
In early July, a list of supposed illegal 
immigrants was anonymously sent to 
various newspapers, television stations 

and law enforcement agencies around 
the state. The list contained names and 
personal information for approximately 
1,300 people; most were from the Hispanic 
community.

Those on opposing 
sides of the immigration 
issue were quick to 
come forward and voice 
opinions. Governor 
Hebert arranged an 
open meeting to discuss 
the issue. This meeting 
was followed by other 
discussion forums which 
revealed the depth 
of Utahns’ passions 
surrounding the topic of 
immigration.

Given the strong 
feelings surrounding 
immigration it is understandable that 
other important concerns relating to the 
distribution of a list of government records 
have been relegated to the background. 
Nevertheless, some of these issues deserve 
attention. Chief among these should be a 
concern for the privacy of all citizens. 

Most of us are aware that we live in 
a world where our personal information 
is collected and used. Consider online 
retailing. When I purchase a book from 
Amazon, the company collects various 
pieces of personal information: my name, 
address and credit card information. 
Perhaps my pattern of purchases is 
scrutinized to determine my buying 
preferences. 

I realize that Amazon will use the 
information to entice me to make future 
purchases. I regularly receive email 
messages from them. When I visit the 
Amazon site, I am prompted to look at 
specific merchandise the retailer believes 
that I am likely to buy. 

Despite this, I provide my personal 
information voluntarily. The reason I do 
so is that I know that it is in Amazon’s 
self-interest to exercise some restraint in 
using the information I have given them. If 
Amazon abuses my personal information I 
will stop doing business with them. Other 
customers would act in a similar fashion. 
This fact provides a small safeguard 
against abuse of the information provided. 

The information I provide to the state 

and federal government is a bit different. 
First, I don’t provide this information 
voluntarily. Although I don’t typically fret 
over the matter, I am required to supply the 
government with specific pieces of personal 
information. 

Second, self-interest does not come into 
play.  Governmental 
agencies are not 
concerned that I will 
take my business 
elsewhere. Whether 
the agencies act 
responsibly or 
irresponsibly, I, and 
other citizens, will 
still be compelled 
to deal with them. I 
simply hope that the 
government employees 
who have access to my 
personal information 
will act ethically 
and responsibly. The 

recent compilation and distribution of the 
immigration list proves that government 
employees will not always act responsibly. 

Most of us don’t need to be concerned 
that our names will show up on a list of 
illegal immigrants. Yet, consider what 
could happen if a government employee 
or agency entrusted with your personal 
information were motivated by greed 
rather than ideology.

Your credit card information could 
be sold to organized criminals. Your 
health records could be  shared with 
potential employers. Tax records which 
contain information on your earnings and 
investments could be sold to retailers or 
investment companies. If you think this 
is scaremongering, you should know that 
there have been several recent cases of 
state governments selling drivers license 
information to insurance companies, 
country clubs, collection agencies, and 
driving schools. Thankfully, Utah was not 
one of these states.

Incidents such as the distribution of 
the immigration list prompt the question: 
“Should we be doing anything differently?” 
Many are considering whether we should 
modify existing immigration policy. It is 
also worth considering the steps we should 
take to protect the vast amount of private 
information entrusted to various state and 
federal agencies. The recent distribution of 
the immigration list proves that necessary 
protections are sorely lacking.

If Utah public schools decide to of-
fer or host firearm safety class-
es, live ammunition should not 
be used in such courses. These 

types of safety courses can be taught 
to students without live ammunition. 
It would be a tragedy if someone was 
injured through criminal action or a 
mishap during a class.

And unfortunately, we’ve witnessed 
in the past several years that even 
highly qualified instructors can cause 
injury when teaching a firearms course 
with live ammunition.

Banning live ammunition from 
schools would not mean that law en-
forcement or qualified concealed-weap-
ons permit holders would lose the right 
to carry weapons at schools. Nor would 
it ban starting guns in races or histori-
cal re-enactments of a military nature, 
since those events would not have to 
use ammunition.

The state Board of Education Law 
and Policy Committee debated a rule 
that has been kicking around for a 
dozen years. It requires volunteers and 
teachers who teach firearms classes to 
be certified. 

The rule, Utah Code 53A-13-16, also 
allows school boards to require firearm 

safety classes, although parents have 
the right to have their children opt 
out of the class. The rule also allows 
schools to host community firearm 
safety courses and requires back-
ground checks for instructors, whether 
volunteer or staff.

After adding the sentence about no 
live ammunition, the rule was passed 
onto the State Board of Education for 
later consideration.

Despite having a rule, which was 
mandated by law 12 years ago by the 
Utah Legislature, there appears to be 
no single public school in Utah teaching 
firearm safety. “The law was created, 
then Columbine happened,” said Carol 
Lear, with the Office of Law and Legis-
lation in the Utah Office of Education. 
In 1999, two students shot and killed 12 
other students and a teacher at Col-
umbine High School in Colorado. Both 
murderers later killed themselves.

