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On the day I sat down to write this I awoke to 
news of the most deadly mass shooting in U.S. 
history. As of this writing, at least 58 have been 

killed and 515 injured. The shooter has been identified 
as Stephen Paddock, a retiree with no criminal record. 
ISIS has claimed responsibility, but that claim has not 
been verified. The Washington Times did report that ISIS 
had aired a video in May threatening to attack Las Vegas. 

While we do not yet know this shooter’s insane 
motives, the specter of Islamic terrorism immediately 
became suspect. The relationship between Islamic ter-
rorism and the refugee resettlement program became a 
hot topic in 2015 and 2016 following the horrific attacks 
in France, San Bernardino, and Orlando. The Obama 
administration attempted to dismiss any relationship, 
but Attorney General Jeff Sessions has since revealed 
that of the 1,000 odd FBI terrorism investigations over 
300 involved refugees.1

This concern was a major reason for Donald 
Trump’s surprise election, given his promises to pause 
the program, enforce border controls, and take other 
measures to secure our nation. With Trump’s election, 
however, and the Court’s wholly unconstitutional 
interference in his efforts, the refugee resettlement issue 

has been overtaken by other events and concerns, but it is 
no less important than it was before. In fact, it is more so.

We are at a tipping point in our society. Either we 
fight to survive or surrender to the forces of anarchy and 
despotism. The Left has gone to the mats to obstruct 
the Trump administration. It works in collusion with 
Islamic supremacists in an unholy alliance we call the 
Red-Green Axis. If they win, it spells the end for demo-
cratic elections. 

For its part, the administration has missed many 
opportunities to push back, and seems to treat the Left’s 
unprecedented campaign as just business as usual. Yet 
even prominent Democrats have publicly advocated 
making America “ungovernable.” This sheer insanity 
defines the new normal in America.

Even following repeated terrorist attacks, Congress 
shows no signs of making any meaningful effort to stem 
the flow of immigration, legal and illegal, especially from 
Islamic countries. It would seem they simply accept ter-
rorism as a normal element of life today. For his part, the 
president could go much further. Instead, we are treated 
to hyperventilating charges of “Islamophobia” and “rac-
ism” following any effort to even discuss the issue.

This is subversion. To the extent that we have any 
support among the political classes, it remains short-
sightedly focused on making marginal, superficial 
changes with the overriding goal of maintaining the 
status quo. Nothing represents this situation better than 
the current state of our refugee resettlement program. 
Our nation needs a focused effort to ensure President 
Trump’s promises to control the border and reel in out-
of-control immigration are implemented in full.

REFUGEE RESETTLEMENT IMPORTS THE 
EQUIVALENT OF A LARGE CITY EVERY YEAR

The refugee resettlement program is poorly under-
stood, wildly out of control, and institutionally corrupt. 
In addition to the specter of importing Islamic terrorism 
through refugee resettlement, there are actually numer-
ous other categories of people that bring many problems 
of their own. 

Scrap Refugee Resettlement Policy
Trump administration proposals just nibble at the edges

James Simpson

James Simpson is an investigative journalist, 
businessman, and author. His most recent book 
is The Red-Green Axis: Refugees, Immigration, 
and the Agenda to Erase America. His articles and 
research work have been published in Accuracy in 
Media, Breitbart, The Washington Times, American 
Thinker, Capital Research Center, Daily Caller, 
FrontPage Magazine, PJ Media, WorldNet Daily, 
Watchdog, DefenseWatch, and elsewhere. Mr. Simpson 
is also featured in the documentaries The Enemies 
Within, AGENDA: Grinding America Down, and 
Agenda II: Masters of Deceit.



  7

Fall 2017		      					                      The Social Contract

President Trump attempted to impose a temporary 
travel ban from certain countries of terror concern and 
limit refugee resettlement to 50,000 individuals in fiscal 
year 2017. As a result of over-reaching court actions, 
this effort was partially stymied and 53,716 refugees 
were resettled to the U.S. The Supreme Court recently 
declined to hear lower court challenges to the travel 
bans because Trump has now issued a newer, broader 
ban, permanently barring most citizens of Iran, Libya, 
Syria, Yemen, Somalia, Chad, and North Korea.2 These 
are the most troublesome countries. It is a great develop-
ment and may survive court challenge. 

