
Spring 2017  		  					                            The Social Contract

  6

Michael W. Cutler is a retired Senior Special Agent 
with the INS (Immigration and Naturalization Service).  
He appears regularly on numerous radio and television 
programs, including Fox News, CNN, and MSNBC. He 
hosts his own Internet radio program, “The Michael 
Cutler Hour.” Mr. Cutler has testified as an expert wit-
ness at more than a dozen Congressional hearings, pro-
vided testimony to the 9/11 Commission, and provides 
expert witness testimony at trials where immigration is 
at issue. Visit his website at:  www.michaelcutler.net.

Fraud: Wrongful or criminal deception in-
tended to result in financial or personal gain 

en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/fraud
1 a :  deceit, trickery; specifically :  intentional 
perversion of truth in order to induce another 
to part with something of value or to surrender 
a legal right : was accused of credit card fraud 
b :  an act of deceiving or misrepresenting : trick : 
automobile insurance frauds
2 a :  a person who is not what he or she 
pretends to be :  impostor : He claimed to be a 
licensed psychologist, but he turned out to be 
a fraud; also :  one who defrauds :  cheat
b : one that is not what it seems or is represented 
to be  : The UFO picture was proved to be 
a fraud.

Merriam-Webster 

Fraud is a common crime that occurs in a wide 
variety of areas.  So-called “con artists” seek to 
gain the confidence of their intended victims. In 

point of fact, the term “con” is a contraction of the word 
“confidence,” wherein the criminal tricks their victims 
into trusting him so they can be taken advantage of.

Most “white collar crime” involves fraud.  
Think of how many victims, for example, were 

defrauded out of their life savings by the infamous Ber-
nie Madoff, who conned his victims into trusting him.  

Bernie Madoff’s pyramid scheme is similar to a 
“Ponzi Scheme” — named for Charles Ponzi, who in 
the 1920s, used the monies paid to the initial investor-
victims by those who came on board subsequently.  Ulti-
mately such schemes fail but enable the perpetrator to 
pocket huge sums of money before the collapse.

Insurance fraud generally involves individuals fil-
ing false claims to bilk the insurance company out of 
money.

Welfare fraud involves individuals concealing 
assets and sources of income to be eligible to receive 
assistance that they would not be entitled to if all of 
the material facts were known by the authorities who 
administer the welfare program. 

Not unlike other forms of fraud, immigration fraud 
is a serious crime committed by aliens, and those who 
may conspire with them, to enable aliens to game the 
immigration system to circumvent the immigration laws 
in order gain entry into the United States and/or gain 
lawful status or other immigration benefits to which they 
are not lawfully entitled.

Examples of these benefits include being granted 
political asylum, lawful immigrant status, or even U.S. 
citizenship via the naturalization process. 

The nexus between immigration fraud, terrorism, 
and national security is of considerable concern, and, in 
point of fact, when aliens engage in immigration fraud 
to facilitate terrorism, they generally face a maximum of 
25 years in federal prison.

There are generally two forms of fraud that con-
cern law enforcement: document fraud and immigration 
fraud schemes.  

Fraudulent documents involve the production of 
counterfeit or altered documents such as birth certifi-
cates, passports, Social Security cards, driver’s licenses, 
or other such identity documents, or supporting docu-
mentation such as diplomas or marriage licenses. Immi-
gration fraud schemes involve such deceptions as mar-
riage fraud and false statements in immigration applica-
tions.

There are several federal statutes that establish the 
elements of crimes involving immigration fraud.  Title 18 
U.S. Code § 1546 — Fraud and misuse of visas, permits, 
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and other documents are key sections of federal law that 
address such fraud.

Another federal statute that pertains to identity 
theft and the false use of identification documents is 
Title 18 U.S. Code § 1028 — Fraud and related activity 
in connection with identification documents, authentica-
tion features, and information.

Identity theft has become one of the most signif-
icant “white collar” crimes.  There are many criminal 
schemes that are furthered by identity theft, but one of 
the key motivators for those who engage in identity theft 
is to provide illegal aliens with false identities that enable 
them to work and/or otherwise take on the appearance of 
normality as they go about their day-to-day lives in the 
U.S., even though their very presence represents a viola-
tion of our immigration laws.  

Identity theft is hardly a “victimless crime.”  It can 
create a major problem for those whose identities are 
stolen.  When illegal aliens steal another person’s iden-
tity and then work illegally, they also deprive American 
workers and lawful migrant laborers of jobs they need to 
support their families.  Yet American workers who lose 
their jobs to illegal aliens are never discussed by those 
who talk about how illegal aliens are simply trying to get 
their slice of the “American Dream.”

Immigration fraud is of major importance because 
it undermines national security and public safety. 

Indeed, the 9/11 Commission identified immigra-
tion fraud and visa fraud as the key methods by which 
the majority of terrorists enter the U.S. and embed them-
selves as they prepare to carry out deadly attacks.

Immigration, in fact, has a profound impact on vir-
tually every challenge and threat that Americans face 
today.  Our immigration laws were enacted to protect 
American lives and the jobs of American workers.  Our 
nation’s borders are our first and last line of defense 
against foreign spies, international terrorists, and trans-
national criminals.  

However, globalists, whether politicians or those 
who seek to influence our politicians, see in our borders 
an impediment to wealth — their wealth.  Therefore 
they seek to overcome that impediment no matter the 
cost — whether it’s the jobs of hard-working Americans 
or even the lives of the victims of terrorism or transna-
tional criminals.

Having raised the issue of the cost of immigration 
law violations — let us begin by considering the victims 
of these crimes.

Our immigration laws were enacted to prevent the 
entry of aliens into the U.S. whose presence would pose 
a threat to the safety and well-being of Americans.

Title 8, U.S. Code, Section 1182 is a section of law 
within the Immigration and Nationality Act and enu-
merates the categories of aliens who are to be excluded 

from entering the U.S. Among these classes of aliens to 
be prevented from entering the U.S. are those who suf-
fer from dangerous communicable, diseases or extreme 
mental illness. 

Additionally, convicted felons, human rights vio-
lators, war criminals, terrorists, and spies are to be 
excluded, as well as aliens who are likely to become pub-
lic charges, or would seek unlawful employment, thus 
displacing American workers or driving down the wages 
of American workers who are similarly employed.

Aliens who violate our immigration laws therefore 
must be seen as a potential threat to national security, 
public health, and public safety and/or to the livelihoods 
of American workers.

President Obama’s executive orders, misuse 
of what he referred to as “Prosecutorial Discretion,” 
which I have come to refer to as “Prosecutorial Decep-
tion,” through the Deferred Action Childhood Arrivals 
(DACA) program for so-called “DREAMERS,” and 
other actions made a mockery of our nation’s borders 
and immigration laws.

On the state and local levels, so-called, “Sanctu-
ary Cities” have become safe havens for illegal aliens, 
including transnational criminals, fugitives, terrorists 
and their supporters, as well as aliens who work ille-
gally, and thereby displace American workers.

Consequently, government officials have actually 
become the facilitators of immigration-related crimes.  
Indeed, President Obama, through his various executive 
orders and policy decrees, became the Facilitator-in-
Chief for aliens who seek to enter the U.S. illegally and 
remain in the U.S. thereafter to work or commit crimes.

Under his orders, even aliens who were convicted 
of committing felonies and caused the deaths of inno-
cent people were released from custody and not removed 
(deported/expelled) from the U.S.

Therefore, given the importance of how our gov-
ernment acts, or fails to act, to address immigration 
fraud and other crimes, we must begin by considering 
the third form of immigration fraud: the fraud that is per-
petrated on the citizens of the U.S. by their elected offi-
cials and “representatives” from both political parties 
and their allies in the “Third Estate” — journalists and 
pundits — who have created and propagated falsehoods 
about immigration, which have created a toxic environ-
ment where honest discussions about immigration are 
all but impossible.

The way that polls are conducted about immi-
gration and other issues also skews public perceptions 
about how many Americans, for example, consider the 
immigration crisis to be important.  This provides cover 
for duplicitous politicians and the globalists who are 
“pulling their strings.”

The number one job politicians have is to get 
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elected and then get re-elected.  Today this often involves 
heavy-duty “fund-raising,” which virtually amounts to 
pandering for bribes.

Most Americans are adamant about their desire to 
end illegal immigration.  This is why, in my judgment, 
Donald Trump’s campaign for the presidency was so 
successful.  His call to “Build a wall” on the Mexican 
border reverberated among huge numbers of Americans, 
irrespective of their political orientation.

However, it must be noted that while much atten-
tion has been paid to the lack of security along the south-
ern border which separates the U.S. from Mexico, our 
nation is, in reality, a nation of 50 “border states.”  Any 
state that lies along our northern or southern borders is 
a border state, as are states that lie along our nation’s 
95,000 miles of meandering coastline or have interna-
tional airports. All are border states.

The focus on the Mexican border to the exclu-
sion of so many other dysfunctional components of the 
immigration system is a part of the bigger issue of the 
creation of distractions by open-borders/immigration 
anarchists.

Make no mistake, the U.S.-Mexican border must 
be secured. However, simply making that border totally 
secure won’t end the immigration crisis. As I pointed 
out last year:

If the U.S.-Mexican border had been pro-
tected by the mythical “deflector shield” from 
the Starship Enterprise, the terror attacks of 

9/11, the attack of the Boston Marathon by 
the Tsarnaev brothers, the terror attack at San 
Bernardino, and all of the other terror attacks 
America has suffered would not have been 
prevented.
Clearly the first myth that we have debunked 
is that a wall on the Mexican border by itself 
will solve our immigration crisis.
I compare securing the southwest border to clos-

ing one of many holes in a colander.  Simply plugging 
a hole in the bottom of a colander will not turn it into a 
water-tight bucket.

Aliens may enter the country illegally by evading 
the inspections process conducted along the northern as 
well as the southern borders.  They may enter without 
inspection along America’s 95,000 miles of meandering 
coastline.  

It is absolutely important to understand that aliens 
who gain access to the U.S. by entering without inspec-
tion (EWI) are also not vetted and no record of their 
entry is created.  Open borders/immigration anarchists 
refer to aliens who enter the U.S. without inspection as 
being “undocumented.”  This is one hell of a lie.
POPULAR FALSEHOODS

It is worthwhile to consider some of the falsehoods 
that are endlessly repeated by politicians, pundits, and 
pollsters, which are designed to mislead the public about 
our immigration crisis.

Former INS Special Agent Michael Cutler has testified before several Congressional hearings on immigration and national 
security matters as well as the National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United States (9/11 Commission).
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False Argument Number One: The presence of 
millions of illegal aliens supposedly proves that the 
immigration system is “broken” and hence the solution 
is “Comprehensive Immigration Reform.”

