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On StandardNET:

JOHN KASS: The Chi-
cago Tribune columnist says 
that it will be a shame that 
Hollywood filmmakers are 
planning to mess around with 
“The Girl With the Dragon Tat-
too” franchise.
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National Commentary
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Michael Vaughan is Weber State University’s 
provost. He accepts e-mail from readers at 
mvaughan@Weber.edu

When I was a kid, I loved the taste of 
soft drinks. I didn’t have a strong 
preference for Coca-Cola versus 

Dr. Pepper versus Pepsi. As long as it was 
cold, sweet and syrupy I would drink it. 
The first time someone gave me a diet 
soda I thought I was going 
to throw up. I could not 
understand why anyone 
would drink the stuff.

Nonetheless, I 
eventually converted 
to diet soda under the 
mistaken belief that 
forgoing the empty 
calories of regular soda 
would keep me trim and 
healthy. I was wrong. I 
weigh more than I did 
when I switched to diet 
soda. I am also not alone. 
Studies have shown that 
drinking diet soda does not 
promote weight loss. Most 
people compensate, or over compensate, 
for the calories they save by eating more. 
Some research actually shows that people 
who switch from regular soft drinks to diet 
soft drinks gain weight.

Interestingly, the same type of thing 
happens with energy saving technology. 
You might assume that if you could 
design an automobile engine that was 
twice as efficient you could cut gasoline 
consumption by half. The experience of the 
past several decades shows this is not the 
case. 

Over the past 30 years, the efficiency of 
automobile engines has increased greatly, 
but average mileage rates have increased 
only slightly. The National Bureau of 
Economic Research has concluded that, “If 
weight, horsepower, and torque were held 
at their 1980 levels, fuel economy for both 
passenger cars and light trucks could have 
increased by nearly 50 percent from 1980 
to 2006. Instead, fuel economy actually 
increased by only 15 percent.”  

The idea that technological innovations 
lead to increased, rather than decreased, 
fuel consumption was first explored by the 
19th century economist William Stanley 
Jevons. Examining the use of coal in 

Britain, Jevons found that the increase in 
the efficiency of engines, especially the 
invention of the steam engine, had resulted 
in an increase in Britain’s consumption 
of coal. Jevons concluded: “It is wholly 
a confusion of ideas to suppose that the 

economical use of 
fuel is equivalent 
to a diminished 
consumption. The 
very contrary is the 
truth.”

Jumping from 
the 19th century to 
the 20th century, we 
see clear examples 
of the effect Jevons 
described. New 
fluorescent and 
LED bulbs used for 
household lighting 
are far more efficient 
than incandescent 
bulbs. Yet, because 

the new bulbs are highly efficient many 
people are far less diligent about turning 
them off.

Researchers at Sandi National 
Laboratories have been looking at the 
history of household lighting over the 
past 300 years. Despite innovations that 
have moved from candles to kerosene 
lamps to gas lights to incandescent bulbs 
to fluorescent and LED bulbs, there has 
been almost no change in the fraction 
of household income spent on lighting. 
Lighting has gotten far cheaper, but people 
have not spent less. They have simply used 
much more lighting. 

The history of technological innovation 
suggests that it is unlikely technology will 
produce massive reductions in energy 
consumption. In fact, the opposite may 
occur. E. F. Schumacher observed that, 
“Any intelligent fool can make things 
bigger, [and] more complex ... It takes a 
touch of genius — and a lot of courage 
- to move in the opposite direction.” For 
Schumacher, the opposite direction was 
not more technology. It was smaller and 
simpler. That thinking may provide a 
better answer to energy conversation than 
technological innovation.

Striving for less

The decision by the leadership 
of The Church of Jesus Christ 
of Latter-day Saints to endorse 
the Utah Compact, a docu-

ment that urges states to stay out of 
the illegal immigration issue, is likely a 
pragmatic call for Utah’s predominant 
religion. Many of the church’s Hispanic 
members in the U.S. are illegals. LDS 
leaders want to see that their rights are 
protected.

It’s our opinion that the decision by 
the LDS Church makes sense. The fed-
eral government’s failure to do some-
thing about illegal immigration, as well 
as the business community’s passive-
aggressive support of the cheap, exploit-
able labor pool, is worthy of disgust and 
outrage. Nevertheless, states and local 
governments do not have the resources 
or, in many cases, training to solve the 
problem of millions of illegals staying in 
the U.S.

The LDS Church’s position came 
with an explanation that heavy state 
enforcement of illegal immigration is 
detrimental to the family. As mentioned, 
many LDS Church members within the 
United States are illegals. Their lack of 
citizenship is not an obstacle to bap-
tism, church callings and admission to 
temples. Therefore, it would have been 
inconsistent for LDS Church leaders to 
support any efforts by states that crimi-
nally pursued its members for being 
illegals.

And besides, the LDS Church does 

not need any politically motivated 
squabbles with critics of immigration 
measures such as Arizona’s tough law, 
currently held up by the courts. The 
church leadership already has enough 
on its hands battling activists opposed to 
its stance against gay marriage.

The Utah Compact, unveiled on the 
steps of the Utah State Capitol last week, 
declares immigration a federal issue 
and adds that law enforcement against 
illegals should only focus on criminal 
acts committed by illegals, rather than 
arrests based on their illegal-residence 
status. Backers of the document include 
Utah Attorney General Mark Shurtleff, 
John C. Wester, bishop of the Salt Lake 
City Catholic Diocese, Lane Beattie, 
president of the Salt Lake Chamber 
of Commerce, Hispanic activist Tony 
Yapias, Ogden Mayor Matthew Godfrey 
and former Utah Gov. Olene Walker.

