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The author traces the demographic history of the United States
with particular reference to immigration and the impact of changes in
the ethnic pattern of post-World War II immigrants on the cultural,
fiscal, and economic condition of the United States. Consideration is
also given to the constitutional implications of the privileges extended
to U.S. territories in the Pacific.
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During the past thirty-two years, Congress has enacted laws on
immigration, citizenship, and territorial powers which are deconstructing the United States as both a "European" nation and a federal
polity.
For nearly two hundred after its independence from Great
Britain in 1783, the United States was demographically a "European"
nation with never less than 81 percent of the population being of
European, and overwhelmingly Northern European, ancestry. As
recently as 1950, European-Americans still constituted 90 percent of
the total population of the United States.
The Changed Pattern of Immigration
But all this has changed under the continuing impact of the 1965
Immigration and Naturalization Act Amendments. The Congressional
sponsors of this legislation publicly and repeatedly told the citizens of
the United States it: (1) would not increase the annual levels of
immigration, (2) would not lower the standards for admission, (3)
would not redirect immigration away from Europe, and (4) would not
alter the demographic make-up of the United States.
For example, Senator Robert Kennedy declared "the new
immigration act would not have any significant effect on the ethnic
composition of the U.S."1 His brother, Senator Edward Kennedy,
floor manager of the bill in the Senate, asserted that "This bill is not
concerned with increasing immigration to this country, nor will it
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lower any of the high standards we apply in selection of immigrants."2
And Representative Emanuel Celler, the dean of the House in 1965
and a Congressional opponent of U. S. immigration policy since 1924,
insisted "the effect of the bill would be 'quite insignificant' on U. S.
population" and "that the bill would not let in 'great numbers of
immigrants from anywhere', including Africa and Asia".3
What the Senators and the Congressman emphatically proclaimed
as truth proved to be totally untrue. Between 1968, the year when the
1965 immigration law fully took effect, and 1996, the annual level of
legal immigration skyrocketed from approximately 300,000 to nearly
one million.
During the 147 years between 1820 and 1967, of the 44 million
immigrants legally admitted to the United States 80 percent came
from Europe while another 9 percent came from Canada.4 As a
result of the 1965 immigration act, of the more than 19 million
immigrants legally admitted to the United States in the 28 years
between 1968 and 1996 approximately 83 percent came from
somewhere other than Europe or Canada. Asia and the Pacific
islands accounted for more than six million or 34 percent of the total;
Latin America and the Caribbean islands accounted for almost nine
million or 46 percent, and Africa accounted for nearly half a million
or about 3 percent.5
During the last 28 years, immigration from Europe totaled less
than 3 million or barely 15 percent of all legal immigration while
immigration from Canada amounted to less than half a million or less
than 3 percent of the total. This decline from the 1820-1967 levels is
more pronounced than these statistics reveal. While immigration from
Asia means ethnic Asian immigrants, and immigration from Latin
America means, with the exception of Brazil and Haiti, "ethnic"
Hispanic immigrants, immigration from Europe and Canada does not
mean ethnic European immigrants. Africans, Asians, and Latin
Americans are able to immigrate to various European countries, as
well as to Canada, then remigrate to the United States under the
quotas for those countries.
This decline in European immigration is even more dramatic
when you include illegal immigration. The Immigration and Naturalization Service conservatively estimates that five million illegal aliens
have already permanently settled in the United States and that this
population is increasing by an additional 300,000 each year. Illegal
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immigration, like legal immigration, is monopolized by the Third
World. As of 1996, of the 2,684,892 illegal aliens granted amnesty by
the 1986 Immigration Reform and Control Act (IRCA) more than 98
percent, 2,642,921, came from the Third World - i.e., Africa, Asia
and the Pacific islands, and Latin America and the Caribbean
islands.6
Of the 41,775 illegal aliens amnestied between 1989 and 1996 and
identified as having come from Europe, Canada, Australia, and New
Zealand, it is highly probable that, just as in the case of legal
immigration, many may have been Third World aliens who had
previously immigrated to those countries before then illegally entering
the United States.
The single largest source of both legal and illegal immigration to
the United States is Mexico. Between 1989 and 1996, Mexico's share
of legal immigration was 37 percent, 44 percent, 52 percent, 22
percent, 14 percent, 14 percent, 13 percent, and 18 percent, respectively. During those seven years, Mexico's share of all illegal aliens
amnestied by the Immigration Reform and Control Act (IRCA) was
71 percent, 71 percent, 80 percent, 75 percent, 72 percent, 73 percent,
70 percent, and 78 percent, respectively.7 According to the Immigration and Naturalization Service, Mexicans represent 54 percent of the
five million illegal aliens permanently residing in the United States.
A September 15,1996 poll conducted by the Los Angeles Times
revealed that half of all Mexicans have a family member living in the
United States and 20 percent of Mexicans (18 million people) said
they too were likely to migrate to the United States looking for better
paying jobs within the next twelve months.
India, however, is a potential rival to Mexico's position as the
single largest source of immigrants to the United States. The June
1995 "International Gallup Poll Report: People's Satisfaction with
Their Lives and Government" discovered that 7 percent of the
population of India ~ 65 million people - would like to immigrate to
the United States.
According to the Census Bureau, the foreign-born population in
the United States as of 1996 numbered approximately 25 million. Of
this number ~ which is larger than the population of 49 of the 50
States - over 61 percent had arrived in the last 15 years, and more
than 25 percent had arrived since 1990. In addition, 20 percent were
illegal aliens and over 66 percent had not become U. S. citizens.9
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The magnet attracting such immigration, both legal and illegal,
is the welfare state and its extensive financial benefits which Congress
had, up to the time of the enactment of the Welfare Reform Act of
1996, made available to Third World immigrants. Publications
overseas ~ such as What You Need to Know About Life in America
sold in Taiwan and Hong Kong — and in the United States — such as
the Chinese language World Journal ~ provide Third World
immigrants with information on how they can obtain these benefits.
In lobbying against proposed legislative reforms to reduce welfare
eligibility for immigrants, the Organization of Chinese Americans
admitted that if welfare benefits were not available many ChineseAmericans would not sponsor their overseas family members for
admittance to the United States.10
Tax Exempt Subsidies for Immigrant Organizations

Judging by their actions, the conviction that Third World
immigrants come to the United States because of its generous welfare
system is apparently shared by a number of other advocates of Third
World immigration. Billionaire George Soros, an opponent of
immigration reform, has pledged $50 million to assist immigrants who
lose their benefits under the Welfare Reform Act of 1996.
In January 1997, the first installment of nearly $12 million was
distributed among twenty-two pro-Third World immigration groups,
including the Catholic Legal Immigration Network ($3 million), the
Fund for New Citizens ($2.5 million), the National Council of La
Raza ($1 million), and the National Immigration Law Center ($1
million). This money will not be used for job training or job
placement. Instead, it will be employed to expedite the naturalization
of immigrants so that as U S. citizens they can continue to receive
their welfare benefits.11
A further attraction for Third World immigrants is the relative
ease with which these benefits can be fraudulently obtained. "INS
does not act against aliens who pay bribes or purchase fraudulent
documents. INS made little effort to locate or deport aliens who were
the customers and beneficiaries of document fraud schemes. INS did
not take action to preclude such aliens from receiving benefits for
which their fraud had made them eligible; did not act to delete,
correct, or flag fraudulent entries in its automated data bases and
information systems; and had no provision for placing any code, flag
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or alert in INS records to warn INS officers should they encounter
these same aliens in the future."12
According to the Congressional Research Service of the Library
of Congress prior the 1996 Welfare Reform Act, immigrants were
participating in more than fifteen major federal and State programs.
