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Why Most Utahns Are Democrats – but just don’t know 
it yet. 
 
 Late in 2005, I did something that changed my life. I 
wrote a booklet entitled “Why Most Utahns Are Democrats 
(but just don’t know it yet), which detailed my conversion 
from Reagan Republican to Utah Democrat. That little 
pamphlet led to a run for Congress, another for State 
Senate, several years as chair of the Weber County 
Democrats, and my current work with the LDS Democrats. 
I’ve spent a whole lot of time and not an insignificant 
amount of treasure since then working on the often 
frustrating task of electing more Democrats in Utah. 

Why? After detailing some of the actions of Utah 
Republicans in 2005, I stated the following in that 
pamphlet: “The arrogance of Republicans surprised me – 
and it also yielded an important insight: They were out of 
step with the values of average Utahns. That scared me. I 
was soon thereafter a dues-paying Utah Democrat.” 

Have things changed since then? They surely have – 
for the worse! A small group of Utahns, almost all of whom 
come from a religious tradition that has as one of their 
maxims “moderation in all things” have spawned some of 
the most extreme political ideologues in the nation; 
fanatics who have completely forsaken the pragmatic 
approach to governance shared by Utah leaders from both 
parties during the latter half of the twentieth century. (Not 
to mention ignoring the writings of Brigham Young, whose 
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sermons would have earned him the “socialist” label a 
hundred times over with today’s Tea Party.) 

Many of my fellow Democrats have requested an 
updated version of that booklet over the years. Their 
desire is simply to get this message out: Our Utah people 
are too good, too kind, too respectful of diversity, too 
unselfish, and too pragmatic to sit idly by when many of 
their elected leaders have more in common with 
politicians from the Deep South than their fellow citizens. 
Utah voters used to be an informed, engaged, stubbornly 
independent folk who voted in large numbers in 1980 to 
elect Ronald Reagan – while simultaneously re-electing 
Democratic Governor Scott Matheson. This booklet is 
dedicated to helping, in a small way, to get our people back 
where they belong.   
 Beginning with the presidency of Andrew Jackson, the 
mission of the Democratic Party has been to look out for 
the little guy. The Republican Party that elected Abraham 
Lincoln was actually made up largely of antislavery 
Jacksonian Democrats – but unfortunately, the bankers 
took over the GOP during Reconstruction, resulting in the 
nation’s laborers and small farmers being left outside of 
the nation’s power structure for the next sixty years. The 
result was the era of the robber barons and trusts, massive 
corruption in government and business, and the 
exploitation of new immigrants. This experiment in 
allowing the excesses of capitalism to run unrestrained 
resulted in the near-implosion of American capitalism 
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known as the Great Depression. The election of Franklin D. 
Roosevelt resulted in a healthier balance between labor 
and capital, and while rescuing America from the Great 
Depression, Roosevelt re-built the foundation of today’s 
Democratic Party. 
 The miracle of America is that the mistakes and 
injustices caused when the wealthy had too much power 
have been healed without revolution and without 
socialism, thanks to the goodness of our people and the 
genius of our political system. Conservative extremists 
often throw around the word “socialist” to demonize 
Democrats, but consider the following quote from Arthur 
Schlesinger Jr: “The object of (American) liberalism has 
never been to destroy capitalism, as conservatism 
invariably claims – only to keep the capitalists from 
destroying it.”  
 
The proper role of government 
 One of the most famous urban parks in America is 
Boston Common. It’s instructive to note how the park got 
that name. In the early days of the city, a large open space 
was created for animal pasture. Anyone in the town, rich 
or poor, was allowed to use the “common” to pasture their 
animals. 
 From this sprouted the economic concept of the 
commons; resources supported and shared equally by all 
in the community. One economic theory, communism, held 
that all economic resources should be held in the 
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commons. That philosophy was rightfully delegated to the 
dustbin of history a few decades ago. 
 But it’s a fantasy that nothing should be in the 
commons. A classic Pat Bagley cartoon has the Tea Party 
Genie granting three wishes to a Tea Partier. His wishes: 
To live in a country with respect for guns, but no taxes and 
no gol-dern interferin’ gummit! Poof! He’s transported 
instantly to Somalia. Let’s face it: The most ardent free-
market libertarians are not arguing that we should 
eliminate city parks, public libraries, or police and fire 
protection. 
 A big debate in our American democracy has been 
over what should be in the commons. Over the years, as 
America became wealthier and the rise of industry and 
technology demanded change, more was added to the 
commons, such as our land grant colleges, public 
secondary education and basic income security for the 
disabled and elderly through Social Security.  

