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On StandardNET:

DAN K. THOMASSON: 
The Scripps Howard News 
Service columnist writes that 
wrestling needs a firm hold 
on Olympics and he has a 
slogan designed to make sure 
it survives: “Pin the IOC.”

***
See this column and more 

at StandardNET’s  
National Commentary

Michael
Vaughan

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

Why is the Utah Legisla-
ture considering a bill 
that would ban mobile 
phone use by all drivers 

under 18? Why are kids being sin-
gled out, when a far bigger problem 
is adults using mobile phones while 
they are supposed to be concentrat-
ing on driving?

A far better solution is to simply 
ban the use of mobile phones by all 
drivers in Utah. Using these cell 
and smart phones, even ones that do 
not require the use of hands, causes 
drivers to be more dangerous. The 
use of phones while driving dimin-
ishes concentration. Some studies 
have compared the loss of concen-
tration skills to that of driving while 
impaired by alcohol.

We don’t single out the crime of 
driving under the influence by age 
groups, giving adults a pass. There’s 
certainly no reason to single out 
children when it comes to mobile 
phones. The crime may not have the 
punishment consequences of a DUI 
offense, but the dangers to drivers 
and other persons on the road are 
the same.

Ironically, many Utah legisla-

tors may not support HB103, which 
would ban mobile phones for driv-
ers under 18, simply because they 
fear that the ban would eventually 
include adults. They call it a “slip-
pery slope.” But it’s not a slippery 
slope to want to do something about 
inconsiderate drivers, regardless of 
their age, who selfishly talk on the 
phone and endanger others. Frankly, 
we suspect there’s far more adults 
than teens yakking on their mobile 
phones while driving. One reason 
teens start talking on the phones at 
the wheel is likely because they have 
witnessed parents or other role mod-
els doing the same.

If there’s an emergency that needs 
to be addressed while someone is 
driving, it takes only a few seconds 
to pull over and call for assistance. 
The recent proliferation of mobile 
phones that extend beyond a home is 
a blessing of modern times. We have 
instant access to others when we are 
traveling, etc. However, they should 
not be abused by any driver in a 
manner that puts others at risk. In 
our opinion the state has an interest 
in this issue for all Utahns, not just 
children.

Last year, the American Lung 
Association declared that the 
air quality in Box Elder, Cache, 

Davis, Salt Lake, Uintah, Utah and 
Weber counties was unacceptable. If you 
ventured outside in December, January, or 
February you understand this assessment. 
The air quality along 
the Wasatch Front is 
pathetic.

Given that the Utah 
Legislature is now in 
session, a number of 
groups are lobbying 
to improve Utah’s air 
quality. Among the many 
policy measures being 
put forth are increased 
use of mass transit, 
ordinances to restrict 
the idling of car engines, 
and limiting the burning 
of wood during winter 
months.

All of these measures involve reducing 
the amount of carbon consumed by 
the average Utahn, 
something that has 
come to be known as 
a “carbon footprint.” 
These ideas have merit 
and should certainly 
be considered. Taking 
these steps would 
have an immediate 
and positive impact on 
Utah’s air quality. 

Further, there 
is clearly room for 
Americans, including 
Utahns, to significantly 
reduce the amount of 
carbon consumed. The 
journalist Fred Pearce 
finds that the carbon 
footprint of the average American is four 
times greater than a resident of China, 
20 times greater than a citizen of Indian, 
and 40 times greater than those living in 
Nigeria.

Yet, in the long run, reducing the 
average Utahn’s carbon consumption will 
not be enough to clear the air. Consider 
that even though per capita consumption 
of carbon in the countries mentioned 
above is far less than in the United States, 
each of these countries has a serious air 
pollution problem. The World Health 

organization estimates that the air quality 
in Beijing, China and Lagos, Nigeria is 
five times worse than Los Angles. In 
Delhi, India, where only 9 percent of the 
population owns an automobile, air quality 
is 8 times worse than Los Angles.

The total amount of carbon used in a 
region is a function 
of two variables. The 
first is per capita 
carbon consumption, 
and the second is the 
number of people 
in the region. Even 
though per capita 
carbon consumption 
in China is far less 
than the United States, 
China’s total carbon 
emissions are 29 
percent greater than 
those of the United 
States because China’s 
population is larger.

The population variable is especially 
important for Utah because the vast 

majority of the 
state’s population 
is concentrated in a 
relatively small space 
bounded by the Wasatch 
Mountains on the east and 
the Great Salt Lake on the 
west.

In less than 50 years, 
the number of people 
living along the Wasatch 
Front will more than 
double. This growth will 
exacerbate the problem of 
air quality and compound 
a myriad of other issues 
ranging from open 
space to transportation 
to water. Moreover, 

polices that influence population growth 
are inherently long-run policies. Policies 
cannot influence a region’s population 
growth in a month or a year. 

For that reason, now is a good time to 
start considering future population growth 
in Utah. Utah needs to move away from an 
environment that encourages unchecked 
population growth and unplanned 
development.

If the state doesn’t take steps to do so, 
at some point in the future Utahns will 
long for the clean air of the winter of 2013.

