
“Rethink Possible” is AT&T’s current mar-
keting motto. Government’s dictum, on the
other hand, is “Regulate Possible until
rethinking possible becomes impossible.”

Why does the Kentucky Public Service
Commission still have regulations on the
books that discourage established telecom-
munication companies such as Cincinnati
Bell and AT&T from investing in more tow-
ers, better signals and improved service?

The fact that Kentuckians still suffer under
regulations such as a “provider of last resort”
mandate indicates that government not only
proves incapable of keeping up with the mar-
ketplace, it in fact hinders it from operating
freely.

Investments in signals and service would
mean fewer dropped calls. And they would
encourage companies to expand networks so
that more Kentucky moms could work from
home and dads could start businesses.

Now, before you hammer me for stereotyp-
ing, that’s exactly the point: Those “tradition-
al” roles existed back in the day – when many
of these telecom regulations started.

We would not stand for government not
acknowledging that moms can start business-
es so some dads could stay home. So why
should we tolerate the kind of costly over-reg-
ulation that focuses on nearly extinct products
like land lines and pay phones (remember
them?) to the detriment of investment in the
kind of technology that improves cell-phone
service used by more and more rural – and
even elderly – Kentuckians these days?

When only one telecom company existed
and competition did not, a better case could

be made for regulation to ensure consumer
protection. But a superior form of consumer
protection now exists: competition.

So, how does the “provider of last resort”
rule directly affect Kentucky businesses?

Here’s an example: Someone decides to
offer residents of a new apartment building a
package deal that includes cable and tele-
phone service through companies such as
Insight or Time Warner. However, if a single
tenant in the building says they want AT&T,
the “provider of last resort” regulation forces
AT&T to run a landline to the site and install
it in the building – even if it’s just for one ten-
ant in a building with 50 units.

AT&T, not Kentucky’s PSC or any other
government entity, should decide where to
invest in new lines.

Adhering to this regulation in multiple
neighborhoods statewide can result in hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars not used for con-
structing new towers or expanding capacity to
encourage more tele-medicine transactions to
occur or new businesses to open.

Politicians and bureaucrats cry for more
and better broadband coverage in the com-

monwealth. A Federal Communications
Commission report released in June shows
that 28 percent of people lack access in rural
areas, compared with 3 percent in non-rural
areas. Yet, the same lawmakers and govern-
ment types shy away from addressing archaic
regulations held over from the age of rotary
phones out of fear that constituents who live
in rural areas will be left without service.

This sky-is-falling, Chicken Little mantra
will find its way into the thick binder of state
government’s many other unproven claims.

In 2006, the Kentucky Legislature did
begin down the road of loosening some of the
shackles of antiquated regulations from the
telecom industry. But it stopped before reach-
ing the end of the party line.

As a result, other states, including some
neighboring ones, caught up with and sur-
passed the Bluegrass State in the competition
for telecom’s limited capital investments.

The Pew Research Center reports 84 per-
cent of all Americans now use some kind of
wireless device. Meanwhile, all kinds of pro-
tection exist for consumers at the federal and
state level.

The only thing needed now: free market-
minded lawmakers willing to get out their
legislative backhoes, clear out the underbrush
of telecom regulations and unleash some of
that economic power that lays dormant at the
foundation of our tepid economy.

— Jim Waters is vice president of commu-
nications for the Bluegrass Institute, Ken-
tucky’s free-market think tank.
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LETTERS POLICY

Mitt Romney summoned all the righteous
indignation he could muster after a Newt Gin-
grich ad called him “anti-immigrant.” Romney
blasted the ad shortly afterward in an interview:
“It’s just inappropriate.”

“Inappropriate.” For Romney, that qualifies
as a stinging rebuke. He also regretted in the
strongest possible terms the Gingrich ad’s “ter-
rible terms.” The Republican campaign now
pits, in Newt Gingrich, a man expert at chan-
neling and expressing emotions, against a man,
Mitt Romney, who can’t or won’t.