During these debates over the last two centuries, 
America’s conservatives have filled the role of ensuring we 
make these changes cautiously and wisely, as a counter-
balance to progressives who often want Utopia now. It has 
been common for those conservative voices to be over-
the-top in the face of change. Hence, Ronald Reagan in 
1962, preaching against the proposed new Medicare 
program, said the following: “Pretty soon your son won't 
decide when he's in school, where he will go or what he 
will do for a living. He will wait for the government to tell 
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him….We are going to spend our sunset years telling our 
children and our children's children what it once was like 
in America when men were free.”  Fifty years later, my 
sons aren’t waiting for the government to tell them 
anything, and instead we’re telling our grandchildren 
there used to be a time in America when we allowed poor 
elderly folks to suffer and die alone without access to 
medical care. 

However, when the debates were over and change 
happened, patriotic conservatives would accept the 
change and shift into the role of ensuring those changes 
worked efficiently. Hence, Republican President Dwight D. 
Eisenhower wrote his brother in 1954: “Should any 
political party attempt to abolish social security, 
unemployment insurance, and eliminate labor laws and 
farm programs, you would not hear of that party again in 
our political history. There is a tiny splinter group, of 
course, that believes that you can do these things... Their 
number is negligible and they are stupid." 

Finally, true conservatives respect the process of 
American government. That’s what is meant by honoring 
the Constitution. Laws may be passed that we don’t like, 
but we change them through debate, legislation and 
elections. We do our business by the voice of the people. 

The latest debate over addition to the commons is 
about universal access to health care. In a way, this is a 
false debate: When we enacted laws that force hospital 
emergency rooms to accept anyone regardless of ability to 
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pay, we made the decision that access to health care was a 
right. The debate has really been about finding a more 
efficient and fair way to fund the costs of a decision we 
already made. As with previous changes to the commons, 
conservatives tell us the sky is falling. (The false claims of 
“death panels” for the elderly are especially curious, given 
Reagan’s speech against Medicare.) Unfortunately, for the 
first time, modern conservatives have demonstrated they 
no longer respect the Constitution and are willing to go to 
any steps to force their minority views on the country.  

The fight against the Affordable Care Act has been 
particularly nasty – but if history is any guide, a few years 
hence, when we see things actually working (after some 
course corrections), everyone will be wondering what the 
fuss was about. (It’s clear that’s what really frightens Mike 
Lee.) Today’s conservatives seem to think our American 
Constitutional system is pretty fragile; that cautious, 
common-sense additions to the commons to improve the 
lives of all her citizens will somehow cause the whole thing 
to collapse. I’m an optimist. Our system of government, 
flowing out of the voice of the people, is more robust than 
that. The history of previous changes to the commons 
supports my optimism. 
 
Economics 
 One of the most influential Utahns of the twentieth 
century, venerated as a visionary by many of today’s top 
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economists, is curiously unappreciated in his home state. 
That man is Marriner S. Eccles. 
 Most Utahns know the Eccles name through the 
family’s many charitable foundations, and recognize 
Marriner as a wealthy banker and industrialist. Few know 
that he was one of Franklin D. Roosevelt’s chief economic 
advisors and chairman of the Federal Reserve Board for 
many years. He is recognized as one of the most influential 
economists of that century. 
 Marriner Eccles’ story is compelling. Previous to the 
1929 stock market crash, he was a staunch Republican 
free market capitalist. Then the crash and subsequent 
Great Depression set in. The prevailing theory at the time 
was that the Depression was squeezing waste out of the 
system and that things would soon return to normal. After 
several years, when the economy continued to worsen, 
Eccles began a period of reflection that completely 
changed him. 
 His insight was simple yet profound. The economic 
output of a nation served two purposes: as capital 
accumulation to continue to grow economic capacity, and 
as a means of consumption to draw off the output 
produced by capital. If economic output was skewed too 
far one way or the other, if the right balance was violated, 
problems would surface. Too much money going to 
consumption would result in wage inflation and stagnating 
productivity. Too much money going to capital would 
result in deflation, decreased demand for economic goods, 
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and “asset bubbles” stemming from more money in the 
investment pool than could be put to productive uses. The 
bursting of those asset bubbles resulted in financial crisis 
and severe economic recession. He used a striking analogy 
to describe what had caused the Great Depression: 
 “As mass production has to be accompanied by mass 
consumption, mass consumption, in turn, implies a 
distribution of wealth… – to provide men with buying power 
equal to the amount of goods and services offered by the 
nation’s economic machinery. (italics Eccles’). Instead of 
achieving that kind of distribution, a giant suction pump 
had by 1929-1930 drawn into a few hands an increasing 
portion of currently produced wealth…  By taking 
purchasing power out of the hands of mass consumers, the 
savers denied to themselves the kind of effective demand 
for their products ... In consequence, as in a poker game 
where the chips were concentrated in fewer and fewer 
hands, the other fellows could stay in the game only by 
borrowing. When their credit ran out, the game stopped.” 
 Marriner Eccles started preaching his new-fangled 
insights and was considered a crackpot. Former Utah Gov. 
George Dern, Roosevelt’s Secretary of War thought 
otherwise, and through Dern’s influence, Eccles was 
appointed Chair of the Federal Reserve. Policies he put in 
place, based on these simple insights, led to the longest 
period of stable economic growth in American history, 
lasting until we forgot the lessons he taught. 



