
I see a massive threat throughout 
the developed world: immigration. 
Whether American, German, Danish, 
French, British, Italian, Canadian or 
Australian, the issue of immigration 
now stands as the No. 1 cause of 
social, political and economic, but 
mostly existential, alarm. 

President Trump says the immigra-
tion problem is basically economic. 
No, it only has economic facets. The 
liberal community insists that the 
question is primarily social and that 
immigration control advocates are all 
or mostly racists. This is wildly 
untrue, and perhaps meant to be.

In these two groups we have what I 
call the Trumpian hard-liners and the 
liberal sentimental-
ists. But there are, in 
between them, the 
reasonables or the 
rationalists.

For years this 
group has constitut-
ed around 85 per-
cent of Americans, 
and it stands square-
ly against the two extremes. It is for 
legal immigration and reasonable ref-
ugee resettlement, real enforcement of 
border controls, genuine efforts to 
assimilate new immigrants, and 
unsentimental self-interest in the 
numbers and types of new immi-
grants permitted to enter the U.S.

In 1995, a federal commission on 
reform chaired by the enormously 
respected congresswoman Barbara 
Jordan, which came to be called the 
Jordan Commission, called for a 
"credible, coherent immigrant and 
immigration policy." It advocated for 
a cut in family reunification, for the 
elimination of the diversity visa lot-
tery and for an increase in the num-
bers of more skilled workers -- today's 
"merit immigration." In effect, it rec-
ommended almost every one of the 
issues called for by rationalists today.

Hundreds of thousands of misera-
ble, impoverished men and women 

from war zones in the Middle East -- 
and from simple poverty and oppres-
sion in Africa -- are desperately 
thronging the beaches of Greece, 
France and Italy, quite literally bang-
ing on the gates of the Western world.

It would have been so much easier 
to have dealt with the issue reason-
ably and rationally in those earlier 
days, but man hesitates and inevita-
bly loses. Meanwhile, climate change, 
overpopulation, and shortages of 
food and water are adding to the 
pressure to bash down national bor-
ders.

So Britain, fearing being overcome 
by immigrants who do not share its 
culture or history, leaves the 

European Union. 
Germany strug-
gles with a million 
foreigners sud-
denly invited into 
her land. France's 
new liberal presi-
dent immediately 
acts to control 
immigration.

Fareed Zakaria wrote recently in 
The Washington Post: "Societies can 
only take so much change in a gener-
ation." He speaks of people's fear of 
cultural displacement.

And that, of course, is it! The prob-
lem is not economic; it is cultural. 
Europeans are not afraid of Muslims; 
they're afraid of too many Muslims. 
Americans are not afraid of Mexicans 
or Salvadorans; they're afraid of los-
ing control of their country. 

The answer here is actually quite 
simple for Americans: legal rights for 
the Dreamers, if only because it is we 
who caused their problem.

Can our supposed leaders, for all 
we give and trust them with, really 
not work that out for us?

Georgie Anne Geyer has been a foreign 
correspondent and commentator on inter-
national affairs for more than 40 years. 
She can be reached at gigi_geyer@juno.
com.

I’m often accused of being a politi-
cal junkie, as indicated by most of my  
writings for the Southern Standard 
and beyond. I am, of course, guilty on 
all charges, with ample evidence to 
convict me.

This week, though, I’ve decided to 
slip the surly bonds of politics in favor 
of things a little more light-hearted 
and maybe even whimsical.

For example, did you know that 
2018 is known as “a year of the dog” 
in Chinese astrology? 

Me neither, until I saw something 
about it while channel surfing the 
other day. It reminded 
me of my college days 
in Omaha where I art-
fully avoided taking 
astronomy in a bespec-
tacled and boring pro-
fessor’s class. 

In case you’re won-
dering by now, I do 
know the difference 
between astrology and astronomy.

Astrology is the study of the move-
ments and relative positions of celes-
tial bodies and their supposed influ-
ence on human affairs. Astronomy is 
the science of celestial objects, space, 
and the physical universe. The former 
is called “pseudo-science,” the latter 
simply “science.”

So, which one is followed with avid 
daily interest by millions of Americans 
and many more around the world? If 
you answered “astrology” you are 
correct, no matter what your sign is. 
In the interest of full disclosure, I’ve 
cast a wishful eye at the astrology 
page in this paper, say, three times a 
week. Not that I actually believe what 
it says about Leos like me, but to para-

phrase a certain billionaire celebrity 
recently in the news, I find the advice 
‘intriguing.”

The truth is I’m much more interest-
ed in dogs than “years of the dog.” 
Still, I find comfort and joy in reading 
about the “Personality of the Dog” in 
Chinese Zodiac sources. I agree dogs 
are our most loyal friends. They’ve 
befriended, guarded, and protected 
their owners for eons. We see them 
now, all across our nation and beyond, 
extending a friendly paw to one and 
all.

 As my attentive readers are well 
aware, I love dogs. 
Always have, 
always will. On the 
cusp of 80, I remem-
ber all the dogs I’ve 
ever had, and fond-
ly so. Sometimes, 
late at night, they 
come to me in 
dreams, so real that 

I can see their shining eyes, and feel 
their tender touch, so soft upon my 
skin.

Now I’m doubly blessed with my 
two oft-mentioned “canine-Ameri-
cans,” Big Dog and Buddy.

They are my close and constant 
companions, always friendly and 
always fun to be with. And they’re as 
glad to see me when I come back from 
the mailbox as they were when I came 
back from California.

