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On StandardNET:

LAWRENCE SUMMERS: 
Writing in the Washington 
Post, the former U.S. Treasury 
secretary argues that chang-
ing the tax code — via ending 
loopholes only the wealthy en-
joy, could help curb inequality.

***
See this column and more 

at StandardNET’s  
National Commentary

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

According to your politi-
cal views, U.S. Rep. Rob 
Bishop is in cahoots with 
environmentalists, or try-

ing to pull one over on environmen-
talists, or perhaps, the congressman 
is just trying to find 
common ground with 
environmentalists.

It’s no secret that 
our Top of Utah con-
gressman, a consis-
tent conservative 
— incites political 
passions. However, 
we’re inclined to 
define Rep. Bishop’s 
efforts to find common ground with 
activist environmentalists as a posi-
tive addition to the political debate. 

Rep. Bishop is responsible for 
bringing 119 parties to the negotiat-
ing/debating table. He has held more 
than 100 meetings that have provided 
a menu of give-and-take lobbying, 
brain storming and debate between 
Utah counties and environmental 
activists. 

Included in the meetings are rep-
resentatives from the Sierra Club, 
the Southern Wilderness Alliance, 
and persons from Carbon, Emery, 
Grand, Uintah, San Juan and Wayne 
counties. 

The meetings have a key purpose 
— it’s to preserve Utah wilderness 
and accommodate development as 

well. There’s a lot of land over which 
to discuss issues. More than two-
thirds of Utah’s land is owned by the 
feds. More than 4.25 million acres 
are leased for oil and gas exploration 
by the Bureau of Land Management.

As the congress-
man wisely un-
derstands, there’s 
a lot of common 
ground to be found 
over what land 
to protect, what 
land to use for 
recreation, and 
what land can be 
developed so that 

the rural Utah counties can see eco-
nomic progress. The key is to have 
the sides — which are often divided 
on issues — to get together and talk, 
hash out the disagreements, and find 
common ground.

There’s no guarantee that the 
discussions will lead to a unanimous 
concession on a particular issue. But 
talking is better than not talking. 
And if these sides can reach common 
ground, it may head off President 
Barack Obama from taking his own 
action on what to do with Utah lands. 
We don’t need that; Utahns are better 
equipped to make these decisions.

We appreciate both sides — con-
servatives and liberals — getting to-
gether to talk over Utah land issues. 
We hope agreements are reached.

Bishop and the environmentalists

We appreciate both sides 
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to talk over Utah land 
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I’ve been a fan of the Olympics 
since I was a pre-teen. My interest 
was heightened when I had the 

opportunity to attend several events 
during the 2002 games. Since 2002, I have 
contented myself by watching the games 
on television. I follow the 
Olympic games for the 
same reason most sports 
fans watch; to draw upon 
the cliche, I watch to see 
the “thrill of victory and 
the agony of defeat.” 
From time to time, you 
also have the opportunity 
to witness an event that 
carries a lesson that 
transcends sport.

On Feb. 12, the 
women’s downhill ski 
race ended in a tie. Tina 
Maze of Slovenia and 
Dominique Gisin of 
Switzerland finished the downhill courses 
with a time of 1 minute 41.57 seconds. 
Because the race is officially timed to a 
hundredth of a second, 
the race ended in a tie and 
both skiers were awarded 
gold medals. That has 
never happened before 
in the history of alpine 
Olympic ski competition. 
The fact that two skiers 
could cover a course of 
almost 2 miles in the same 
time is remarkable, and 
that fact makes the 2014 
women’s downhill an 
historic race. Yet for me, 
the most interesting part 
of this story is what took 
place behind the scenes.

In the timing booth, three race 
officials had actually timed the race to 
a 10,000th of a second. According to the 
computerized timer, one skier had a faster 
time than the other. However, the timers 
refused to reveal the times beyond a 
hundredth decimal point. What was their 
reason? Even though the computerized 
timing devices displayed numbers at 

the 10,000th decimal point, the timers 
didn’t have faith that these numbers 
were accurate. The best outcome was to 
call the race a tie, and their decision was 
supported by the rules of the International 
Ski Federation that oversees the Olympic 

alpine skiing event.
In our current era, 

it is refreshing to see 
someone question the 
limits of technology. 
Consider a few of the 
areas where we see 
increased faith and 
reliance placed upon 
technology. Public 
libraries struggle 
for funding because 
city and county 
officials believe 
that residents can 
find anything they 
need online. States 

believe they can cure the problems of the 
K-12 education by spending millions of 
dollars to give students iPads. Hollywood 

producers turn 
mediocre movies 
into blockbusters by 
showing them in 3D 
with Dolby Surround 
sound. 

At a more troubling 
level, many believe 
that we do not need 
to concern ourselves 
with problems like 
water scarcity, 
overpopulation and 
climate change 
because at some point 
in time a technology 
will be invented to 

save the day.
In the Hans Christian Andersen story 

“The Emperor’s New Clothes” it took a 
child to point out the obvious. A few days 
ago in Sochi Russia three race officials 
reminded us that there are limits to what 
technology can do. That is an important 
lesson to take away from the 2014 
Olympic Games.

A lesson from the Olympics

According to the 

computerized timer, one skier 

had a faster time than the 

other. However, the timers 

refused to reveal the times 

beyond a hundredth decimal 

point. What was their reason?