In reality this is about more than simply 
reforming immigration.  The principal failure 
of the immigration system is its lack of integ-
rity and a lack of enforcement resources.  The 
lack of integrity to the immigration system 
mirrors the lack of integrity of our elected 
representatives.
Providing lawful status to unknown millions 
of illegal aliens would irrevocably under-
mine national security.  There is no way to 
conduct in-person interviews, let alone actual 
field investigations.  While it is claimed that 
this would get these aliens “out of the shad-
ows,” there would be no resources for agents 
to track down and arrest illegal aliens who 
would not voluntarily emerge from the shad-
ows.  This would, disturbingly, include aliens 
who know that their fingerprints would iden-
tify them as criminals, terrorists, or fugitives.
False Argument Number Two: Inasmuch as we 

cannot deport all of the aliens who are here illegally, we 
must provide them with lawful status.  The Democrats 
claim that these aliens, who would pay taxes and learn 
English, would have “earned” the right to U.S. citizen-
ship, while Republicans claim that “once the border is 
secured,” we should “only” provide them with lawful 
status and permission to work and bring their families 
to the U.S.

Generally, law enforcement efforts only 
involve finding and punishing a very tiny 
percentage of law violators.  Yet no one 
would ever say that if you cannot identify 
and arrest all drunk drivers, we should there-
fore not seek to arrest any drunk drivers.  The 
same can be said about a laundry list of other 
such violations of law.  Statements by our 
politicians that call for providing legal status 
for millions of law violators have essentially 
fired the starter’s pistol for aspiring illegal 
aliens from around the world for whom the 
finish line is the [U.S.] border.

Immigration law enforcement should not be 
treated differently from other violations of 
law — efforts need to be made to identify and 
arrest as many aliens as possible who violate 
our laws and seek their removal (deportation) 
from the U.S.  Not unlike the strategies of 
law enforcement and politicians where drunk 
driving, texting while driving, and other vio-

lations of law are concerned, public service 
announcements need to emphasize the efforts 
being made to enforce our immigration laws 
to deter those who might be contemplating 
violating these laws.
This would also honor those millions of law-
ful immigrants who waited their turn and fol-
lowed the law and abided by the provisions 
of those laws.
False Argument Number Three: We need to be 

“compassionate” and reunite families of illegal aliens 
in the U.S.

In this instance, the fraudsters are counting 
on the extraordinary compassion Americans 
are known to possess.  This is about finding 
in the kindness and compassion of Ameri-
cans a weakness that can be easily taken 
advantage of.
Exploitation is not a demonstration of com-
passion. Unscrupulous employers hire illegal 
aliens because they know that those employ-
ees can be exploited — paid substandard 
wages under substandard conditions. Re-
uniting families by permitting illegal aliens 
to bring their family members to the U.S. puts 
the horse before the cart.  Effective immi-
gration law enforcement would deter ille-
gal aliens from entering the U.S. in the first 
place.  This way families in other countries 
would not be split up when a family member 
travels to the U.S. to work illegally.
Permitting huge numbers of foreign nationals 
to enter the U.S. takes pressure off of the cor-
rupt regimes of their home countries, whose 
oligarchies are behind the rampant poverty in 
countries such as Mexico.  Propping up oli-
garchies flies in the face of traditional Ameri-
can values.  However, today America is tran-
sitioning from being a republic to being an 
oligarchy.  This is antithetical to the Amer-
ican Dream and what America has, until 
recently, stood for.   
False Argument Number Four: Mandatory E-Ver-

ify is the solution to the employment of illegal aliens.
In reality, effective enforcement of our immi-
gration laws from within the interior of the 
U.S. would deter unscrupulous employers.  
E-Verify must be made mandatory, but with-
out adequate numbers of immigration agents 
available to conduct field investigations, 
employers who want to hire illegal aliens will 
simply employ them “off the books.” Thus 
E-Verify, by itself, will not be able to stop the 
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criminal and corrupt practice of employers 
hiring illegal aliens.
Focusing on mandatory E-Verify while ignor-
ing the abject shortage of enforcement per-
sonnel at Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment (ICE) is apparently designed to distract 
the majority of Americans from noticing the 
lack of enforcement resources.  Proponents 
for Comprehensive Immigration Reform may 
call for hiring more Border Patrol Agents — 
this is consistent with the notion that all that 
needs to be “fixed” is to secure the U.S.-Mex-
ican border.  However, they never call for hir-
ing more ICE agents to enforce the immigra-
tion laws from within the interior of the U.S.
This means that employers who know-
ingly hire illegal aliens will most likely not 
be detected; illegal aliens will likely not be 
arrested or deported (removed). And this also 
means that immigration fraud will likely go 
undetected.
False Argument Number Five: Our schools are 

failing to educate the huge numbers of STEM (Science, 
Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics) profession-
als that we need for America to be successful.

This lie has been perpetrated by a large num-
ber of organizations, ranging from the U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce to CEOs of Silicon 
Valley and other industries that have poured 
hundreds of millions of dollars into massive 
lobbying efforts to push this agenda.  The 
goal of this effort is to drive down the wages 
of professionals.
Consider that nearly every month newspa-
per accounts abound that disclose a long list 
of American companies that have fired their 
computer programmers and other highly 
skilled loyal employees.  Most recently 
McDonald’s fired 70 American accountants 
[and] replaced them [with] foreign work-
ers…. The “shortage” of such employees was 
manufactured by unscrupulous employers 
who simply want to lower their labor costs. 

DON’T FORGET PRESIDENT JIMMY CARTER

President Jimmy Carter ordered INS personnel 
to identify aliens who evade the inspections process as 
“undocumented immigrants.” Carter recognized and 
exploited the political opportunities offered by massive 
illegal immigration.  His use of deceptive language cre-
ated a fraudulent impression to mislead Americans, not 
unlike the way that a con artist swindles his/her victims. 
Carter blithely ignored the way that his actions and man-

dates undermined national security threats. For Carter 
and others, creating a narrative that was conducive to 
their political agenda was far more important than pro-
tecting Americans.

Repeated deadly terror attacks have been con-
ducted in the U.S. by radical Islamist terrorists who eas-
ily gamed the immigration system that was deliberately 
weakened by Mr. Carter.

It is estimated that nearly half of all illegal aliens 
in the U.S. did not enter the country without inspection, 
but actually were admitted at ports of entry and then, 
subsequent to admission, went on to violate the terms of 
their admission.

Nonimmigrant aliens, that is to say, aliens who 
were admitted for a temporary period of time for a vari-
ety of purposes, become deportable (subject to removal) 
if they violate the terms of their admission as required by 
the category of visa under which they entered the U.S.  
For example, this applies to aliens who remain beyond 
their authorized period of admission, accept unauthor-
ized employment, or, in the case of foreign students, 
fail to maintain their status as students by failing their 
courses or failing to attend their schools.

NOT ANTI-IMMIGRANT,  
BUT PRO-ENFORCEMENT

Often journalists and politicians refer to those of 
us who want our immigration laws enforced as lacking 
compassion and being “Anti-Immigrant.”  This is one of 
those false accusations that has somehow taken hold in 
America today.  We need to dispel it.

Anyone who is labeled as being “anti” anything 
faces a tough uphill battle.  Consider that where the 
highly contentious issue of abortion is concerned, the 
two sides are described as being either “Pro-Life” or 
“Pro-Choice.”  Neither side is described as being, for 
example, “Anti-Life” or “Anti-Choice.”

President Jimmy Carter
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In reality, anyone who favors secure borders and 
effective immigration law enforcement should actually 
be described as being “Pro-Enforcement.”  Anyone who 
is pro-enforcement is actually “Pro-Immigrant.”

Our immigration laws were enacted to protect 
national security and the lives and livelihoods of Ameri-
cans.  They are completely blind on issues such as race, 
religion, and ethnicity.

While, under our immigration laws, American citi-
zens have an absolute right to enter the U.S., aliens do 
not.  This is not unique to America but is how all coun-
tries operate.

This is not unlike the homeowner who has the right 
— in fact, the imperative — to look through the peephole 
before opening the front door to his/her house before 
admitting a stranger, being careful not to let someone in 
who may pose a threat. We want to live in communities 
that are as crime-free as possible. 

We want our schools to provide American stu-
dents with first-rate educations that will qualify them for 
careers that will enable them to use their training and 
degrees to have the opportunity to be successful.  This 
is the American Dream that all Americans, irrespective 
of race, religion, or ethnicity, want for themselves and 
their children. 

In other words, Americans want opportunities to 
use their talents to be as successful as they can and want 
their children to have even greater opportunities than 
they have. Period!

VISA FRAUD

Failure to enforce our immigration laws under-
mines national security and public safety.  Failures of 
the immigration system, including visa fraud, enable 
more foreign workers to enter the U.S. each month than 
the number of new jobs that are created.

Those who lie and commit fraud for gain are crim-
inals.  Usually that “gain” is money or something of 
material value.  However, where immigration fraud is 
concerned, the gain is access to the U.S.  

The ability of aliens to enter our country and embed 
themselves once here is a matter of national security and 
public safety.  We live in a perilous era when members 
of ISIS and other terrorist organizations seek to enter 
the U.S. to commit crimes to fund and carry out their 
deadly terror attacks. Therefore, preventing these terror-
ists from carrying out that fraud is as important as is the 
necessity to prevent terrorists and criminals from run-
ning the physical borders of the U.S.

Effectively combating visa and immigration fraud 
is at least as essential to protecting Americans from 
international terrorists and transnational criminals as is 
securing our northern and southern land borders from 
aliens who seek to enter the U.S. without inspection. 

Investigations into suspected fraud can untangle 
those webs of deception, but only if there are adequate 
numbers of investigators who can work those cases.  
This work is labor intensive and requires an appropriate 
number of personnel to get this job done.  The immi-
gration crisis we are currently experiencing is directly 
attributable to an abject lack of resources — by design.  

Failures to investigate fraud allow those who per-
petrate that fraud to escape detection and punishment.  
This encourages still more fraud, which creates a vicious 
cycle where more individuals are encouraged to file 
still more fraud-laden applications, creating an increas-
ing burden on those who adjudicate applications and 
on those whose mission is to uncover fraud and those 
that perpetrate fraud.  As the number of applications 
increases, the amount of time and resources that can be 
brought to bear against fraud dwindles.  This encourages 
still more fraud.

What is generally not known is that approving an 
application is far less time-consuming than denying an 
application.  An application for immigration benefits can 
be approved in minutes, while denying an application is 
an involved process that can take days — evidence has 
to be gathered, reports have to be written, and then any 
denials generally have to be reviewed by attorneys to 
make certain that the denials can stand up to anticipated 
challenges when appeals of the denials are filed.

All government agencies on the local, state, or fed-
eral level are also at risk of fraud when individuals pro-
vide false or misleading information to the agency they 
are interacting with.  

