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On StandardNET:

DAN K. THOMASSON: 
The Scripps Howard News 
Service columnist writes that 
Republican Mitt Romney’s 
chances to win the presiden-
cy have increased in recent 
weeks.
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Michael Vaughan is Weber State University’s 
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The Obama administration’s 
decision to no longer deport 
younger illegal aliens — up 
to age 30 — who are in the 

United States solely due to decisions 
made by their parents is a correct step 
in the ongoing effort to reform our im-
migration system.

If younger illegals — who grew up 
in the U.S. and have made admirable 
decisions to enter the military or pur-
sue higher education — are directed 
to work permits here, it’s a sound, 
sensible solution. Nothing is gained by 
kicking these young people out of their 
home and into nations they may have 
no association with.

If people of good reputation, who 
have lived in this country for a long 
time, wish to work — let them. What 
the president did — via an executive 
act — is implement a modified version 
of The DREAM Act, a federal legisla-
tive effort that has never been suc-
cessful in moving through Congress. 
The DREAM Act would allow young 
illegals who have lived exemplary lives 

a chance at U.S. citizenship. The presi-
dential act issued by Obama, while 
similar, does not extend and offer of 
citizenship.

In fact, the president’s act is bet-
ter credited to U.S. Sen. Marco Rubio, 
R-Fla., who has long advocated this 
DREAM Act-type compromise mea-
sure to allow illegals, brought to the 
U.S. as youngsters, a chance to legally 
reside and work in the U.S. It is the 
cynical nature of politics that many of 
the same pols cheering the administra-
tion’s decision last week earlier op-
posed a similar proposal when advo-
cated by a Republican.

But, as mentioned, that is the na-
ture of politics. Ultimately, what’s been 
accomplished is more important than 
the rhetoric, hypocritical or otherwise, 
that accompanies such an announce-
ment. 

It’s a good thing that young people, 
who are by all sensible accounts, U.S. 
residents, have the right to stay in 
their country and contribute to its 
progress.

Immigration change laudable

It is frequently asserted that colleges 
and universities should be run like a 
business. Proponents of this viewpoint 

contend that by emulating the best 
business practices, colleges could increase 
productivity and lower cost. 

Countless politicians and entrepreneurs 
have made this assertion. Business authors 
have published dozens of books suggesting 
the potential for significant innovation and 
productivity gains on college campuses.

Yet, does the best available evidence 
support this belief?

The Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) 
carefully tracks the productivity for 
the nation’s private 
businesses. The BLS 
defines productivity as, 
“A measure of economic 
efficiency that shows 
how effectively economic 
inputs are converted into 
output. Productivity is 
measured by comparing 
the amount of goods and 
services produced with the 
inputs that were used in 
production.”

The most recent multi-
year period for which data 
are available is 2007 to 
2011. During this period, 
the average annual increase in productivity 
was 1.8 percent. Although productivity 
does vary, an annual increase of 1.8 percent 
is typical for the past four decades. From 
1973 to 2011, the annual rate of productivity 
increase was 1.78 percent.

What does a productivity rate of 1.8 
percent mean? Simply stated, it means 
that if a business produced 1,000 products 
in a year, the next year the business could 
produce 1,018 products without increasing 
the number of workers or the number 
of hours worked. This increase in output 
would be due to increases in innovation and 
efficiency.

This may seem like a trivial change; yet, 
over time, seemingly modest productivity 
increases will produce significant outcomes. 
An average annual productivity increase 
of 1.8 percent means that a typical person 
would see the standard of living more than 
triple during a lifetime.

What would it mean for Weber State 
University to have a productivity rate of 
1.8 percent? In other words, what would 
it mean for WSU to operate like a typical 
private business?

In 2007, WSU’s enrollment was 18,081 
students. If enrollment had grown at 
a rate of 1.8 percent per year, WSU’s 
enrollment would have been 19,418 in 2011, 
representing an increase of 1,337 students. 

What actually happened? From 2007 to 
2011, WSU’s enrollment grew from 18,081 
to 25,301, an addition of 7,220 students. 
Digging a little deeper, productivity isn’t 
simply a measure of how much is produced. 
It is actually a measure of how much is 
produced by a given amount of labor. Again, 
according to the BLS, “...productivity 
relates output to the labor ... used in the 
production of that output.” In the case 
of educating college students, the labor 
involved is the university’s faculty.

Returning to the case at hand, the 
number of full-time and part-time faculty 
members actually declined from 573 

faculty members in 
2007 to 564 faculty 
members in 2011. 
This was the result 
of several years of 
unavoidable cuts in 
state funding. This 
means that WSU 
managed to educate 
7,220 additional 
students with 9 
fewer faculty.

Accounting 
for the growth in 
students and decline 
in faculty, the actual 
rate of increase in 

WSU’s productivity was 9.2 percent per 
year. This compares to the private business 
sector’s average of 1.8 percent. The bottom 
line is that from 2007 to 2011 WSU was 
more than five times as productive as the 
typical private business. Astonishingly, 
WSU increased output by 40 percent while 
simultaneously cutting costs. 

In order for this to happen, average 
class size changed, yet remained below 21 
students. More importantly, there are other 
indications that WSU continued to enhance 
educational quality over the past four years, 
In 2008, WSU was honored by the Carnegie 
Foundation for its work in community 
engagement. In 2012, the campus hosted 
the prestigious National Conference on 
Undergraduate Research. In each of the 
past four years, WSU has been recognized 
by the Princeton Review and U.S. News.

