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On StandardNET:

GREGORY RODRIGUEZ: 
Writing in the Los Angeles 
Times, the political analyst 
notes that in the health care 
debate we are learning that 
Americal is the land of the 
free, and the hotheads.

***
See this column and more 

at StandardNET’s  
National Commentary

The Ogden Valley Balloon & 
Artist Festival served as the 
backdrop for a clumsy power-
seeking public relations move 

against “PowderTown” protesters that 
backfired on the resort.

Here’s what happened: The Citizens’ 
Rights Committee, a group opposed to 
Powder Mountain being incorporated 
as a town, was promised a booth at the 
festival.

Then, Carolyn Daniels, the profes-
sional in charge of public relations and 
group sales for Powder Mountain, con-
tacted festival organizers. Daniels ex-
pressed her concerns that those at the 
Powder Mountain booth would have to 
spend time defending themselves from 
issues raised by the Citizens’ Rights 
Committee.

Daniels made sure the media re-
ported that she specifically told festival 
organizers she was not requesting that 
the Citizens’ Rights Committee have its 
booth yanked.

Of course not. ... Nevertheless, soon 
after Daniels’ concern were aired, the 
Citizens’ Rights Committee booth was 
yanked from the festival. Festival orga-
nizers were very quick to insist it was 
because the Citizens’ Rights Committee 
is not an arts nor a registered nonprofit 
organization.

On the surface, it seems an effec-
tive power move by Powder Mountain 
against the “PowderTown” protesters. 
The resort used its muscle to stifle 

some protests. But what corporations 
or other large, more-powerful entities 
never seem to learn is that there’s a 
free press that covers these incidents. 
And let’s face it, a little organization 
being muscled by a bigger organization 
is news.

Once the media reported that the 
Citizens’ Rights Committee’s booth had 
been yanked, that became the story. 
Due to the news coverage, far more 
people are now aware of the fight over 
“PowderTown” by the resort and the 
citizens’ committee.

And one pertinent fact that people 
also learned was that a major resort 
put pressure on the festival organizers 
that led to a booth the citizens’ commit-
tee had been promised being yanked.

That is a public relations fiasco for 
Powder Mountain resort. And it didn’t 
stop the citizens’ committee. It had a 
presence outside the festival.

The “PowderTown” controversy 
is still undecided. We favor a vote on 
the town, and we hope that happens. 
We have to mention that when driv-
ing through beautiful Ogden Valley, 
motorists are far more more likely to 
see signs favoring the stance of the 
Citizens’ Rights Committee, than signs 
promoting Powder Mountain’s pro-
posed town.

Maybe that’s just because the citi-
zens’ committee is better at making 
signs. Or it could be its public relations 
efforts are less clumsy?

A PR backfire for Powder Mountain

It is back to school season. In a few 
weeks, classes will start. During the 
first week of classes, hundreds of Utah 

students in middle school and high school 
will declare: “I hate math.” Regrettably, 
many of their parents will agree with them. 
Countless parents will say: “I always hated 
math, and I never used it after I graduated. 

I don’t doubt that many people avoid 
math. However, I think that 
is their loss. I have always 
found math to be useful. 
Let’s consider a simple 
example from the current 
news.

Chevrolet recently 
announced that a new car 
named the Volt would be 
released in 2010. Using 
a lithium-ion battery 
in conjunction with a 
gasoline-powered engine, 
General Motors claims the 
Volt can achieve 200 miles 
per gallon (mpg). Such a 
vehicle would seem to be 
one answer to green house emissions and 
the dependency upon foreign oil.

I wondered if the country would be 
better off trying to get drivers into ultra-
high-mileage vehicles instead of trying to 
get consumers to trade in old clunkers for 
slightly more efficient automobiles. Given 
the issues surrounding the government’s 
“Cash for Clunkers” program, this would 
seem to be an especially relevant question.  
I decided to use some simple math, and I 
was somewhat surprised by the answer.

Suppose two consumers are getting 
ready to purchase new cars. Joe presently 
drives a Prius, and the car averages 40 mpg. 
Mary drives a 20-year-old Ford truck which 
gets 12 mpg. For comparison purposes, 
suppose that both Joe and Mary drive 
12,000 miles per year, which is the national 
average.

Mary needs a truck for her job, so she 
will replace her old truck with different 
truck–a new Ford Ranger which will get 
22 mpg. Suppose that Joe is able to get his 
hands on one of the new Chevy Volts, and 
also suppose he is successful in getting 200 
mpg from the new car. Which consumer did 
the most to reduce gasoline consumption 
and their carbon footprint?

Clearly, Joe will use less gasoline than 
Mary, both before and after the new car 

purchases. By doing so, he will leave a 
much smaller carbon footprint than Mary. 
However, decisions are made at the margin. 
The question is: Which purchase decision 
resulted in the greatest reduction in 
gasoline consumption?

At 12 mpg, Mary’s old truck burned 1,000 
gallons of gas to travel 12,000 miles. Her 
new Ford Ranger, which gets 24 mpg, will 

only use 500 gallons 
of gas to go the same 
distance. Mary will 
save 500 gallons of 
gas each year.

To travel the same 
12,000 miles, Joe’s 40 
mpg Prius would use 
300 gallons of gas. If 
the Volt does, indeed, 
get 200 mpg, Joe can 
travel 12,000 miles 
on 60 gallons of gas. 
Joe’s new car will 
save 240 gallons of 
gas compared to his 
Prius.

Mary’s purchase will save 500 gallons 
of gas while Joe’s will save 240 gallons 
annually. Even though Mary only increased 
her fuel efficiency by 10 mpg and Joe 
increased his mileage by 160 mpg, Mary 
saved more than twice as much gas as Joe.