“I have emotion and passion,” Romney said
the other day, in an assurance an overtly emo-
tional and passionate person would never have
to make. In Gingrich, Romney is fighting fire
with reticence. He is a throwback to a cultural
archetype that lost its purchase in American
culture decades ago. Mitt Romney is the last
WASP, Mormon edition.

Romney skeptics worry that he’s another
John McCain or Bob Dole. Maybe he’s anoth-
er Leverett Saltonstall, his mid-20th-century
predecessor as Massachusetts governor.
“Salty,” as he was known, was of, by and for
the WASP ascendancy. His family was here for
centuries. He rowed for the Harvard crew team
and won the Grand Challenge Cup at the Hen-
ley Royal Regatta. One of his daughters
became a horse breeder. Saltonstall apparently
had a common touch as a politician, but he still
might understand Romney better than many
Republican primary voters.

In his book “The Way of the WASP,”
Richard Brookhiser summarized the main traits

of the species as “Conscience,” “Industry,”
“Success” and “Civic-mindedness.” All can be
seen in Romney, the private-equity titan and
Mormon bishop who served as the head of the
Salt Lake City Olympics and once swept the
floor of an aide’s garage when he had an idle
moment. The same charges that were leveled at
the long-ago, buttoned-up WASPestablishment
are now directed at Romney – stiff, boring,
inauthentic.

There is an inherent politeness to him. Inter-
rupted by a heckler in New Hampshire, he says
she lacks “courtesy,” obviously an offense he
takes seriously. Whenever he resorts to trash
talk – at one debate he promised to take Presi-
dent Barack Obama’s attack on his wealth and
“stuff it down his throat” – it feels awkward. It
is as if the Marquess of Queensberry briefly
strayed into a mixed martial arts octagon.

It’s not that Romney won’t fight. His Super
PAC filleted Gingrich in Iowa, and his entire
campaign apparatus is now working to crush
the former House speaker in Florida. Yet, Rom-
ney himself has no relish for the task. In the first

Florida debate, he worked early on to hit Gin-
grich with his entire opposition research file.
Rushed and uncomfortable, he seemed to enjoy
it as little as Gingrich did. When he got off the
attack, he shifted back into his accustomed
measured and unflappable mode.

Gingrich is unburdened by any inner
guardrails. He loves combat. As a campaigner,
he can be loudmouthed, unscrupulous and
angry. It’s a style that fits the public mood, and
it has been validated through the decades in our
culture. We’ve been taught to trust a let-it-all-
hang-out spirit over an ethos of emotional
restraint. Unfortunately for Romney, if there
were a yearbook for presidential candidates, he
would be deemed “Least Likely to Weep in
Public.” It’s an irony of Romney’s candidacy
that his genuine reserve is taken as confirma-
tion of his inauthenticity.

If Romney doesn’t wear his emotions on his
sleeve, he doesn’t wear his riches there, either.
He seems uncomfortable with his own success,
a classic WASP trait. When he says he makes
no apologies for his wealth, he clearly would
rather not be talking about his wealth at all.
Donald Trump surely would advise him to
mention his net worth, and inflate it, in every
interview. But he lacks the brassiness of the nat-
ural braggart.

If Romney seems alien, it’s not his Mor-
monism or bank account so much as his adher-
ence to a code of conduct that was overthrown
long ago, and now feels quaint and odd. His is
the plight of the last WASP.
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SEAL Team 6 should
again be saluted for per-
forming a daring rescue that
resulted in saving the lives
of two people who had been
held hostage for months and
taking out their kidnappers
in the process.

The American public had
no idea that when President
Barack Obama was giving
his State of the Union
address, SEAL Team 6 had
recently parachuted under
cover of night into Somalia
and sneaked up on a camp
where an American woman
and a Danish man were
being held hostage.

