Who determines what the U.S. will look like in 50 years? asks Scott McConnell. His column
appeared in The New York Post on November 2, 1994 just as the nation was about to watch
Califomians vote on Proposition 187. It is reprinted by permission.

America's Demographic Future
By Scott McConnell
Listen to a discussion of the American future and
you're likely to hear stated as fact two highly
debatable observations.
One — I last heard it in a presentation by an
Urban Institute spokesman — is the offhand reference
to the American "decision" to become a "multicultural
society."
The other stresses demographic inevitability. A
prominent law professor expressed it in a weekend
debate about diversity — clinching, she imagined, her
point about the need for more affirmative action by
telling her student audience that whites will be just
another minority group by the year 2040.
Those who say such things fear no contradiction.
The speaker who touts the "decision" about
multiculturalism proceeds as if the American people
debated and chose to become a multicultural society,
rather than having that choice forced on them by
Washington-based miscalculation in which they had
no hand.
And the demographic transformation forecast,
inevitably put forth in tones combining scientific
certainty and liberal triumphalism, may come true and
may not. That depends almost entirely on the political
choices made by the U.S. government and the
American people in the years to come.
When the United States eliminated the "national
origins" provisions in the 1965 immigration reform,
no lawmakers foresaw a large influx of immigrants
from Asia and Latin America, indeed supporters of
the reform explicitly denied such a possibility. No one
"chose" multiculturalism.
The demographic forecasts
are highly
changeable. If, for example, it is desirable to reduce
whites to minority status by the year 2040, why
should our society delay even that long? Surely we
could get 50 million people from Mexico and Central
America and China here by the end of this decade
(and save money on the federal Border Patrol and
Immigration and Naturalization Service budgets to
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boot).
There is, as well, an African immigration stream
which was started up by the most recent (1990)
revision of the federal immigration statutes. It is still
in the embryonic stage, yielding most visibly an
increase in street peddlers (and the most recent
Central Park rapist). But it could be juiced up with no
effort at all: It would be no more difficult to persuade
30 million sub-Saharan Africans to migrate here than
it would be to convince Haitians.
In short, if the best society is a multicultural one
of primarily Afro-Chicano ethnicity, there's no need
to wait until 2040. Why deny ourselves and our
children the great benefits of Third Worldism that we
are planning for our grandchildren?
I'm being facetious, of course, in order to make
a larger point. The huge demographic transformations
which the U.S. is undergoing are: a) an issue about
which the American people have never been consulted
in a politically meaningful way; and, b) something
which the federal government could accelerate or
decelerate dramatically, depending on the course it
chooses in the years ahead.

"While politicians have failed to
address immigration as a national
issue, the American people are
confounding them by finding ways to
put it on the national agenda."
While politicians have failed to address
immigration as a national issue, the American people
are confounding them by finding ways to put it on the
national agenda. California's Proposition 187, the
much-maligned "Save Our State" ballot initiative,
represents the first effort in this realm — and
certainly not the last.
The wave of scorn which has been heaped upon
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Prop 187 by the national press and the Beltway politicians of both parties is the revealing sign of the vast
gap in morals and perceptions which has opened up
between the country's political elites and its citizenry.
It is, of course, legitimate to argue that denying
illegal aliens access to welfare and social benefits will
neither increase their prospects for assimilation nor
force them to go back home. But Californians have
been left with little choice. There is no party in
Washington advocating measures to make it
impossible for several thousand people to run across
the border every night.
While the U.S. apparently has no difficulty
keeping the Iraqi army out of Kuwait, dissuading
unwarmed Mexicans and Salvadorans from crossing
into California is presented to the American people as
Mission Impossible.
For California's voters, the issue does not turn
simply on the illegal aliens currently resident there.
Of course, it is doubtful that they were greatly
assured by the sea of Mexican flags leading the Los
Angeles demonstrations against Prop 187.
Nor would they be comforted by attacks on Prop
187 in The Nation, an ideological lode star of D.C.'s
liberal Democrats. In one recent issue, Leslie Silko
enthused that borders were obsolete: "It's no use;
borders haven't worked and they won't work, not
now, as the indigenous peoples of the Americas
reassert their kinship and solidarity with one another."
But only an un-California-like pessimism would
lead anyone to doubt that the four million or so

Mexicans now in the Los Angeles area could be
assimilated in a generation or so, as English language
education and intermarriage do their slow
transformative work.
Only the constant and accelerating replenishment
of the pool of illegal aliens will ensure that such
assimilation will be postponed or abandoned.
The immigration debate, which has been jumpstarted by Prop 187, has antecedents in the last major
effort to restrict immigration: the national origins
statutes of the 1920s. But the consequences of that
last immigration "pause" were, in fact, quite positive
— despite the universally bad press they now receive.
During the 40-year breathing space, the offspring
of the millions who came here poor and illiterate in
the century's first decades learned English and
baseball — and, in many cases, higher mathematics
and law.
The "xenophobic" United States of the 1920s and
30s was virtually alone among the world's industrial
nations in weathering the Great Depression without
significant internal violence or powerful challenges to
democratic governance. While Hitler and Stalin
reigned supreme and their emulators sprouted up
throughout Europe, Americans were led by Franklin
Delano Roosevelt.
Does anyone imagine that today's multicultural
United States could display that much social cohesion
under the stresses of depression and global war? And
how would the even more "diverse" U.S. that is being
planned for the next century fare under such crises?