A refugee is defined as someone who either must 
leave or cannot return to his nation of residence due to 
“a well-founded fear of persecution for reasons of race, 
religion, nationality, political opinion, or membership in 
a particular social group.” The UN has expanded that 
definition to include “someone who has been forced to 
flee his or her country because of persecution, war, or 
violence.”3 But the definition with universal acceptance 
comes from the 1951 Convention relating to the Status 
of Refugees. That convention, and subsequent proto-
cols, emphasize that individuals who have crossed an 
international border fleeing generalized violence are not 
considered refugees.4 

One can easily understand why. Generalized vio-
lence exists everywhere. The UN currently counts over 
60 million as “displaced persons.”5 Still, the United 
States accepts more refugees than all other nations 
combined. For fiscal year (FY) 2018, Trump has pro-
posed a cap of 45,000. This is lower than the average 
— about 72,000 annually since 2000 — but it does very 
little to actually slow down the program. Table 1 (page 
8) illustrates why. 

Those accepted into the U.S. under the “refu-
gee” definition are a much larger group than just those 
enrolled in the formal refugee resettlement program. 
There are asylum seekers (asylees), Cuban/Haitian 
Entrants, Trafficking Victims, Special Immigrant Visas 
(SIVs — for Iraq and Afghan citizens who assisted the 
U.S. military), and the Unaccompanied Alien Children 
(UAC) program. In total: an estimated 161,943 individ-
uals in FY 2017. (Note: the UAC program has existed 
since 1980. Responsibilities were transferred from the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service to the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services (HHS)’s Office of 
Refugee Resettlement in 2003.6 Statistics in table 1 are 
thus incomplete.)

Reducing refugee levels to 45,000 puts only a small 
dent in the total. Trump has taken other actions, how-
ever, that are reducing the numbers in other categories 
also. Trump border enforcement has resulted in lower 
UAC numbers, as well as illegal alien numbers over-
all. Following normalization of relations with Cuba, the 

Obama administration ended the so-called Cuban “wet 
foot/dry foot” program, which granted parole* status to 
any Cuban who reached our shores. The Cuban/Haitian 
Entrant program, which treats those populations like 
refugees and accords them all the same benefits, should 
thus decline as well. The 30,000 number is just a rough 
estimate based on prior history. 

There is much fraud in the Asylum program. This 
never troubled the Obama administration, which saw 
every single immigrant, legal or otherwise, criminal or 
not, as a future Democrat voter. The Trump administra-
tion has made a commitment to toughen restrictions on 
asylum to prevent such fraud.7 With stronger enforce-
ment, fewer people will seek to game the asylum sys-
tem, so these numbers should decline as well. 

The bold estimates in the table reflect all these 
changes. As a result, totals for all these groups should 
be substantially lower than in the past five years, but 
remain historically high if you examine the numbers 
going back to 1980 when the current refugee program 
began. The large numbers for 1980 and 1981 are due 
to the Cuban Mariel boatlift and the Vietnamese boat 
people crisis. However, in subsequent years totals were 
generally much lower until well into the Obama admin-
istration, when his open borders policies and nonexis-
tent enforcement motivated a massive migration from 
Central America, Cuba, and elsewhere. 

All of these groups are resettled either by the 
State Department’s Bureau of Population, Refugees and 
Migration (PRM) or HHS Office of Refugee Resettle-
ment (ORR), or both. The Department of Justice’s Exec-
utive Office of Immigration Review also decides cer-
tain asylum cases. Refugee vetting is managed by the 
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Service (USCIS) and 
is focused on processing, not screening for terrorism, 
fraud, or crime. As former DHS deputy assistant direc-
tor A.J. Irwin explained:

When we send refugee officers over there to 
interview people, they have a mission and 
their mission is not to detect fraud or identify 
terrorists, it’s to process these people and get 
them into the system.8

The Trump FY 2018 budget reflects the lower 
anticipated number of arrivals in most refugee catego-
ries. His budget proposal reduces the domestic refugee 
program by 28 percent. So in addition to fewer people 
*According to USCIS: “Parole allows an individual, who may be 
inadmissible or otherwise ineligible for admission into the United 
States, to be paroled into the United States for a temporary period. 
The Immigration and Nationality Act (INA) allows the secretary 
of Homeland Security to use their discretion to parole any foreign 
national applying for admission into the United States temporarily 
for urgent humanitarian reasons or significant public benefit. [See 
INA section 212(d)(5)]”
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Table 1. Refugee Resettlement Program Numbers
 

