
POWERFUL ARTICLES

T HANK YOU FOR YOUR POWERFUL
and thought-provoking set of articles in

the July 2008 issue. 
When I finished reading the article,

“When Virgins Collide,” I wept for all those
who missed out on the pleasure of sex for
long or short periods of time because they
lacked knowledge about the love-making
process. I wept for the women who have so
often felt inadequate, and also for women
throughout history who have been ravaged,
wounded, and abused by sex instead of ex-
periencing the joy and deep bonding that is
possible in a loving, committed relationship. 

I felt grief for women such as the one who
came to see my urologist husband. She
wanted to make sure that he did not give her
husband Viagra, “Because he had his way
with me for forty years and it’s my time now.”
I also grieved for the women victimized by
systematic rape as part of the ethnic cleans-
ing in places such as Bosnia.

I also appreciated the questions and sug-
gestions offered by Stephen Carter, Anne
Arnold, and H. Wayne Schow about how to
better teach both the consequences and the
joy of love-making. They inspired me to con-
tinue thinking about how to put into words
all that I have learned, and how to continue to
learn, about love-making, which I have expe-
rienced as a powerful connection to the di-
vine.

I marvel at the huge gulf between the
deep pain and the exquisite joy this gift can
evoke. 

RONDA CALLISTER
Logan, Utah

LET’S TALK ABOUT SEX

I JUST FINISHED READING “AFRAID OF
the Dark” in the July 2008 issue, and

found that my experience growing up in the
Church was very similar. While I thoroughly
enjoyed this article and the others, I wonder
if perhaps faithful Mormons, when attempt-
ing to liberalize the Church’s approach to
sexuality, are looking at the challenge incor-
rectly. 

All the articles refer to sexuality as a mys-
tical or dark place, or something sacred we
must to help our kids understand without all
the guilt and shame associated with this “sin
next to murder.” In other words, I wonder if
there is still an overemphasis on sexuality it-
self. 

Why do we need to always talk about sex
as God’s gift? I think that elevates its impor-
tance too much and places unneeded bur-
dens on youth and parents attempting to
deal with it. Sex is scary enough physiologi-
cally. Why make it even more unsettling by
placing a spiritual overlay on it? 

As for chastity before temple marriage, I
have found that often, instead of making sex-
uality less of an issue in finding the right
mate, the aggrandizement of sexuality seems
to become the issue that trumps all others.

At age fourteen, I joined the Church and
entered puberty. Since I lived in the mission
field and all my friends were non-Mormons,
I saw them enter their sexually active years at
the same time I was subject to Boyd K.
Packer’s “little factory” talk.  A relatively obe-
dient teenage boy, I “slipped” on masturba-
tion once every month or two, feeling
ashamed and guilty enough that I went
through the perfunctory bishop interview to
get myself straight with the Lord. Fortunately
I had some pretty cool bishops who took the
issue less seriously than I did. 

What really struck me at the time,
though, was what a non-event masturbation
was to my non-Mormon and relatively non-
religious friends. I found their language and
behavior very crude and offensive, but held
my tongue because I simply didn’t think I
knew enough to know how to relate to their
behavior constructively. However, I’ve fol-
lowed the lives of some of my friends, and
many went on to lead happy and fulfilling
lives, despite the dire predictions of my
Sunday school lessons. 

I now have two boys and a girl. My boys
are 16 and 14 and are in what I call the
“shower” phase of their lives. I’ve had con-
versations with my sons that I never received
from my Church leaders or my Mormon
friends. Essentially I’ve told them that I think
masturbation is like picking your nose or
having a bowel movement: it feels good, but
you don’t want to do it in public. 

I don’t mean to make light of the sexual
changes they are experiencing, but I’ve found
that by viewing sexuality as simply another
body function (albeit one that can carry seri-
ous consequences if misused), my boys are
growing up with a very healthy sense of
themselves and their sexuality. I counsel
them not to have sexual relations at their age,
and use the analogy of learning to use a gun.
If they are not careful, they can easily shoot
off their foot, or shoot themselves in the
head. I drove that point home to my 14-year-
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old who had learned of a pregnancy in his
high school and how the lives of the boy and
girl involved were changed forever. 

