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On StandardNET:

STAR PARKER: The 
Scripps Howard News Ser-
vice columnist argues that 
their is a national crisis of 
character in the U.S., with too 
many individuals settling for 
dependency.

***
See this column and more 

at StandardNET’s  
National Commentary

We note with approval the 
rumblings of bipartisan-
ship that are emerging 
over immigration issues. 

It’s way past time for bipartisan im-
migration legislation that deals with is-
sues such as the Dream Act and proce-
dures where law-abiding illegals with 
roots in this nation find a path to either 
citizenship or legal residence.

Recently, prominent senators from 
both parties, Republican Lindsey Gra-
ham, of South Carolina, and Democrat 
Chuck Schumer, of New York, en-
dorsed the need for unity and com-
promise on immigration. The two are 
talking about potential compromises on 
the issue, Schumer says.

Everyone agrees we need secure 
borders. That should be an immediate 
starting point for negotiations. At that 
point, it’s also time to make sure long-
term illegal residents of this nation have 
a way to work here legally, without fear 
of being arrested and separated from 
their families and other loved ones. It’s 
very simple — illegals who have worked 
here for years and otherwise obeyed 
the law should receive a legal residence 

status. They should also be allowed here 
— so long as they are obeying the law — 
while they apply for citizenship, a proce-
dure that may take 10 years or more.

Also, illegals who were brought to 
the U.S. as children and have grown up 
in this nation should have a speedier 
opportunity for citizenship. This is, for 
all intents, their nation. This is what the 
Dream Act calls for. Citizenship should 
be granted for good behavior. Criminal 
acts or gang affiliations should disquali-
fy those from the Dream Act.

Finally, another area of compromise 
should be to create a guest-worker pro-
gram for illegal aliens who come to the 
U.S. to work in specific fields of labor, 
such as agricultural or meat processing. It 
makes far more sense to grant temporary, 
or longer, work permits for jobs that need 
immigrant labor rather than have illegals 
come here, work in the shadows and oc-
casionally be arrested and deported.

These are common-sense solutions 
that would easily pass in a nondysfunc-
tional political world. They combine com-
passion and order. Let’s hope Congress 
and the administration can overcome 
dysfunction and pass these measures.

Bipartisan immigration deal needed

Last week, I read a newspaper article in 
the Standard that detailed the efforts 
of a group to create “a sane Christmas 

with a view of abolishing the indiscriminate 
giving of presents.” Members of the group 
called for a “giftless” Christmas. You may be 
familiar with similar efforts.

Yet, there was 
something special about 
the article I read. It 
appeared in the Nov. 
22, 1912 edition of the 
Standard. A hundred 
years ago, people felt that 
Christmas had become too 
commercial, too secular 
and the true meaning of 
the holiday had been lost. 

Today, those decrying 
the commercialization 
of Christmas point to 
a number of concerns. 
The shopping frenzy 
begins while there are still leftovers from 
the Thanksgiving table. Many Christmas 
gifts serve no useful purpose. Christmas 
encourages some to spend more than they 
can afford. As I perused other archival 
editions of the 1912 Standard, I found that all 
of these elements of Christmas had firmly 
taken root in 1912. 

The Thanksgiving edition of the Standard 
was filled with Christmas ads promoting sales 
that would begin the next day. In fact, because 
newspaper insertions had not yet come into 
use, the actual newspaper devoted a far 
greater portion of space to Christmas ads 
than you would find in current newspapers. 

Although the term “Black Friday” was 
not part of the 1912 vocabulary, it was clear 
that the day after Thanksgiving was a huge 
shopping day. The Ogden department store 
W.H. Wright’s touted the “ultruistic” value 
of shopping early. “Then there is the greater 
reason for shopping early: the relief that it 
brings to the crowd of willing workers who 
must serve you.” Burt’s department store 
also encouraged shoppers to shop early in 
order to “receive the best attention.”

Just like today, the shoppers of 1912 
were also informed that a lack of cash 
should not be a concern. Ogden’s National 
Outfitting Co. posed the question, “Why pay 
cash for your Christmas presents.” W.H. 
Wright’s announced: “Christmas shopping 
begins tomorrow: You make selections now 
and pay for them when you’re ready.”

