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IN OUR VIEW
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Just more than a week ago, Dixie State
College removed what was perhaps one of
the biggest points of visible contention in
the debate over the name the school will
possess after it achieves university status
in 2013.
The elaborate bronze statue featured a
Confederate soldier reaching down to help
a colleague up from the ground. While
some residents believe the statue showed
heroism and compassion, others pointed to
the “stars and bars” of the Confederate
flag as an illustration of a tie to America’s
racist past.
Following a protest in which a sheet
was placed over the statue, college officials made the decision to remove it. They
said the decision was made to keep the
artwork — estimated to be worth more
than $25,000 — safe from vandalism.
Some people speculate the rationale was
merely an excuse to remove a piece of art
that showed an unwanted link to the South
and the undeniable tie to slavery.
It’s appropriate — even if “Dixie” remains in the college’s name after becoming a university — not to place the statue
back in front of the Avenna Center on
campus. If “Dixie” in Utah has no tie to
the Confederacy, then let’s not provide any
semblance of a link by having such a statue on display.
However, the statue does depict a key

point in our nation’s history. The Civil War
initially divided the nation but eventually
united us. As historians point out, the saying was “the United States are ...” before
the war and “the United States is ...” following it.
And it’s undeniable that artist Jerry
Anderson did his usual good work in crafting the piece. It’s a beautiful piece of art
that shouldn’t be locked away in a warehouse or in a storage closet collecting
dust.
Instead, Dixie State College should
donate the artwork to one of the many
national battlefields or museums dedicated to the men who fought valiantly on both
sides in the Civil War. One suggestion
would be Gettysburg, the location of the
turning point of the war.
Such a donation would allow Dixie State
to get its name out to people in another
area of the country, with a plaque stating
the college made the donation and explaining where Dixie State College — or whatever its name becomes — is in Southern
Utah.
It’s a chance to ensure the artwork is on
display, as it should be. It’s a chance to put
it on display in an area with context associated with the Civil War. And it would
provide a positive public relations opportunity for an institution embroiled in a
heated debate over its name.

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR
Donate statue to new home
As a retired veteran, a Civil War reenactor and descendant of Confederate
soldiers, I am appalled by Dixie State
College’s removal of the artwork by local
artist, Jerry Anderson, depicting two
Southern soldiers assisting each other.
Sadly, Dixie State’s decision to remove
this statue without a public forum is reminiscent of the Taliban in Afghanistan who
blatantly removed the ancient statues of
Buddha when they seized that country.
Unfortunately, instead of teaching students our history, which should the goal of
any university, the college has decided to
ban those parts which is not “political
correct.” It truly is a sad day in America.
Nonetheless, I would suggest they, the
artist, or whoever owns the statue, donate
it to the International Sons of Confederate
Veterans in Tennessee or have it placed on
a battle field like Brandy Station, Va.,
where it would be most appreciated.
Dr. Arnold Huskins
GROVETOWN,
GA.

Don’t take offense to “Dixie”
As to all of the fuss over changing the
name of Dixie College, I am reminded a
bit of the old definition of a committee: “A
group of the unwilling, picked by the unfit
to do the unnecessary.” A couple of
thoughts to reflect on:
1. If there were an 11th Commandment
it might be “Do not take offense when
none is intended.” Too many people these
days seem to be inclined (and get a
warped satisfaction from), looking for and

taking offense at whatever they can.
2. Jesus knew what he was talking
about when he condemned those that
“seek the praise of men.” Unfortunately,
we have too much of that right here in St.
George, and most if it is promoted by our
Local Growth Machine that thrills at the
thought of inviting the world here, and a
million residents to our metro area.
Maybe you folks that take offense at
the words “Dixie” need to get out of the
19th century, and you that want to retain it,
need to have a bit more backbone and not
cave in to such dubious demands.
Warren S. Wright
ST. GEORGE

Woman helps with pet population
Thank you, thank you, Ted Arsenault. I,
too, agree that animal cruelty has no place
in our society.
Did you know that we have an angel in
St. George, and her name is Chris Neal?
She traps stray and feral cats, takes them
to the vet to be spayed or neutered, then
returns them to their area and leaves a
large container of cat food so they do not
starve or suffer. This insures that they do
not repopulate. Chris does this at her own
expense and with the help of a few volunteers and donations.
It is her hope that she can receive more
volunteers and donations so that she can
continue this program. If anyone is willing
to help or donate money, they can reach
her at 619-4712. She sure could use more
help.
Angie Larsen
ST. GEORGE
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Adding to
endangered
list is a
bad idea
Adding the Virgin spinedace to
the threatened or endangered
species list, as recently proposed
by the Center for Biological Diversity, would result in heavy costs
to the residents of our community
and few guarantees for the fish
population. The future of collaborative efforts among various
agencies in furtherance of species
protection and the diversion of
scarce tax dollars from necessary
programs would follow from such
action.
Why would this group and its
representative propose an endangered listing if it doesn’t benefit the species in question? Motivations may include funding since
many environmental groups have
garnered significant dollars from
you, the taxpayer, through legal
fees awarded in lawsuits filed
under the Endangered Species Act.
Or the listing could provide personal benefits, such as hoped-for
changes that impact an individual’s
private property or business interests.
When funds are diverted to
legal challenges instead of on-theground improvements, society as a
whole pays a heavy price. The
benefits to the species are reduced, and costs are increased.
Fewer voluntary contributions are
available when there is no collaboration, so ever more burden falls
on the taxpayer.
The fact is the Virgin spinedace
is already the subject of a state
conservation agreement, first
executed in 1995 and later incorporated as part of the collaborative
process established as the Virgin
River Resource Management and
Recovery Program (Virgin River
Program) in 2002. In the years
since 1995, the Virgin spinedace
has acquired approximately 29
additional miles of habitat and
increased in population. Several
recovery goals have been met,
including:
» The re-establishment of populations in Quail Creek, Leeds
Creek and portions of the Santa
Clara River and the Beaver Dam
Wash.
» Property acquisition and protection in many locations.
» Water acquisition in depleted
reaches.
» General protection activities
through stream alteration permits.
These benefits were achieved
because of collaboration among
local, state and federal agencies,
environmental groups and others.
To accomplish this effort, the Virgin River Program was established
by three funding partners, the
Washington County Water Conservancy District, the Utah Department of Natural Resources and the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
The alternative to collaboration
is the type of regulatory action
proposed by the Center for Biological Diversity as noted in The
Spectrum’s article on Nov. 21. The
heavy hand of the law may be attractive to those who have no understanding of or concern for the
public interest represented by the
Virgin River Program and the
Washington County Habitat Conservation Plan. Legal burdens
bring no funding and inspire little
or no effort by those who experience this forced, top-down imposition of power. The net result is less
activity to benefit the species.
We support U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in collaborative efforts
and strongly oppose this assault on
species protection represented by
the actions of the Center for Biological Diversity.
This column was provided by
Washington County commissioners
Alan Gardner, Jim Eardley and
Denny Drake, and Ronald Thompson, general manager of the Washington County Water Conservancy
District.
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