I find it so much easier to describe sexual
behavior differently than other risky behav-
iors, such as taking drugs or drinking alcohol
at their age. Since drug use and alcohol con-
sumption are entirely voluntary (unlike all
the desires that hormones prompt), I can be
pretty hardcore about insisting my sons not
take drugs or alcohol because it is not age ap-
propriate. But when it comes to intimate sex-
ual relationships at their age. I tell them they
just aren’t ready. Because my wife and I have
a close relationship with our kids, I’ve found
this approach much more effective than any-
thing the Church has ever presented.

WESLEY SMITH
Park City, Utah

NAKED LIKE UNTO 
THE PROPHET?

T HANKS TO MICHAEL MARTINDALE
for sharing his experiences as a Mormon

nudist (SUNSTONE, July 2008), which res-
onate with an article I wrote in which I asked
whether the Mormon fixation with modesty
could be simply a form of erotophobia
(SUNSTONE, July 2004, 52–53). 

Martindale says he was asked if he could
imagine President Hinckley “doing things
naked.” My response is that I can imagine
President Heber J. Grant swim-
ming in the nude, since there are
stories about him doing exactly
that in the old Deseret Gym
swimming pool in the days when
the sexes were strictly segre-
gated. 

As for the spring in Diamond
Fork that Martindale mentions, it
is well known that many Utahns,
including temple recommend-
holding Mormons, have been
skinny-dipping in that remote
place for decades. 

But I call attention to an irony
implicit in Martindale’s feelings
of “apprehension” when, as he
entered the temple after his first
experience as a naturist, he asked
himself whether “an evil spirit
[would follow him] inside.”
Many Mormons have had similar
feelings of apprehension as they
entered the temple for the first
time because they knew (or sus-
pected) that they would be asked
to undress and begin that rite of

perbole by suggesting that the author inten-
tionally cooked facts to support partisan in-
terpretations. I guess I’ve become too cynical
about people’s motives in this politically
charged election cycle. 

Certainly, I agree with Sanders’s macro
theme that over time, the LDS Church has
taken contradictory positions on political is-
sues. In 2006, I highlighted this same dy-
namic in a Sunday op-ed published in the
Salt Lake Tribune. The op-ed explored the
ironies over a century of the LDS Church’s
differing positions on a U.S. constitutional
amendment defining marriage. During
Apostle Reed Smoot’s first term as a US sena-
tor (1903-1909), both he and Mormon pres-
ident Joseph F. Smith opposed the proposed
marriage constitutional amendment. A cen-
tury later, the Church paradoxically and pub-
licly supported a similar marriage
amendment (see Michael Paulos, Salt Lake
Tribune, “A Century Ago: The LDS Church
and Constitutional Amendments,” 11 June
2006). Though not mentioned in her piece,
this episode further illustrates the conceptual
“tension” Sanders refers to.

As she points out, some violent warts
have besmirched the face of Mormon history.
She states that Mormons responded to “an
imperialistic U.S. government” by
“resort[ing] to guerrilla tactics.” I’m assuming
that Sanders here is primarily referring to the
Mountain Meadows Massacre—the most
reprehensible act of violence in all of
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passage practically nude—a practice that
only recently has been discontinued.

I suspect one of the reasons many temple-
worthy Mormons feel safe skinny-dipping in
Diamond Fork is that a large sign on one of
the bridges that hikers cross on the way
(reading something like “WARNING!
SKINNY-DIPPING AHEAD!”) both warns
and invites people to be part of an experience
which, as Martindale says, made him feel “a
deep connectedness . . . with God’s creation.”
An anthropologist could easily find similari-
ties between the Diamond Fork bridge and
the temple gates: Both could be interpreted
as clearly marked thresholds that warn and
invite the pilgrim/hiker to a new behavioral
pattern—to do something that flaunts the
most basic of social conventions.

Would it be sacrilegious to conclude that
removing one’s clothes at both thresholds are
rites of passage that similarly mark the begin-
ning of a mystical experience?

HUGO OLAIZ
Chapel Hill, North Carolina

WILL THE REAL VICTIM
PLEASE STAND UP?

