L ettersto the Editor

Editor:

| was very favorably impressed with the issue of
The Social Contract that arrived afew daysago. Itisan
extremely useful compendium of clear thinking on a
subject that is badly clouded by emotion.

| read with great interest Professor Otis Graham's
article on the uses and misuses of history in debating
American immigration policy (Winter 1990-1991). |
thought his observations about the temptations and
pitfalls of historical analogy were particularly acute.

| would like to point out just one of severa
differences between the nature of immigration today,
and that of previous periods to which immigration
advocates point with such satisfaction. Itisadifference
that makes historical analogy especially precarious.
Previous waves of immigrants have been
overwhelmingly white, while today's immigrants are
overwhelmingly non-white.

Does this matter? Today's liberal pieties virtually
require us to pretend that it does not. However, race
has always been the great dividing linein this country,
and race will be an enormous obstacle to the
assimilation of today's non-white immigrants.

AsProfessor Richard Albaof Y alehas pointed out
in hisrecent book, Ethnic Identity: The Transformation
of White America, intermarriage is the true test of
assimilation in America. He finds that today, three-
quarters of the marriages of white people cross
European ethnic lines, whereas less than one percent
crossracial lines. That isto say that so long as it has
been limited to asingle race, the American melting pot
hasbeen aroaring success. Similarly exclusive melting
pots are beginning to form new Hispanic and Asian
aloys.

The United States has always had two racia
minorities--blacks and Indians. Despite hundreds of
years of coexistence with whites, the racial divide has
kept these two groups largely out of the mainstream.
By what unprecedented trick of brotherhood do today's
deliberately race-blind policy makersexpect new racial
minorities to blend into the mainstream when the old
ones have not?

Difference in race, language, and religion are at
the heart of conflicts around the world. In the name of
thelofty but obviously incorrect notion that such things
can be made not to matter, American immigration
policy is sowing the seeds of potentially disastrous
conflictsin the future.

Sincerely,

Samuel Taylor, Editor

American Renaissance

Box 2504, Menlo Park CA 94026

* * * %

Editor:

The magazine Social Contract is very interesting.
| enjoy reading the articles and the points being raised.
Because the language used is often quite complicated,
| really haveto study the articles, but that isagood way
to improve my English as well.

| see quite a turning point in my country lately
toward immigrants. Until very recently thegeneral idea
was that immigrants have the right to stay in their own
language and culture. And quite somemoney was spent
on education, television, etc. in their own language.
Now in a government committee it has been put
forward that it is better to use the extramoney to speed
up the process of integration. One city recently decided
to"force" immigrantstolearn our language by reducing
their social money in case they refuse to participate in
language classes.

Another point: 1990 had the highest increase in
population growth since 1969, due to immigration and
large immigrant families.

| find it hard to discuss the matter without being
caled a racist. | know | am not, but this country is
already populated enough. And the presence on the
bordersis very large, especialy from Eastern Europe
and Russia, but al'so Northern Africawhichisvery near
aswell.

Yours,
Bram Vreugdenhil, The Hague, Netherlands

[Editor's note to Mr. Vreugdenhil:

Asto being called aracist, welcome to the club!
That charge comes with the territory and is used to
close off discussion.

And to our general readers:

The Netherlands has a dry-land area of about
13,000 square miles with a population of amost 15
million people or about 1200 persons per square mile.
Itisone of themost densely popul ated nations on earth,
lending credence to Mr. Vreugdenhil's statement that
"this country is populated enough."]
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