Fiscal Year
 

Refugees
 

             SIV1
         Cuban/ 
          Haitian2

 
         Asylees

     Trafficking 
     Victims

 
           UAC3

 
Total

1980 207,116 0 0 0 0 0 207,116

1981 159,252 0 0 0 0 0 159,252
1982 98,096 0 0 0 0 0 98,096
1983 61,218 0 0 0 0 0 61,218
1984 70,393 0 0 0 0 0 70,393
1985 67,704 0 0 0 0 0 67,704
1986 62,146 0 0 0 0 0 62,146
1987 64,528 0 0 0 0 0 64,528
1988 76,483 0 0 0 0 0 76,483
1989 107,070 0 0 0 0 0 107,070
1990 122,066 0 0 8,472 0 0 130,538
1991 113,389 0 1,091 5,035 0 0 119,515
1992 115,548 0 12,924 6,307 0 0 134,779
1993 114,181 0 41,521 9,543 0 0 127,876
1994 111,680 0 14,364 13,828 0 0 139,872
1995 98,973 0 32,238 20,703 0 0 151,914
1996 75,421 0 17,331 23,532 0 0 116,284
1997 69,653 0 5,326 22,939 0 0 97,918
1998 76,712 0 13,551 20,507 0 0 110,770
1999 85,285 0 20,848 26,571 0 0 132,704
2000 72,165 0 19,441 32,514 0 0 124,120
2001 68,920 0 15,950 39,148 0 0 124,018
2002 26,785 0 16,734 36,937 0 0 80,456
2003 28,347 0 11,837 26,306 151 4,792 71,433
2004 52,869 0 27,981 24,893 163 6,200 112,106
2005 53,813 0 17,571 23,440 231 7,800 102,855
2006 41,278 0 24,217 25,042 231 7,746 98,514
2007 48,281 101 18,492 24,881 303 8,212 100,270
2008 60,192 1,015 20,235 22,572 310 7,211 111,535
2009 74,654 2,657 20,022 21,767 280 6,639 126,019
2010 73,311 2,705 21,496 20,704 549 8,302 127,067
2011 56,424 12,591 22,982 24,546 661 7,120 112,992
2012 58,236 4,273 21,000 24,000 469 14,271 122,249
2013 69,926 2,871 28,560 26,077 506 25,498 153,438
2014 69,987 12,581 31,871 24,597 749 57,496 197,281
2015 69,933 8,442 71,618 31,2981 872 33,726 215,889

*2016 84,995 14,338 87,095 25,149 797 59,171 271,545
*2017 53,716 19,229 30,000 20,000 500 38,498 161,943
*2018 45,000 15,000 30,000 20,000 500 35,000 145,500
*Total 3,065,746 84,471 658,927 651,308 7,272 327,682 4,795,406

* Estimates in bold
1. lndudes Iraq and Afghan Special Immigrant Visas (SIVs) and their family members; FY 2017 SIVs only
2. 2010 Excludes 697 Haitian children served in Haitian Earthquake Repatriation efforts
3. Source: HHS ORR; UAC FY 2017 number=placements. FY 2012-2016=DHS referrals, UAC (Unaccompanied Alien Children)



  9

Fall 2017		      					                      The Social Contract

entering through these programs, the federal budget 
will get a break. But once again, these measures, while 
welcome, do nothing to alter the basic program. A new 
president could easily turn around and accelerate the 
program once again. The entire refugee resettlement 
program needs a major overhaul (table 2).

Refugees, asylum seekers, and others under the 
refugee umbrella are managed, assisted, and placed by 
nine private contractors called “Voluntary Agencies” 
(VOLAGs), with the support of 320 subcontractors 
called “affiliates.” Together these contractors receive 
over $2 billion annually — between $2,000 and $5,000 
per refugee — for their resettlement work. This incen-
tivizes unethical behavior, including secrecy, bribery, 
relentless lobbying, and marked insensitivity to the 
impacts refugees place on local communities. 

Meanwhile, resettlement target communities are 
overwhelmed. For example, English Language Learner 
program costs for public school students in Lewiston, 
Maine, have increased 4,000 percent since 2000, and 
27 percent of the student body now speaks 24 lan-
guages other than English.9 Somali refugees, originally 
resettled in Georgia, found out that Maine has one of 
the most generous welfare programs in the country. In 
2001 they began to move en masse to Lewiston and 
today comprise approximately 17 percent of the city 
population.

