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On StandardNET:

DAN K. THOMASSON: 
The Scripps Howard News 
Service columnist writes that 
concerning morality on televi-
sion broadcasting, the FCC 
can’t impose morality on TV 
shows.

***
See this column and more 

at StandardNET’s  
National Commentary
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We support the change by 
the Obama administra-
tion that would allow 
illegal immigrants who 

are children or spouses of Americans 
to have the government rule on waiv-
ing a three- to 10-year ban — normally 
assessed illegals — on returning to the 
U.S. legally.

It’s a humane, compassionate 
change to current U.S. immigration 
policy that cuts the time families are 
apart from as long as six months to as 
short as several days. What usually 
occurs is that illegals who are family 
members are required to leave their 
homes before formally requesting 
a waiver from the government. The 
average time for a waiver to be issued 
takes about six months. 

Therefore, the spouse or children 
have to spend six months out of the 
country, away from their home, wait-
ing for the waiver to be approved. 
Once the waiver is approved, it’s usual-
ly days or weeks before the applicants 
receive a visa to live in the U.S. legally.

Although many illegal immigration 
advocates are grumbling about this 
change, it’s not an “amnesty-based” 
change. It’s actually a humane change 

that keeps families together. Because a 
strong majority of spouse and children 
waivers for illegals are already grant-
ed in order to allow these persons to 
stay with their families, it’s ridiculous 
that they should be forced out of the 
county — away from loved ones — for 
six months and longer. It makes per-
fect sense to allow these people to stay 
home, with their families while the 
government considers the waiver and 
either approves it, or disapproves it. In 
any event, at that point the applicant 
either leaves for a short time to get the 
visa, or leaves for good.

We agree with Alejandro Mayor-
kas, director of U.S. Citizenship and 
Immigration Services, who said that 
any change “to minimize the extent to 
which bureaucratic delays separate 
Americans” is a positive in the pro-
cess.

It’s important to remember that 
anyone who benefits by the waiver 
will not have a criminal record other 
than an immigration violation. In other 
words, only the law-abiding benefit. We 
need more of these kinds of humane 
policies, which make hard work and 
family ties an integral part of our im-
migration policy.

A humane immigration change

The discussion regarding the 
possibility of an Ogden streetcar 
system has resurfaced in recent 

weeks. The fundamental issues are 
the same as those covered in prior 
conversations. What is the best route for 
the streetcar? Can the residents of Ogden 
and Weber County afford the cost of the 
streetcar line? 

It was the belief that a streetcar system 
is unaffordable that caused city officials to 
suspend analysis of the streetcar, and it is 
the question of affordability that I wish to 
explore.

I think it may be 
useful to couch the 
question as a paradox. 
Since the 18th 
century, economists 
have approached 
many economic issues 
as an analysis of a 
paradox, and doing so 
has yielded important 
insights. 

In his 1776 book, 
“An Inquiry into the 
Nature and Causes 
of the Wealth of 
Nations,” Adam Smith 
pondered why certain 
items which are essential to life commend 
little, or no, price in the marketplace while 
other products command astronomical 
prices. As others considered this question, 
it came to be known as the diamond-
water paradox reflecting the fact that 
water, which is more far more essential 
than diamonds, commands a lower price. 
Economists pondered different dimensions 
of the diamond-water paradox for decades, 
and in doing so, developed the concepts of 
marginal utility and demand functions.

What is the paradox of Ogden’s 
streetcar line?  A hundred years ago, 
Ogden had a streetcar system. In fact, 
Ogden had two streetcar systems. One 
route consisted of 24 miles of track 
covering a significant portion of Ogden.  A 
second route traveled up Ogden Canyon to 
Huntsville. 

In the late 19th and early 20th 
centuries, residents found a way to pay 
for two different streetcar lines. If Ogden 
could afford two streetcar lines extending 
more than 30 miles a century ago, why 
can’t Ogden afford one four-mile streetcar 
line today? This is a paradox worth 
pondering.

One possibility is that in inflation-
adjusted terms, Ogden residents are 
poorer than they were 100 years ago. This 

possibility is easy to reject.  In inflation-
adjusted dollars, today’s per-capita 
incomes are more than 5 times greater 
than incomes at the turn of the century. 
Ogdenites have not become poorer. 

Another possibility is that the cost of 
constructing and operating a streetcar has 
risen faster than wages.  If this were true, 
it would be consistent with the belief that 
Ogden cannot afford a streetcar line.

Because I have not been able to find 
accurate cost data for the construction of 
Ogden’s original streetcar line, I cannot 
conclusively prove that this is impossible. 

Nonetheless, it is highly 
unlikely. It is hard to 
believe that workers 
using picks and shovels 
to make the grade for 
the rails were more 
efficient than modern 
construction equipment. 
It is highly unlikely 
that Ogden’s original, 
horse-drawn streetcar 
was more cost-effective 
than an electrically-
powered streetcar. In 
light of economic studies 
of similar industrial 
situations, it seems 

almost certain that the cost of building a 
streetcar line today has not surpassed the 
rise in wages and incomes.

This means that from the standpoint of 
having the ability to pay, Ogdenites can 
certainly afford a streetcar system. It 
seems implausible to suggest otherwise. 
Yet, this does not mean that residents of 
Northern Utah would choose to pay for the 
streetcar.

I can afford to buy many things that I 
choose to do without. Mitt Romney, who 
can afford to buy almost anything he 
wants, chooses to drive around in old and 
battered automobiles. The ability to pay 
is not the same thing as the willingness to 
pay, and Ogdenites’ willingness to pay for 
the streetcar is the key issue.