These included Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC);
Supplemental Security Income (SSI); General Assistance; Housing
and Urban Development; Community Development Grants, Foster
care, adoption assistance, and child welfare; Medicaid, emergency
services and services for pregnant women; State and local medical
care; School lunch and breakfast programs; Headstart, Job Training
Partnership Act; Title IV for Higher Education; Block grants for
social services; Adult Education Grants; Women, Infants, and
Children (WIC), and Home Energy Assistance.
In addition, immigrants also participate in the Earned-Income
Tax Credit (EITC) Under this program, if one's income is below a
prescribed level the federal government will issue that individual a
refund check even if no income tax is due. In 1996, a recipient could
receive a maximum of $3,556. Although eligibility is restricted to U.S.
citizens and legal resident aliens, the Internal Revenue Service,
nevertheless, does not hamper illegal aliens from receiving these
refunds. If an applicant supplies a Social Security number that cannot
be processed because it is false ~ and a preliminary 1992 report by
the Immigration and Naturalization Service found 83 percent of
illegal aliens amnestied by the Immigration and Reform Act (IRCA)
had false Social Security numbers13 ~ it is not uncommon for the
Internal Revenue Service to issue that person a temporary number so
a refund check can still be dispatched.14
The Immigrant Burden on Welfare
As the source of U. S. immigration was switched by the 1965
immigration act away from Europe and to the Third World, immigrant welfare dependency rates have risen noticeably. In 1970,
immigrant participation in welfare was comparable to native-born
Americans ~ 6 percent. By 1990, however, immigrant welfare
participation rates were, on average, higher than native-born
Americans in general (9 percent versus 7 percent) and higher still
than "white, non-Hispanic" native-born Americans, i.e., EuropeanAmericans, in particular, whose welfare participation rate was
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estimated at around 5 percent.15
For specific immigrant groups, the welfare dependency rate is
higher, sometimes dramatically higher: Chinese and Filipinos - 10
percent, Mexicans — 11 percent, Ecuadorians — 12 percent, preMarielito Cubans — 15 percent, Vietnamese — 26 percent, Dominicans — 28 percent, and Cambodians and Laotians — nearly 50
percent.16
During this same period, immigrants went from being the
recipients of 7 percent of all welfare cash benefits in 1970 to 13
percent in 1990.17 But three-quarters of the total cost of welfare is
"non-cash transfers". These "non-cash transfers" include such
programs as the previously listed Aid to Families with Dependent
Children (AFDC), Supplemental Security Income (SSI), Housing
Assistance, Medicaid, Student Lunch Programs, Women, Infants, and
Children (WIC), as well as Food Stamps.
When those programs were examined, Dr. George Borjas of
Harvard University found that although immigrants are 9 percent of
the U.S. population they accounted for 12 percent of the costs of
Food Stamps, 14 percent of the costs of Medicaid, 17 percent of the
costs of Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), 18
percent of the costs of Supplemental Security Income (SSI), and 19
percent of the costs of school breakfasts and lunches.18
Factoring in "non-cash transfers", Dr. Borjas discovered that the
overall welfare dependency rate for immigrants is really 21 percent
compared to 14 percent for native-born Americans and 11 percent for
"white, non-Hispanic" native-born Americans — i.e., EuropeanAmericans.19 Immigrants' use of welfare, therefore, is 50 percent
higher than native-born Americans and approximately 90 percent
higher than "white, non-Hispanic" native-born Americans - i.e.,
European-Americans.
This growth in welfare dependency by immigrants is expected to
continue since current immigrants have less schooling, less proficiency
in the English language, less skills, and are earning less than either
earlier immigrants or native-born Americans.
Nearly 40 percent of all adults admitted to the United States
each year are high school dropouts.20 By 1990, one of every four
immigrants from Mexico who were of high school age were not
attending school, and an estimated total of 3.06 million immigrant
high school dropouts were residing in the United States accounting
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for one-fifth of all high school dropouts in the national labor market.
This represented a doubling of the immigrant share of high school
dropouts since just 1980.21 Furthermore, between 1990 and 1995, an
additional 1.05 million adult high school dropouts were legally
admitted to the United States.22
Among illegal aliens 24 years old or older amnestied between
1989 and 1992 by the Immigration and Reform Control Act (IRCA),
28 percent were high school dropouts while another 55 percent had
never attended high school.23
In addition, current immigrants are less proficient in the English
language. The 1990 Census found that among the foreign born those
who entered the United States since 1980 approximately 42 percent
were "linguistically isolated" ~ i.e., living in "households in which no
one 14 years old or over speaks only English and no one who speaks
a language other than English speaks English 'very well"1 — compared
to only 18 percent among those who entered before 1980.24
Of the foreign born who arrived since 1980, 60 percent do not
speak English "very well" compared to 37 percent of those who
arrived before 1980.25 Among the foreign born, only 26 percent of
Europeans do not speak English "very well" compared to 71 percent
of Mexicans, 63 percent of Central Americans, 48 percent of South
Americans, and 43 percent of Caribbean islanders.26
By 1992, only 36 percent of all the illegal aliens amnestied by the
Immigration and Reform Control Act (IRCA) since 1989 claimed
they spoke English well. The majority of those amnestied were
Mexican and only 27 percent of them reported that they could speak
English well.27
According to Dr. Borjas, "Because more recent immigrant waves
start off poorly, it is unlikely that the earnings of the 'new immigrants' will ever catch up with those of natives. In fact, the wage
differential between immigrants and natives may exceed 20 percent
even after two or three decades after immigration."28
In his 1990 book, Friends or Strangers, Dr. Borjas wrote that "The
skill level of successive immigrants waves admitted to the U.S. has
declined precipitously in the past two or three decades."29 Six years
later in his article. Immigration and the Welfare State: Immigrant
Participation in Means-Tested Entitlement Programs, Dr. Borjas
noted that "immigrants are more likely to be exposed to the welfare
system and are more likely to become 'permanent' recipients".30
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By 1990, immigrants were earning, on average, 16 percent less
than native-born Americans. But those immigrants who arrived after
1985 were actually earning 32 percent less than native-born Americans.31 By 1995, the poverty rate for the foreign-born was 70 percent
higher than that for native-born Americans.32
Dr. Borjas has calculated that the influx of such immigrants has
been responsible for a third of the decline in the wages of nativeborn unskilled workers nationwide during the 1980s, an annual
displacement of 2.3 million mostly unskilled and low skilled workers,
and an annual cost of $133 billion in depressed wages.