Eighty-two languages are spoken in Manchester, 
NH public schools.10 Exotic diseases like multi-drug-
resistant TB are routinely discovered among refugees, 
who are not adequately screened or treated. Eighty-eight 
percent of MDRTB cases are among the foreign born, 
according to the CDC. Three hundred of the approxi-
mately 1,000 ongoing FBI terror investigations involve 
refugees.

Groups covered by the 1980 Refugee Act are eli-
gible for many different grant programs. The stated 
goal is to assist them in becoming “economically self-
sufficient” as soon as possible. ORR publishes statistics 
boasting of refugee self-sufficiency at 120–180 days. 
However, ORR uses a special definition of “economic 

self-sufficiency” which only requires a refugee to be 
employed and ineligible for cash assistance. They can 
still receive all other forms of welfare. Despite the over-
whelming support they receive, refugee groups continue 
to use welfare at rates far in excess of both native born 
and other immigrant groups, as table 3 (page 10) shows.

And even this isn’t the end of the story. Not 
included among refugee groups are families of asylum 
seekers (called Follow-to-Join, currently about 15,000 
annually), families of trafficking victims, (another 1,000 
people/year) certain other categories of Humanitarian 
Parole (numbers about which we can only guess) Tem-
porary Protected Status (about 300,000 people have 
that status, with a few thousand more added every year) 
and family groups accompanying the UACs. This adds 
about another 100,000 to the mix annually. There is also 
the Diversity Visa lottery, which has allowed 50,000 
annually from all over the globe since 1995. While 
these myriad other immigrant categories do not receive 
special benefits like refugee groups, they are typically 
poorly educated, low-skilled populations that swell wel-
fare rolls. 

The Diversity Visa is a prime example of how 
leftist nihilism is executed in public policy. They say 
“diversity is our strength” and will go to horrifying ends 
to defend it. When Nidal Hassan murdered 13 service 
members at Fort Hood in 2009, Army Chief of Staff 
George Casey said: 

Table 2. Refugee Resettlement Program Budget
($ millions)

FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018

DHS – U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Service (USCIS) $32.9 $50.0 $67.8 $64.1

State Dept. Bureau of Population Refugees & Migration (PRM) $507.1 $656.6 $583.9 $427.0

HHS Office of Refugee Resettlement (ORR) 
Unaccompanied Alien Children
Refugees, Asylees & Children

$950.8
$609.1

$948.0
$788.7

$1,369.2
$725.3

$948.0
$508.8

SUBTOTAL (ORR) $1,559.9 $1,736.7 $2,121.5 $1,456.8

TOTAL $2,099.9 $2,443.3 $2,773.2 $1,992.9

Sources:  Report to Congress, Proposed Refugee Admissions FY 2017, FY 2018; HHS FY 2018 Budget Proposal
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Our diversity, not only in our Army, but in 
our country, is a strength. And as horrific as 
this tragedy was, if our diversity becomes a 
casualty, I think that’s worse.11 

Incredible. He thinks those casualties are worth it. 
Would you like to serve under such a leader? Diversity is 
not a strength. Americans are the most welcoming, com-
passionate, and generous people on earth. Throwing dis-
parate cultures, races, and ethnic groups together, how-
ever, is not a prescription for harmony, but for chaos.

The very existence of the pretentious “COEXIST” 
bumper sticker proves the point. It adorns the autos of 
conceited, sanctimonious, pretentious featherheads who 
think they comprise an enlightened, elite, “tolerant” 
few. They arrogate to themselves the right to lecture 
us bumpkins precisely because they think we are all so 
intolerant. It usually turns out, however, that those self-
aggrandizing fools are the most intolerant of all. While 
expecting all the rest of us to get along, they reel at the 
thought of actually having to soil themselves by inter-
acting with immigrants — unless of course to use them 
as low-cost housekeepers and gardeners.

