstone Symposium to be held
8–11 August, and the winning articles will be
published in a future issue of SUNSTONE
magazine. Only the winners will be notified 
personally of the results. After the judging is
complete, all non-winning entrants will be free
to submit their essays elsewhere.

The contest is sponsored by the family of 

R. L. “Buzz” Capener to honor the memory of
his life of faith, acceptance of diversity, and the
pursuit of truth.

PRIZES: A total of $1,000.00 will be awarded: 
• $750 for the best submission
• $250 for the runner-up

RULES:
1. Only one entry may be submitted by any 

author or team of authors. Four copies must
be postmarked or reach the Sunstone offices
before or on 30 APRIL 2007. Entries will not
be returned.

2. Each entry must be 8,000 words or fewer
(exclusive of footnotes). Entries must be
typed, double-spaced, on one side of white
paper, paginated, and stapled in the upper
left corner. Author names should not appear
on any page of the entry.

3. Each entry must be accompanied by a cover
letter that states the essay’s title and the au-
thor’s (or authors’) name, address, tele-
phone number, and email address. Each
cover letter must be signed and attest that
the entry is the person or team’s work, that 
it has not been previously published, that 
it is not currently being considered for 

publication elsewhere, will not be submitted
to other forums until after the contest, and
that, if the entry wins, SUNSTONE magazine
has one-time, first-publication rights.

4. Winners will be selected by anonymous 
evaluations supplied by judges appointed by
the Sunstone Education Foundation and the
R. L. “Buzz” Capener Memorial Writing
Contest organizing committee. Sunstone
will announce the winners in SUNSTONE
magazine at WW.SUNSTONEONLINE.COM. 

Failure to comply with these rules will result in
disqualification.

The 2006 Capener Contest winners were: 
• First Place—“Saving the Dead: A

Comparative Study of Post-Funerary Rites
in Japanese and Mormon Culture,” by
John Dewey Remy (SUNSTONE,
November 2006)

• Second Place—“The Sacramental
Worldview: A Philosophical Comparison of
Joseph Smith’s Magical View of
Ordinances with a Liberation View of
Sacraments,” by Dennis Potter 
(SUNSTONE, December 2006)

The Sunstone Education Foundation is pleased to announce:

THE 2007 R. L. “BUZZ” CAPENER MEMORIAL WRITING CONTEST 
IN COMPARATIVE RELIGIOUS STUDIES

3 4 3  N O R T H  T H I R D  W E S T

S A LT  L A K E  C I T Y,  U TA H  8 4 1 0 3 – 1 2 1 5 S U N S T O N E  
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