Those who question the productivity of 
the nation’s colleges and universities should 
take a moment to consider the data. During 
the current economic downtown, higher 
education has been asked to do more with 
less. 

Higher education has responded. 
Indeed, some colleges and universities 
are incredibly productive. It is even 
possible that the private sector could learn 
something about productivity from the 
nation’s best universities.

Pondering productivity

Senator Hatch claims 
to support the second 
amendment, but Senator 
Hatch’s voting record tells a 
different story!

• Concerning the Clinton 
gun ban; he initially voted 
for and supported the 1994 
Clinton  semi-auto ban. (U.S. 
Senate Roll Call Vote, 103rd 
Congress — 1st Session, H.R 
3355)

• He pushed legislation 
that would have made target 
shooters criminals (S.254, 
Bill Summary & Status — 
106th Congress (1999-2000) 
Senate Amendment 342)

• He supported and 
voted to confirm the corrupt 
anti-gun (Fast and Furious) 
Attorney General Eric 
Holder. (U.S. Senate Roll Call 
vote, 111th Congress — 1st 
Session, Confirmation of Eric 
Holder)

• He supported and 
was pivotal in seating 
President Clinton’s anti-gun 
Judge Margaret Marrow. 
(Congressional Record, 2, 
11,1998 p. S 660)

• He voted for the 
Lautenberg Gun Ban. (U.S. 
Senate Roll Vote, 104th 
Congress-2nd Session, S. 
Amendment 5241 to H.R. 
3756)

• He supported mandatory 
trigger lock sales along 
with anti-gun Senator 
Herb Kohl (S.254, Bill 
Summary & Status — 106th 
Congress 1999-2000; Senate 
Amendment 352)

• He voted for a massive 

crackdown on gun shows 
and private sales (S.254, Bill 
Summary & Status — 106 
Congress 1999-2000; Senate 
Amendment 344)

• He voted for gun 
registration and supported 
legislation that would have 
forced many gun shows out 
of business. (U.S. Senate 
roll vote, 106 Congress 1st 
Session, S. 254)

• He sponsored legislation 
to give BATF sweeping new 
search and seizure powers 
(S.3, Bill Summary & Status 
104 Congress; 1995-1996)

• He voted for Cass 
Sunstein who wants to give 
animals’ legal protection in 
court and wants an out-right 
ban on hunting. (U.S. Senate 
roll call vote, 111th Congress 
— 1st Session, Confirmation 
of Cass R. Sunstein)

• He voted to confirm and 
championed the appointment 
of Ruth Bader Ginsburg. 
(U.S. Senate Roll Call Vote, 
103rd Congress – 1st Session, 
Confirmation of Ruth Bader 
Ginsburg)

• He voted to confirm 
Stephen Breyer. (U.S. 
Senate Roll Call Vote, 103rd 
Congress — 2nd Session, 
Confirmation of Stephen 
Breyer)

It is time to hold Senator 
Hatch accountable for 
his longstanding anti-gun 
record and vote for Dan 
Linljenquist.

Douglas Call
Tremonton

Hatch’s record against Second Amendment

Editor,
Social and political 

energy is spread so thin that 
no solutions can be found. 
Rather than demand action 
on so many issues, everyone 
ought to ask themselves: 

What are the one or two 

issues that can be acted upon 
that would improve life for 
all? 

Focus on what’s actually 
possible and fix one thing at 
a time.

Michael Young
Pleasant View

Concentrate on the most important issues we face

Editor,
I remember vividly as 

a 13-year-old boy watching 
the Olympics in 1972 as 
terrorists took Olympic 
participants hostage and 
ultimately killed them. The 
shock and horror was no 
less intense than watching 
terrorists take down the Twin 
Towers in 2001.

It is equally shocking 
that the IOC has never held 
a public recognition for the 
11 athletes despite their 
families having requested it 

since 1976.
This year presents 

another opportunity for the 
IOC to allow one minute of 
silence in memory of those 
killed while participating 
in their games. Dedicating 
one of the 24,480 minutes 
of the 2012 Games to the 
victims would be a decent 
human courtesy that should 
rise above the politicizing 
of the tragedy by anti-Israel 
groups.

Charles Katz
Holladay

Games should recognize athletes killed in 1972

Editor,
I  have taken my two 

kids to North Shore Aquatic 
Center for the past two 
years for swimming lessons 
because of the convenience 
and proximity to where I 
live. 

This year, when looking 
online I noticed it has hiked 
the price for non-residents 
to $15 per child! The 
lessons are $32. 

So, basically for my two 
children to attend lessons, 
I have to pay an additional 
$30 (practically the price of 
the lessons themselves)! 

Good job, North Ogden 
city!  Instead of getting 
people to “spend it in North 
Ogden,” it’s alienating 
any potential customers 
by reminding them that 
they’re not residents and 
therefore, should have to 
pay more.

It’s not surprising really, 
when we consider that it 
has absolutely no rapport 
with any of the businesses 
or customers within North 
Ogden anyway.   

Now its inclined to shoot 
itself  in the foot with this 
astronomical price gouge. 

For those of you 
“non-residents” who are 
considering North Shore 
this summer, I recommend 
you look online at some of 
the other places around 
town that offer the same 
services at the same price 
or lower and don’t feel the 
need to discriminate based 
on your address.

Melissa Miller
Plain City

Lessons more expensive 
for out-of-town swimmers