  Page 9  
  

 What does this have to do with our day? In 1980, 
President Reagan instituted a set of policies that were 
labeled “supply side economics”. President Obama has 
written that those policies were probably the correct ones 
for that time: We had high wage inflation and stagnating 
productivity, and needed to tip the needle a bit toward the 
side of capital. 
 The problem was that conservatives who came after 
Reagan thought supply side economics was the five pound 
hammer in the toolbox that negated the need for all other 
tools. Soon, the needle tipped back the other way, and the 
result was a new Gilded Age: Almost all of the nation’s 
wealth and an excessive portion of her yearly income has 
been concentrated in the hands of the few. Marriner Eccles 
could have predicted what happened next (and many of 
his modern disciples did). 
 Republican economic policies re-created Eccles’ “giant 
suction pump” thirty years ago, which caused our Great 
Recession in 2008. Such policies are not only unfair and 
immoral. (Brigham Young would certainly have 
condemned today’s unequal distribution of wealth.) They 
are not just harmful to the family, when parents of young 
children have to both work full-time and more to provide 
basic necessities. They are harmful to the overall economy 
and to our nation. The Great Recession proved Marriner 
Eccles was right. 
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Church and State 
 When Thomas Jefferson explained how the First 
Amendment was intended to build “a wall of separation 
between Church and State”, he was not expressing 
opposition to religious faith. If you study Jefferson’s 
writings as a whole, it becomes clear that he believed in 
God, considered himself a Christian, and felt that religion 
had an important role to play in society. According to 
Jefferson, a healthy religious environment required two 
things: ensuring religion was protected from the 
corrupting influences of political power, and ensuring 
complete freedom of religious expression. “Truth is great, 
and will prevail if left to herself…she is the proper and 
sufficient antagonist to error, and has nothing to fear from 
the conflict”. Jefferson rigorously fought for the separation 
of church and state because he realized that without such 
separation, religion suffers. It loses its moral authority and 
vitality. Mormon founder Joseph Smith obviously agreed 
with Jefferson when he wrote, “We do not believe it just to 
mingle religious influence with civil government.” 
 Unfortunately, modern America provides confirmation 
of Jefferson’s fears. The Republican Party has become the 
political wing of fundamentalist Christianity. As that 
religious group becomes heavily and directly involved in 
politics, we see Jefferson’s concerns vindicated. 
 The pioneers who came to the Great Basin in pursuit of 
religious freedom would surely be concerned that the 
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political party most Utahns support is largely controlled 
by a religious philosophy that holds extreme 
discriminatory views against the Latter-day Saints. 
Democrats of faith mourn for their fundamentalist 
brethren and sisters, because they see how their 
congregations’ involvement in politics is causing them to 
neglect the things that really matter: preaching the Gospel, 
serving the poor, and saving souls. 
 The two principles of freedom of religious expression, 
but forbidding a link between church and state, create 
some tension between each other. The trick is finding 
balance. That balance is where religion is a thriving part of 
our society – but uncorrupted by the things of the world. 
Religion has an important role to play in teaching the self-
discipline required for a government by the people. That 
role is to teach us correct principles – and then let us 
govern ourselves. 
 
Protection of children - born and unborn 
 Little children are precious to me, more so since I have 
been addressed by that most magical of titles – Grandpa. I 
agree with former President Jimmy Carter: “I am 
convinced that every abortion is an unplanned tragedy, 
brought about by a combination of human errors.” Like 
most Utahns, I personally believe that abortion is wrong 
except in extreme cases of rape, incest, or serious threats 
to the life or health of the mother. 
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 Many conservatives seem to think the only way to 
reduce abortions is to have Roe v. Wade overturned. But 
there is a problem with this attitude. Even if it were 
overturned, most people who have seriously thought 
about the issue realize the near-impossibility of writing a 
law that could fairly administer those exceptions. Who 
gets to decide which 15 year old girl is telling the truth 
about being raped, and which one is lying? Will we require 
evidence, and if so, what kind? Where would we get the 
army of Solomons that could handle such a job?  
 Reducing unnecessary abortions is an important goal, 
but there are no easy answers. That is why The Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints “has not favored or 
opposed legislative proposals or public demonstrations 
concerning abortion”, but leaves it up to each member to 
decide on the best policies to effectively achieve this goal. 
 It’s important to recognize that abortion is not the 
problem, it is a symptom. The root cause of abortion is 
unwanted pregnancies, and abortion is only one of many 
evils resulting from this scourge. I believe a miracle could 
occur in this nation if we’d use the effort we spend fighting 
each other over abortion and join together to solve that 
root problem. Instead of the polarizing and misleading 
“pro life” and “pro choice” slogans we yell at each other, I’d 
propose a new one suggested by President Carter: “Every 
baby conceived should be a wanted child”. And once a 
child is born, we should ensure that child has every 
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opportunity to lead a happy and productive life. I think 
good people everywhere could get behind that. 
 