The fact is that most third-world arrivals come 
with their own culture and very strong racial, ethnic, and 
cultural biases. Every population center has its China-
town, its Salvadoran, Ethiopian, Somalian, Bhutanese, 
etc. neighborhood. Why? Because all peoples feel safest 
among their own kind; they speak the language, share the 
culture and beliefs. It is a politically incorrect but natural 
reaction. Assimilating to an alien culture requires real 
effort. And most people have enough trouble just get-

ting by. The Left accommodates this by according “New 
Americans” every opportunity, while straining our toler-
ance by forcing us to pay for it with tax dollars and call-
ing us bigots when we object. Do they really want racial, 
cultural, and ethnic harmony?

Because we have a free-market economy — some-
thing the Left is also intent on destroying — most try to 
get along in as much as necessary order to prosper. In 
that sense, our society is uniquely capable of assimilating 
diverse cultures better than others. But cultural clashes, 
crime, and chaos are the new normal in our increasingly 
“diverse” culture.

Still, while diversity is not our strength at all, it is 
indeed the Left and the Islamists’ strength. So they are 
being honest in a certain sense when they say “diversity 
is our strength.” It certainly is their strength, precisely 
because it contributes to the atmosphere of anarchy 
and unmanageability that enables their divide-and-con-
quer strategy. The Left is trying to turn our nation into 
a Tower of Babel, and in many communities, that has 
already occurred. 

Trump has announced his intention to cancel the 
diversity visa program.12 However, so far, it remains in 
place. Congress has repeatedly attempted to revoke the 
law that created it, but has failed every time. Perhaps 
Trump will succeed where others have failed. We can 
only hope.

Finally, having obtained legal permanent resident 
status, refugees and other groups immediately apply for 
family members under the family reunification program. 
About 85 percent of the approximately 1 million immi-
grants who obtain legal permanent resident status in the 

Table 3. 2014 Refugee/ Asylee/Parolee Welfare Use1

Based on Number of Years in U.S.

Program
<1 

2014
1 

2013
2 

2012
3 

2011
4 

2010
5 

2009
U.S. 

Rates2,3

Temporary Assistance for 
Needy Families (TANF) 40.4% 34.2% 13.7% 10.4% 11.0% 17.5% 1.2%

Supplemental Security Income 14.0% 19.5% 21.0% 25.1% 22.9% 29.6% 2.6%

Refugee Cash Assistance (RCA) 43.5% 29.3% 2.8% 1.5% 1.0% 5.1% NA

General Assistance 23.7% 22.6% 11.2% 8.5% 11.1% 5.7% <1%

Medicaid/Refugee Med. (RMA) 78.3% 75.2% 57.9% 49.1% 54.0% 44.2% 15.3%

Food Stamps 98.3% 95.0% 78.2% 64.1% 63.8% 60.2% 14.3%

Public Housing 13.3% 17.6% 24.2% 25.8% 21.6% 1.2% 4.2%

1Source: 2014 Office of Refugee Resettlement Report to Congress
2Sources:  HHS, SSA, U.S. Census, USDA
3U.S. Rates:  TANF, 2014; SSI & Food Stamps, 2015; Medicaid & Public Housing, 2012
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U.S. each year enter either through one of the programs 
described above or under family reunification. Only 
about 15 percent receive green cards for work-related 
purposes.13

The entire immigration system is clearly out of 
control, but the refugee resettlement program is perhaps 
the worst. The federal government imposes impossible 
burdens on small communities by resettling endless 
streams of needy refugees. Objections are completely 
ignored, despite urgent pleas from local citizens and 
leaders — or worse, local leaders are smeared as “big-
ots” and leftwing organizations target them for electoral 
defeat. It’s enough to intimidate most into stony silence. 

The federal government, and the VOLAGs through 
which it works, is supposed to collaborate with local 
communities and only resettle refugees when those com-
munities are informed in advance and agree. However, 
this does not happen unless the community in question 
is “welcoming,” i.e., leaders actively encourage refugee 
resettlement.

Michigan’s Macomb and Oakland Counties are 
a case in point. VOLAGs conduct quarterly meet-
ings every year as part of the consultation require-
ment. Macomb County aggressively promotes refugee 
resettlement, even touting “OneMacomb” as part of its 
county website, to promote “multiculturalism and inclu-
siveness.”14 It is number one in the state for refugee 
resettlement.15 Oakland County, next door, has received 
almost the same number of refugees, but the much more 
conservative, fiscally responsible county government 
was never invited to a single quarterly “consultation” 
meeting in its history. I attended the first one ever, last 
summer, after making a presentation to county officials 
last spring. They had been left out of the loop entirely. 