There are no tricks in these calculations. 
Joe and Mary could both double their annual 
mileage or cut their driving in half. Mary’s 
purchase would still save more gas than 
Joe’s. Mary saves more gas because her old 
car was very inefficient, and she used more 
gas than Joe–much more.

Did I know the answer to this question 
before I did the calculations? No. I actually 
thought the purchase of the 200 mpg car 
might conserve more energy. However, 
I was curious enough to do some simple 
arithmetic. It didn’t involve anything more 
complex than subtraction and division.

The country would be better off if 
politicians and policy makers used math a 
little more frequently. 

If they did, politicians might enact better 
informed policies and the nation’s budget 
situation might be a little rosier. The nation 
would also benefit if parents told their 
children to study math. 

Someday, these children will be making 
important decisions and some knowledge of 
math will be useful.

Do your math

Michael
Vaughan

Commentary

Top of Utah Voices

Michael Vaughan is Weber State University’s 
provost. He accepts e-mail from readers at 
MVAUGHAN@Weber.edu

Please reference the Aug. 
7 letter, “Many must wait for 
health care in Canada.”

It infuriates me to read 
this kind of dribble from 
American doctors who 
are more interested in the 
money they make rather 
than the service they can 
provide. The writer talks of 
one case and projects that 
case to the whole Canadian 
health system.  I lived in the 
United States for five years 
and knew a great number of 
people who could not access 
health service because they 
had no insurance. It is a 
disgrace for a country as rich 
and prosperous as the United 
States.

Yes, in Canada health 
providers ask for you health 
care number and you receive 
the needed assistance. In 
the U.S., they ask for your 
insurance and if you do not 
have it then you’re sent 
someplace else or they 
require your Visa card. 

This doctor talks the about 
waiting times in Canada to 
receive service; emergency 
and critical cases are helped 
immediately and yes, others 
may have to wait a short 
period of time.  

I am 77 years old and the 
service I receive is just the 
same as that of those who 
are much younger; service is 
not determined by age. The 
service provided for my wife 
and I includes no premium 
payment; the most we pay 
for our prescription drugs is 
$25. We also have dental care 

and eye care (every three 
years money is provided 
to buy glasses). I find that 
friends I have in the U.S. who 
are on Medicaid or Medicare 
have to top it up from $300 
to $600 a month to receive 
service.

There are a few who 
come to the States for some 
medical service but they are 
few and far between. I will 
agree the Canadian system is 
not perfect, but at this point 
it is best and every Canadian 
has access to health care. I 
understand that statistics 
show Canadians live longer 
than Americans and that the 
death of new born babies is 
less in Canada. We do not 
need to justify our health 
system. 

Boyd L. Harris
Lehtbridge

Alberta Canada
Unedited online reader 

comment to this letter: 
“Thank you Boyd. We 

are being bombarded with 
propaganda here in the US, 
and many are convinced the 
insurance industry represents 
their “liberty” and “freedom.” 
Pretty sad when Americans 
don’t know the real meaning 
of these words and think 
that just because they are 
lucky enough to have health 
coverage today it’s because 
they somehow earned it, not 
because of sheer luck. I am 
angry to live in a country 
where people are so selfish 
they do not care if people 
around them die from lack of 
health care.” — mel                                                                                               

Critical issues treated promptly in Canada

 Our Congress is moving 
too fast on national health 
reform considering the 
complexity and long-term 
effects that this bill will 
have on the American 
citizens. 

When things are 
rushed through it makes 
reasonable people wonder 
why. Was it rushed because 
it contains things that are 
not for the good of us as 
citizens?

Was it rushed so the 
power and control can be 
added to Washington D.C. 
bureaucrats? 

Was it rushed so 
we the people don’t 
have an opportunity 
to let our senators and 
representatives know how 
we feel?

 With the track record 

the Congress has on 
other public programs, 
such as Social Security, 
I do not have faith in the 
government having control 
of our health care.

If the plan is good 
enough for the citizens 
of the United States of 
America it should be good 
enough for the president, 
senators, representatives 
and all others who are on 
the favored health care 
plan for the “elite” in 
Washington D.C. 

Our president calls it 
“universal health care” so it 
should be universal for all.

The president was asked 
if it was good enough 
for him and he had “no 
comment.”

David Sanders
Kaysville

Reader has no faith in government health care

I finally received my 
stimulus package for my 
family last week in the 
form of a letter from the 
IRS!

 “After careful 
consideration and extensive 
review of your tax return 
we have determined that 
because your spouse lost 
her job last August and 
you tapped into your IRA 
to survive and to help pay 
tuition for college, you now 
owe us an additional $825 
due by August 19, 2009. 
Would you like to pay by 
personal check or set up a 
payment plan?”  

Between the lines it 
read, “Thank you for 
letting us print money we 
did not have to give to the 
huge corporations, banks, 
and automobile industry 
that were suffering from 
mismanagement and 
difficult times. 

“We appreciate your 
helping to pay for their 
million dollar bonuses for 
terminating many of their 
non-essential workers so 
their families could suffer 
too.”

What do you call a 
person who is sent to 
Washington D.C. to begin a 
new career and establish a 
second retirement, increase 
their income and benefits 
package, while ensuring the 
best health care coverage in 
the world? 

You call them home!  
Congress needs a 

stimulus package of new 
faces with new ideas, new 
commitment to get the 
people’s work done without 
partisan politics, and the 
courage to stop printing 
money to help the CEO’s in 
their portfolio, and cater to 
the lobbyists while funding 
pork to put their names 
on a new road, bridge, or 
building so we will always 
remember them and their 
hard work!      

Gary Smith
Ogden

We need the ‘stimulus’ 
of a new Congress