Fraud involves an individual filing an application 
in which material facts are omitted or misrepresented 
to enable the person committing that crime to acquire 
something he/she would not be entitled to if all of the 
material facts were known.

We have all read stories about welfare cheats and 
those who commit tax fraud.

Most agencies take aggressive action to combat 
fraud to recover their lost funds and also to deter anyone 
who would even contemplate defrauding that agency.

When people cheat on their tax returns, they can 
expect the IRS to hunt them down and not only demand 
payment of the taxes they failed to pay initially, but also 
likely hit them with a hefty fine and penalty that may 
well be a multiple of the money they owe, because they 
concealed earnings or other sources of income.  They 
may, in fact, face criminal prosecutions.  

The expectation most people have of the IRS, 
namely that it will relentlessly discover their crimes and 
doggedly track them down, has been fostered through 
its reputation to aggressively enforce the laws under its 
jurisdiction.  To reinforce this expectation, the IRS often 
stages highly publicized arrests of people who have 
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committed fraud against the IRS.  This includes exten-
sive media coverage when IRS agents round up citizens 
from every walk of life, charging them with tax fraud as 
Tax Day (April 15) approaches.  This effectively rein-
forces the public perception of the IRS as the federal 
agency that is not to be trifled with.  

The IRS uses intimidation against those who might 
be contemplating committing tax fraud to convince them 
to file honest tax returns.

I refer to this tactic as “Deterrence Through 
Enforcement.”

The message is clear — commit tax fraud and your 
crimes will be discovered and you will face severe pun-
ishment.

However, as I noted previously, where immigration 
fraud is concerned, there is an abject lack of resources 
dedicated to investigating fraud and bringing crimi-
nal charges against those who commit such fraud and/
or enter into criminal conspiracies.  Rather than deter 
fraud, this encourages fraud and endangers national 
security and the lives of our citizens.

While politicians claim they want to write new 
laws to “fix” our broken immigration system, they never 
appropriate adequate funds to hire a sufficient number of 
ICE agents and other personnel to enforce the immigra-
tion laws from within the interior of the U.S. effectively.

Today the Transportation Security Administration 
(TSA) employs more than 45,000 people.  Customs and 
Border Protection (CBP) employs more than 60,000 
people including more than 20,000 CBP inspectors at 
ports of entry to screen people to keep out aliens who 
under our immigration laws are excludable because they 
would pose a threat to the safety and wellbeing of Amer-
ica and Americans.

CBP also employs approximately 20,000 Border 
Patrol agents to interdict smugglers who would enable 
individuals and contraband to circumvent the inspec-
tions process conducted at America’s 325 ports of entry.

Since 2013, Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment (ICE) has not been divulging the number of its 
employees.  The ridiculous claim of the Obama adminis-
tration was that they don’t want the “bad guys” to know 
how many there are.  In reality I am convinced that they 
didn’t want Americans to know how few there are.

ICE reportedly has “an estimated 5,800 deporta-
tion agents” (out of a bureaucracy of 20,000 employees, 
according to Politifact).  Furthermore, it is estimated 
that over half of those agents are engaged in conducting 
investigations of violations of custom laws, which have 
nothing to do with immigration.  Customs laws are all 
about collecting duties and tariffs and preventing contra-
band from entering the U.S.

This means that the primary task of some 3,000 ICE 
agents actually focus on the deportation of illegal aliens.

To further put this in perspective, there are more 
than 35,000 police officers in the New York City Police 
Department.

This is why we have an immigration crisis — ille-
gal aliens and aspiring aliens have absolutely no fear of 
detection or arrest once they get past the Border Patrol 
or the inspector at a port of entry.  They are further 
encouraged by politicians from both parties who insist 
that since we cannot arrest and deport all of the illegal 
aliens who are here, sooner or later, they will get law-
ful status if they can only enter the U.S. — one way or 
another.

This includes criminals and terrorists.
Consider the lunacy known as “Catch and 

Release,” whereby Border Patrol agents are ordered to 
release illegal aliens whom they apprehend and simply 
provide them with the equivalent of a summons, a docu-
ment known as a “Notice to Appear.” The Border Patrol 
agents, out of anger and frustration, have come to refer 
to these documents as “Notices to Disappear,” because 
they know that more than 90 percent of these aliens will 
simply discard those documents and never show up for 
a hearing.

What you may not know is that “Catch and 
Release” is hardly a new concept. It is how the Border 
Patrol has attempted to do its job for many decades. Dur-
ing the Obama administration these valiant and belea-
guered agents had to resort to this insane tactic more 
than ever before. 

Once those aliens head for the interior of the U.S., 
there are no ICE agents to follow up and track down any 
of these disappearing aliens. In fact, on those extremely 
rare occasions when ICE agents arrest illegal aliens, they 
may also have to play the game of “Catch and Release.”

However, the INS perpetrated its own “Immigra-
tion Fraud” by reporting to Congress on how many 
aliens were apprehended, rarely if ever noting that ever 
so many illegal aliens were simply processed for depor-
tation and released.  

Considering the breadth and depth of immigration 
fraud and the profound impact it can have on America 
— undermining national security, public safety and 
the well-being of Americans and their ability to earn a 
decent living — you would think that immigration fraud 
would be a key area of concern for our politicians and 
journalists.

However, nothing could be further from the truth, 
even though the 9/11 Commission Report and the testi-
mony of a long list of national security/counterterrorism 
experts before Congressional committees and subcom-
mittees have identified immigration and visa fraud as 
keys for the entry and embedding tactics of terrorists.

For example, page 54 of the 9/11 Commission 
Staff Report on Terrorist Travel contained this excerpt:
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Although there is evidence that some land 
and sea border entries (of terrorists) with-
out inspection occurred, these conspirators 
mainly subverted the legal entry system by 
entering at airports.
In doing so, they relied on a wide variety of 
fraudulent documents, on aliases, and on gov-
ernment corruption. Because terrorist opera-
tions were not suicide missions in the early 
to mid-1990s, once in the U.S. terrorists and 
their supporters tried to get legal immigration 
status that would permit them to remain here, 
primarily by committing serial, or repeated, 
immigration fraud, by claiming political asy-
lum, and by marrying Americans. Many of 
these tactics would remain largely unchanged 
and undetected throughout the 1990s and up 
to the 9/11 attacks.
Thus, abuse of the immigration system and 
a lack of interior immigration enforcement 
were unwittingly working together to sup-
port terrorist activity. It would remain largely 
unknown, since no agency of the U.S. gov-
ernment analyzed terrorist travel patterns 
until after 9/11. This lack of attention meant 
that critical opportunities to disrupt terrorist 
travel and, therefore, deadly terrorist opera-
tions were missed.
Please pay attention to the first sentence of the last 

paragraph; here it is again:
Thus, abuse of the immigration system and 
a lack of interior immigration enforcement 
were unwittingly working together to support 
terrorist activity.
This issue has been repeatedly noted in the 9/11 

Commission Report, yet nothing has been done to 
enhance the enforcement of our immigration laws from 
within the interior of the U.S.  Indeed, under the Obama 
administration interior enforcement of our immigration 
laws all but stopped.

In spite of the clear warnings issued by the 9/11 
Commission about the nexus between immigration and 
visa fraud and the threat of terrorism, the Obama admin-
istration insisted on admitting thousands of refugees 
from Syria who cannot be vetted.  This means that our 
officials, no matter how much time they may be given, 
will not be able to verify the true identities of those who 
claim to be citizens of Syria seeking refugee status.  

The lack of an adequate number of investigators 
who can work those cases has plagued the immigra-
tion system for decades.  Consequently, these failures 
to identify and investigate fraud can and, in fact, have 
enabled huge numbers of aliens who have perpetrated 

fraud to escape detection, prosecution, and deportation.  
Some of these cases involved terrorists whose frauds 
went undetected until after they participated in deadly 
terrorist attacks.

Failures to identify, investigate, and prosecute 
those who perpetrate fraud encourage and embolden 
additional aliens worldwide to file fraud-laden applica-
tions. This creates the dreaded “backlog,” resulting in 
pressure applied to the adjudications officers to work 
more quickly, to dispose of these cases at a faster pace. 
This makes it even more difficult to scrutinize the appli-
cations. The vicious cycle continues to accelerate.

After the attacks of September 11, 2001, the virtual 
mantra of our leaders in Washington was that in order 
to succeed the terrorists had to get it “right” only once.  
For our government to defeat the efforts of the terrorists 
to protect American lives, we had to get it “right” 100 
percent of the time. Every alien who succeeds in gam-
ing the immigration system creates the potential for the 
terrorists to get it “right,” yet this clear threat to national 
security has been blatantly ignored by the Department of 
Homeland Security (DHS) and our leaders.

When the issue of stopping illegal immigration is 
discussed, the immediate knee-jerk response is to focus 
on the need to simply increase the number of Border 
Patrol agents and erect a fence on the southern border.

Last year the DHS issued a report, Entry and Exit 
Overstay Report, Fiscal Year 2015 that focused only on 
the arrival and departure of non-immigrant aliens (tem-
porary visitors) though international airports and sea-
ports but did not include aliens who were admitted at 
land border ports of entry.

The report noted that more than 400,000 aliens 
who had been admitted into the U.S. during 2015 failed 
to depart when they were supposed to.  If land border 
entries were taken into account, that number of illegal 
aliens would have likely been considerably greater.

These aliens would have been able to enter the 
U.S. if CBP employed one million Border Patrol agents 
and if the mythical “Deflector Shields” from the Starship 
Enterprise were installed along that problematic border.

The only way to deal with aliens, who violate the 
terms of their admission through ports of entry, is for 
ICE agents to arrest them.  Yet this important issue is 
another of those immigration failures that seldom sees 
the light of day on news programs that refuse to discuss 
the utter lack of resources to enforce our immigration 
laws from within the interior of the U.S.

On those all too rare instances when the issue of 
the enforcement of our immigration laws from within 
the interior of the U.S. is discussed, the need for man-
datory E-Verify generally becomes the focus of that 
discussion, and the need to identify criminal aliens and 
seek their removal.
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It is more than a coincidence that the very same 
political “leaders” who demand that the government 
hires more Border Patrol agents never demand that more 
ICE (Immigration and Customs Enforcement) agents be 
hired to enforce the immigration laws.

The abject lack of resources for the enforcement 
of our immigration laws from within the interior of the 
U.S. is a problem that has plagued the immigration sys-
tem for many decades.  As far back as May 4, 1999, the 
House Subcommittee on Immigration and Claims con-
ducted a hearing on the topic, “Designations of Tempo-
rary Protected Status and Fraud in Prior Amnesty Pro-
grams.”

One of the witnesses at that hearing was a John 
Shaw, a true gentleman and former Assistant Commis-
sioner for Investigations, Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion Service.  He was the official at the very top of the 
immigration enforcement program for the interior of the 
country. 