Whether consulted or not, VOLAGs run roughshod 
over communities. For example, one Oakland County 
elementary school with 100 students was forced to take 
200 more in one semester, with no additional resources 
provided to handle this tripling in the student body.16

Amarillo, Texas, was given 600 refugee children 
and told to make them more or less fluent in English in 
one year — an obvious impossibility. Tutors cost them 
$1,300 per student per month. The federal government 
provided $100 per student per year. Yet the VOLAGs 
claim state and local governments bear no costs of refu-
gee resettlement.17

VOLAG members have participated in anti-Trump 
rallies, openly call refugee resettlement opponents “big-
ots,” etc., and enjoy strong support in the mainstream 
press. Professional defamation shops like the Southern 
Poverty Law Center (SPLC), the Council on American 
Islamic Relations (CAIR), and the ACLU conspire with 
VOLAGs and the media to identify and attack oppo-
nents as “racists,” “bigots,” “Islamophobes.” One of 
the VOLAGs even published a manual “Resettlement at 

Risk” which advocates identifying local opponents and 
using the SPLC to smear them with the “bigot” label.18

Last year I traveled twice to Rutland, Vermont, to 
speak to concerned citizens about the program. Their 
mayor, Christopher Louras, had conspired in secret 
to initiate a resettlement program in Rutland with 100 
Syrian refugees. He did not inform the city board — a 
requirement of the city charter.  As Emila Merdzanovic, 
Vermont’s resettlement director for the U.S. Committee 
for Refugees and Immigrants, told Louras in an email:

I cannot emphasize enough the importance of 
not sharing the information… move slowly, 
keep it to a small circle of people, and then 
expand... if we open it up to anybody and 
everybody, all sorts of people will come out 
of the woodwork. Anti-immigrant, anti-any-
thing.19

Louras listened. He lined up “stakeholders,” that 
is, businesses and tax-exempt organizations that benefit 
from the flow of federal dollars, and responded by email:

We have expanded the group of ‘those who 
know,’ and are ready to have those dis-
cussions you’ve requested with potential 
employers and landlords…20

He waited six months to announce the program 
publicly, after he thought it was a done deal. The town 
hit the roof. America was still reeling from the attacks 
in Paris and San Bernardino. Thirty-one governors had 
come out against Syrian resettlement. But it was not 
merely the 100 Syrians. Because VOLAGs are paid by 
the head to resettle refugees, any time a new resettle-
ment office opens, the only way it can remain in busi-
ness is to continue to resettle refugees every year. Fur-
thermore, once an office is established, refugees can be 
resettled anywhere within a 50 to 100 mile radius of the 
new office, expanding business opportunities for the 
VOLAGs while affected communities are left in the dark 
about what is coming. Rutland and surrounding towns 
would soon begin to look like Lewiston and Manchester.

I was invited to Rutland to speak on the subject 
shortly thereafter. Following my talk to a standing-
room-only crowd at the local library, the city newspaper 
of record, the Rutland Herald, published a defamatory 
front page article about me referencing the SPLC as an 
authority.21 A few weeks later they published another 
with the ominous title “Hate groups seen infiltrating 
Rutland.”22 Once again, I was the main culprit, with 
more references to the SPLC. The Herald published a 
third smear piece when I returned to speak again in Sep-
tember.

I wrote a rebuttal to each of these fatuous rants, 
reiterating the facts about this program that the Ameri-
can public has been denied for years by media like the 
Rutland Herald, and they refused to publish each one. 
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Mayor Louras, meanwhile, was touted in local and 
national media as a hero. He traveled to other cities, 
speaking about the benefits of refugee resettlement and 
dismissing concerns as the ravings of Islamophobes and 
bigots. 

Tim Cook, a founder of Rutland First, the organi-
zation that arranged my visit, is a popular local doctor 
who runs an urgent care clinic. He is a military veteran 
with five tours in the Middle East. Cook was quoted 
opposing the refugee program in a CNN interview.23 
Shortly thereafter, Cook’s ratings on Internet doctor rat-
ing sites plummeted — driven by reviews from people 
who were not Rutland residents and had never visited 
Cook’s clinics. “I know every single person who has vis-
ited my clinic,” Cook told me. “I don’t recognize any of 
these names.”