The impact of current immigration has been felt most acutely in
California. Within twenty years, the distribution of skills in the State
deteriorated to a phenomenal degree. In 1970, California possessed
workers that were 50 percent more likely to be skilled than those in
the United States as a whole. By 1990, however, California workers
were now 50 percent more likely to be less skilled than those in the
rest of the country. And immigrants accounted for 85 percent of all
male workers with fewer than nine years of education.33
In California, immigrant households now receive 40 percent of all
cash and noncash welfare benefits. This has lead Dr. Borjas to assert
that "It is not too much of an exaggeration to say that the welfare
problem in California is on the verge of becoming an immigrant
problem."34
In addition, "the recent elderly immigrant population (those
residing in the U.S. for less than 20 years) more than tripled between
1970 and 1994."35 A study by Dr. Donald L. Huddle of Rice University and David Simcox, Senior Fellow at the Center for Immigration
Studies, found that immigrants were receiving more in social security
benefits than they contributed to the program, thereby resulting in a
$2.7 billion deficit in 1992. They estimate that over the next decade
the social security deficit caused by immigration will total $30
billion.36
Furthermore, in just the twelve years from 1982 to 1994, the
number of elderly immigrants who received Supplementary Security
Income (SSI) increased from 127,900 to 738,000 or by approximately
580 percent.37 If this trend continues, it is projected that by the year
2004 this number will increase to more than 3 million, the SSI and
Medicaid benefits received by these immigrants will amount to $328
billion, and the cost of providing these benefits will exceed $67 billion
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a year.38 In 1994, immigrants received nearly half, 49 percent, of all
Supplementary Security Income (SSI) payments and their average
monthly benefits were double the amount paid to U.S. citizens.39
Remarkably, 25 percent of those immigrants receiving Supplementary
Security Income (SSI) payments belong to families who had yearly
incomes in excess of SM.OOO.40
According to the findings of Dr. Huddle, the net national cost of
immigration to the U.S. taxpayers was $65 billion a year in 1996, or
the equivalent of costing every U. S. family of four $981. This is
significantly higher than the $46 billion it cost in 1992 and is an
increase of 40 percent in just four years. This cost is projected to
grow to $108 billion annually within the decade.41
A contributing factor to this rising cost of immigration has been
the impact of the amnesty awarded to approximately 3 million illegal
aliens by the Immigration and Control Act (IRCA) of 1986. Between
1987 and 1996, the total net fiscal deficit caused by these amnesties
was nearly $79 billion. This was the equivalent of giving each one of
the nearly 3 million illegal aliens amnestied a check for over $25,000.
The direct costs incurred by this amnesty program were $24 billion,
while indirect costs -- i.e., job displacement, public education, and
public assistance programs to citizen children 18 and under —
amounted to another $55 billion and are still growing.42
Amnesty and the Prison Population
Starting in 1995, large numbers of illegal aliens amnestied by the
Immigration Reform and Control Act (IRCA) began to naturalize,
presumably so that their families can gain immediate entry into the
United States as relatives of U.S. citizens. As a result, the U.S.
Commission on Immigration Reform estimated that nearly a million
and a half spouses, children, and parents of amnestied illegal aliens
will now be immediately admitted to this country. Providing public
education for the children and medical and income support for an
estimated 900,000 aging parents of these new citizens will significantly
increase the overall costs of immigration.43
Along with less schooling, less proficiency in the English
language, less skills, higher poverty rate, higher welfare dependency
rate, immigrants disproportionately commit more crime. The
non-citizen (i.e., immigrants not naturalized) inmate population in the
federal prison system more than quadrupled between 1984 and 1994,
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rising from 4,088 to 18.292.44 While the overall federal prison
population grew by less than 2 percent a year in that decade, the
non-citizen federal prison population grew at an annual rate of 10
percent.45 Non-citizens represent approximately one-quarter of the
total federal prison population.46 Sixty-five percent of these noncitizen prisoners came from just three countries: Mexico (48.6
percent), Colombia (10.2 percent) and the Dominican Republic (5.7
percent).47 However, there are no statistics available on how many
inmates in the federal prison population are immigrants who were
naturalized U. S. citizens at the time of their arrest.
The Demographic Impact on the U.S.
Despite Senator Robert Kennedy's insistence that the 1965
immigration law "can have no significant effect on the ethnic balance
of the United States", its demographic result has been to destroy the
traditional character of the American nation. By 1990, under the
impact of the 1965 immigration law, European-Americans had been
dramatically reduced from nearly 89 percent of the total population
to barely 75 percent within just twenty-five years.48
The influence of Third World immigration on this demographic
deconstruction can be seen not only in the actual numbers involved,
but in the corresponding fertility rates. As a result of the high rate of
Hispanic immigration, by 1993, the total fertility rate of Hispanics,
the average number of births a woman will have in her lifetime, is 3.0
children per woman (the highest in the country), compared to only
1.8 for "white, non-Hispanics", i.e., European-Americans.49 In 1994,
the total fertility rate of all immigrant women, the vast majority of
whom are from the Third World, was, on average, 50 percent higher
than that of native-born American women.50
According to the Census Bureau, immigrants represented just 9
percent of the U. S. population in 1995. However, the Carrying
Capacity Network, a non-profit organization dealing with population
and environmental issues, estimated immigrants accounted for 18
percent of all births (an increase of 164 percent since 1983), 32
percent of the net natural increase (births minus deaths), and 62
percent of the net growth in the U. S. population.51
According to the calculations of Dr. Leon Bouvier, former
vice-president of the Population Reference Bureau, and adjunct
professor at Tulane University School of Public Health, post-1970
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immigrants and their descendants will be responsible for two-thirds
of U. S. population growth during the 1990s and over 90 percent of
U.S. population growth between 1993 and the year 2050.52
As of March 1, 1950, the U.S. population was less than 152
million. By January 1, 1997, the U.S. population had increased to
more than 266 million. The Census Bureau projects the U.S.
population will be nearly 400 million in the year 2050.53 The latter is
an increase of almost 134 million people within just 53 years. Based
upon the calculations of Dr. Bouvier, more than a third of the U.S.
population in 2050,139 million people, will be post-1970 immigrants
and their descendants.54
Projections by the Census Bureau estimate that sometime after
the year 2050 European-Americans will have been reduced to less
than 50 percent of the total population.55 Before then, according to
Census projections, European-Americans will already have been
reduced to a demographic minority in California by the year 2000, in
Texas by 2015, and in Florida and New York sometime after 2015.
They will only be a demographic minority, however, not a
political minority. European-Americans will not possess any "constitutionally" protected minority rights. For example, there will be no
affirmative action programs enacted either in the public or private
sectors for a European-American minority. No electoral districts will
be redrawn by legislators or courts to insure "fair" representation for
a European-American minority in either the U.S. House of Representatives or local State houses. No laws will be struck down by the
courts for having a disparate impact on a European-American
minority.
Around 2050, the American nation which was founded by George
Washington and John Adams, Alexander Hamilton and Thomas
Jefferson, Benjamin Franklin and Patrick Henry, and whose cultural
identity could be traced back to the first permanent English settlement at Jamestown, Virginia, in 1607, will have been destroyed "in
whole".
In the meantime, the impact of Third World immigration,
through the concept of "multiculturalism", has already resulted in a
concerted and sustained attack on the historic identity of the United
States as a "European" country. This attack could only be initiated
after massive Third World immigration had first achieved a significant
demographic reduction in the size of the European-American
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majority population in various localities throughout the country.
Claiming that demographically the United States is now a
multiracial country, Third World militants and their supporters
demand it must now be officially multicultural as well. And the U.S.
government agrees. The opening, and most important, attack upon
the Western cultural identity and the political unity of the United
States was the federal assault upon the English language.