On the day of that hearing in 1999 he testified 
about how the Commissioner of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, under whose “leadership” he 
worked, demonstrated utter disdain for the enforcement 
of our immigration laws. Consider this extract from his 
testimony:

In its determined efforts to establish control 
of the border by tightening security on the 
perimeter, Congress has seemingly ignored 
the critical, complementary roles and respon-
sibilities of Interior Enforcement ... and these 
fall mainly on the shoulders of Investiga-
tions. I believe that the concept of Interior 
Enforcement, supported by a well-articulated 
strategy document, ought to be as familiar in 
the nomenclature of immigration enforce-
ment as the concept, or term, Border Control. 
Although, I must admit that even in-house at 
INS, the Commissioner has said that Interior 
Enforcement is a term of usage invented by 
Investigations and devoid of meaning.
That Commissioner was Doris Meissner, whose 

disregard for the enforcement of our immigration laws 
— especially from within the interior of the U.S. — was 
reflected by the agency she directed.  She was the Com-
missioner of the INS during the Clinton administration.

Meissner did everything in her power to make cer-
tain that the term “interior enforcement” was, indeed, 
“devoid of meaning.” She continues to work against any 
efforts to enforce our immigration laws from within the 
interior of the U.S.

During her tenure as INS Commissioner, she cre-
ated Citizenship USA (CUSA), which had the stated 
goal of naturalizing a record number of new citizens 
— at least one million, in roughly one year.  A Justice 

Department, Office of Inspector General (OIG) report 
about this ill-conceived program, stated that when she 
assumed her position, Meissner was focused on vastly 
increasing the number of new citizens the INS could 
crank out. Not surprisingly, the number of applications 
for naturalization exploded.

She became consumed with the need to clear the 
backlog of applications.  As a result she hired many more 
employees to adjudicate the applications. According to 
a subsequent report by the Justice Department’s Office 
of Inspector General, these new hires did not have ade-
quate training.  She also re-engineered the entire natu-
ralization process to streamline it.  Among the ways that 
the process was “re-engineered” included not actually 
interviewing all of the applicants for citizenship and tak-
ing other shortcuts that enabled ultimately thousands of 
aliens who should not have been naturalized, including 
criminals, to become U.S. citizens. 

In its first year, 1996, CUSA awarded citizenship 
to 1.2 million foreign nationals. The program, which ran 
through 2000, was vigorously promoted by President 
Clinton. Critics called it an election-year ploy to speed 
naturalizations for Democrat voters. Districts in heavily 
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Democratic Chicago, Los Angeles, Miami, New York 
City, and San Francisco were targeted.

One of the key persons involved in this program 
was T. Alexander Aleinikoff, who became one of  Barack 
Obama’s top immigration advisors. It was under Aleini-
koff’s leadership that U.S. citizenship was awarded to 
thousands of convicted criminals. Hundreds of thou-
sands of naturalization applications did not undergo 
proper FBI fingerprint analysis, including 80,000 who 
had fingerprint checks that generated criminal records, 
but who were naturalized anyway.

Aleinikoff went on to become Dean of the George-
town University School of Law, and then, in 2009, 
Deputy High Commissioner on Refugees at the United 
Nations. This is the agency that, in part, determines 
America’s admission of refugees into the U.S. And both 
Meissner and Aleinikoff are senior fellows at the Wash-
ington-based Migration Policy Institute.

When, under the administration of President George 
W. Bush, the DHS was created in response to the terror 
attacks of September 11, 2001, the various missions of 
the former INS were split off into separate and unwieldy 
agencies under the DHS umbrella.  The adjudication of 
applications for various immigration benefits went to a 
new agency, U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services 
(USCIS).

The first Director of that agency was Eduardo 
Aguirre, who, according to his official bio on the USCIS 
website, apparently made clearing up the backlog of 
applications for immigration benefits his priority — as it 
had been for Doris Meissner.

Consider this portion of his DHS bio:
Director Aguirre fundamentally transformed 
the delivery of services by the U.S. immigra-
tion system. He leads a team of 15,000 who 
annually serve over 6 million applicants. The 
USCIS basic mission is to make certain that 
the right applicant receives the right benefit 
in the right amount of time, while prevent-
ing the wrong individuals from obtaining 
benefits. Under Director Aguirre’s leader-
ship USCIS established three basic priorities: 
eliminating the immigration benefit applica-
tion backlog, improving customer service, 
and enhancing national security.
In that last sentence he made “enhancing national 

security” his third priority behind “eliminating the benefit 
application backlog” and “improving customer service”!

Aguirre has been an executive in international 
banking positions.  Consider this further excerpt from 
his bio:

For over three decades Mr. Aguirre has trav-
eled extensively in Latin America, Europe, 
and Asia, promoting economic growth, inter-

national trade, and business opportunities as a 
banker, civic leader, and representative of the 
U.S. government. He joined the Department 
of Homeland Security from the Export-Import 
Bank of the U.S. where he was appointed by 
President George W. Bush, and confirmed by 
the U.S. Senate, as Vice Chairman and Chief 
Operating Officer. From December 2001 to 
December 2002, he served as Acting Chair-
man of the Export-Import Bank and guided 
the agency through its Congressional reau-
thorization. During Mr. Aguirre’s leadership 
the Bank reorganized its structure to become 
more market-focused and customer-driven 
while enhancing risk management.
Prior to joining Export-Import Bank, Mr. 
Aguirre served as President of International 
Private Banking for Bank of America. In 
this capacity, he ran a highly profitable unit 
of this industry leader. Over the course of 
his 24-year career with Bank of America, 
his team was consistently acknowledged for 
excellence in customer service and employee 
satisfaction.
I cannot make this statement strongly enough — I 

am not making any claim, whatsoever, that Mr. Aguirre 
had any involvement in the malfeasance allegedly com-
mitted by the Bank of America or any other organiza-
tion.  I have never seen anything that would even sug-
gest any such connection.

However, I am concerned that the goals and cul-
ture of the banking industry are often in direct opposi-
tion and antithetical to the best interests of America and 
Americans. Banks are globalists.  To a globalist borders 
are not lines of defense but impediments to wealth.

The Bank of America was one of the very first 
banks to accept Mexican identity documents known 
as Matricula Consular cards, which are issued to ille-
gal aliens by the government of Mexico. These cards 
were the focus of a Congressional hearing in 2003 by 
the House Subcommittee on Immigration, Border Secu-
rity and Claims. Among those testifying was Steven C. 
McCraw, then Assistant Director, Office of Intelligence, 
of the FBI.

McCraw made it clear that such cards are not only 
unreliable for use as identity documents for business 
purposes, but also created opportunities for criminals 
and terrorists to use those cards to obfuscate their true 
identities. He told the Committee: 

These criminal threats are significant, but it 
is the terrorist threat presented by the Matric-
ula Consular that is most worrisome. Federal 
officials have discovered individuals from 
many different countries in possession of the 
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Matricula Consular card. Most of these indi-
viduals are citizens of other Central or South 
American countries. However, at least one 
individual of Middle Eastern descent has also 
been arrested in possession of the Matricula 
Consular card. The ability of foreign nation-
als to use the Matricula Consular to create a 
well-documented, but fictitious, identity in 
the U.S. provides an opportunity for terror-
ists to move freely within the U.S. without 
triggering name-based watch lists that are 
disseminated to local police officers. It also 
allows them to board planes without reveal-
ing their true identity. All of these threats are 
in addition to the transfer of terrorist funds, 
mentioned earlier.
In the 2004 article, “Terror route seen in bank 

program,” the Washington Times reported that Bank of 
America honored the SafeSend program that enables 
people to send money directly from the U.S. to Mexico.

What is unfathomable is how, all too often, the 
leadership at the immigration enforcement agencies has 
not come from within the agency, but all too often are 
individuals who have no law enforcement background. 
To my knowledge, this has never happened at any other 
law enforcement agency.
SHORTCOMINGS WITH FINGERPRINTING 

The need to identify and remove (deport) crimi-
nal aliens from the U.S. is widely recognized. But what 
needs to be considered is how DHS can identify criminal 
aliens in the first place, and whether there is an adequate 
number of agents to do this critical job where innocent 
lives hang in the balance.

The public perception is that when an individual 
is fingerprinted, a magic computer spits out page after 
page of accurate information about that person. While 
this is sometimes true, where foreign criminals are con-
cerned, if that person has never before been arrested or 
fingerprinted in the U.S. and lies about his/her actual 
identity, it is entirely possible that the computer will not 
identify any relating information about that individual.  
Law enforcement officers will have to rely on the infor-
mation that he provides to those who arrest him.

If such an individual claims to have been born in 
the U.S., then it is entirely possible that ICE will not 
be notified about him, even if that police department 
cooperates with ICE.  Of course where Sanctuary Cities 
are concerned, no matter what the defendant says about 
immigration status, ICE will not be notified.

We often hear about how someone “fell through 
the cracks in the system” and went on to commit more 
crimes.  This lack of personnel to accurately identify 
criminal aliens in custody is far greater than a mere 
“crack.” It is bigger than the Grand Canyon!

Because of this haphazard situation, the actual 
number of criminal aliens in the U.S., as reported by the 
various government agencies, may well be much higher 
than published statistics claim.

Therefore it is essential that an adequate number 
of INS personnel be assigned to interviewing prisoners 
in the many local and state prisons to determine if pris-
oners in custody are U.S. citizens or aliens who should 
be subject to deportation. If an alien runs our borders 
and is subsequently arrested by local police or other law 
enforcement agencies, simply running that person’s fin-
gerprints will likely not disclose the true identity of such 
illegal aliens or even the fact that they are aliens.

It is not uncommon for aliens from Latin America 
to claim to be from Puerto Rico.  Likewise, illegal aliens 
from Jamaica, Trinidad, and other Caribbean countries 
often claim to have been born in the U.S. Virgin Islands, 
thereby violating 18 U.S. Code § 911 — False Claim to 
U.S. Citizenship, a felony that is described below:

Whoever falsely and willfully represents himself to 
be a citizen of the U.S. shall be fined under this title or 
imprisoned not more than three years, or both.

False claims to U.S. citizenship by illegal aliens 
are common, but it takes a highly skilled immigration 
agent to break such false claims.  Aliens who succeed 
in conning local jail officials into believing they are 
U.S. citizens, when in fact they are aliens, will never be 
deported.

While the laws of nature are immutable, legislated 
laws are meaningless unless violations of those laws 
are uncovered and appropriate action is taken by law 
enforcement officers. 

E-VERIFY AND EMPLOYMENT AUTHORIZATION
Certainly the use of E-Verify must be made manda-

tory for all employers.  However, that alone won’t stop 
aliens from entering the country and taking jobs that 
should go to Americans.

