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EDITORIALS

Dispense justice

Five years ago, the COVID-19 pandemic
threatened the physical health of our nation. In
March2025,PresidentDonaldTrump’s flouting
of court orders and degradation of the Justice
Department is a pox on our constitutional
health.

We beat COVID through the dispensation of
lifesaving vaccines. The antidote to the current
crisis is the dispensation of justice for all. This
remedywon’tcomefromscientists,butratherre-
liesonalegislativebranchwiththecouragetore-
bukeachiefexecutiveoversteppinghisbounds.

AnnMadoniaCasey,Fairview

Congress,doyour job

It’s time for Congress to wake up and grow a
spine.ThepresidentisclosingtheDepartmentof
Education that was created by Congress. He is
tryingtochangetheConstitutionbyignoringthe
14th Amendment. Hewants to have judges who
ruleagainsthimimpeached.

Congress is a separate branch of government
andit’s timeitsmembersstartdoingtheir job.

DonDePuy,Richardson

Solvehousingcrisis

Re: “On Housing, Mayor Is Right On The
Money—AshetoldaSenatepanel, this isamar-
ketproblemandapublichealthproblem,”March
17editorial.

As executive director of the Texas Affiliation
of Affordable Housing Providers, I agree with
Mayor Eric Johnson. The private sector plays a
key role in developing housing supply to temper
the rising cost ofmortgages and rents.However,
history shows that the private sector does not,
without incentive, produce housing that resi-
dents who earn less than an area’s median in-
comecanaffordontheirown.

Adding to the difficulty of providing safe,
quality,affordablehousing,I’veseenlocalleaders
and communities push back against housing
thatbenefitscertainworkforcesectors—includ-
ing veterans and seniors — using petition cam-
paigns toblocksuchdevelopments, an issuecur-
rentlyunderreviewintheTexasLegislature.

The lack of affordable housing is a local, state
and national crisis. It requires all policymakers
and private stakeholders to commit to sustain-
able solutions, such as expanding the highly ef-
fective public-private partnerships used in the
federalHousingTaxCreditProgram.

Texans and our economy deserve more than
promises with respect to needed housing. We
needcommitted, sustainable solutionsdrivenby
thecombinedpowerofprivateindustryandpub-
lic leadership.

RogerArriaga,Austin

StirringSocialSecurity fear

“The Democrats are the party that says the
governmentwillmakeyousmarter, taller, richer,
and remove the crabgrass on your lawn.TheRe-
publicans are the party that says government
doesn’tworkandthentheygetelectedandprove
it.”—P.J.O’Rourke

Acase inpoint is the fear, confusion,mischar-
acterization and lackof empathy leveledbyElon
Muskand theTrumpadministration toward the
SocialSecurityAdministrationanditsbeneficia-
ries.

I began working and paying Social Security
taxes inmyteens. I retiredatage66,deferredmy
benefits until 70 and since Iwas always self-em-
ployed,paiddoubleintothesystem.ShouldIand
millions of Americans be subject to even the
threat of taking a “chain saw” to a program that
hasprovided somuch for somany?My interface
with Social Security and the excellent civil ser-

vantswhoworktherehasbeenexcellent.
Should any of us have to face stress and fear

because two ultra-rich men, with absolutely no
empathy, want to tear working programs com-
pletely apart? They do not have amandate. The
damagetheyaredoingis inhumane.

LarryBrown,Dallas/PrestonHollow

Voucherswronganswer

Re: “Who’s pushing school choice? Parents.
Their argument is that school districts aren’t
teaching the basics,” by Ronell Smith, March 16
Opinion.

Smith stating that parents want schools to
teach the basics is right on point, but his argu-
ment in favor of school vouchers misses the
point. Diverting public funds to private schools
does not lead to better outcomes, especially for
low-income students. Research consistently
demonstrates that increased funding for public
schools leads to improvements in student
achievement, especially among low-income stu-
dents.

Research by the Learning Policy Institute in-
dicates that increases in per-pupil spending led
tosubstantial improvementinreadingandmath
achievement, reductions in grade repetition and
highergraduationrates.

States with universal voucher programs
strugglewithescalatingcosts anda lackof trans-
parency and accountability. Notably, up to 70%
ofvouchersareusedby familieswithchildrenal-
ready enrolled inprivate schools, therebydivert-
ingfunds frompublicschoolswithoutbenefiting
theintendedrecipients.

In Texas, about 75% of private schools that
students attend are religiously affiliated. This
trend raises concerns about public funds sup-
porting religious education, potentially under-
miningtheseparationofchurchandstate.

KatherineBock,Dallas/LakeHighlands

SaveFairParkmuseum

Re: “KickingFair Park to the curb...again,” by
RobertWilonsky,March16Opinion.

Seldom mentioned in the discussion of Fair
Park’s cultural treasures is the limestone-clad
museum of painting and sculpture facing the
LeonhardtLagoon. It houses49 large-scaleTex-
as landscapes by Dallas-born artists trained in
Chicago and New York. It contains more than a
hundred life-sized Texas animal sculptures
whose creator left Dallas to study in Germany
and Switzerland but returned to devote the rest
of his career to the Dallas Museum of Natural
History.

Master taxidermistWillieMayer texturedhis
creationswithscales, feathersandfursoskillfully
thatmany Texas artists used them asmodels for
theirownwork.Backedbylandscapemuralsand
expertly craftedaccessories,Mayer’s animals be-
came part of an irreplaceable collection of wild-
life dioramas intended to increase appreciation
for the natural heritage of Texas now threatened
byhabitatdestructionandglobalwarming.