Language Complications
First, Congress passed the Bilingual Education Act in 1968
authorizing the education of non-English-speaking children in their
native languages. By 1993, the annual cost of bilingual education was
$12 billion.56
Despite federal law requiring a naturalized U.S. citizen to be able
to "demonstrate an understanding of the English language, including
an ability to read, write and speak words in ordinary usage in the
English language", Congress amended the Voting Rights Act in 1975
to mandate that voting ballots be provided in languages other than
English whenever 10,000 people of voting age or five percent of the
total voting age population in a district, whichever is lower, speaks a
language other than English ~ a figure obtained by including
non-citizens who are legally prohibited from voting — and have an
illiteracy rate that exceeds the national average. According to English
First, a non-profit organization addressing the problems of official
bilingualism and multilingualism, up to 320 languages and an
additional 100 "dialects" are eligible for voting ballots. In 1992,
Congress extended this law to the year 2007.
With passage of the Immigration Act of 1990, Congress exempted
all individuals from the requirement of demonstrating fluency in the
English language in order to obtain U.S. citizenship if they are 50
years old or older and have legally lived in the United States for
more than 20 years, or if they are 55 years old or older and have
legally lived in the country for more than 15 years.
Exploiting this attack on the English language requirement for
U.S. citizenship, U. S. District Judge Alfredo Marquez had part of a
naturalization ceremony over which he presided conducted in Spanish
on July 2, 1993, in Tucson, Arizona.
As a result of official language policies, one-third of immigrants
who became U.S. citizens during the decade of the 1980s were
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classified by the Census Bureau as 'linguistically isolated" (defined, as
mentioned, as U.S. citizens who live in "households in which no one
14 years old or over speaks only English and no one who speaks a
language other than English speaks English 'very well'"). In addition,
over 2 percent of the "native born" now do not speak English "very
well".57
This assault on the English language has been extended to the
Department of Motor Vehicles. By 1995, only 12 states still offered
the driver's license examination exclusively in English. The remaining
states were offering this test in any one of up to three dozen
languages.58
By 1981, the U.S. government expanded its attack on the English
language into the private sector. Under a ruling issued that year by
the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC), private
employers are now required under penalty of law to permit employees to speak languages other than English on the job.
The U.S. Supreme Court has initiated its own assaults on the
status of English as well. In 1974, in Lau v. Nichols, the Court
permitted the public education of non-English speaking children in
their native languages. The scope of this attack was greatly enlarged
in 1982 when the Court further ruled in Plyler v. Doe that illegal
aliens must receive free public education. And this can be provided
in their native languages.
The effect of these acts by Congress and the U.S. Supreme Court
has been to encourage pro-Third World militants, Hispanics in
particular, to attack both the English language and the constitutional
rights of European-Americans.
The opening salvo in this new offensive was fired in 1982 by then
Mayor of Miami, Florida, Maurice Ferre, who declared that soon
"there will not be a word of English spoken [in Miami] ... one day
residents will learn Spanish or leave."59 "Permanently speaking a
different language... Let's get the definition. Not transitional Spanish.
We're talking about Spanish as a main form of communication. As an
official language. Not on the way to English.''^
Mayor Ferre was able to utter such statements because the
post-1965 immigration policy of the U.S. government ~ in particular
the 1965 to 1973 U.S. air lift of nearly 300,000 Cubans to Miami later
supplemented by the 1980 Mariella boatlift which brought an
additional 125,000 Cubans to the city ~ had so completely altered the
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historic demographics of Miami.
In 1960, European-Americans were approximately 77 percent of
the population of Miami. By 1980, however, within fifteen years of
passage of the 1965 Immigration Act, the European-American
population had been reduced to a demographic minority while a
virtually non-existent Hispanic population, chiefly Cuban, had become
the demographic majority constituting 56 percent of Miami's
population. By 1990, Hispanics had risen to 62 percent of the city's
population.61
The political repercussions of this demographic deconstruction of
Miami has had a direct effect on both Dade County in which the city
is located and the State of Florida. In May 1992, Hispanic militants
successfully lobbied the Dade County Commission to repeal a
November 1980 voter-approved referendum establishing English as
the sole official language of the county government.
At the state level, an English Language Amendment to the
Florida Constitution, designating English as the sole official language
of state government, was approved by 84 percent of the voters in
November 1988. But the referendum was not self-executing. Separate
enabling legislation from the State legislature was required before the
amendment could take effect. In May 1989, Hispanic militants
including Republican State Senators Ileana Ros-Lehtinen, (now a
U.S. Congresswoman) Javier Souto, and Roberto Casas successfully
lobbied the three Republicans on the six member Florida State
Government Operations Committee to block the required legislation
from making it to the full floor for a vote. By killing this bill, the
English Language Amendment was effectively nullified as was the
democratic process in the State of Florida.
Justifying the demographic deconstruction of the city of Miami,
Third World immigrants and their supporters have repeatedly
heralded the post-1965 Miami as an economic success story of
non-European immigration. Miami, it is claimed, has been transformed and enriched by Third World, specifically Cuban, immigration
into a thriving, world famous, metropolis — "the capital of Latin
America".
Financial Woes
In fact, the city of Miami is bankrupt. Facing financial collapse,
its government is shutting down or selling public parks, closing police
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stations, and considering new forms of taxes such as charging a firefighting fee. The city government is expected to eventually run out of
money. City bonds have already been downgraded by Wall Street to
the level of junk bonds. And former city officials are facing charges
of fraud and corruption. It is a city whose residents are, on average,
the fourth poorest in the nation, with 32 percent living below the
poverty line. During the last twenty years, the quality of its urban life
has deteriorated precipitously. Welfare dependency rates have
increased 50 percent, while serious crime per capita has more than
doubled.62
Nearly twenty years ago, the anti-English language Mayor,
Maurice Ferre, was candid about the reason for the city's economic
"success". "Miami is the only place in the United States that's going
to escape major recessions, and the reason — you really have to be
honest about it ~ goes back to two things: the drug cash flow that
comes in and impacts the whole community. And number two, the
increased centralization of trade, commerce, and banking in Miami
toward the Caribbean and Central and South America... Ten years
ago, Miami was not a trade center. Why was it not a trade center ten
years ago and why is it a trade center today? The availability of a
tremendous amount of money — most of which comes from drugs".63
The attack on European-Americans is not limited to Miami. Out
West, especially in California, such assaults by Hispanic militants
against both the English language and European-Americans should
be seen within the larger context of the Aztlan movement which seeks
to create an independent Hispanic country comprising the States of
Arizona, California, Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico, Texas, and
Utah.
Euro-Americans under Attack
A precursor of this movement can be identified in 1915 Texas
and the "Plan de San Diego". The objectives of the plan were a
general uprising by Mexican-Americans on February 20,1915 to seize
control of the southwest of the United States, proclaim that territory
an independent Hispanic country, which might join Mexico at a later
date, murder every European-American male over age 16, and expel
all surviving European-Americans from the "liberated" territory.64
Unable to achieve these goals through domestic insurrection,
Mexican-Americans, aided by Mexican nationals, turned to guerrilla
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warfare. From bases in northern Mexico, they launched 27 raids,
killed 33 Americans, wounded another 24, destroyed thousands of
dollars worth of property, and "ethnically cleansed" thousands of
American families from south Texas.65 Despite this violence, they
still failed to fulfill the "Plan de San Diego". This was due to the
vigorous response of the Texas rangers and the U. S. Army.
Aztlan, as the collective name for the seven States of the
southwest, gained widespread recognition in 1969 at the Chicano
National Liberation Youth Conference held in Denver, Colorado.