ICE agents need to be available to conduct inves-
tigations of employers to make certain that they are 
not defrauding the E-Verify system.  These agents are 
needed to audit the applications and physically conduct 
investigations at various job sites, and, where appropri-
ate, arrest illegal aliens to deter them from entering the 
U.S. and to deter those aliens who were legally admit-
ted with visas that did not provide them with the lawful 
authority to work in the U.S.

However, we need to keep in mind that the immi-
gration system is not unlike a balloon.  If you squeeze a 
balloon at one place it will bulge at another place. Even 
if it became impossible for illegal aliens to be employed 
in the U.S., aliens who are determined to work in the 
U.S. would simply commit immigration fraud in order 
to get lawful status to enable them to work in the United 
States.
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When political leaders from both the Democratic 
and Republican parties insist that the only “solution” to 
the current illegal immigration crisis is to provide ille-
gal aliens with employment authorization, they simply 
encourage a human tsunami of aliens from around the 
world to cross our borders, convinced that ultimately 
they will be granted employment authorization and, 
depending on which political party is in power, whether 
they will also receive U.S. citizenship as a further reward 
for their violations of our borders and immigration laws.

This is a manifestation of the desire of our duplici-
tous political leaders from both parties to make certain 
that nothing is done to discourage or impede the huge 
numbers of foreign workers and foreign students from 
entering our country — even if it undermines national 
security and public safety.
TRADITIONAL IMMIGRATION FRAUD 

Immigration fraud, as discussed previously,  gen-
erally falls into two broad categories — document fraud 
and fraud schemes. Furthermore, immigration fraud is 
generally perpetrated by aliens to enter and then to oper-
ate freely within the U.S.  In the parlance of the 9/11 
Commission, this ability to operate freely in the U.S. is 
known as embedding.  I have come to refer to this as 
“hiding in plain sight.”

Companies also may commit immigration fraud 
to facilitate their ability to bring in foreign workers to 
displace American workers.  They fraudulently claim 
that these foreign workers are “exceptional,” yet the 
only thing exceptional about them is their willingness to 
work for exceptionally low wages under exceptionally 
adverse conditions.

USCIS operates under the aegis of the Department 
of Homeland Security and adjudicates applications for 
immigration benefits for aliens.  Among the benefits 
are the granting of political asylum, authorizing aliens 
to change their nonimmigrant status so that they may, 
for example, attend school in the U.S., conferring law-
ful immigrant status upon aliens, providing such aliens 
with Alien Registration Receipt Cards (Green Cards) to 
signify this status, and finally naturalizing aliens, thus 
conferring U.S. citizenship upon them.

USCIS is also the agency that processes the appli-
cations for the administration’s controversial DACA 
Program, which has enabled hundreds of thousands of 
illegal alien DREAMERS to file for temporary law-
ful status.  While this program has been “sold” to the 
American public as involving “children,” in reality 
these “kids” may be as old as 31 years of age. 

All that these illegal aliens must do is file an appli-
cation in which they claim that they entered the U.S. 
prior to their sixteenth birthday.  There are no interviews 
and no field investigations.  The approval rate for this 
program is well over 90 percent.

Let’s not lose sight of the fact that we are talk-
ing about illegal aliens who entered the U.S. without 
inspection.  They have trespassed on America.  Only 
they know who they are, when they got here, and what 
their actual backgrounds are.  Yet Mr. Obama provided 
hundreds of thousands of these illegal aliens with law-
ful status, ordering the hapless employees at USCIS to 
take at face value the word of aliens whose identities and 
backgrounds cannot be verified.

USCIS is already overwhelmed with its workload, 
yet this inept agency and its beleaguered employees 
would be pressed into service to process potentially tens 
of millions of applications for any legalization program 
that our politicians promise (threaten?) they want to 
foist on America and Americans. 

USCIS processes approximately 6 million applica-
tions for various immigration benefits annually, includ-
ing conferring U.S. citizenship upon hundreds of thou-
sands of lawful immigrants through the naturalization 
process.

Fraud is a serious issue for this adjudications pro-
cess, undermining its integrity.  Again, this issue and the 
threats it poses to national security were amply discussed 
by the 9/11 Commission, insofar as the tactics for terror-
ists to embed themselves in the U.S. are concerned.

The Immigration and Nationality Act of 1965 
includes a section of law that enumerates the categories 
of aliens that are excludable from the U.S. The list of 
excludable classes of aliens includes aliens who suffer 
from dangerous communicable diseases, or from severe 
mental illness, fugitives from justice, convicted felons, 
spies, terrorists, war criminals, human rights violators, 
and aliens whose presence would undermine national 
security and/or public safety.

Finally, aliens who are likely to become public 
charges or would seek employment that would displace 
Americans who are similarly employed, or, by provid-
ing unfair competition, would drive down wages and/
or working conditions of Americans, are not supposed 
to be admitted

Aliens who know that they cannot be lawfully 
admitted into the U.S. because they belong to one or 
more categories of excludable aliens but are determined 
to enter the U.S. nevertheless have two basic options 
to gain entry.  First, they can enter without inspection 
by evading the inspections process conducted at ports 
of entry by the Inspectors of CBP (Customs and Bor-
der Protection), an arm of the Department of Homeland 
Security).  This can be done by running America’s north-
ern or southern borders or by stowing away on a ship 
or otherwise entering illegally along America’s 95,000 
miles of coastline.

Second, they can engage in immigration fraud by 
seeking to enter the U.S. by assuming a false identity 
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through the use of counterfeit or altered passports and 
travel documents, or by bribing a passport official of 
another country to provide them with an authentic pass-
port that misrepresents their true identity because they 
know that their true identities or backgrounds would bar 
them from entering the U.S.  This includes aliens with 
criminal histories who may also be fugitives from jus-
tice in other countries and/or aliens who are engaged in 
terrorism or are affiliated with terrorist organizations.

These individuals use immigration fraud to mask 
their true identities the same way that a chameleon uses 
changes in coloration in order to hide in plain sight. 

Some aliens may not have criminal histories and 
are not known to law enforcement authorities or intel-
ligence authorities, but intend to work illegally in the 
U.S. and misrepresent material facts when they apply 
for visas to enter the U.S., or when they are interviewed 
by a CBP inspector at a port of entry into the U.S.

Sometimes aliens will apply for a job that will 
enable them to get a visa to enter the U.S.  As an INS 
agent in the late 1970s, I became aware of a large num-
ber of aliens from Jamaica and Panama who had been 
admitted into the U.S. on agricultural work visas to work 
in the orange groves of Florida and the apple orchards of 
upstate New York.  Most of these aliens never reported 
for work on those farms, but simply used the visas they 
received as a means of entering the U.S.  

I encountered and arrested many such illegal aliens 
when I worked with members of the NYPD to inves-
tigate a number of extremely violent drug posses that 
were operating in New York City trafficking in mari-
juana and cocaine.  Most of the members of the posses 
were deportable aliens who had entered the U.S. through 
ports of entry with those agricultural work visas.

We found that some of these aliens had hooked 
up with a small number of Navy recruiters who were 
being pressured by their superiors to meet enlistment 
quotas.  These recruiters entered into a criminal con-
spiracy to provide these illegal aliens with false identity 
documents so that they could enlist in the Navy and the 
Marine Corps.

Members of what was then the Office of Naval 
Intelligence, today known as Naval Investigative Ser-
vice (NIS, now known as NCIS), joined in the investiga-
tion as did members of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco 
and Firearms (ATF).  Many of these aliens went AWOL 
after they completed tactical combat training, stole high-
powered weapons, and subsequently used their military 
training to carry out a series of extremely violent, com-
mando-style bank robberies throughout the New York 
City area.

We ultimately arrested a large number of these 
violent illegal aliens. Working closely with the NYPD, 
I helped bring federal criminal charges where appropri-

ate, while many of these thugs were simply charged in 
state court with murder, armed robbery, and other such 
crimes.

Meanwhile, the Naval Intelligence officers dealt 
with the recruiters for their crimes.

To tie up the last of the loose ends, I lodged detain-
ers with the local prison officials to make certain that 
once these criminals were released from prison, they 
would be immediately taken into immigration custody 
to arrange for their deportation from the U.S.

Back then there was no question that such detain-
ers would be honored — unlike today, where out of a 
bizarre concept of “compassion” such detainers would 
be blatantly ignored and criminal aliens would likely be 
released back into their communities, where they could 
continue their criminal “careers.”

This is why I am vehemently opposed to the enlist-
ment of illegal aliens in our military.  The notion of pro-
viding individuals whose true identities may not be veri-
fied with access to our military bases and tactical fire-
arms training is the stuff of nightmares.

However, I suspect that, for all too many of our 
elected officials, our national security and public safety 
are not important.

The entry tactic of aliens obtaining work-related 
visas and then not reporting to their jobs is not limited to 
agricultural visas. Some aspiring illegal aliens enroll in 
schools, enter the U.S. with student visas,such  and then 
fail to attend those schools.

Additionally, there are various criminal enterprises 
that can conspire with aliens who seek to enter the U.S. 
by creating the illusion that they have a job offer.  These 
criminal enterprises may then submit visa applications 
for aliens to enable them to enter the U.S. with a visa 
to which they would not have been entitled if all of the 
facts were known. 

ICE disclosed that a New York City attorney 
was sentenced to five years for operating such a fraud 
scheme. What is significant is that this attorney, Earl 
Seth David, operated his fraud scheme for many years, 
and reportedly at least 25,000 aliens availed themselves 
of his “services” to acquire legal status by committing 
fraud. When his law license was suspended in 2004, he 
continued to practice law, and apparently applications 
filed by his law firm continued to be processed by immi-
gration authorities.

If this doesn’t provide sufficient evidence of mas-
sive incompetence by ICE, consider that, according to its 
own press release, in 2006 David fled to Canada when 
he found out his law firm was under criminal investiga-
tion, and was able to continue to receive funds from his 
fraud scheme in Canada.

Furthermore, while being convicted of a serious 
felony, he committed multiple felonies involving many 
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sections of law that involve massive criminal conspira-
cies, corruption of government officials, and the use of 
a highly sophisticated set of schemes. His punishment 
was minor considering the major crimes he commit-
ted and the impact that those crimes continue to have.  
Consider that there were apparently no efforts to iden-
tify the tens of thousands of aliens who may now be 
“legally” residing in the U.S. thanks to his work. By not 
seeking to arrest these many thousands of alien clients, 
the government once again failed to deter aliens from 
engaging in fraud.
FOREIGN STUDENTS POSE DANGER

Aliens who enter the U.S. with student visas may 
also pose a serious threat to national security.  For years 
I have been warning about the danger of educating our 
adversaries. What is the point of educating “Engineers 
of Jihad” at U.S. universities? The legal immigration 
system allowed al-Qaeda-linked terrorists to attend 
American colleges and roam free among us.