Thebuildingthathousesthatcollectionisrec-
ognized as a historic landmark. It is time for its
purpose, contents and current relevance to be
recognizedandutilizedaswell.

WaltDavis,Dallas/WhiteRock
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H
ere’s an experience most adults are
familiar with: You’re focused on a
task or a conversation when the

phone in your pocket buzzes. Snap! Your fo-
cusisbroken,andevenifyouchoosetoignore
the noise, that momentary lapse throws you
off.

If that’sall it takes todistractanadult,how
canwe expect kids to be focused on learning
when they have the same devices with them
allthetime?

TexasHouseBill1481, filedby26-year-old
Rep. Caroline Fairly, R-Amarillo, would re-
quire Texas public school districts and char-
ter schools to adopt policies that prevent the
use of “personalwireless communicationde-
vicesduringinstructionaltime.”

Cellphones and other internet-enabled
devices that aren’t provided by the school for
instructional purposeswould be covered un-
der the bill. Each district would have to en-
sure that classrooms have a secure, out-of-
sight area for storing devices during class
time. It’s likely the bill’s language will be re-
fined as it moves through the legislative pro-
cess.

Therearemanypeoplewhoopposephone
bans, and there’s myriad reasons they do. A
statewidephoneban in schoolswill be an ex-
periment,andyoucanexpectsomehiccups.

But the expected benefits outweigh the
concerns. There’s no question that the un-
healthy relationshipmost studentshavewith
their devices leads to class disruptions and
lost focus. If it’s possible to at least limit the

damage done to the kids, it’s worth a shot.
Passingthisbill issomeofthemostimportant
worklawmakerscandothissession.

Even now, most districts don’t allow stu-
dents to use phones in class. But enforcing
such policies is a problem. The teachers who
try spend too much time getting students to
put themaway.Themore laxonesget a repu-
tation for being “cool” even though the dis-
tractions mean students get less out of that
class.

Eitherway,that’s losttimestudentsshould
spendlearning.

At campuses like those inRichardsonISD
that have gone phone-free, the benefits have
been clear. More person-to-person interac-
tions, increased instruction time, less cyber-
bullying, fewer discipline instances and in
somecases,evenbetterteacherretention.

One note of caution is that lawmakers
should help schools meet the requirements
under thisproposal.Weassumethatcreating
a “secure, out-of-sight area” in every class-
roomwill cost someamountofmoney.And if
legislatorsplan to start funnelingmoney into
privateschools,itshouldthinkabouthowthis
proposed statewide policy would apply to
thoseschools.

House Bill 1481 is a good starting point. It
gives schools the cover they need to enforce
cellphonebansandallowsthemtotailorpoli-
cies to their needs. We hope to see this bill
start abroader conversationabout the role of
screens in education, especially for younger
kids.

Let’s Discuss School
Cellphone Ban
Texas House proposal is �rst step in

a broader conversation about kids and screens

E
arlier this month, Mayor Eric John-
son told a groupofU.S. senators that
the solution to the housing shortage

in Dallas and elsewhere is to cut bureau-
cratic red tape andmake it easier for build-
ers to build.

A dispute over Dallas park fees will give
the mayor an opportunity to show he
means it.

In February, the City Plan Commission
considered a request to increase the fees
that developersmust pay toDallas in lieu of
dedicating parkland as part of their pro-
jects. City staff brought the proposal for-
ward in light of a state law that caps how
much large cities can demand in parkland
or charge in park acquisition fees.

Under the state law, cities can charge a
flat fee per dwelling unit of no more than
2%of themedian family income.Dallas city
staff proposed raising the park fee to the
maximum 2%. Most developers opt for
paying this fee rather than building parks
themselves.

Currently, a developermustpay$1,165 in
park fees for a single-family home. Raising
the fee would take that number to $1,308.
Apartment builders, however, would feel
the increase more acutely. A developer
building a complexwith 250 apartments of
two or more bedrooms would go from pay-
ing $229,250 in park fees to $327,000.
That’s an increase of 42.62%.

The plan commission wisely interrogat-
ed the park fee increase and decided it
would be better to halve it instead.

At least two park board members have

blasted the move, one calling it “appalling.”
They framed it as a setback, and one noted
that Dallas’ park fees are among the lowest
in the region.

That may be the case, but Dallas is also
trying to dig itself out of a reputational hole
for being a bureaucratic nightmare for de-
velopers. Keeping its fees low where it
makes sense should be its strategy.

The use of the park developmentmoney
collected so far doesn’t make a compelling
argument for raising the fees, either. As our
colleague Devyani Chhetri reported, the
park acquisition fundhas collected$17mil-
lion since it started in 2019 but has only
used about $2.3 million to acquire land in
northernDallas.

Part of the problem has to do with rules
about how the money is allocated among
sevendifferent zones.City staff is proposing
reducing the number of zones to five to
make it easier to acquire parkland, which
makes sense.

Raising the fee, however, is anothermat-
ter. Dallas voters approved $345million in
bond money for parks last year. There’s no
need to be appalled about a move to lower
park fees.

The matter is now expected to move to
the City Council. Members should take a
measured look at the facts andmake adeci-
sion consistent with their stated commit-
ment to build more housing in Dallas. It’s
not a zero-sumgame.The city canmake life
easier for housing developers while work-
ing with the private sector to expand and
improve parks.

Housing Comes First
in Park Fee Debate

Dallas can ease burden on
developers and still keep city green
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