"The Spiritual Plan of Aztlan" adopted by the conference proclaimed
and promoted the idea that the southwest of the United States was
"the northern land of Aztlan" — a territory brutally invaded by foreign
Europeans that rightfully belongs to the Chicano inhabitants.
The current attitude of militant Hispanics toward the United
States, the English language, European-Americans, and seizing
control of the U.S. Southwest ~ or Aztlan ~ was revealed at a
strategy session held in January 1995 at the University of California
at Riverside under the title "Latino Leadership Summit Response to
Prop 187".
Ostensibly a meeting of more than 400 prominent Hispanics,
including elected officials, to discuss non-compliance with California
Proposition 187, a voter-approved referendum denying illegal aliens
free welfare benefits, the conference, in fact, dealt with Hispanic
irredentism. Judging by the flyers distributed and the speeches made,
the underlying theme of the conference could properly be titled "By
The Vote If Possible, By Violence If Necessary!"
The keynote speaker was Art Torres, the Chairman of the
California Democratic Party, who shouted to the audience "Remember 187 is the last gasp of White America in California!" and "Que
Viva La Causa!" (Long Live our Cause!). Among the participants was
Xavier Hermosillo, a Los Angeles radio talk show host, who had
proclaimed on CBS 48 Hours in 1993 that Mexican-Americans were
taking political control of the "former Mexican colony, California ...
house by house, block by block".
Antonio Villaraigosa, majority leader of the California State
Assembly, was also a speaker at the "Latino Leadership Summit
Response to Prop 187". Among the many declarations uttered at the
meeting which neither he nor Torres repudiated were "English should
be a foreign language"; "We are hostages in our own land, prisoners
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of war"; "We live under occupying alien force."; "We live in the
annexed territories of AZTLAN"; and "We're in a state of war ... a
vicious threat to our existence".
Although both Torres and Villaraigosa are public officials,
neither man condemned the repeated calls for the establishment of
an independent country of Aztlan or the references to this country as
"AmeriKKKa" and the "United Snakes of America". In fact, Villaraigosa praised one of the participants, Juan Angel Gutierrez,
Director of Mexican-American Studies Center, University of Texas at
Arlington, who has professed since 1970 that "Our devil has pale skin
and blue eyes."
But the success of the Aztlan movement is dependent upon the
continuation of the post-1965 U.S. immigration policy which has been
responsible for the dramatic increase in the size of the Hispanic
population in California. In 1970, Hispanics were only 12 percent of
the state population. They had increased to 19 percent in 1980; 26
percent in 1990; an estimated 28 percent in 1994; and are projected
to be 32 percent in the year 2000. Between 1970 and 1994, the
Hispanic population in California had grown from 2,369,000 to
8,939,000 or more than tripling its size in twenty-four years.66
Such political activities by Hispanic militants in Miami and
Riverside, California, however, are also part of the general attack by
pro-Third World militants on the European cultural identity of the
United States. As a Hispanic professor, Robert Cordova, wrote in the
Houston Chronicle in 1985: "To prepare American youth for the
America and world of the not-too-distant future, the present
monolingual, mono-cultural Anglo-centric public education system
must be replaced by a multilingual, multicultural, pluralistic one ...
American society and ideas of old no longer exist."
Two years later, the justification for this assault was continued by
Ricardo Chavira, a Hispanic reporter for Time magazine, who wrote
in The Monitor of McAllen, Texas: "Imagine the ludicrousness of an
elementary school teacher telling a room full of Chicanos that George
Washington and company were our Founding Fathers. Obviously,
those guys in matching white wigs were no fathers of mine."68
The culture war also affects European-American monuments.
One of the first casualties was the Custer National Battlefield
Monument in Montana. Established as a national cemetery in 1876,
as a result of lobbying, on December 10, 1991, Congress enacted
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Public Law 102-201. This legislation removed the name of General
George Armstrong Custer, one of the most decorated Union officers
of the Civil War, from the national monument created to honor his
memory and the memory of over 200 of his men massacred by
Iandians on June 25, 1876, and the site was renamed to commemorate not just the U.S. troopers but the Indians who scalped them. In
Oregon in 1994, a state agency rejected a monument called "The
Promised Land" which it had commissioned to commemorate the
150th Anniversary of the Oregon Trail, because that statute depicted
a Christian, European-American pioneer family. This despite the fact
that historians estimate well over 90 percent of the pioneers who
traveled the Oregon Trail were Christian, European-Americans.
In San Antonio, Texas, Mexican militants are demanding that the
monument to the defenders of the Alamo ~ Davy Crockett, Jim
Bowie, William Barret Travis, James Butler Bonham, etc. ~ be torn
down or removed.
In San Jose, California, in 1994, Mexican militants succeeded in
having that city spend $500,000 of taxpayers' money to commission
a statute of the Aztec god, Quetzalcoatal, also known as "The Plumed
Serpent", and then erect it in a public park replacing the existing
monument of the Liberty Bell.
Also in San Jose, California, pro-Third World activists are further
demanding that the statue of Christopher Columbus be removed from
the city hall.
The state of South Dakota and the city of Berkeley, California
already abolished "Christopher Columbus Day" in 1990 and 1991,
respectively. It has now been officially replaced in South Dakota by
"Native American Day" and in Berkeley, California, by "Indigenous
Peoples Day".
In Hialeah, Florida, practitioners of Santeria, a Caribbean
mixture of Catholicism and African animism, claimed their animal
sacrifices were a religious act and that city laws prohibiting such
practices were unconstitutional. In 1993, the U. S. Supreme Court
agreed, ruling in The Church ofLukumi v. the City of Hialeah that the
First Amendment of the U.S. Constitution guaranteeing freedom of
religion does, in fact, permit and protect the Santeria practice of
torturing, mutilating, and killing animals.
In Lady Lake, Florida, a retirement community, the management
prohibited residents from displaying the U. S. flag from the front of
The Journal of Social, Political and Economic Studies

LICENSED TO UNZ.ORG
ELECTRONIC REPRODUCTION PROHIBITED

The Deconstruction of America

465

their homes in 1996. As reported by The Orlando Sentinel on March
16,1996, the director of operations for Lady Lake allegedly justified
the ban on the ground that "in a multinational community, U.S. flags
might offend some residents."
In New York City latter in 1996, Islamic militants claiming that
the traditional Christmas decorations in Grand Central Terminal
constituted religious discrimination against Muslims succeeded in
having most of the decorations removed and an Islamic flag with star
and crescent flown in the world-famous railroad station throughout
the Christmas season. This, despite the fact that, outside of the Friday
Sabbath, there are no special Muslim religious observances in
December.
This ongoing attempt to eradicate the "European" cultural
identity of the United States extends well beyond attacks on the
English language, the U.S. flag, and American monuments and
holidays, to the systematic denigration and elimination of the classics
of Western culture from the curriculum of American colleges and
universities.
The assault began in January 1988 when pro-Third World
activists at Stanford University demonstrated against having Western
classics in the school curriculum. With chants of "Hey, hey, ho, ho,
Western culture's got to go", they were successful in having the
university replace its Western culture course with a multicultural
program entitled "Cultures, Ideas, and Values".69
This victory at Stanford was followed by successful attacks on
Western culture at other colleges and universities. Berkeley, Dartmouth, Mount Holyoke College, and the University of Wisconsin now
require students to study Third World cultures, but not Western
culture.70 There is, in fact, little toleration of Western culture.