Many of the popular gifts of 1912 were 
far from utilitarian. For women, furs 
coats, jewelry, silk, cut glass and face 
powders were popular Christmas gifts. A 
gift that was viewed as both luxurious and 
practical was phone service. The Mountain 
States Telephone and Telegraph Company 
advertised monthly phone service as a gift 
that would “lighten your wife’s work” and 
“open new social pleasures.”

The gifts for men raise some interesting 
questions regarding the temperance of 

Ogden males in 1912. R.J. Reynolds Tobacco 
was promoted as the “gift that every man who 
smokes a pipe or rolls his own cigarettes will 
be grateful for. Thomas C. Foley advertised 
“sending the gift” of four full quarts of 100 
proof whiskey for $5, and they offered free 
delivery throughout the city. Ogden’s Becker’s 

Brewing suggested that: 
“A consultation of eminent 
physicians would surely 
result in the recommendation 
of pure beer as a healthful, 
nourishing beverage.”

Interestingly, the 
children’s toys may reveal 
more about the era than 
the adult gifts. Reflecting 
the fact that an increasing 
number of Ogden homes 
had electricity, a Standard 
article titled “What Santa 
Claus Has in Store for 1912” 
suggested electric train sets 

and toy electric stoves as gifts for children. 
One of the more interesting electric toys was a 
kinetoscope that allowed children to show short 
movies in their home. The same article noted 
that because of the Balkan War, lead soldiers 
with the uniforms of Turks, Serbians, Greeks 
and Bulgarians were especially popular in 1912.

As I read through various editions of the 
1912 Standard, I also noticed that the articles 
on the society pages detailed the lives of 
Ogden’s successful industrialists, financiers, 
and merchants. These were the people that 
Thorstein Veblen called captains of industry 
and finance, and Veblen would have described 
significant portion of their Christmas 
spending as “conspicuous consumption.” 
Indeed, Ogden’s “upper crust” did a great 
deal to foster the city’s vibrant retail trade.

At the same time, 1912 Ogden had its 
share of families at the other end of the 
income spectrum. Their Christmases were 
unlikely to be marked with gifts of furs and 
kinetoscopes. The same is true today. On 
Black Friday, some Ogdenites will line up 
at Walmart, and others will line up a social 
services agency to seek assistance.

Given the nation’s long history of 
consumerism, it is unrealistic to expect hordes 
of people to forgo their traditional Christmas 
shopping. On the other hand, those with the 
means to engage in conspicuous Christmas 
spending may wish to balance giving to family 
and friends with giving to strangers.

During the Christmas season, many 
organizations sponsor programs such as “Toys 
for Tots,” “Angel Tree” and “Sub for Santa.” 
Despite the fact that these programs are well 
publicized, in the final days of the Christmas 
season, you inevitably hear that the number of 
families needing help exceeded the donations 
received. It would be great if everyone with 
the wherewithal to have a gift-filled Christmas 
would redirect a little spending to the families 
in need. After all, the only families that should 
experience a “giftless” Christmas are those 
who intentionally want a “giftless” Christmas.

A giftless Christmas

Michael
Vaughan

Commentary

Top of Utah Voices

Michael Vaughan is Weber State University’s 
provost. He accepts e-mail from readers at 
mvaughan@Weber.edu

Editor,
Not enough voters 

graded Obama the way I 
did, before casting a ballot:

Green investments, F; 
economy, F;  job creation, 
F; support of the military, 
F; foreign policy, F; 
defending our Constitution, 
F;  energy development, 
F;  honesty and integrity 
of his administration, F;  
leadership for his response 
to attacks on the U.S. in 
Libya and Egypt, F; support 
for Israel, protection of 
our country, C; promoting 
socialism and communism, 
A; support of Islam, A.  

Who is better off today? 
African Americans, no; 
Hispanics, no; middle class, 
no; the military, no; the U.S., 
no; unions, yes; government 
employees, yes; illegal 
aliens, yes.    

You rehired a loser. His 
only accomplishment has 
been to give the order to 
get Osama bin Laden. That’s 
the only thing he hasn’t 
blamed President Bush for. 
He didn’t get him though, 
the SEALs did, and it was 
because of President Bush’s 
efforts that it all came 
together. 