Sustainability Defined
"...sustainable living can be defined as enjoying the fruit without harming the tree
that produces it....
-— Roy Beck in Re-Charting America's Future
Argument No. 2: America the Spacious, p. 14
(Petoskey, MI: The Social Contract Press, 1994)
(See an advertisement for the book on page 156)

THE SOCIAL CONTRACT

105

LICENSED TO UNZ.ORG
ELECTRONIC REPRODUCTION PROHIBITED

Winter 1994-95

Joseph Fallon is a student of and researcher in immigration issues.

The Racial and Ethnic Transformation of the U.S
Tables by Joseph Fallon

Table 1 United States Census: 1790-1990 — Ethnic Distribution Percentages
Census
Year
a

1790
1800
1810
1820
1830
1840
1850
1860
1870
1880
1890
1900
1910
1920
1930
1940
1950
1960 b
1970
1980
1990

Population

3,929,214
5,308,483
7,239,881
9,638,453
12,866,020
17,069,453
23,191,876
31,443,321
38,558,371
50,155,783
62,947,714
75,994,575
91,972,266
105,710,620
122,775,046
131,669,275
150,697,361
179,323,175
203,211,926
226,545,805
248,709,873

NonSpanish
White c
80.7%
81.1%
81.0%
81.6%
81.9%
83.2%
84.3%
85.6%
87.1%
86.5%
87.5%
87.9%
88.5%
89.0%
88.7%
89.8%
89.5%
88.6%
83.3%
79.6% k
75.6% k

NonSpanish
Black
19.3%
18.9%
19.0%
18.4%
18.1%
16.8%
15.7%
14.1%
12.7%
13.1%
11.9%
11.6%
10.7%
9.9%
9.7%
9.8%
10.0%
10.5%
10.9%
11.5%
11.7%

a

0.1% 9
0.2%
0.2%
0.2%
0.2%
0.2%
0.2%
0.2%
0.2%
0.2%
0.5%
0.7%
1.6%'
2.9%

Hispan.6

Other

0.2%

0.4% h
0.7% h
1.2% h

4.5% ''
6.4%
9.0%

0.2%
0.4%
0.3%
0.2%
0.2%
0.2%
0.2%
0.3%
0.4%
0.6%
1.0%
0.8%

' The 1980 Census enumerated 3,500,439 Asians which would represent
1.5% of the U.S. population. This figure, however, was an undercount.
The revised number for the Asian population is 3,726,440 or 1.6% of the
total population.
k
Prior to 1965, the terms "White" and "European-American" were
synonymous. After 1965, "White" came to include Hispanics, North
Africans and Southwest Asians. While "non-Spanish White" officially
distinguishes White Hispanics from other Whites, it still lumps EuropeanAmericans with people of North African and Southwest Asian origins. In
1980 there were 894,000 North Africans and Southwest Asians and a
total "non-Spanish White" population of 180,256,366. Therefore,
European-Americans were 79.2% of the U.S. population. In 1990, there
were 1,539,970 North Africans and Southwest Asians and a total "NonSpanish White" population of 188,128,296. European-Americans were
now only 75.0% of the U.S. population.

Conterminous U.S. This excludes Alaska, Hawaii, and all out-lying
possessions.
b
This includes the 50 states, but excludes all out-lying possessions.
c
"Non-Spanish White" includes North Africans and Southwest Asians —
i.e., Arabs, Iranians and Turks.
d
"Asians", which includes Pacific Islanders, was made a separate
category in 1980.
e
"Hispanic", which can be of any race, was made a separate category in

1980.
1

"Other" refers principally to American Indians, Eskimos, and Aleuts. In
1990,52% of "Hispanics" listed their race as "White" and 48% as "Other",
whereas in 1970, 93% of "Hispanics" had identified themselves as
"White."
s
The first Asians to be officially listed by the Census were the Chinese
in 1860. The Japanese were added in 1870, the Filipinos in 1930
(estimating that population for 1910 and 1920), the Koreans first in 1930
(also estimating that population in 1910 and 1920), and then since 1970.
h
"Mexicans" were classified as "White" prior to 1930, as "non-White" in
1930 (revising the 1910 and 1920 statistics accordingly), once again as
"White" from 1940-1970, and again as "non-White" since 1976.
1
Based on the 1970 Census special "Persons of Spanish Origins" report.
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Sources: All decennial Censuses from 1790 to 1990, U.S. Census
Bureau. Stanley Lieberson and Mary C. Waters, From Many Strands:
Ethnic and Racial Groups in Contemporary America (New York: Russell
Sage Foundation, 1988) page 34, Table 2.1, "Ethnic and Racial
Composition of the United States, 1980."
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