According to Gayatri Spivak, Andrew Mellon Professor of English
and cultural studies at the University of Pittsburgh: "You cannot ask
a certain people to 'tolerate' a culture that has historically ignored
them."71
This idea was expanded upon by Houston Baker of the University
of Pennsylvania who asserted that the problem at American universities was an undue emphasis on reading and writing. Such Western
skills were to Mr. Baker "merely technologies of control" and "martial
law made academic".72
Pro-Third World activists are convinced that their attack on
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Western culture in the universities, and by implication throughout the
United States, will succeed because, as William King, then President
of the Black Student Union at Stanford University, declared: "We
have demographics on our side."73
The immediate effect of all this on the character of American
education has been pronounced. "Research indicates that it is possible
to graduate from 37 percent of American colleges without taking any
courses in history, from 45 percent without taking a course in
American or English literature, from 62 percent without studying any
philosophy, and from 77 percent without studying a foreign language."74
More remarkable is what students no longer learn in American
colleges. "A 1989 survey commissioned by the National Endowment
for the Humanities showed that 25 percent of college seniors have no
idea when Columbus discovered America; the same percentage
confuse Churchill's words with Stalin's, and Karl Marx's ideas with
those in the U.S. Constitution. A majority of students were ignorant
of the Magna Carta, the Missouri Compromise, and Reconstruction.
Most could not link Dante, Shakespeare, and Milton with their major
works."75
Deconstructing American Citizenship
In addition to promoting the demographic and cultural deconstruction of the American nation ~ the former through Third World
immigration and the latter through attacks by pro-Third World
militants on the "European" cultural identity of the United States ~
Congress has simultaneously pursued the political deconstruction of
the American political system by undermining the sanctity of U. S.
citizenship and by allocating unconstitutional powers to U.S.
territories.
The process for obtaining U.S. citizenship has been dumbed
down and trivialized. U.S. Government advertisements read "Easy...
Easier than ever ... You will not be asked questions about History or
Government at your Immigration and Naturalization Service
interview. . . And I.N. S. will not have a record of your score if you
do not pass".76
The citizenship test, itself, is a written examination in English
consisting of multiple choice questions and two dictated sentences.
Neither correct spelling nor proper basic grammar is required to pass.
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Among the questions on the test are "Who was the first President of
the U.S.?", "How many states in the U.S.?", and "Where is the
nation's capital?".77 Should an applicant fail the examination, he can
keep on taking it until he finally does pass. The Federal Citizenship
Textbook Series reassures such applicants that "Retests are variations
of the initial test."78
Some of the questions which appear on the test actually demean
or distort the very nature of U.S. citizenship. Question 86 asks "Name
one benefit of being a citizen of the United States." According to the
U.S. government only three acceptable answers exist: "to obtain
federal government jobs, to travel with a U. S. passport, and to
petition for close relatives to come to the United States to live."79
Question 84 asks "Whose rights are guaranteed by the Constitution and the Bill of Rights?" The U.S. government asserts that the
"correct" answer is "Everyone's (citizens and non-citizens living in the
United States)".80 This is completely false. It denies the existence of
those rights which the U. S. Constitution explicitly and exclusively
awards to the citizens of the United States — Article I, Section 2
(qualification for the U. S. House of Representatives), and Section 3
(qualification for the U.S. Senate); Article II, Section 1 (qualification
for U.S. President); Article III, Section 2, Article IV, Section 2, and
the Fourteenth, Fifteenth, Nineteenth, Twenty-fourth, and Twentysixth Amendments.
The test for U. S. citizenship is even easier than many of the
questions suggest. For certain applicants an essential facet of the test
has been abolished. As was mentioned previously, if you are 50 years
old or older and have lived legally in the United States for more than
20 years, or are 55 years old or older and have lived legally in the
country for more than 15 years, you no longer have to demonstrate
any level of proficiency in the English language.
While passing an English-language proficiency test is still
required for all other applicants seeking U.S. citizenship, it is now
being proposed that this test be conducted over the telephone!81 But
the extent to which the integrity of the citizenship test has been
undermined is more extensive. The U.S. government has effectively
removed the citizenship test from the sole jurisdiction of the
Immigration and Naturalization Service and now permits ethnic and
religious lobbyists to determine the content of the test which they are
also authorized to administer. Under the influence of such lobbyists,
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even the word "American" has been removed from the test altogether.82 Presumably, this is because it is confusing or offensive to those
applicants for U. S. citizenship from the Third World.
Among lobbyists authorized to administer the citizenship test are:
the Hermanadad Mexicana Nacional, which is being investigated for
allegedly engaging in voter fraud to insure the defeat of incumbent
Congressman Robert Dornan by challenger Loretta Sanchez; and the
United States Catholic Conference which refuses to condemn the
public statement made by the Mexican Catholic Conference, that
"The march of Latin Americans to the United States shouldn't be
understood as a wave of anger or revolutionary passion, but more as
peaceful conquest."83
The Immigration and Naturalization Service, itself, further
undermines the integrity of the citizenship process. Despite the law
requiring FBI fingerprint checks of immigrants applying for naturalization in order to screen out criminals who are legally ineligible from
U.S. citizenship, the Immigration and Naturalization Service has since
1994 permitted immigrants to submit their Gngerprints by mail!84
No statistics are available on how many criminals have acquired
U.S. citizenship through such mail fraud because the Immigration and
Naturalization Service maintains it cannot arrest or deport criminals
once they have been naturalized. Between August 1995 and September 1996, over one million immigrants became U.S. citizens. Of this
number, "nearly 180,000 were not subjected to complete FBI
background checks as required by law. An additional 71,500 who had
criminal records were naturalized despite their background."85
Finally, the trivializing of U.S. citizenship extends to the
naturalization ceremony itself. The U.S. government permits this
ceremony - whereby legal aliens become U.S. citizens swearing
allegiance to this country ~ to be conducted in a language other than
English.86 And there are now calls for the Oath of Allegiance to the
United States to be removed from the swearing-in ceremonies.87
The privilege of U. S. citizenship includes the right awarded
exclusively to citizens to vote. But, as with the sanctity of U. S.
citizenship, the sanctity of the franchise has been undermined by the
U. S. government. This has been achieved in two ways.
First, the "National Voter Registration Act" of 1993, known as
the "Motor-Voter" bill, "requires states to conduct mail-in voter
registration, discourages states from verifying eligibility or citizenship,
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and expressly states that mail-in registration forms may not include
any requirement for notarization or other formal authentication."88
Second, the U.S. government permits cities to enact laws granting
non-citizens the right to vote in local elections. To date five cities in
Maryland have done this: Takoma Park, Somerset, Martin's Additions, Barnesville, and Chevy Chase.89
Unconstitutional Privileges of the former U.S. Territories
In deconstructing the American political system, Congress has not
only trivialized the meaning of U.S. citizenship and undermined the
election ballot, it has also allocated unconstitutional powers to the
local governments of the U. S. territories.
Historically, a U.S. territory was land with a population too small
and scattered to govern itself as a state and, therefore, was administered by the federal government. But most importantly, a U.S.
territory was considered to be, above all else, a temporary status.
Based upon the principles of the Northwest Ordinance of 1787,
principles implemented by the federal administrations of George
Washington, John Adams, Thomas Jefferson, and James Madison,
States were to be carved out of existing territories and admitted to
the Union on the basis of equality. This is what occurred, for
example, in the Old Northwest Territory, the Old Southwest
Territory, the Louisiana Territory, the Oregon Territory, and the
Mexican Cession.