T HANK-YOU TO SUNSTONE FOR
providing me an opportunity to re-

spond to Ashley Sanders’s rebuttal that ap-
peared in the July 2008 SUNSTONE. In
hindsight, I should not have engaged in hy-
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Mormon history. But, in my opinion, there is
nothing in Mormon history, including the
Mountain Meadows Massacre, that even re-
motely compares to the carefully planned
and executed Al-Qaeda terrorist attacks in
Kenya and Tanzania (1998), New York City
(1993, 2001), Spain (2004), England
(2005), and others. I’m also having a difficult
time seeing the similarity between
Mormonism in Utah during the 19th century
and the murderous, fascist Taliban regime in
Afghanistan in the early 21st century. 

The treachery Mormons exhibited at
Mountain Meadows was inexcusable and un-
forgivable; however, Sanders would need to
identify more concrete parallels before I
would be comfortable watching it be juxta-
posed with atrocities committed by Islamic
terrorists. The dissimilarities are many, which
include (but are not limited to) the following.
First, modern Islamic terrorists engage in sui-
cide bombings, where salvation is reportedly
rewarded to the perpetrator(s). I am not
aware of similar tactics in Mormon history.
Second, Al-Qaeda uses terrorism for public-
ity and political ends. It is quick to claim re-
sponsibility for the slaughter of innocent
Muslim and non-Muslim victims. The
Mormons involved in the Mountain
Meadows Massacre did their best to conceal
all evidence relating to the killings of the im-
migrant party from Arkansas. Third, Islamist
terrorists revel in the barbaric acts they com-
mit, showing no guilt or shame. The oppo-
site is true for the Mormons participants at

Mountain Meadows—these men and their
descendants experienced extreme guilt and
remorse for the abominable act. 

Sanders’s rebuttal also defends the asser-
tion that terrorism is America’s fault by enu-
merating recent U.S. foreign policy in the
Middle East. This ideology resembles the
writings of former University of Colorado
professor Ward Churchill, who avers in his
essay, “Some People Push Back: On the
Justice of Roosting Chickens,” that the civil-
ians who perished in the World Trade Center
on 9-11 were not innocent but were rather
“little Eichmanns.” Churchill continues that
these men and women represent the “techno-
cratic corps at the very heart of America’s
global financial empire,” and that the corpo-
rate empire has always enslaved “the military
dimension of U.S. policy.” I would be inter-
ested to know if Sanders shares his convic-
tions since they seem to be a consistent
application of her thesis. 

Further, Sanders reiterates the argument
of a moral equivalency between “Islamic ex-
tremists” (inferred to mean the Taliban and
Al-Qaeda) and “Romney’s Mormon forebear-
ers.” This comparison resembles recent com-
ments from Senator Richard Durbin (senior
senator from Illinois) comparing American
troops’ treatment of prisoners of war to the
techniques used by the Nazis and the Soviet
Union. Durbin’s remarks sparked contro-
versy, and he later tearfully apologized for the
misplaced words (Shailagh Murray,
Washington Post, “Durbin Apologizes for

Remarks on Abuse,” 22 June 2005).
Like Durbin, Sanders does not ap-
pear to have fully considered the po-
tential for the misunderstanding a
loose historical comparison can
cause. Moreover, I wonder if Sanders
intended to indirectly impugn other
non-violent minority groups (homo-
sexuals, women, immigrants) by ag-
gregating “Islamic extremists” under
the same umbrella as these “minority
Others.”

The final paragraph of Sanders’s
rebuttal asserts that Mitt Romney
and I have “historical amnesia” and
“double amnesia” respectively, be-
cause we refuse to interpret interna-
tional terrorism as America’s fault.
Defending the interpretation,
Sanders states, “what Paulos calls my
attempt to ‘blame the victim’ is actu-
ally a consistent application of the
concepts in my article.” All concepts
reach a point where they are no
longer constructive. For example, I
believe that by applying logic similar

to Sanders’s, some Mormon apologists have
sought to rationalize the deplorable acts at
Mountain Meadows. I don’t think anything
productive can be gained from blaming the
victim—a lesson the Mormon Church
learned the hard way with Mountain
Meadows. Moreover, I cannot see a “minority
Others” explanation or “historical tension”
justification that responsibly supports any
thesis that blames victims. 