Sometimes bogus schools provide the appropri-
ate documentation to enable aliens to enter the U.S. as 
students, where the schools are actually “mills” that 
crank out the appropriate paperwork, for a fee.  These 
“schools” may not even exist in a physical building.

The problem is that currently more than 9,000 
schools are authorized to file the appropriate applica-
tions for foreign students.  Some of these schools teach 
hair dressing, woodworking, and pet grooming.

Certainly there is nothing wrong with running 
a training facility to teach any skill, but the likelihood 
that someone, especially from a Third World country, 
would travel half-way around the world and pay hefty 
tuition fees to learn to groom pets is highly suspect, at 
best.  Yet the lack of personnel at ICE to conduct these 
essential investigations makes it easy for some of these 
bogus schools to operate for many years before they are 
detected — if, in fact, they ever are determined to be 
bogus.

In fact, the lack of integrity to the foreign student 
program depends on foreign student advisors, employed 
by the schools, to keep track of foreign students and 
notify immigration authorities if students fail to attend 
their schools or to maintain a passing grade level. In the 
case of legitimate schools, this generally does not pose 
a problem. The foreign student advisors of these schools 
generally dutifully report foreign students who fail to 
maintain their status as students. 

However, when the school exists simply to pro-
duce applications to be used by foreign students, the 
“wolf is truly guarding the hen house!”

In any event, when foreign students go missing, 
the lack of ICE agents means that when these aliens play 
the game of “hide-and-seek,” they hide, and ICE has no 
one available to seek them.

In 2014, ABC News aired “Lost in America: Visa 
Program Struggles to ‘Track Missing Foreign Stu-
dents.’” The segment noted,

The Department of Homeland Security has 
lost track of more than 6,000 foreign nation-
als who entered the U.S. on student visas, 
overstayed their welcome, and essentially 
vanished — exploiting a security gap that 
was supposed to be fixed after the Sept. 11, 
2001 terror attacks. 
“My greatest concern is that they could be 
doing anything,” said Peter Edge, the U.S. 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement offi-
cial who oversees investigations into visa 
violators. “Some of them could be here to do 
us harm.” 
ABC News found that immigration officials 
have struggled to keep track of the rapidly 
increasing numbers of foreign students com-
ing to the U.S. — now in excess of one mil-
lion each year. The immigration agency’s 
own figures show that 58,000 students over-
stayed their visas in the past year. Of those, 
6,000 were referred to agents for follow-
up because they were determined to be of 
heightened concern. 
“They just disappear,” said Sen. Tom Coburn, 
(R-OK), “They get the visas and they disap-
pear.” 
Coburn said since the Sept. 11, 2001 terror 
attacks, 26 student visa holders have been 
arrested in the U.S. on terror-related charges. 
Tightening up the student visa program was 
one of the major recommendations made by 
the 9/11 Commission, after it was determined 
that the hijacker who flew Flight 77 into the 
Pentagon, Hani Hanjour, had entered the 
U.S. on a student visa but never showed up 
for school. 
Despite repeated concerns raised by Con-
gress, federal immigration officials have also 
continued to grant schools certification to 
accept overseas applicants even if the schools 
lack accreditation, state certification, or any 
obvious measure of academic rigor. 
There are now more than 9,000 schools on the 
government approved list. The list includes 
such top-flight American colleges as Har-
vard and Yale, but it also includes 86 beauty 
schools, 36 massage schools, and nine schools 
that teach horseshoeing. Foreign students can 
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enter the U.S. on a visa to study acupuncture, 
hair braiding, or join academies that focus on 
tennis and golf. 
Once the student arrives in the U.S., it is up to 
the schools to keep track of the visa-holder’s 
whereabouts — and report to the government 
if they repeatedly miss class. 
That is a serious concern, Coburn said, 
because a number of for-profit schools appear 
to have been operating with a primary goal of 
selling visas, not educating students. 
Once in the U.S., aliens who had been admitted as 

nonimmigrants, that is to say, for a temporary period of 
time, may decide, for whatever reason, to remain perma-
nently in the U.S.  In point of fact, they may have entered 
the U.S. initially planning to not leave when required, 
and entered with the intentions of not only remaining 
in violation of their authorized period of admission, but 
working in violation of our immigration laws.

These arriving foreign visitors lied when they 
were interviewed to the CBP inspector at the airport or 
other port of entry when they entered the U.S., when 
they answered questions about their purposes for enter-
ing the U.S. and the length of time they planned to stay.  
They may well have completed the charade by provid-
ing the inspector with a return airlines reservation for a 
flight they had no intentions of taking.  That ticket was 
provided simply to convince the inspector at the port of 
entry that the alien would be leaving when he said he 
would.

Furthermore, if the inspector decided to hold the 
alien for an exclusion hearing by an Immigration Judge, 
that ticket would likely convince the judge of the sincer-
ity of the alien.  

The Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant 
Responsibility Act of 1996 contained many provisions 
to bolster the enforcement of our immigration laws.  One 
of the provisions was the requirement that a biometric 
system be created that would track the arrival and depar-
ture of aliens, to know when nonimmigrant aliens who 
were admitted for a temporary period failed to depart 
from the U.S. when they were supposed to.  

It is important to note that there are other ways 
that aliens may also violate the terms of their admission 
into the U.S.  For example, aliens who are admitted as 
tourists must not be gainfully employed.  When aliens 
accept such illegal employment, they become deportable 
(removable). Aliens who are admitted to attend schools 
and then fail to attend those schools are similarly remov-
able for violating their immigration status, as are aliens 
who are admitted to work in the U.S. and fail to go to 
their authorized jobs. The point is that aliens may violate 
their terms of admission even before they overstay their 
authorized period of admission.

CURSORY INSPECTION PROCESS

CBP inspectors have a minute or two to do the 
most cursory of interviews of people seeking U.S. entry. 
The first issue is to make certain that the applicants for 
admission are who they claim they are.  The next task 
is to separate aliens from citizens.  Citizens may never, 
under any circumstances, be denied entry into the U.S.  
Aliens, on the other hand, must provide evidence that 
they are not on any watch lists that screen for terrorists, 
criminals, and others whose presence, under our immi-
gration laws, would be harmful to the U.S. or its citi-
zens.  Aliens must prove they have the financial where-
withal to not be likely to work in the U.S. in violation 
of the law.  Aliens who seek to deceive the CBP officials 
may have “show money,” which is the term we used to 
describe a wad of bills that do not belong to the alien 
presenting them, but will be given back to the person or 
organization that lent it to them to provide (false) evi-
dence of financial self-sufficiency to pay for expenses 
in the U.S.

Aliens are supposed to provide an address in the 
U.S., but when aliens seek to tour across the country, 
often those addresses are less than worthless.

The Office of Biometric Identity Management 
(OBIM) supports the DHS’s responsibility to protect the 
nation by providing biometric identification services that 
help federal, state, and local government decision mak-
ers to accurately identify the people they encounter and 
determine whether those people pose a risk to the U.S. 
OBIM supplies the technology for collecting and storing 
biometric data, provides analysis, updates its watchlist, 
and ensures the integrity of the data. OBIM was created 
in March 2013, replacing the U.S. Visitor and Immigra-
tion Status Indicator Technology (US-VISIT) program. 
OBIM is part of the National Protection and Programs 
Directorate. The DHS website makes it clear that this 
program is vital for our nation and our citizens, yet it is 
still not fully implemented.

Once again, the abject lack of ICE agents guar-
antees that nothing can or will be done to track down 
and arrest these illegal aliens who, although they did not 
evade the Border Patrol, defrauded the visa process and 
the inspections process conducted at ports of entry by 
CBP. Stop and think about the lack of agents to arrest 
illegal aliens.  Simply tracking illegal aliens is absurd 
because those aliens are not arrested and deported 
(removed).

Simply tracking aliens who violate our laws makes 
as much sense as the BATF agents who, under the aus-
pices of “Operation Fast and Furious,” provided guns to 
Mexican drug traffickers and then tracked the guns as 
they disappeared across the border into Mexico.

Could you imagine a police officer telling his/her 
superiors that he/she had encountered a criminal com-
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mitting a crime and simply tracked that thug to deter-
mine where he went after he mugged someone, and then 
wrote a report about how many crimes the crook may 
have committed?

Yet when illegal aliens violate our borders and our 
immigration laws, our wonderful members of Congress 
and the Obama administration, as administrations before 
had done, make a big deal about tracking aliens who 
violate our laws. They have done nothing to arrest them 
and seek their prosecution for crimes and ultimately their 
removal (deportation) from the U.S. Agents of Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement work for a division of the 
Department of Homeland Security.  How secure is our 
nation when an agency that is charged with securing our 
nation is content to spend billions of dollars to sort of 
track law violators?

MARRIAGE FRAUD 

Some aliens may enter into sham marriages where 
they marry an American citizen or lawful immigrant who 
then files an application on their behalf.  They don’t live 
with their spouse and their spouse may be paid money 
for this business arrangement.

This constitutes a serious crime, notwithstanding 
that this sort of arrangement has been portrayed in a num-
ber of romantic comedy films as a sort of light-hearted 
adventure.  Such marriage fraud is seldom detected and 
even less frequently prosecuted.

The 9/11 Commission Staff Report on Terrorist 
Travel (2004) took a radically different view of immi-
gration and marriage fraud.  They most certainly did not 
see it as a laughing matter. 

This paragraph is found on page 98 of that official 
government report under the title “Immigration Bene-
fits”:

Terrorists in the 1990s, as well as the Sep-
tember 11 hijackers, needed to find a way 
to stay in or embed themselves in the U.S. 
if their operational plans were to come to 
fruition. As already discussed, this could be 
accomplished legally by marrying an Ameri-
can citizen, achieving temporary worker sta-
tus, or applying for asylum after entering. In 
many cases, the act of filing for an immigra-
tion benefit sufficed to permit the alien to 
remain in the country until the petition was 
adjudicated. Terrorists were free to conduct 
surveillance, coordinate operations, obtain 
and receive funding, go to school and learn 
English, make contacts in the U.S., acquire 
necessary materials, and execute an attack.
In fact, marriage fraud had a nexus with the deadly 

terror attack in San Bernardino, California. On Decem-
ber 2, 2015, Tashfeen Malik and Syed Farook carried 

out a terror attack in San Bernardino that left 14 dead 
and 22 wounded. The guns the terrorists used are alleged 
to have been provided by Enrique Marquez.

On December 3, less than 24 hours after that hor-
rific attack, Enrique Marquez was scheduled to be inter-
viewed at the San Bernardino offices of USCIS (U.S. 
Citizenship and Immigration Services) in conjunction 
with the application for lawful immigrant status he had 
filed on behalf of his Russian wife, Mariya Chernykh. 
Consequently, five special agents of Homeland Security 
Investigations (HSI), a division of ICE (Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement), operating in conjunction 
with the Joint Terrorism Task Force, went to the office 
of U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) 
hoping to locate Marquez, not only because of his alleg-
edly providing assistance to the two terrorists who had 
carried out the deadly attack one day earlier, but because 
of concerns that he might have information or, in fact, be 
connected to upcoming attacks. Time was vital because 
of the concern that more terrorists might carry out still 
more murders.