His major 
accomplishments? Six 
trillion dollars added to our 
national debt, 21 million 
people added to the SNAP 
program, 90 billion lost to 

his green jobs investments, 
true unemployment at 14.7 
percent, loss of thousands 
of mid-wage jobs, and 
under his guidance we’ve 
gained back hundreds of 
lower-wage jobs.

His administration’s 
foundation has been 
supported by lies, fraud 
and corruption. There is no 
war on women, but there 
is his war on Americans, 
on domestic production 
of oil, coal, gas and on 
business, religion and free 
enterprise. He has broken 
all of his promises, divided 
our people and has fostered 
racism.  

Fifty-seven million 
Americans, a majority, 
voted to rehire this loser. 
Now you own him. You 
wanted him, you got him. 
Now live with what you’ve 
got and prepare for your 
future. 

If you want to know what 
that will be like, read “Atlas 
Shrugged” and “We the 
Living” by Ayn Rand. 

Wendell E. (Bud) Brumley
Layton   

Unedited online reader 
comment to this letter: 

“Ayn Rand? The same 
Ayn Rand and railed and 
complained against Social 
Security and Medicare/
Medicaid, until she was able 
to collect it for herself? ...” 
— Mikee

Voters rehired a loser named Obama

Editor,
I am tired of hearing 

from the media outlets that 
only rich, old, white men 
voted for Romney. 

I am a 40-year-old 
middle-class housewife, and 
I voted for Romney. Obama 
was re-elected because 
he gave people what they 
wanted. Free comes with a 
price. You can’t just tax the 
rich and fix the deficit. 

Democrats and liberals 
are all in a fuss because 
small businesses are going 
to have to raise their prices 
to pay for the free health 
care. They can’t afford it. 

A business is not a 
service people get into out 
of the goodness of their 
hearts. 

They want to make 
money; if they don’t make 
enough money, they go out 
of business and people lose 
their jobs. It is not hard to 
understand. 

The car companies that 
took that bailout money 
went to China; it is fact. 

The Chinese love GM. 
GM built 13 factories with 
your money in China. 

The unions people think 
help them; well, their 
Twinkies may become a 
thing of the past because 
Hostess can’t afford to pay 
what the union is asking, 
and more people will lose 
their jobs. 

Obamacare is going to 
cost jobs, there are a lot 
of Christian organizations 
that simply won’t operate 
under all that regulation, 
and they will close, more 
people out of work. Small 
businesses won’t hire full-
time workers.

Beautiful, red Utah 
didn’t count, and our votes 
didn’t count, and now we all 
will pay for the freebies.

Melissa Conkling
Roy

Why Romney really lost

Editor,
We are glad to see the 

citizens of Layton stand up to 
their city leaders and vote for 
the way they envision their city. 
We were disappointed in Mayor 
Steve Curtis’ editorial. As we 
read his viewpoint, we were 
hoping to gain some insight as 
to why he and the city council 
think a “Daybreak” type of 
community was best. 

All he wrote about was how 
government knows best. He 
stated, “I’d put my money on 
my local government to be the 
most responsive, most efficient, 
and most likely to have my 
interests at heart” (Jun. 14 
guest commentary, “Well-
managed local governments 
key to community’s success” 
and Nov. 2 letter, “The 
‘Whisper Game’ hurts political 
discourse”). We thought that 
once, too, and did not protest a 
new development that went in 
next to our home. 

We thought our city 
leaders would ensure the 
developer would adhere 
to his promises and would 
consider our interests in this 
process also. They did not. As 
it turns out, the city benefits 
with increased tax revenue, 
the developer makes a nice 
profit, and we have been re-
landscaping a little at a time 
as we are able to afford it. 
When all the landscaping is 
done, we estimate this “trust” 
will cost us $12,000. 

Cindy and Carter Haacke 
Syracuse

Trust in city leaders 
will cost $12,000

Editor,
It seems odd that, during 

veterans week and beyond, 
we should have a bunch of 
baby boomers who never 
served in the military, and 
a bunch of old senators 
and representatives who 
never served in the military, 
making decisions on veterans 
benefits. Ironic?

Joe Winters
Ogden

Many deciding about 
vets never served