However, 12 years after a school 
massacre, it appears there may be 
momentum to teach firearms safety 
in Utah’s public schools. Although we 
have our doubts that cash-strapped 
districts will put the classes on their 
priority lists, if the classes occur, live 
ammunition should be a definite no.
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Several states are 
pursuing measures to 
get the requirement of 
the health care reform 
bill that everyone must 
carry health insurance 
declared unconstitutional. 
Such measures smack of 
irresponsibility. 

Let’s say I carry insurance 
and someone else does not, 
although he could afford 
it. After all, it violates free 
agency to be forced to 
purchase insurance. 

At some point in the 
future, that person could 
be injured or have a heart 
attack or any  number of 
very expensive-to-treat 
medical conditions. Now, 
since the person does not 
have insurance he very 
likely cannot afford the costs 
associated with treatment. 

One of two things will 
happen. One, he will not 
receive the treatment 
needed. In this case he will 
complain about the inequities 
of the system and maybe 
even get the story in the 
paper as a human interest 
item hoping someone will 
come to his aid.  

Second, he will receive 
some level of emergency 

treatment, maybe sufficient 
to cure him and maybe not.

Again, since the person 
likely cannot pay for the 
treatment and since the 
treatment is not free, 
someone else will pay the 
bill. That someone else will 
be me and the taxpayers. 
Me through extra cost to 
my insurance premium to 
cover the cost of treating the 
uninsured, and the taxpayers, 
through Medicaid or some 
type of public assistance. 

Bottom line, that person 
either won’t get treated or 
we all pay the bill. Neither 
shows responsibility on the 
part of the person choosing 
to not have insurance.  

The logical step in this 
debate is not outright 
condemnation or repeal of 
the health care reform bill, 
but a look at what needs to be 
done to improve it.

 One such item would be 
to look at the costs of health 
insurance and find ways to 
make such coverage more 
equitable, more uniform in 
coverage and more uniform 
in cost. In other words, level 
the playing field.

Mark Child
Layton

Let’s work to reform health care law

I am an avid fisherman 
who has frequented Pineview 
Reservoir over the past 25 
years, primarily for the bass 
fishing. I was totally taken 
back by the placement of 
the dam buoys this year. 
They have been placed 
approximately a quarter of 
a mile away from the dam. I  
note that normally the buoys 
are in the neighborhood of 60 
to 80 yards from the dam.

This apparent random 
placement of the buoys has 
taken away approximately 
one-half mile of prime fishing 
area along both walls east of 
the dam. What adds insult 
to injury is that not only is 
this area especially nice for 
fishing, but it is in a wake-less 
zone which is quiet and away 
from water skiers and jet skis.

In order to find out why 
this new location was picked, I 
began making calls. I initially 
contacted the Anderson Cove 
Campground that directed 
me to the National Forest 
Service.   The National Forest 
Service then directed me 
to the Ogden Region of the 
Forest Service.   The Ogden 
Region of the Forest Service 

directed me to Homeland 
Security that in turn said 
that I needed to contact the 
Water Conservancy District in 
regard to the buoy placement.

I should point out, although 
all were polite in their 
response to me, everyone 
seemed to believe that 
someone else was responsible. 
It was getting to be the “old 
run-around” routine.  I am 
starting to wonder if the 
“buoy fairy” is actually in 
charge of where these buoys 
are placed.   

All I hoped for was to 
contact the person in charge 
to point out that they have 
taken away a great fishing 
area, all while doing nothing, 
to better “protect the dam”.  
Although I fully support 
the efforts to protect our 
infrastructure, I really don’t 
believe someone in a boat that 
was previously 60 to 80 yards 
away from the dam poses an 
especially high-risk to the 
dam.

Please return the buoys 
to their previous location – 
whoever you are!

Carol P. Beasley
Kaysville

Placement of Pineview buoys hampers fishermen

Whatever happened to 
democracy and majority 
rule? With regard to Prop. 8 
in California, how can one gay 
judge negate the opinions of 
millions of voters? What about 
the myth of “government by 
the people, for the people,” etc.

This judge would seem to 
be behind the times and should 
be removed from the bench.

Alfred R. Pears
Kaysville

Judge shouldn’t 
negate voters’ decision

Anne Davis of the Animal 
Advocacy Alliance of Utah 
seems to know a lot about 
animal rights. However, she 
is lacking knowledge about 
cats’ feeding habits. She 
admits in the news article of 
July 29, “Group: Kitten case 
mishandled,” that she has 
trapped feral cats, sterilizing 
them and then releasing them 
back into the wild to join their 
colonies. 

Releasing the cats onto 
private land, without the 
owner’s permission, is against 
the law and violates property 
rights.

Cats do well during most 
seasons, except for winter 
when the snow exceeds one 
foot in depth. Mice stay under 
the snow where they feed on 
grasses. Cats, owls and hawks 
face starvation. Cats become 
too weak to hunt, then freeze to 
death. Davis says to let nature 
reduce the cat population. 
In my opinion, she is guilty 
of heinous animals torture, 
starvation, then the freezing 
to death of these animals. She 
should be prosecuted.

Dennis J. Dalton
Ogden

Animal representative 
needs to be prosecuted