Incredibly, the ICE agents were prevented from 
entering the USCIS office by the manager of that office, 
Irene Martin. It must be pointed out that both ICE and 
USCIS are agencies that operate under the aegis of the 
DHS (Department of Homeland Security). 

‘VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT’  
OPEN TO FRAUD

The notion of providing the spouses of U.S. citi-
zens and lawful immigrants with lawful immigrant sta-
tus was to provide an important service to Americans 
and lawful immigrants to enable them to marry foreign 
nationals and bring them to the U.S. so that they could 
live together in matrimony. At some point politicians 
decided that it was important to facilitate the entry of 
aliens into the U.S.  These politicians raised concerns 
that some unscrupulous Americans might abuse their 
spouses and hold lawful immigrant status over their 
heads so that these aliens would be intimidated into not 
complaining that they were being abused by their Amer-
ican husbands.  

Under an innocuous-sounding law they created, 
the Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) of 1994, any 
alien spouse could self-petition for lawful immigrant 
status if, after marrying an American, they filed a crimi-
nal complaint against their spouse. It is important to 
know that it is not uncommon for a foreign national to 
dupe an American into marrying them so that they could 
acquire lawful immigrant status and the Alien Registra-
tion Receipt Card (also known as the “Green Card”) that 
signifies that they have been granted lawful immigrant 
status.

In these instances, hapless Americans marry a citi-
zen of a foreign country, and for several months they 
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believe that they have been fortunate in marrying the 
“girl of their dreams.”  (It could also involve the Amer-
ican woman who marries the “man of her dreams.”) 
However, once the petition for resident alien status is 
filed and the alien spouse is issued a Green Card, their 
loving spouse suddenly undergoes a radical change in 
behavior.  Their once loving spouse refuses to sleep with 
them and otherwise makes it clear that they really don’t 
want to remain with their American husband/wife.  For 
such aliens, their marriage was a scam, done to enable 
them to remain legally in the U.S. 

If the American who was duped can provide evi-
dence that their alien spouse had duped them, although 
it might be difficult, an investigation could provide the 
evidence that the alien had conned the American and 
could be stripped of lawful immigrant status. However, 
under VAWA, a truly unscrupulous alien can now claim 
to have been assaulted by his/her citizen spouse and 
be granted lawful immigrant status even if the Ameri-
can seeks to withdraw his/her petition. This incentiv-
izes aliens who engage in such duplicitous conduct to 
falsify claims to have been assaulted by their spouse.  
The spouse may face a jail sentence while the alien gets 
to remain in the country permanently.  This situation is 
the result of making the needs of aliens more important 
than the needs of American citizens. When politicians 
dare suggest that the law needs to be modified, they are 
accused of not being compassionate to abused women. 
Actually, nothing could be further from the truth.
ASYLUM FRAUD

Sometimes aliens may make a claim of “credible 
fear” that they cannot return to their home country because 
they would face persecution, or worse, if they returned, 
thereby filing an application for political asylum.

The Tsarnaev brothers who participated in the 
deadly terror attack at the Boston Marathon on April 15, 
2013, had, along with their other family members, suc-
cessfully applied for political asylum, claiming that they 
could not return to their native Russia.  Shortly after 
being granted political asylum, they voluntarily flew 
back to Russia.  Obviously they had lied, but neverthe-
less they not only did not lose their immigration status 
or face punishment for their fraudulent claim, they were 
subsequently provided with lawful immigrant status.  
One of the brothers became a naturalized citizen prior to 
carrying out that attack.

Ramzi Yousef, one of the leaders of the deadly 
1993 bombing of the World Trade Center that killed 
six innocent victims, injured more than one thousand 
people, and inflicted roughly one-half billion dollars in 
damages to that major New York City landmark, which 
occupied a prominent place in the lower Manhattan sky-
line, attempted to enter the U.S. in 1992 with a false 
passport under a false alias. He was detained by immi-

gration inspectors at John F. Kennedy International 
Airport and then, after he claimed “political asylum,” 
was ultimately released from INS custody, purportedly 
because of overcrowding in the detention facility. His 
release enabled him to lead the bombing of the World 
Trade Center a year later.  

On December 11, 1994, nearly two years after the 
bombing of the World Trade Center, Yousef also planted 
a bomb on Philippine Airlines Flight 434 that killed one 
passenger and nearly brought that packed Boeing 747 
airliner down. He was a key player in what came to be 
known as the Bojinka plot, which had it been carried 
out, would have blown multiple U.S. airliners out of the 
sky on the same day.

Although he fled the U.S., he was subsequently 
arrested by Pakistani and U.S. officials and extradited 
back to the U.S. to stand trial.  He is currently serving 
two life sentences.

Two deadly terror attacks were carried out in the 
U.S. in 1993 by radical Islamist terrorists who entered 
the U.S. through ports of entry, either by committing 
visa fraud or by using counterfeit or altered passports. 
In a number of instances, they had successfully applied 
for immigration benefits, such as acquiring political asy-
lum or amnesty through the Special Agricultural Worker 
(SAW) provisions of the 1986 Amnesty program, which 
were an intrinsic element of the Immigration Reform 
and Control Act (IRCA) of 1986.

On January 25, 1993, a citizen of Pakistan, Mir 
Amal Kansi, stopped a borrowed station wagon at a 
traffic light at the entrance to the CIA complex in Vir-
ginia, emerged from his vehicle, and fired his AK-47 
into the vehicles of CIA employees reporting for work 
that winter morning.  When the smoke cleared, two 
CIA officers were dead and three others were wounded. 
After his deadly attack, Kansi fled the U.S. but was 
subsequently captured in Pakistan by American law 
enforcement agents.  

It is worth noting that Kansi’s strategy of fleeing 
the U.S. after the attack is a tactic often employed by 
alien terrorists and criminals to evade U.S. law enforce-
ment authorities.  These foreign nationals have a sort of 
“trap door” they can escape through, and all too often, 
this tactic is successful.  In the case of Kansi, however, 
because of the nature of his crimes, our government 
took the extraordinary measures of tracking him down 
and returning him to the U.S.  Many other such indi-
viduals have been successful in fleeing from the U.S. 
and never facing justice, and hence never having to pay 
for their crimes.

Just one month later, on February 26, 1993, a 
bomb-laden truck was parked in the garage under the 
World Trade Center complex and detonated. Ramzi 
Yousef, whose background and involvement in this and 
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other attacks were noted previously, was one of the per-
petrators.

That attack too was carried out by alien terrorists 
who managed to not only game the visa process in order 
to enter the U.S. and get past the inspections process at 
ports of entry, but game the immigration benefits pro-
gram as well.  This enabled them to remain in the U.S. 
and embed themselves as they went about their prepa-
rations to attack the U.S. and cause massive casualties. 
Aliens had to have found a way to enter the U.S. and 
then manage to hide in plain sight as they went about 
their deadly preparations. Yet the former INS faced no 
pressures to change the way that this important agency 
carried out its multiple missions.

On September 11, 2001, the very same failures of 
the immigration system enabled the most horrific and 
massive terror attack to be conducted on U.S. soil.

Still, today, the mission of enforcing our immi-
gration laws from within the interior of the U.S. has 
not only been ignored, but was savaged by the Obama 
administration. Hillary Clinton promised that she would 
increase the number of Syrian refugees being admitted 
into the U.S. by 500 percent and would provide a mas-
sive amnesty program.

Indeed, she repeatedly charged that the Obama 
administration had actually been far too aggressive in 
enforcing our immigration laws.
VISAS GIVEN TO CITIZENS OF  
TERRORIST-SUPPORTING COUNTRIES

The Trump administration has been under fire for 
trying to limit the entry into the U.S. of citizens from 
countries that have a record of supporting terrorism. 
How many of Trump’s vocal critics know that as far 
back as February 24, 1998, the Senate Subcommittee 
on Technology, Terrorism, and Government Informa-
tion of the Committee on the Judiciary, held a hearing 
on “Foreign Terrorists in America: Five Years After the 
World Trade Center.” Their report discloses how for-
eign students who were citizens of countries associated 
with terrorism, including Iran, Pakistan, and Iraq, were 
studying various science disciplines that could have 
trained them to carry out biological or nuclear attacks 
on the U.S.

Even Sen. Diane Feinstein (D-CA) was alarmed. 
In her prepared statement she suggested that aliens from 
countries that sponsor terrorism should not, perhaps, be 
granted visas to enter the U.S.:

There are also a number of glaring loopholes 
in our immigration laws. 
I have some reservation regarding the prac-
tice of issuing visas to terrorist-supporting 
countries and INS’ inability to track those 
who come into the country either using a 

student visa or using fraudulent documents 
through the Visa Waiver Pilot Program. 
The Richmond Times recently reported that 
the mastermind of Saddam Hussein’s germ 
warfare arsenal, Rihab Taha, studied in Eng-
land on a student visa. And England is one 
of the participating countries in the Visa 
Waiver Pilot Program, which means, if she 
could have gotten a fraudulent passport, she 
could have come and gone without a visa in 
the U.S. 

The article also says, regarding Rihab Taha, 
also known as “Dr. Germ,” that her profes-
sors at the University of East Anglia in Nor-
wich, England, speculate that she may have 
been sent to the West specifically to gain 
knowledge on biological weaponry. 

What is even more disturbing is that this is 
happening in our own backyard. 

The Washington Post reported on October 
31, 1991, that UN weapons inspectors in 
Iraq discovered documents detailing an Iraqi 
Government strategy to send students to the 
U.S. and other countries to specifically study 
nuclear-related subjects to develop their own 
program. Samir al-Araji was one of the stu-
dents who received his doctorate in nuclear 
engineering from Michigan State University. 
He eventually returned to Iraq to head its 
nuclear weapons program. 

The Washington Institute for Near Eastern 
Policy found in September 1997 that many 
terrorist-supporting states are sending their 
students to the U.S. to get training in chem-
istry, physics, and engineering, which could 
potentially contribute to their home country’s 
missile and nuclear, biological, and chemical 
weapons programs. 

Yet the State Department often does not do 
in-depth background checks on the students, 
and once they are in the U.S., the INS has no 
ability to track the students to make certain 
they actually study the subjects they claim to 
study and to attend the schools they said they 
would attend. 

Between 1991 and 1996, the State Depart-
ment has issued about 9,700 student visas 
to students from terrorist-supporting states 
such as Iran, Iraq, Libya, Sudan, and Syria 
to attend undergraduate and graduate studies 
in the U.S. 
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Additionally, a survey done by the Insti-
tute of International Education indicates 
that most students from terrorist-supporting 
countries major in the sciences, and the per-
centages: 71 percent from Iran; 65 percent, 
Iraq; 47 percent, Libya; 53 percent, Sudan; 
68 percent, Syria. 