In the process of freeing
the hostages, members of
the SEAL team killed nine
guards and escaped with
three other guards they took
prisoner.

We are glad that the raid
was successful and no team
members were hurt in the
process. SEAL Team 6, as
you may recall, was the
same Navy unit that killed
Osama bin Laden and sev-
eral of those with him.

It appears that the timing
of this raid was particularly
critical. New intelligence
emerged last week that
American hostage Jessica

Buchanan’s health was
“deteriorating rapidly.”

After Obama and his
team received this informa-
tion, they decided that they
had to act and we credit
them with doing so.

Buchanan and Dane Poul
Hagen Thisted were kid-
napped in October from the
portion of Galkayo under
the control of a govern-
ment-allied clan militia.
They were in Somalia
working for the Danish
Demining Group, whose
experts have been clearing
mines and unexploded ord-
nance in conflict zones in
Africa and the Middle East.

After the State of the
Union speech, Obama
called Buchanan’s father
and told him that she was
safe and was coming home.

It must be a huge relief
for the families of these for-
mer hostages knowing that
their loved ones are no
longer in harm’s way.

We hope Buchanan’s
health improves and
applaud Obama for order-
ing her rescue and her col-
league’s.

SEAL Team 
6 once again
did a great job

Our view

The Last Wasp
Romney isn’t a fighter or one who excites you and he doesn’t seem comfortable with who he is

We hope President
Barack Obama is serious
about making the federal
government work more
efficiently. We call on Con-
gress to give him the power
to make good on his – and
their – pledge.

In a surprise move earlier
this month, the president
asked Congress to give him
fast-track authority to
merge federal agencies,
specifically to eliminate the
Commerce Department and
fold the Small Business
Administration and five
other trade and business
agencies into a single
agency. 

The savings, he said,
would be $3 billion over 10
years. He called it the first
step toward other money-
saving consolidations of
federal agencies.

While intriguing, the
president needs to offer
more detail to move beyond
what has become, on both
sides of the partisan aisle,
an almost reflexive nod
toward “reinventing” gov-
ernment. What we haven’t
heard, and need to hear
from the president, is pre-
cisely what duties and
responsibilities would go
away and what duplication
of services would be elimi-
nated. And would some
agencies, such as the U.S.
Trade Representative, oper-
ate better as streamlined,
focused units than mashed
into a new bureaucracy?

Americans want better,
smarter government, and
efficiency is the true stan-
dard of whether govern-
ment is lean and mean or
simply producing more of
the same in a different
guise. Bigger isn’t always
uniformly better and some-
times creates other chal-
lenges. One example is the
post-9/11 cobbling together
of law enforcement and
intelligence agencies into
the Department of Home-
land Security. Although

some communication barri-
ers no longer exist, the
department has too many
diverse responsibilities
vested under a single
agency banner, critics say.

Still, Republicans have
long talked about making
government more efficient.
They would be imprudent
to let this opportunity pass.
Even if the president has
opened this door to smaller
government for political
reasons, the GOP should be
quick to walk through it.
Give the president what
he’s requested. Remind him
that he floated a similar
leaner government trial bal-
loon during last year’s State
of the Union address, yet
sat on this initiative until
now. 

Then relentlessly push
the president to follow
through on those reforms
before the November elec-
tions.

Conservatives should
understand that there is
merit to restoring this
authority to the White
House. Ronald Reagan was
the last president who had
the authority to bypass a
Senate filibuster by show-
ing that proposed consoli-
dations would save taxpay-
er dollars and improve effi-
ciency. 

Restoring this fast-track
authority would force the
House and Senate to cast an
up-or-down vote within 90
days of receiving a propos-
al. The timetable would
force Congress and the
White House to govern
instead of jawboning.

What a novel idea – a
hiatus from gridlock.

It’s not exactly the way
we envisioned Congress
and the president to find
common ground. But hey,
we’ll take progress any way
we can get it.

— The Dallas Morning
News
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