MIKE PAULOS
San Antonio, Texas

Ashley Sanders responds:

THE ANALOGIES IN my article were meant
to emphasize the tension between insiders
and outsiders in secular systems that attempt
to protect minority and majority rights si-
multaneously. A secular state often has great
difficulty protecting the freedom to and from
religion, and these freedoms threaten each
other in a way that is unresolvable in the sys-
tem itself. Mormon history is often told as if
Mormons were victims of mysterious vio-
lence perpetrated by maniacs and bigots. My
article is an attempt to demystify this vio-
lence, arguing that it proceeded from two
groups with conflicting claims on
Constitutional freedoms.

I use the word guerrilla to identify a form
of violence commonly used by ‘outsiders’
who feel that their freedoms ‘to’ or ‘from’
have been denied and who do not have ac-
cess to the ‘authorized’ violence of insiders. I
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believe that guerrilla violence is an expres-
sion of a system that cannot protect compet-
ing freedoms without contradicting itself; the
vigilante/outsider nature of guerrilla violence
matches the inability of the system to resolve
its problems internally. 

In this context, I made an analogy be-
tween 19th-century Mormons and modern
guerrilla violence, since both groups have
“rejected pluralism in favor of theocracy, re-
sisted domination by an imperialistic U.S.
government, even resorted to guerrilla tactics
when threatened with violence.” With that
heritage, Romney would seem to be histori-
cally tone-deaf if he cannot at least under-
stand how theocratic Muslims resisting U.S.
imperialism might resort to similar tactics.

In my article, I never mentioned Al Qaeda
or the Taliban. I criticized Mitt Romney for
lumping all those who fight against the
United States as “evil extremists.” As I said,
this categorization betrays double amnesia:
First, Romney failed to see a connection be-
tween the way a government had character-
ized his ancestors and the subsequent way
they responded. Second, he failed to see why
imperialistic U.S. policies toward other coun-
tries would engender violent responses from
those countries. Romney was not actually

talking about right and wrong, terrorism and
peace. He was equating ‘right’ and ‘peace’
with whatever actions enjoyed ‘insider’ status
and ‘wrong’ and ‘extreme’ with any group
relegated to outside status. This logic allows
people to say that the United States—a coun-
try with an official army and a political struc-
ture to legitimize its violence—can invade
Iraq with impunity, but that the people of
Iraq—lacking insider status and political
structure to legitimize its violence—are ter-
rorists simply for trying to fight off an inva-
sion. To call an act “extremist” simply because
it conflicts with one’s own interests is misrep-
resentation. More than that, it is a decoy at-
tempting to impute to one’s enemies the
philosophy one relies on to maintain power.

This conflation of insiders and outsiders
with right and wrong is further illustrated by
conversations about the U.S. economy. As
Ward Churchill controversially pointed out,
we mourned for those who lost their lives on
11 September but rarely memorialize the
slower deaths that economic imperialism in-
flicts. While I would never justify the deaths
of those killed on 11 September, I do agree
with Churchill that people working in U.S.
trade are complicit in a system that deliber-
ately and systematically exploits weaker na-

tions and peoples for the sake of profit. But,
since the economy is always on the ‘inside’—
since its inequities are supported by a deeply
entrenched philosophy of inevitability, and
since its crimes are slow and pervasive—we
do not recognize the victims of these crimes.
Instead, when our economy is threatened,
we start wars of self-interest.

In short, we are not the victims nearly as
often as we think. And when rare moments
arise when we are victims, our overweening
indignation betrays a hubris that we could
only possess if we are willfully ignorant to
the sufferings we had wrought on others.
More important, the notion of who is and
who is not a victim is a difficult question that
can be settled only by taking into account the
terms and assumptions of all sides.

We too often tell Mormon history as the
history of Mormon victimization. So attached
are we to this story that we dismiss or sim-
plify stories that run counter to ours.

For both Mormonism and the United
States both sides have been, and continue to
be, victims—first, of their own hypocrisy,
and second, of outside definitions of freedom
that are competing with theirs.

ASHLEY SANDERS
Salt Lake City, Utah

S U N S T O N E

OCTOBER 2008 PAGE 5

SUNSTONEMAGAZINE.COM
Sunstone’s new website is now up and going strong!

•Search and download all past SUNSTONE magazine content
•Listen to or order past symposium audio
•Link to the latest discussions on SUNSTONEBLOG.COM
•Register for symposiums
•Follow links to Mormon-related news
•And much more!

WWW.SUNSTONEMAGAZINE.COM

02-05_Letters.qxp  9/28/2008  4:47 PM  Page 5