Currently, the State Department does not do 
any special background checks for students 
coming from Syria or Sudan. An intermedi-
ate background check is required for Iranian 
students and a more extensive check for Iraqi 
students. 

The defendants in the World Trade Center 
bombing are also an example of those com-
ing in through nonimmigrant or employment-
based visas or abusing our political asylum 
process and then committing crimes. 

For instance, Nidal Ayyad, one of the defen-
dants in this case, used his position as a 
chemical engineer for Allied Signal to obtain 
the chemicals used in the 1993 World Trade 
Center bombing. 

There is Gazi Abu Mezer, who was arrested 
in a suspected terrorist plot to detonate bombs 
in Brooklyn last year. He came in illegally 
across the Canadian border to Washington 
State and attempted to seek asylum, but with-
drew his application and agreed to leave the 
country. Once he was released on voluntary 
departure, he fled Washington to Brooklyn, 
New York, where he was arrested for plotting 
suicide-bomb attacks in Brooklyn. 

After the 1993 World Trade Center bombing, 
FBI Director Louis Freeh sent a memo to the 
Deputy Attorney General on September 26, 
1994, and made the recommendation that the 
State Department needed to establish a uni-
form system of communication on visa deni-
als and that the Visa Waiver Pilot Program 
could be used by terrorists holding fraudulent 
documents and that asylum procedures and 
student visas can be abused by people trying 
to get into the country. 

The INS then formed a Task Force on For-
eign Student Controls in 1995, in response 
to Freeh’s memo, and found that INS had no 
ability to track the students in the U.S., that 
INS had no idea if the students leave, drop 
out, transfer, interrupt their education, violate 
their status, or commit crimes. 

Mr. Chairman, under the 1996 Immigration 
Act, Congress requires the INS to create a 
pilot project to track information on foreign 
students — where they are, what they are 
studying, if they commit any crimes, and if 
they are studying the subjects they planned to 
study. The act requires INS to submit a report 
by 2001. The act also tightens up the asylum 
process by making it harder for aliens to claim 
asylum fraudulently, and section 110 of the 
Immigration Act requires an entry/exit sys-
tem at all ports of entry by September 1998. 
However, I cannot stress enough the impor-
tance of having the ability to track interna-
tional students, particularly those from ter-
rorist-supporting countries and having an 
entry/exit system ability so we know who is 
coming in and out of the country. 
I also believe we need to re-evaluate the Visa 
Waiver Pilot Program as is. In fact, without 
additional controls to screen out those travel-
ling from terrorist-supporting states, the Visa 
Waiver Pilot Program would make us vulner-
able to allowing aliens from terrorist coun-
tries to enter without any detection. 
Nearly twenty years later, although the Visa Waiver 

Program was identified as posing a threat to national 
security, it was not only permitted to remain in place but 
has continually been expanded.

A system to track foreign students was imple-
mented. But simply tracking foreign students does little 
good if they are not arrested and removed from the U.S. 
when they fail to maintain their status as students. This 
is not a hard concept to understand.

Yet, as I noted earlier in this article, as of 2014, 
immigration officials have struggled to keep track of the 
rapidly increasing numbers of foreign students coming 
to the U.S. — now in excess of one million each year. 
The immigration agency’s own figures show that 58,000 
students overstayed their visas in the past year. Of those, 
6,000 were referred to agents for follow-up because they 
were determined to be of heightened concern.

When someone calls 911 for police, an ambulance, 
or for firefighters to put out a blaze, simply tracking 
those emergencies would achieve nothing. It is expected 
that when such emergencies occur there will be an ade-
quate number of emergency personnel who are appro-
priately equipped and trained who will swiftly respond 
to effectively address the emergency.

Likewise, simply knowing that there are illegal 
aliens present in the U.S. does nothing to actually bring 
those persons into custody and seek their removal from 
the U.S.  When there is no law enforcement response to 
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violations of laws, these present a threat to our safety. 
The message to aliens contemplating illegally entering 
the U.S., and the terrorists and criminals among them, 
is clear — violations of the immigration laws are of no 
consequence. This creates an incentive for aliens to vio-
late our immigration laws, secure in the knowledge that 
there will be no adverse consequences for committing 
those violations of law.

When our elected officials make it clear that no 
matter how aliens may have entered the U.S., we simply 
will not deport them but instead will provide them all 
with lawful status, then we really need to ask why the 
federal government bothers with a legal entry system for 
foreign visitors.

Most terrorists have been able to game the back-
ground check by providing false identity documents. 
Other aliens simply decide to not leave the U.S., confi-
dent that with the all but nonexistent enforcement of our 
immigration laws within the interior of the country, no 
one will look for them. They may purchase a stolen iden-
tity or assume a fabricated identity to hide in plain sight. 

Yet nothing has ever been done to instill integrity 
in these processes. The lack of integrity in the various 
categories of our immigration system simple mirrors the 
lack of integrity where our elected “representatives” are 
concerned. 

DANGERS IN CURRENT  
LEGALIZATION PROPOSALS

The legalization programs that leaders of both the 

Democratic and Republican parties tout as a supposedly 
“commonsense solution” to dealing with millions of 
illegal aliens who are too numerous to all be deported, 
would provide terror organizations and transnational 
gangs with unparalleled opportunities to enable their 
operatives to enter the U.S. and embed themselves in 
American communities. This could lead to the greatest 
invasion any country has ever witnessed, and it would 
have been orchestrated and facilitated by the political 
leaders of our own nation.

The Reagan Administration claimed that the 
amnesty program that was part and parcel of the Immi-
gration Reform and Control Act (IRCA) of 1986 would 
enable roughly one million illegal aliens to emerge from 
the “shadows.”  In reality, when the bureaucratic dust 
settled, nearly four million illegal aliens had availed 
themselves of the opportunity to gain legal status.

Today our official, optimistic claim is that there are 
about 12 million illegal aliens living in the U.S.  If the 
same ratio of undercounting and/or underestimating the 
actual numbers continues as it did in 1986, the actual 
number of such aliens who would have to be processed 
would exceed 40 million.

To reassure Americans that it is in America’s best 
interests to get millions of illegal aliens out of the shad-
ows, politicians tout the fact that every alien would have 
to undergo a “background check.”

“Background checks” cannot and must not be 
equated with “background investigations.”

A background check simply involves running a 

President Ronald Reagan shakes hands with Rep. Romano Mazzoli (D-KY) after signing the Immigration Reform and Control 
Act (IRCA) on November 6, 1986. The law’s co-sponsor, U.S. Sen. Alan K. Simpson (R-WY), is standing behind Rep. Mazzoli.
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name and a set of fingerprints through a series of data-
bases.  Contrary to what many people may believe, fin-
gerprints do not always identify the person who is fin-
gerprinted and may not disclose his/her true background 
or criminal or terrorist history.  This is especially true for 
aliens from Third World countries, where there may not 
be any fingerprints available for comparison.  A person 
whose fingerprints are not on file and who uses a false 
name will almost invariably beat this system.

A “background investigation” is an entirely differ-
ent process. It requires that investigators interview people 
in the field.  This would include neighbors of the subject 
of the inquiry, along with family members and friends as 
well as colleagues at work.  Such an investigation may 
also include surveilling the subject, reviewing his/her 
bank records, phone records, and other such documenta-
tion.  This is a time-consuming and costly process.

There would be no way to interview these millions 
of aliens and hence no way to conduct any field inves-
tigations to verify any information contained in their 
applications.  No way to know who they are, no way to 
know anything about their possible connections to crim-
inal or terrorist organizations.  There would be no way to 
know when they actually entered the country.

Establishing a cutoff date of arrival to determine 
eligibility of these aliens would simply be a charade.  
When illegal aliens evade the inspections process, no 
record of their entry is created.  These aliens would sim-
ply have to make certain to have claimed to have entered 
the U.S. prior to whatever that cutoff date is. 

Only aliens who wanted to emerge from the “shad-
ows” would do so.  Aliens who know that their finger-
prints would disclose that they are the subjects of crimi-
nal arrest warrants or know that they would be identifi-
able as belonging to criminal or terrorist organizations 
would, without fear, be able to continue to reside in 
those shadows.  Meanwhile that massive legalization 
program would tie up immigration personnel at DHS for 
years to come.

Additionally, this would also mean that aliens who 
have done everything they were supposed to in order to 
comply with our laws would likely find that they would 
have to endure many years of waiting for their applica-
tions to be adjudicated.

Finally, each and every one of these newly legal-
ized aliens would have the right to immediately apply to 
have their spouses and minor children lawfully admit-

ted into the U.S. to join them here.  This could result in 
millions of children suddenly being enrolled in public 
schools in towns and cities across the U.S.

Aliens have been easily able to game the visa pro-
cess, the inspections process conducted at ports of entry, 
and the immigration benefits program to acquire law-
ful status.  Most of the time aliens have done this to be 
able to work in the U.S. While not a violent crime, these 
aliens are, nevertheless, displacing American workers 
and driving down wages.

However, as the 9/11 Commission discovered and 
as has been disclosed at a series of Congressional over-
sight hearings, terrorists have also committed fraud to 
gain entry to the U.S. and then embed themselves. Yet 
most of our politicians, including the mayors and gover-
nors of “Sanctuary” cities and states, blithely ignore the 
damage being done to Americans who are losing their 
livelihoods and, all too often, their lives, to aliens who 
are violating our laws and our borders.

For these politicians, the harm being done to Amer-
icans is “collateral damage,” or, as the father of a young 
man who was killed in lower Manhattan on September 
11, 2001, during the terror attacks, “the cost of doing 
business.” Our politicians are arguably conducting the 
biggest con game in the history of our nation. 

The multiple failures of the immigration sys-
tem have never been addressed and are not likely to be 
addressed any time soon with the current crop of politi-
cal “leaders” from both political parties. Wanting cam-
paign contributions, politicos have made placating the 
U.S. Chamber of Commerce their chief aim. The Cham-
ber represents the interests of corporations from a broad 
swath of businesses that want an unlimited supply of 
cheap and compliant labor for bottom-rung economic 
jobs all the way up to high-tech jobs that employ STEM 
(Science, Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics) 
professionals.  

Corporations that depend on tourism want an 
unlimited supply of foreign tourists to spend their money 
in the U.S., and schools want an unlimited supply of for-
eign students.

Today the U.S. Chamber of Commerce and its 
ultra-deep-pocketed allies and associates from Silicon 
Valley to Wall Street are truly getting “the best govern-
ment money can buy.”

Meanwhile, Americans are losing their livelihoods 
and their lives. That is the truth. ■