The limits of growth

Utah needs to 

move away from an 
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Ban all drivers from phones

Editor,
Ron Smith’s Feb. 5 

commentary, “New ideas 
for funding education need 
consideration,” recommends 
that the Utah Legislature, by 
increasing taxes in creative 
ways, can finally provide 
sufficient funding for public 
education and finally show that 
we care about our children. His 
assumption is that sufficient 
funding for education is the 
answer. There is no evidence to 
support this assumption.

Inadequate funding has 
always been the excuse 
education has given for current 
performance. A simple analysis 
of the state-by-state per pupil 
funding shows that there is no 
relationship between funding 
and performance as shown by 
standardized test scores. States 
with low per pupil funding, like 
Utah, regularly outperform 
states with more funding. 
Although the United States 
spends over twice as much in 
inflation-adjusted dollars on 
education as it did 30 years ago, 
our education performance 
continues to decline when 
compared with our sister 
industrialized nations.

Why is this? We are using 
a 19th century education 
model in the 21st century. 
Several elements of a possible 

new educational model were 
proposed to the 2004 Utah 
Legislature at their request. 
That legislature was impressed 
enough to appropriate a million 
dollars to pilot several of these 
new elements.(see line item 85 
of House Bill 3). Unfortunately, 
then Governor Walker used 
her line item veto power to 
eliminate this funding. In spite 
of the veto, the Ogden School 
District displayed independence 
and adopted one of the proposed 
elements for their English as a 
second language program.  

A similar version of one of 
the other elements in that 2004 
vetoed proposal is now a hot 
topic in educational circles. It is 
presented by its creator, Salman 
Kahn, of the not-for-profit Kahn 
Academy in a most interesting 
video. It describes the core of 
a new educational model. Note 
at the end of the video ,Bill 
Gates appears since the Gates 
Foundation is now funding it. 

This is what our education 
system needs, creative new 
thinking using the tools of 
the 21st century. The private 
sector is leading the way in 
this venture. For all we know, 
public education in Utah may 
be sufficiently funded using this 
new education model.

Michael Phillips
Fruit Heights

More money doesn’t necessarily improve education

Editor,
I was not amused by the Feb. 

7, Wasatch Rambler column 
written by Charles Trentelman 
titled “Bishop-bashing gets 
ugly when even his friends are 
attacking.” I am one of Rep. 
Rob Bishop’s friends. We have 
known each other since junior 
high school. I consider him a 
just and honorable man.

Here is the issue I have with 
Mr.Trentelman’s comments. 
It is not difficult to see which 
side of the political line Mr. 
Trentelman makes his mark. 
That’s OK, I get it. We do not 
have to respect the man but we 
should respect the office. 

In the opening sentence, 
Mr. Trentelman refers to the 
congressman once correctly 
as Rep. Rob Bishop. The rest 
of the article refers to the 
congressman only as Rob. The 
surname Rob is used 12 more 
times in snippy statements such 
as, “Really, Rob, I expected 
better.” and “That’s where I 
have to zing Rob.” And the last 
pathetic sentence, “You’d think 
Rob, a history teacher, would 
learn from the past.” President 

Obama is referred to three 
times as President Obama not 
as Barack. This lack of respect 
only diminished the points that 
Mr. Trentleman was trying to 
make.   

It would be difficult for 
me to agree with Sen. Harry 
Reid and Rep. Nancy Pelosi on 
anything political, but I would 
not write a newpaper article 
and address them as Harry and 
Nancy because I respect their 
office and that’s OK.

As we watch the daily news 
events across our great country, 
it is alarming to see a trend in 
which respect to police, judges, 
teachers and each other is 
rapidly declining.  

If Mr. Trentelman does not 
agree with the job Rep. Rob 
Bishop is doing, he should do 
something about it and run 
for that office or challenge 
the congressman to a debate.  
A conservative, former high 
school teacher, congressman, 
debating a liberal veteran 
journalist, now that would be 
amusing.

Scott Hall
Pleasant View

Rambler should respect office of congressman

Editor,
Technology is great, but 

does your child feel the side 
effects of it at school? Each day 
thousands of school children are 
put at risk for illness, learning 
impairments and other health 
problems by WiFi technology. 

WiFi emits RF radio 
frequency microwave radiation, 
and both wireless routers 
and wireless computers 
contain transmitters that send 
information back and forth 
through the air. Microwave 
radiation is able to penetrate 
walls made of wood, metal, 
and concrete. It can also 
penetrate our bodies and has 
recently been classified as a 
possible human carcinogen. 
Students have reported side-
effects ranging from nausea, 
headaches, fatigue, dizziness, 
etc.   

Children have thinner 
skulls than adults and absorb 
this radiation much quicker. 
Research shows that these 
emissions negatively affect 
adults and children on a cellular 
level.

Why are our schools 
exposing our children to these 
dangers? Are they not educated 
themselves on the dangers of 
this electrosmog? I believe that 
we can still provide our students 
with the technology they need 
to succeed while staying wired 
and eliminating radiation levels 
in the classroom. 

If the schools refuse to 
remove WiFi then should 
radiation levels in classrooms 
be measured, monitored and 
reported in a clear transparent 
way to the parents, teachers 
and to the public? Should 
school boards own electrosmog 
detectors to ensure that the 
RF levels in classrooms do not 
exceed safety levels on a daily 
basis?

Kathy Wood
Ogden

Radiation from WiFi 
technology damaging