The city residents weren’t fooled however. This 
past March, the mayor lost his election by almost 20 per-
centage points.24 Nationwide, Americans followed suit, 
making their feelings about immigration in general and 
refugee resettlement in particular known in November 
2016 with the surprise upset victory of Donald Trump. 
There have been smaller demonstrations of defiance the 
mainstream media constantly overlooks. 

The Thomas More Law Center launched a lawsuit 
against the federal government over “Wilson-Fish” reg-
ulations. These unconstitutional regulations — named 
for the original law’s two congressional sponsors  —
allow a private contractor to manage a state’s refugee 
resettlement program when a state decides to quit the 
program. States still must support refugees however, so 
the regulation represents an unfunded mandate. Sixteen 
states and one county currently operate under W-F regu-
lations. In South Carolina, eight counties passed largely 
symbolic resolutions against refugee resettlement and 
the state legislature introduced three bills to rein in the 
program. The bills died in committee.

There are other such examples throughout the 
nation, but the resettlement contractors, in collusion 
with leftwing Democrats, establishment Republicans, 
businesses interested in low-wage labor and other ben-
eficiaries have largely resisted meaningful change. But 
the worm may be turning.

This year Austria enacted a tough new policy on 
immigrants and asylum seekers. The law bans Mus-
lim full-face veils and requires all immigrants attend a 
twelve-month integration course. They must learn the 
German language, Austria’s ethics, values, and culture, 
and provide public service at no charge.25 The law has 
been described as a political maneuver to counter the 
rising popularity of the more conservative FPÖ faction, 
which wants a stronger law.26

Trump may follow suit. In announcing its 45,000 
cap for FY 2018, the Trump administration has indicated 
it will be considering the possibility of limiting refugee 

resettlement based on “likelihood of successful assimi-
lation and contribution.”27 

This would be a welcome change. Islamic leaders 
have explicitly stated that their goal is to avoid assimi-
lation. Every Muslim’s favorite “Muslim progressive” 
(if that is not a contradiction in terms I don’t know 
what is) Linda Sarsour says, “Our number one and 
top priority is to protect and defend our community. It 
is not to assimilate and to please any other people in 
authority...”28 

This view has been echoed by other Muslim lead-
ers. London Mayor Sadiq Khan has offered similar 
counsel to American Muslims:

We need rules, institutions, and support to 
enable people to integrate into cohesive 
communities and for the avoidance of doubt, 
I don’t mean assimilation, I mean integration, 
and there’s a difference...People shouldn’t 
have to drop their cultures and traditions 
when they arrive in our cities and countries.29

So that sounds like a definite pitch for Muslim-
only enclaves. And after that, if the European experience 
is precedent, the U.S. will soon be seeing the same kinds 
of lawless no-go zones that exist in France, Britain, 
and elsewhere. The violence and terrorism will likely 
increase as a result. Former President Obama called Sar-
sour a “Champion of Change.”30

Indeed.
The Obama administration allegedly encouraged 

and even facilitated this attitude with regard to illegal 
aliens. In a series of conference calls reported on by 
Maryland activist Sue Payne, participants stated the goal 
was to “navigate not assimilate.” One of the participants 
even said the intention was to create a “country within 
a country.”31 Meanwhile, the Federation for American 
Immigration Reform (FAIR) has provided updated 
estimates of the net annual cost of illegal immigration: 
$115.9 billion.32

Our immigration system needs a complete over-
haul. A good place to start would be refugee resettlement. 
It has grown to enormous proportions, has corrupted 
government at every level, and provides billions in tax-
payer dollars to advance a leftist agenda diametrically 
opposed to America’s free-market, limited government 
system, and the rare freedoms that go with it. The entire 
VOLAG system needs to be scrapped and replaced. A 
strictly volunteer program would be naturally self-lim-
iting and remove the financial incentives that govern-
ment dollars create. We should deal with refugees on a 
case-by-case basis, as we once did, and strive to cre-
ate refugee safe havens overseas that allow refugees to 
return home when peace is restored in their countries 
of residence. Candidate Donald Trump articulated that 
idea. President Trump should carry it out. Under the cur-
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rent system, the West’s willingness to accommodate ref-
ugees and economic migrants only encourages more to 
seek our shores, while it removes incentives for nations 
to work together to solve the problems that encourage 
mass migration. ■
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