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Two noteworthy conferences were held in the nation's capital in late Cctober and
early Novenber considering issues being followed by THE SOCI AL CONTRACT. "The
I mmi gration Debates of the 1990s" were hel d on Cctober 26th and brought together sone
of the mmjor protagonists of the topic.

The first debate featured Gtis Graham Distinguished Professor of History at the
University of California at Santa Barbara, and Julian Sinon, professor of nmarketing at
the University of Maryl and.

Julian Sinmon elicited audi bl e groans fromthe audi ence with his pronouncenents
that "the econom cs of large-scale inmrigration is not debatable", that is: it is
al ways good; "natural resources are becomi ng nore avail able, not |less, and the
environment is getting steadily cleaner.” He went on to affirmthat we know nore and
nore about how things work and our econony can keep absorbing as nany immigrants as
want to cone.

Over against this irrepressible optimsm Ois Gaham brought a note of realism
about the fact that our econony is not poised on the edge of expansion as it was in
the | ate 1930s, and we nust shift our attention to literacy and nuneracy, not just raw
nunbers. Current immigration, adding illegal to |egal, does indeed have an adverse
i mpact on the environnents: natural, cultural and economic. W have only to | ook at
the statistics for California to realize what the future holds: 500 nmillion Amrericans
by 2020. The California fertility rate, being affected by imigration, is already up
to 2.3 and rising.

M chael Teitel baum a denographer who served with the U S. Commi ssion for the
Study of International Mgration and Cooperative Econonic Devel opnent, debated Ben
Wattenberg of the American Enterprise Institute. Wattenberg's thesis is that
i mmigration enhances business; that by its very nature an econony is constantly
growi ng and therefore needs immgration; that Arerica's greatest asset is the fact
that people want to come here. Teitel bauml s research as a denographer reveal s that
there is no significant relationship between popul ati on i ncrease and econom c grow h.
He contends that nationalist economists and mlitarists have always feared | ow
popul ati on growth, but we nmust be cautious about nunbers, especially in an era that
demands such high levels of skill for "making it."

Ri chard Estrada of The Dallas Mrning News is an acconplished speaker who nade

his points well: without assimlation citizenship is only a legalism The ability to
wite English is an inportant deficit for Mexican inmgrants; established H spanics

are adversely affected by the influx of inpoverished Mexicans; and America's nedia and



political |eadership are not paying enough attention to the tensions between
establ i shed Hi spanics and the illegals. On the other side of this question of
"assimlation" was Arnoldo Torres, a consultant to Hispanic organi zations, based in
Sacranento. He spoke fromthe viewpoint of "victimzation": that Hi spanics have been
oppressed by the "pressure-cooker" style of assimlation and it is a failed policy for
which we are still suffering the consequences. Torres maintains that the melting pot
was only a dream and that the Anglo ideal is still the defining one. He castigated
the conference | eadership for an absence of Hispanics in the audi ence. (Those
responsi bl e for planning the debates later reported that nany H spanic groups had
i ndeed been invited to send representatives and had chosen not to do so.)

On the question "Can America Hunanely Secure its Borders?" Leonel Castillo and
Al an Nel son proved to be excell ent spokesnen for the issue being the Conmi ssioners of
I mmigration and Naturalization under the Carter and Reagan adm nistrations
respectively. M. Castillo advocates nobre cooperation with di plonatic sources in the
sending countries to provide for pre-clearance of migrants, border crossing-cards for
frequent movements across the border for business purposes, the creation of
transborder "enterprise zones" in such bi-national urban areas as Juarez-El Paso, with
i mmigration inspections concentrating on people |eaving such zones rather than at the
border itself. He also had a list of prograns that woul d nake detention centers nore
humane and provide for education in hygiene and fanily planning, nore rapid hearings,
and the creation of a trust fund for welfare and energencies with fees charged to
i mmigrants. He thought it would be beneficial to require industries that plan to hire
imm grants or guest workers to first file an "inpact statenent” such as woul d be
required in the area of environnent concerns

Castillo seened not to address the issue of what to do about illegal entries but
this was the thrust of fornmer-Conm ssioner Nelson's renmarks. Wen there is a nationa
will to curtail illegal inmgration, humane ways can be found. He gave the exanples of
the Mariel boat-lift and the Haitian influx. It is inmportant that a country based on
| aws not countenance illegal entry since it so undercuts our values. M. Nelson is
also interested in the naturalization process. He feels that we need systematic border
enforcenent, enployer sanctions that curtail the hiring of illegals, speedy
deportation of those in violation, and a solution to problens of document fraud
Nel son advocates a nulti-faceted approach to control of illegal immgration that takes
Anerican interests into account.