The LDS Church’s position will likely 
draw opposition from some of its more 
conservative members. Rep. Stephen 
Sandstrom, R-Orem, a Mormon, who is 
planning to submit a bill to the Utah Leg-
islature similar to Arizona’s law, criti-
cized the church for its endorsement.

We sympathize with opponents of ille-
gal immigration who favor Arizona-style 
laws. They’re frustrated; we’re frustrat-
ed. But the best solution is to find ways 
for law-abiding illegals to stay here as 
guest workers, rather than trying to toss 
millions out of the country, which is an 
impossible task.

Utah Compact a pragmatic call

I got my felony in May 
of 2007. I have successfully 
completed my group 
therapy and probation, 
plus I just completed my 
associate’s degree and I 
started working on my 
bachelor’s degree. 

These are big 
accomplishments in my 
book, and people still treat 
me like I’ve got the pelage, 
and I do. I’ve got the felon 
pelage. 

I am not getting any 
younger and I am tired of 
always having to ask for 
help because no one wants 
to believe in me and give me 
a job. I am an honest person 
and my past does not design 
the person I am today. I am 
at the end of my rope and I 
do not need people judging 
me before they even meet 
me, let alone know me. 

There are many felons I 
probably would not hire if 
I owned my own business, 
but that’s only a handful. 
The ones I want to help are 
those who have jumped 
through the hoops and find 
themselves being forced 
back into a corner. I would 

love to catch them and give 
them back the self-respect 
they deserve. 

Please, before you judge 
someone who says, “Yes, I 
am a felon,” take the time 
to check him or her out, 
check and see if they have 
done anything to improve 
themselves. Those who 
don’t care and only want a 
job to keep a parole officer 
off their backs have most 
likely done nothing and will 
probably never do anything 
but go back to jail. 

Someone needs to stand 
up and make a change; we 
felons deserve the right 
to work to have our own 
money. We are draining 
our families of any extra 
cash they might have. They 
are the ones who are going 
without things they are used 
to so they can help their 
felon. 

Thank you for taking 
the time to read this and I 
hope you done so with an 
open mind. People need to 
re-evaluate the policies on 
hiring a felon.

Myrna Carlisle
Ogden

Past may not design the present for felons

This letter is in response 
to the Oct. 1 letter, “Too 
much money spent on 
school sports.” The writer 
states that the majority 
of the money invested in 
schools goes toward sports. 
I would like to point out that 
many classrooms in many 
of Ogden School District’s 
schools now contain a 
“smart” or interwrite 
board, an increasingly 
popular innovative teaching 
tool. 

There are many reasons 
why school sports should 
not be abolished. First, 
school sports may be the 
only chance students have 
to play because they can’t 
afford city recreation or 
competition teams along 
with school tuition.

Second, the only sport 
that students play may be 
one of the sports abolished. 
That sport may be their 
only pastime. Once they 
don’t have a pastime, they 
will be forced to find others. 
Oftentimes, these new 

pastimes are less beneficial 
or more dangerous. In some 
extreme cases, these may 
include crime.

Third, kids who play 
sports do better in 
school than those who 
do not. Student’s grades 
and homework must be 
maintained in order to play. 
This serves as a strong 
incentive to do homework 
and keep up schoolwork. 
It has also been proven 
that sports provide better 
circulation thus increasing 
blood flow to the brain. 
This increased blood flow 
makes the student mentally 
sharper and more aware.

As my fourth and final 
point, sports serve as 
preparation for life in 
general. They teach young 
adults and kids alike. It 
teaches them dedication, 
practice and respect. These 
three, along with others are 
required to be successful 
in life.

Matt Goff
Ogden

School sports may act as incentives for kids

It has been said that the 
measure of a civilization 
is how its people treat 
animals. If that is true, 
some people are still in the 
Stone Age.

 On the afternoon of Oct. 
18, after a run with me on 
my four wheeler, my dog 
Cooper (A 60-pound Vizsla), 
encountered a chicken in 
the road. 

He chased it onto the 
property on the corner 
lot, and the owner, without 
warning — in my opinion —, 
killed him with a shot gun. 

How is a tragic incident 
like this allowed to happen 
in a neighborhood? Is there 
no justice for our animals?  
This was not a vicious dog. 
He was my companion and 
lively friend.  

The man who killed 
him told me to get my 
“(expletive) dog off his 
property.” He watched me 
sob as I tried to hoist my 
massacred, bleeding dog 
onto my four wheeler.

Cooper had never run 
after his chickens before 
and I am wondering why 
someone feels compelled to 
kill a domesticated animal 
instead of trying to talk to 
the owner. 

According to Utah 
Code 18-1-3 the owner was 
within his rights to shoot 
the dog, since his house is 
zoned for livestock. These 
angry people should not 
be allowed to own a gun. 
How can someone hide 
behind the law to do such 
a disgusting thing? This is 
not a farm in the middle of 
nowhere. 

I am writing this letter 
to let other people know to 
watch out for this person. 
I would not want anyone 
to have an encounter like 
mine.

Cara Koolmees
Mountain Green     

Killing dog with 
shotgun unnecessary