Equality and the family 
 During the early days of Utah’s history, the pioneers 
were severely persecuted by a nation who was 
vehemently opposed to what were considered deviant 
sexual practices. In the midst of this persecution, the 
Saints found a friend in Col. Thomas L. Kane. Kane didn’t 
agree with the practice of polygamy, but he had spent time 
with the Saints and found them to be upright, productive 
citizens. He argued on their behalf, trying to convince the 
nation that they weren’t hurting anyone and should be left 
alone. 
 The parallel between Utah’s early history and the 
current struggle for equal rights for LGBT people should 
be obvious. That is why Utah’s predominant religion has 
been generally less strident in their views on the subject of 
same-gender attraction than many other Christian faiths, 
including supporting local non-discrimination ordinances 
in recent years. 
 Personally, I wish our country could have found a way 
to grant equal rights to non-traditional families without 
the current divisive argument over the definition of 
marriage, which I consider primarily a sacred religious 
covenant rather than a legal concept. Government should 
legitimize and enforce contracts between individuals, and 
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it should be up to the couples involved to decide what to 
call those relationships. I believe the LGBT community 
would have gladly supported equal rights through civil 
unions early on. Unfortunately, some social conservatives 
have this habit of not only disagreeing with their 
opponents, but insist on demonizing and dehumanizing 
them. The backlash to this treatment among fair minded 
Americans has propelled the marriage equality movement 
toward acceptance among a growing majority of her 
citizens. 
 Some conservatives believe this trend spells the end of 
the traditional family. I am more optimistic. There is much 
we can do to strengthen traditional families; things like 
ensuring hard-working young family fathers can earn 
enough to provide basic shelter, food and health care so 
mothers have the choice to nurture their children full time 
while they are young, or by improving educational 
opportunities for our young adults. 
 What are the actual, specific problems our young 
families are struggling with? This is where we should be 
focusing our efforts on pragmatic ways to strengthen the 
traditional family. 
  
Summary 
 Now that you have come this far, you might review the 
following and see if you, too, may be a Democrat. 
 If you truly believe in the principle of limited 
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government, you may be a Democrat. 
 If you mistrust big corporations as much as you 
distrust big government, you may be a Democrat. 
 If you believe that religion fills a critical role in society, 
but see proof in modern America of Jefferson’s doctrine 
that direct involvement in politics corrupts and weakens 
religion, you may be a Democrat. 
 If the strident tone of conservative talk show hosts 
bothers you, you may be a Democrat. 
 If you believe in the sanctity of human life, but respect 
that good people may differ on how to best protect it, and 
want to reach out and actively work to find solutions to 
the root causes of abortion, you may be a Democrat.  
 If you believe it’s unfair to shift the tax burden from 
inherited and investment wealth to wage earners and our 
children who have to pay off the huge deficits, you may be 
a Democrat. 
 If you believe the huge and expanding gap between 
rich and poor is a problem that requires real solutions, you 
may be a Democrat.  
 If you believe that talents of extraordinary intelligence 
or ambition are gifts from God, and feel that average 
Americans deserve a piece of the American dream just as 
much as gifted Americans, you may be a Democrat. 
 If you are passionate that no American child should 
suffer from hunger, cold, lack of basic health care, or lack 
of a good education just because his parents are poor, you 
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may be a Democrat. 
 If you believe our most important economic resource 
is our children, and that providing a world-class education 
for every child is the most important pro-economic 
investment we can make, you may be a Democrat. 
 Perhaps you are saying “I like most Utah Democrats, 
but I can’t stand some national Democrats”. There are 
some national Democrats I don’t like very much – and I’d 
be disappointed in my Republican friends if they didn’t say 
the same thing about some national Republicans. No one 
will make you support those you don’t agree with. We 
truly believe in the “big tent”. Come join us, and help us 
infuse the national party with our good Utah values. 
 I love the good people of this state! They are generous 
and tolerant. They are humble and God-fearing. They love 
their families, and want all families to have the same 
blessings they enjoy - and realize their blessings are gifts 
from God. They mistrust those with too much power, and 
not just the federal government. They believe everyone 
should be free to choose their own life, as long as it doesn’t 
interfere with the rights of others. I know my Republican 
friends will argue the point, but in my opinion, the above is 
a pretty fair description of a good Utah Democrat. Come 
join us – and help us restore representative democracy to 
this great state.  