Are Ogdenites willing to pay the 
necessary cost of a streetcar system? 
The answer will require more analysis 
and conversation. For this reason, it was 
counterproductive to suspend analysis 
of the streetcar because of concerns 
regarding affordability. The only way to 
resolve the question of willingness to pay 
is through discussion and inquiry.

It is good that Ogden’s City Council has 
reopened the conversation. The streetcar 
issue needs to be pursued rather than 
prematurely concluded.

Diamonds, water and streetcars

Editor,
A lot of people are 

questioning the recently 
announced $77,000 severance 
package for fired Ogden City 
Police Chief Jon Greiner. 

Even for a normal layoff, 
managers at Greiner’s level 
in private industry would 
not get anything near that 
generous, and usually get 
nothing when fired for cause. 

Unfortunately, this 
represents a small portion 
of the cost of Greiner’s 
violation of the Hatch Act to 
Ogden city taxpayers. Utah 
Risk Management Mutual 
Association, the insurer 
who paid the $293,018 for 
Greiner’s unsuccessful 
defense, is scheduled to be 
reimbursed by the city over 
the next five years. Not to 
mention five years’ salary 
at $154,600 per year. During 
difficult economic times, 
Ogden cannot afford such a 
waste of money. 

Mr. Greiner was warned 
repeatedly when he 
announced his campaign for 
State Senate in 2006 that he 
was violating the law, but he 
and his supporters forged 
ahead anyway because they 
disagreed with the law. This 
reaction is odd. Mention the 

word “immigration” to most 
of Mr. Greiner’s Republican 
supporters, and the first 
thing out of their mouths is, 
“It’s the law! The law must 
be respected and enforced!” 
Do we detect a double 
standard? 

Even if the Hatch Act 
needs modification, Greiner’s 
case is a poster child for why 
we need conflict of interest 
laws. Simple common 
sense, not to mention the 
Constitutional principle of 
separation of powers, leads 
to the conclusion that the 
police chief of Northern 
Utah’s premier city should 
not be simultaneously 
enforcing and making the 
laws. 

We honor Mr. Greiner 
contributions as a law 
enforcement officer, but he 
should have concentrated on 
his job as Ogden police chief 
and left the making of laws to 
others. Hopefully this serves 
as a lesson to our Republican 
friends that they need to 
respect the nation’s conflict 
of interest laws, even if they 
disagree with them.

Steve Olsen,
chairman

Weber County Democrats
Ogden 

Greiner forged ahead because he disagreed with law

Editor,
The Jan. 8 article 

regarding the Weber County 
Library, “An American story: 
‘Weber Reads the Founders 
and their documents,’” is 
heartening. 

What a wonderful and 
timely selection to help us 
help our nation right its 
course! Also mentioned, 
is that the library has 
provided activities and 
lesson materials to local 
schools, which compare 
our republic’s beginnings 
to the code of conduct of 
swashbuckling pirates. This 
is disheartening.  Comparing 
the noble ambitions of the 
Founding Fathers to the 

despicable deeds of criminal 
organizations is illogical.

Guilt by association can be 
damning and this is not what 
I want taught to our children. 
My optimism suggests that 
the library leadership is very 
creative, although missing 
the mark. 

My pessimism suggests 
a veiled contempt for our 
nation among the same 
leaders. I call upon the 
trustees of the Weber 
County Library to review 
this children’s program and 
take the steps necessary 
to contribute positively to  
education and our nation’s 
future.

Kurt Rifleman

Library’s comparing our founders to pirates offends

Editor,
The choice of the crotch-

grab photo on the front 
sports page of Jan. 10, 
“Leaving it on the mat,” to 
represent the hardworking, 
dedicated high school 
wrestlers competing at 
Utah Valley University Jan. 
9 couldn’t have been more 
distasteful. 

It was disrespectful, 
humiliating, degrading and 
a more amazingly egregious 
commentary than it was on 
the poor judgement of the 
Standard-Examiner staff. A 
sincere apology is in order 
to these wrestlers and their 
families.

Warren Butler
Syracuse

Crotch-grab wrestling photo in poor taste

Editor,
I had thought as I was 

reading Neal Humphrey’s 
Jan. 11, “Top of Utah voices” 
commentary, “Peace for 
those who keep the peace,” 
that we are always thanking 
the military for their service 
and rightfully so. However, 
as Pastor Humphrey pointed 
out, law enforcement officers 
put their lives on the line 
every day.

Perhaps the next time 
we see one or more officers, 
maybe at lunch, we should 
thank them for the services 
they perform in our behalf 
daily.

Carole C. Bell
Ogden 

We should thank police 
officers more often

Editor,
Mitt Romney said that all 

the complaining by Obama 
and others about wealth 
inequality and the rich is 
just petty envy of those 
who are successful. Rich 
equals successful which 
equals superior. When he 
was reminded that Jesus 
condemned the rich and 
said they couldn’t be true 
Christians or get into heaven 
(yes, that’s what he really said, 
despite the rich perverting 
what he said about them by 
taking over and corrupting 
most of Christianity). 

Romney, like all good 
conservative Christians, 
condemned his publicly 
declared “lord and saviour,” 
Jesus in his mind as just 
another sour-grapes loser 
envious of the rich.

Stuart McDonald
Salt Lake City

Was Jesus ‘sour grapes’ 
concerning the rich?