Since a territorial status was temporary, territories which did not
become states became independent countries — Cuba in 1903 and the
Philippines in 1946 ~ or were transferred, in whole or in part, to a
foreign power. For example, the northwest portion of the Louisiana
Territory (1818),90 the northeast portion of the state of Maine
(1842),91 the northern half of the Oregon Territory (1846),92 and a
third of the Alaskan panhandle (1903)93 were transferred to the
United Kingdom; Okinawa (1972) was transferred to Japan94; and the
Panama Canal and Canal Zone Territory (1978) was transferred to
Panama.95
As a result of the Spanish-American War of 1898, the United
States had acquired territories, such as Cuba and the Philippines,
which were unlikely to become states in the Union because they were
geographically remote and/or their cultures differed significantly from
that of the United States. To resolve the unique problem of how to
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administer these possessions, the U. S. Supreme Court, in a series of
rulings between 1901 and 1922 known as the "Insular Cases",
promulgated the "doctrine of incorporation". According to this theory,
the U. S. Constitution does not fully apply to an American territory
until it has been "incorporated" into the Union. However, when such
an "incorporation" occurs has never been precisely defined by the U.
S. Supreme Court. While the "doctrine of incorporation" granted
Congress virtually unlimited powers to administer such territories, it
did not alter the temporary nature of a territorial status, and it did
not recognize any permanent political status other than statehood.
All this changed when Congress radically altered the political
structure of the United States first with Puerto Rico in 1952, then
with the United Nations Strategic Trust Territory of the Pacific
Islands in 1986. Claiming the power under the "doctrine of incorporation" and Article IV, Section 3(2) of the U.S. Constitution "to dispose
of and make all needful Rules and Regulations respecting the
Territory or other Property belonging to the United States", Congress
replaced the Constitution's well-defined Union composed exclusively
of states ~ each state, regardless of territorial size, population size,
or date of admission, possessing equal powers ~ with a ambiguous
political system. The "Union" now consists of unequal powers between
the 50 states, on the one hand, and a political hierarchy of eight
territories.
The latter consists of, in descending order, three "free associations", the Federated States of Micronesia, the Marshall Islands, and
Palau, whose inhabitants are citizens of their respective "republics",
not the United States; two "commonwealths", Puerto Rico and the
Northern Marianas, whose inhabitants are U.S. citizens but with the
latter enjoying local control over immigration and land ownership;
two "unincorporated and organized" territories, Guam and the U.S.
Virgin Islands, whose inhabitants are U.S. citizens; and one "unincorporated and unorganized" territory, American Samoa, whose
inhabitants are legally U.S. nationals, not U.S. citizens, but enjoy the
same "rights" over immigration and land as the Northern Marianas
islanders ~ "rights" legally denied to other U.S. citizens. There are, in
turn, additional hierarchies in both "free association" and "commonwealth".
"Free association" is a political relationship recognized by the
United Nations as an alternative to independence for a former trust
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territory. It enables the local population to enjoy a maximum degree
of self-government — including representation in international
organizations and the right of its representatives to negotiate and sign
treaties ~ while insuring the former administrating power continues
to finance and defend that territory.
Prior to 1941, what today are the Federated States of Micronesia,
the Marshall Islands, the Northern Marianas, and Palau belonged to
Japan. The U.S. government seized these islands during World War
II. However, Washington only assumed legal responsibility for their
administration in 1947 under an international trusteeship called the
United Nations Strategic Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands.
The trusteeship system created by the United Nations was
planned as a transitional administration for a limited number of
territories which, it was assumed, would terminate in independence.
Under the United Nations Strategic Trust Territory of the Pacific
Islands, the U.S. government was to administer the islands that
presently constitute the Federated States of Micronesia, the Marshall
Islands, the Northern Marianas, and Palau as a single political entity.
Although most islanders favored independence, because of the
"Cold War" the U.S. government desired to retain control of strategic
portions of this Pacific territory. Therefore, Washington permitted, if
it did not actually orchestrate, the fragmentation of the United
Nations Strategic Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands into four
separate entities, retaining permanent possession of the most strategic
island group, the Northern Marianas, under a "commonwealth"
covenant and offering the other three, the Federated States of
Micronesia, the Marshall Islands, and Palau, compacts of "free
association" with the United States.
This "free association" consists of two parts: political and defense/security. The Federated States of Micronesia, the Marshall
Islands, and Palau may unilaterally vote to end their political status
of "free association" at any time, but independence will not affect,
alter or abolish the defense and security provisions which will still
remain in full force.
A hierarchy exists as each entity is treated differently by these
defense and security provisions. For the Federated States of Micronesia, these provisions last only 15 years.9* For the Marshall Islands,
they last 15 years for the archipelago as a whole, but 30 years for its
Kwajalein military facilities.97 After these provisions expire, the
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Federated States of Micronesia and the Marshall Islands have agreed
to permanently deny their lands and facilities to any third power.98 In
the case of Palau, the defense and security provisions last for 50
years, but then remain in force for perpetuity unless terminated or
altered by mutual consent.99
As long as the Federated States of Micronesia, the Marshall
Islands, and Palau are in "free association" with the United States,
Washington, in addition to guaranteeing these islands economic
assistance and certain technical services for a specified period,
provides "at no cost to the respective governments, airline and airport
safety services, economic regulation of commercial air service,
weather prediction, public health services, legal aid services, assistance
from the Farmers Home Administration and assistance in the event
of natural disasters."100 In addition, mail delivery continues to be
provided by the United States Postal Service.101
"Commonwealth" possesses a hierarchy too, but lacks any precise
legal definition. Originally, "commonwealth" applied only to states.
Five officially identify themselves as "commonwealths" in their
respective constitutions ~ Kentucky, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Pennsylvania, and Virginia. Their powers are limited by the U.S.
Constitution. However, from 1935 to 1946, Congress designated the
Philippines, a U.S. possession since 1898, a "commonwealth". Other
than its name, the "Commonwealth of the Philippines" bore no
political resemblance to the "commonwealths" of Kentucky, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, or Virginia. For the Philippines,
"commonwealth" designated not a state in the Union, but a transitional administration leading to independence from that Union. And
the powers which it exercised were inferior to those exercised by
states because they were limited not by the U. S. Constitution but by
the whims of Congress.
Yet, a third type of "commonwealth" was created by Congress for
Puerto Rico in 1952 and the Northern Marianas in 1986. In these
instances, Congress applied the term "commonwealth" not to
designate statehood or transition to independence, but as a verbal
camouflage to preserve their territorial links to the United States.
That the term "commonwealth" as applied to a U.S. territory is
devoid of any meaning was publicly admitted in 1976 by both the U.S.
Supreme Court and Congress. While never addressing the constitutionality of Puerto Rico's "commonwealth" status, in the case of
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Examining Board of Engineers v. Flores de Otero the U.S. Supreme
Court acknowledged that that status "occupies a relationship with the
United States that has no parallel in our history."102 In its report "The
Covenant to Establish a Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana
Islands", the Senate bluntly stated: "the term 'commonwealth' is not
a word describing any single kind of political relationship or status ...