I love “Dog People” as well. You 
know who you are, and I do too. 

Even if I don’t know you personal-
ly, I know what you stand for. And 
that’s good enough for me.

Retired Army Col. Thomas B. Vaughn 
can be reached at tbvbwmi@blomand.net.

Products often
touted as safe

I’ve heard more opinions than I 
can count regarding the opioid epi-
demic now that there seems to be a 
legal frenzy to sue pharmaceutical 
companies for creating a demand for 
their product by knowingly turning 
patients into addicts. 

Here’s mine.
Did pharmaceutical companies do 

that? Yes, there is no question that 
they knew opioids were highly 
addictive. Regardless of that, they 
marketed their product and pushed 
it as a safe alternative to other medi-
cations. Physicians, who knew better 
or should have known better, began 
prescribing opioid products and 
people began popping them like 
candy. 

Sadly, companies that create 
addiction in order to generate reve-
nue are not a new concept. Look at 
tobacco companies. They knew their 
product was addictive, and they 
knew the dangers of their product to 
its users and people exposed to sec-
ondhand smoke. Regardless of that, 
they marketed their product as safe, 
funded testing that would only sup-
port their claims and began targeting 
certain ages, races, genders, commu-
nities, etc. They created a demand 
and watched the money roll in. 

The “war” against tobacco compa-
nies and their product deception has 
been going on for a decades. Has 
their product been taken off the 
shelf? No. In fact, nothing much has 
happened to the big tobacco compa-
nies. People continue to smoke and 
new users are born every day. 

Speaking of new users, what real-
ly bothers me is secondhand smoke 
around children. People know the 
dangers – despite the fact tobacco 
companies originally said there was 
no danger to nonusers – yet people 
continue to smoke around children. 
It bothers me tremendously to see it. 

They do it in their car and in their 
house. If you don’t care about your 
health, could you at least care about 
your child’s and smoke outside? Is 
that too much to ask that you not 
endanger your child’s health?

If lawmakers are seeking their 
next rule, how about making smok-
ing around children illegal. We 
require parents to use car seats to 
protect them, but mom and dad are 
allowed to fill the car up with dead-
ly secondhand smoke and that’s 
OK?

Now that lawsuits against phar-
maceutical companies over opioids 
have begun, they will rage for years 
like the lawsuits against big tobacco. 
In the meantime, people will still 
have access to both products and 
will continue to die. Because of that, 
let’s stop pointing the dirty finger at 
who’s initially to blame and start 
focusing on ourselves. 

I’ve always been an advocate of 
personal responsibility. It might not 
be your fault that you were pre-
scribed an addictive medication. 
However, there was a moment when 
you knew something was wrong. 

At that time and thereafter, you 
had a choice to make. Take responsi-
bility for your life and what you 
want from it. 

Laying blame and making excuses 
won’t get you anywhere. Eliminate 
blame. Eliminate excuses. Take con-
trol.

Standard reporter Lisa Hobbs can be 
reached at 473-2191.
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Q: Do you think drugmakers 
should be held legally liable for 
the opioid epidemic?

 YES 49%
 NO 51%
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Fresh from a government 
shutdown victory and with 
the U.S. economy on a roll, 
President Trump decided 
on Tuesday to kick off his 
long-promised war on 
imports — and American 
consumers. This isn't likely 
to go the way Mr. Trump 
imagines.

"Our action today helps 
to create jobs in America for 
Americans," Mr. Trump 
declared as he imposed tar-
iffs on solar cells and wash-
ing machines. "You're going 
to have a lot of plants built 
in the United States that 
were thinking of coming, 
but they would never have 
come unless we did this."

The scary part is he really 
seems to believe this. And 
toward that end he 
imposed a new 30 percent 
tariff on crystalline silicon 
photovoltaic cells and solar 
modules to benefit two 
bankrupt companies, and a 
new 20 percent to 50 per-
cent tariff on washing 
machines to benefit 
Whirlpool Corp. The tariffs 
will hurt many more com-
panies and people, and 
that's before other countries 
retaliate.

The Journal reported 
Tuesday that the Trump tar-
iff may spur an unnamed 
solar panel manufacturer to 
invest in a new plant in 
Florida that will create 800 
new jobs. But SEIA says it 
expects that the tariff will 
cost 23,000 U.S. jobs this 
year alone. It will also mean 
that billions of dollars of 

solar investments are likely 
to be postponed or can-
celed. Utility companies 
facing green-energy man-
dates from state govern-
ments will also suffer as it 
gets more costly to deliver 
solar-produced electricity.

Mr. Trump will also 
make doing the laundry 
great again, or at least more 
expensive, with a new 20 
percent tariff on the first 1.2 
million imported washing 
machines every year. Above 
that the tariff will go to 50 
percent. Don't even think 
about assembling a washer 
with foreign parts, which 
get whacked with a 50 per-
cent tariff above 50,000 
imported units in the first 
year.

Goldman Sachs analyst 
Samuel Eisner wrote 
Tuesday that consumers 
can expect price increases 
for new machines of 8 per-
cent to 20 percent depend-
ing on how much of the tar-
iff the manufacturers decide 
to eat. Producers and work-
ers are also losers. LG 
Electronics USA noted 
Tuesday that its new plant 
to make washers in 
Clarksville, Tenn., will be 
"the most advanced factory 
in the world" but warned 
that the tariff "hinders the 
ramp-up of the new plant 
and threatens many new 
U.S. jobs."

the Wall Street
Journal

New tariffs not friendly
for American consumers
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