The fifth and final debate was between Dan Stein of the Federation for American
I mmigration Reform (FAIR) and M chael Maggio, a leading inmigration attorney based in

Washi ngt on. Maggi o used the thene: "Wat are we teaching arrivals about the Anmerican



structure of denmpbcracy?" to comment negatively about INS rules and procedures. M.
Stein countered with references to the need to instruct arrivals about citizenship. He
cited the sinplicity of the questionnaire for naturalization as a case-in-point, and
as a bowin the direction of strictly economic criteria for adm ssion. "W have a
vacuumin the definition of citizenship" he said, indicating that we ought to have
concerns about the fate of our environnent, should uphold such goals as fanily
pl anni ng, and we ought to be able to ask at least for a pledge to uphold the American
Constitution as a condition for obtaining a green card.

* * * * *

In the same way that Ira Mehlman of the FAIR staff is to be commended for the
assenbly of five pairs of debaters who were worthy of the topics in the "lInmigration
Debat es of the 1990s," so nmust we acknow edge the skill of David Sintox, Executive
Director of the Center for Immgration Studies (CIS), in assenbling a panel of
international experts in Washington on Novenber 1-2 for a conference on "Secure
Personal Identification: Balancing Security, Efficiency and Privacy." Conferees
i ncl uded: Kevin O Conner, the Privacy Comm ssioner of Australia; Cam |le Rochefort
from Canada' s Department of |nmmigration and Enpl oynent and Gerry Montigny fromthe
Canadi an Privacy Comm ssion; M. Louise Cadoux, a Counselor with the Nationa
Commi ssion for Informatics and Cvil Liberties in France; Dr. Edgar Friedrich of
Germany's Criminal ldentification Bureau; M. Manabu Hat akeyama, Japanese Consul in
New York; Charles O de Kalter fromthe Netherlands Mnistry of the Interior; Professor
Knut Sel mer, Norwegi an Research Center for Conputers and Law, N kol ay Parshenko, a
Consul with the Soviet Enbassy in Washington; David MDonough is the Deputy Chief
I nspector for the Immgration and Nationality Department in the United Kingdom The
United States was represented by George Trubow of the Center for Informatics Law at
the John Marshall Law School

In his luncheon address Pete Vel de, a Consultant to Senator Robert Dol e on
Identification and a forner Director of the Law Enforcement Assistance Admi nistration
di scussed the coning revolution in identification technology and the |egislative
proposal s for nmaking a secure, standardized state driver's license into the country's
basic I D docunent.

Each participant had prepared a short paper addressing each of several topics to
be considered, entering into dialogue with each other and with audi ence nenbers as
time allowed. It becanme clear at the outset that despite the difference between comon
| aw countries and those with the tradition of the Napol eonic Code, there was awareness
of collecting too nmuch data in one place with the threat to privacy that cross-

referenced and instantly available information poses (the "big brother is watching"



phobia). It also becane apparent that the United States and other Common Law countries
(Australia, Canada and the United Kingdom) are the nost |ax and rel axed about their
identification systens. The Australian representative discussed his country's attenpt
to adopt a national ID card and the political resistance that ultimtely forced
abandonment of the idea. While Americans resist government collection of data, they
seem | ess concerned that the private sector is the nost thorough and diligent
col l ector of information.

In the US. the de facto national identification card is the driver's |icense
or its equivalent non-driver ID, issued by the several states. The problemis that the
identity it attests to is not as secure as it could be. It is much too easy to obtain
a false or borrowed birth record and "breed" other documents with it. Mst other
i ndustrialized countries seembetter able than the U S. to identify their citizens and
t hose who have been granted the right to work as a guest of the country, and to
di scover those who have violated immgration procedures. Such concepts as nationa
popul ation registers and citizen I D nunbers were well-accepted before privacy becane
an issue.

Law Prof essor Trubow seened to set forth the best principles by which to
consi der the subject of secure personal identification: "I should be able to keep ny
identity confidential when | w sh (except when social order denmands revel ation); |
shoul d be able to establish ny identity positively when | nust; and | should be
protected fromthe appropriation of ny identity by soneone el se."

There were extensive presentations of technol ogies now in use and those in the
offing for the creation of tanper-proof identification and machi ne-readable trave
docurments to permt rapid searching of masses of international travelers with speed
and accuracy. It seens that the technology is at hand that will be based on bionetrics
(e.g. digitized fingerprints or retinal patterns) and that will ultimately not require
any docunment at all, just a sensor that one may or may not be aware of.

For further information about these two excellent events contact either the
of fice of the Federation for Anerican Inmigration Reform 1666 Connecticut Ave. NW
Washi ngt on DC 20036, for copies of the videos of the I mmgration Debates; or the
Center for Immigration Studies for copies of the papers presented at the Conference on
Secure Personal ldentification. You may contact CI'S at 1424 16th St. NW Washi ngton DC
20036, tel ephone (202) 328-7228. The charge for reproduction and mailing of conference
papers is $15.
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