The choice of the term 'commonwealth' for the Northern Mariana
Islands therefore does not denote any specific status, in particular it
does not connote identity with the title held by the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico."103
Guam and the U.S. Virgin Islands are "unincorporated and organized" territories. They are "unincorporated" because the provisions
of the U. S. Constitution do not apply in full to these islands. They
are "organized" because Congress established the governments for
these territories through legislation called an "organic act".
American Samoa, alone, is an "unincorporated and unorganized"
territory. It is "unincorporated" because, like Guam and the U.S.
Virgin Islands, the provisions of the U.S. Constitution do not apply
in full to this territory. It is "unorganized" because, unlike Guam and
the U.S. Virgin Islands, the government of American Samoa was not
established by Congress though an "organic act" but by local legislation enacted by the Samoans themselves.
In the new hierarchical, political structure created by Congress
since 1952, these eight U.S. territories ~ in violation of the U.S.
Constitution — have greater powers than the states of the Union.
The most important power which Congress has awarded the
territories is control over immigration, a power which has been
denied to the states since 1875 when the federal government
established direct regulation over immigration.104 Recognizing the
negative impact immigration can have on the demographics of a land,
Congress has given American Samoa, the Federated States of
Micronesia, the Marshall Islands, the Northern Marianas, and Palau
the right to control immigration to their territories so that those
islanders can preserve their respective ethnic, racial, and cultural
identities. For exactly this reason, Guam has been lobbying Congress
for years for this same power.
Congress has also permitted American Samoa105, the Federated
States of Micronesia106, the Marshall Islands107, the Northern
Marianas108, and Palau109 to enact land alienation laws - i.e., to place
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restrictions on the ownership of local land based on race. In order to
own land in the Federated States of Micronesia, the Marshall Islands,
or Palau, one must be a citizen of that particular "republic" which, in
effect, means one must belong to a specific ethnic group. One must
meet a prescribed definition of island "descent" to own any land in
the Northern Marianas or most land in American Samoa. Guam has
also been lobbying Congress for the power to enact land alienation
laws as well. Such racial restrictions on land ownership violate the
equal protection clause as well as the privileges and immunities clause
of the 14th Amendment, and the just compensation clause of the 5th
Amendment.
Congress grants each of the three "free associated states" - the
Federated States of Micronesia, the Marshall Islands, and Palau ~
their own separate citizenship. But does Congress have the constitutional power to "terminate" a territorial status ~ in this instance the
United Nations Strategic Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands - in
such a way that the former territory continues to be legally "associated" with the United States and a recipient of federal programs, while
its inhabitants legally become citizens of a foreign country? This
violates Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution which stipulates
Congress has the power "To establish an uniform Rule of Naturalization".
Congress grants these eight territories - American Samoa, Guam,
the Federated States of Micronesia, the Marshall Islands, the
Northern Marianas, Palau, Puerto Rico, and the U. S. Virgin Islands
~ their own separate representation in international organizations.
For instance, all are members of the International Olympic Committee. In addition, the Federated States of Micronesia, the Marshall
Islands, and Palau are members of the United Nations; American
Samoa, Guam, and the Northern Marianas are members of the South
Pacific Commission; and Puerto Rico has membership and the U.S.
Virgin Islands observer status in the Caribbean Economic Community. Such marks of sovereignty are denied to the states of the Union.
Article 1, Section 10(1) of the U.S. Constitution proclaims "No State
shall enter into any Treaty, Alliance, or Confederation;...No State
shall. . . enter into any Agreement or Compact. . . with a foreign
Power". If such powers are unconstitutional for a state, when did they
become constitutional for a territory?
Congress permits the Northern Marianas to violate proportional
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representation in the composition of the upper chamber of its
legislature.110 Instead, equal representation is provided the islands of
Rota, Tinian, and Saipan even though the population of Siapan is six
times greater than that of the other two combined. Therefore, there
is one Senator for approximately every 4500 residents on Saipan,
every 400 residents on Rota, and every 250 residents on Tinian.
This violates the equal protection clause of the 14th and the 15th
Amendments. It also violates the ruling of the U.S. Supreme Court
in Reynolds v. Sims (1964) which mandated "one person, one vote".
Both chambers of a bicameral legislature must be apportioned on the
basis of population according to the Court, otherwise an individual's
vote has been "in a substantial fashion diluted." This ruling expressly
declared "historical, economic, or other group interests, or area alone,
do not justify deviation from the equal proportion principle."111
Congress permits American Samoa to limit membership in the
upper chamber of its legislature to village chiefs (matai) chosen
according to Samoan customs.112 This violates the privileges and
immunities clause of the 14th Amendment by restricting the office of
Senator to the Samoan nobility. Since Congress is, hereby, granting
official recognition to that nobility, the composition of the Senate of
American Samoa further violates Article 1, Section 9 of the U.S.
Constitution: "No Title of Nobility shall be granted by the United
States".
Finally, Congress has granted American Samoa, Guam, Puerto
Rico, the U.S. Virgin Islands and even the District of Columbia the
right to send delegates to the House of Representatives who can vote
in subcommittees, full committees, and caucuses of that chamber.
This practice violates the 14th Amendment. The voting power of the
citizens of the 50 states ~ "one person, one vote" ~ is substantially
diluted as the voting power of their House representatives on the
affected committees and caucuses has been adulterated. Although the
delegates from these five "territories" do not vote on bills before the
full House, by voting in the sub-committees, full committees, and
caucuses they can determine what bills actually make it to the floor
of the full House for such a vote.
Today, the words written by John Jay in The Federalist Papers to
describe the United States of 1787 ~ and which accurately described
the United States from 1787 to 1965 ~ no longer apply. For under
the unrelenting pressure of Third World immigration, bilingualism,
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and multiculturalism, the United States is ceasing to be Jay's "one
united people, a people descended from the same ancestors, speaking
the same language, professing the same religion, attached to the same
principles of government, very similar in their manners and customs".113
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Country Risk Analysis, International Banking
and the Developing Countries
Shah M. Tarzi
Bradley University, Peoria, Illinois
The methods by which private banks assess the risks involved in
lending to the sovereign governments of Less Developed Countries
(LDCs) and Developing Nations are examined, and a new typology
is suggested whereby bankers might improve their ability to make
efficient risk assessments on a comparative basis.
Key Words: International Banking, LDCs, Debt Risk Evaluation

The debt crisis of the 1970s and early 1980s was largely brought
under control by the late 1980s. However, a renewed interest in
country risk assessment has arisen as a result of the recent Asian
crises and the fact that five countries that used to be the biggest
debtor states in the previous decades - Argentina, Brazil, Chile,
Mexico and Venezuela - are among the leading emerging markets in
Latin America. In addition to capital flows to these countries through
mutual funds, the central banks of these states have once again been
borrowing on the international markets. Similarly, since the
reunification of Germany and the collapse of the communist system,
Poland and Hungary have been recognized in the international
financial markets as states that belong to the emerging markets
group. These countries too have accelerated borrowing on the
international markets. A preliminary look at some of the causes, and
dynamics of the international debt crisis and assessment of sovereign
risk is therefore warranted.
In the early 1970s the total debt of developing countries was less
than 100 billion dollars. Less than two decades later it had risen to
more than a trillion dollars. A complex set of factors motivated banks
to loan almost unprecedented sums of money to the developing
countries and prompted country borrowers to engage in what may be
characterized as a "borrowing frenzy." For multinational banks,
lending to developing countries was a natural extension of movements
underway in international financial markets. Reduced credit demands,
fierce competition in the traditional domestic markets and the
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