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Rumun, cighteen, admits that he texts while driving and he is not going |
expeciations of femininity and masculinity.

to stop. “I know 1 should, but it’s not going to happen. If 1 get a Face-
book message or something posted on my wall . .. T have to see it. I have
10.” Iam speaking with him and ten of his senior classmates at the Cran-
ston School, a private urban coeducational high school in Connecticut,
His friends admonish him, but then several admit to the same behavior.
Why do they text while driving? Their reasons are not reasons; they sim-
ply express a need to connect, “I interrupt a call even if the new call says
unknown’ as an identifier—T just have to know who it is. So I'll cut off
4 Iriend for an ‘unknown,™ says Maury. “I need 1o know who wanted to
woinect. . . . And if I hear my phone, I have to answer it. 1 don't have a
ke, I have to know who it is, what they are calling for” Marilyn adds,
Ukeep the sound on when I drive. When a text comes in, I have 1o look.
° Matter what, Fortunately, my phone shows me the text as a pop »
"ehtup front , . g I'don't have to do too much looking while I'm driving."
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