Editor,
I’m a guy who always 

enjoyed Valentine’s Day 
when I was a kid in grade 
school, from the second to 
the seventh grade. It was a 
big deal to have a big ladies’ 
hat box that we would shape 
into the big heart with a slot 
in the top to drop Valentines 
with names on them to each 
and every student in the 
class.

That way we could always 
write something special on 
a nice valentine to a special 
girl in the class. And too, we 
might get a nice valentine 

from one of the girls in the 
class. It was really fun. 
Then when night came, we 
would sign valentines and 
go around the neighborhood 
and throw them on friends’ 
porches and yell “Valentine!” 
We would hide and watch 
them open the Valentine. It 
was fun to see how many we 
would get.

I am wondering if kids 
still do this in grade school. 
I’m 85 now. Do people 
remember this practice? I 
was just curious.

Hal Unander
Uintah

Reader shares memories of Valentine’s Day 

Editor,
It seems strange to see 

an article in the paper about 
Hooper (Feb. 6, “Hooper to 
reopen general plan”). Some 
of our leaders want to reopen 
the general plan. Why, to 
make it easier for growth 
pushers and developers 
to get rich while ruining 
our country way of life, or 
whatever remains of it?

I guess the incompetence 
of the “magnificent seven” 
and rubber-stamp mayor has 
caught up and now they are 
broke. So, they are going to 
remedy the situation with 
high-density housing.

It happens every time 
certain people think they 
can incorporate a small town 
and control growth. Not so, 
incorporation creates a list 
of civil services that need 
growth to survive.

They talk about a dilemma 
that will happen if they don’t 
open the plan. They‘ve gotten 
it backwards. The dilemma 
is sure to happen if they open 
the plan.

Some people have had 
power-hungry rich guys 
and high-flying developers 

whisper in their ears and 
they have lost their moral 
compasses.

Our city engineer, who 
was the finest salesman for 
the biggest fiasco that will 
ever happen in Hooper, the 
infamous sewer that sucks, 
wants to accommodate 
high-density housing. Why? 
We have traffic congestion 
now and our schools are 
overcrowded. Try to cross 
5500 South or 4000 South 
at certain times of the day. 
We dare not bring a piece 
of farm machinery on the 
road for fear of causing an 
accident.

One councilman is 
concerned about people 
wanting to move to Hooper. 
If they don’t like acre lots, let 
them go somewhere else.

Developers and land 
owners can make plenty 
of money on acre lots. If 
the city is broke, it needs 
to promote business and 
industry and not take away 
our country lifestyle.

Leave the general plan 
alone. I hate congestion.

Ed Venstra
Hooper

High-density housing will ruin feel of Hooper

Editor, 
My response to the 

letter of Feb. 10, “Bill gives 
fishermen permission to 
trespass” is: The Supreme 
Court of the United States 
has said that the public has 
the right to trespass upon 
public waterways up to the 
high water mark of such.

Rep. Kay McIff’s HB141, 
in 2010, said otherwise and 
our Legislature, along with 
the governor, agreed. They 
thumbed their collective 
noses at the court’s ruling and 

the public.
HB37 tries to undo this 

wrong to the public while still 
protecting the private land 
owner. Apparently, the letter 
writer has not read HB37.

No one has the right to 
damage private property. At 
the same time, no property 
owner has the right to 
restrict trespassing on public 
right-of-ways regardless 
of being waterways, roads, 
pathsPP, or whatever.

Dave Roderick
Clinton

We have rights to public waterways

Editor,
Give him credit; at least 

he tried. Rep. Ryan Wilcox, 
R-North Ogden, tried to clear 
our restaurants of the absurd 
Zion Curtains imposed by our 
state legislators to prevent a 
child from seeing drinks being 
mixed. He tried, but he couldn’t 
compete with the 600-pound 
gorilla.

Many years ago, I asked 
then-Sen. Darrell Renstrom 
about the influence of the LDS 
Church leadership experts on 
the politics of the state. “It’s 
like a 600-pound gorilla,” he 
replied, “It sleeps wherever 
it wants.” The thinking was 
that as long as the bus driver 
himself was sober, what did it 
matter if the passengers had a 
drink? 

The bill easily passed 
the House and Gov. Norm 
Bangerter said he’d sign it if it 
hit his desk. But, on the night 
it was to be considered by the 
Senate, a single phone call 
came from the church offices. 
Whoever was on the other end 
of the line said, “We’re opposed 
to this.” The word spread 
quickly and the bill went down 
in defeat.

There’s something very 
wrong with this behavior, 
especially since the Utah State 
Constitution forbids it as in: 
“There shall be no union of 
church and state, nor shall any 
church dominate the State or 
interfere with its functions.” 
(Article 1, Section 4)

Does no one dare to 
challenge this meddling in 
our lawmaking? Why are the 
ears of our legislators always 
cocked in the direction of the 
Church Office Building?

M. Jensen Ogden
North Ogden

Unedited online reader 
comment to this letter: 

“... I suggest that people get 
involved if they oppose some 
of these laws. If your views 
mirror a large section of those 
living in Utah then you have a 
decent shot at getting elected. 
I think that diversity helps 
the legislative process and 
balances everything out.” — 
Nosebleed

Church can’t seem to stay 
out of state government




