
productive African Americans, Hispanic 
Americans, Asian Americans, and others 
who proudly exalt their citizenship over 
their race and ethnicity. They genuflect 
before America’s traditional civic culture. 
But the national motto of epluribus unum 
is apparently Greek to Brimelow. 

Where the author scores a bull’s eye is 
in noting that contemporary immigration 
is helping feed a multiculturalism that at 
times seems to augur outright Balkaniza- 
tion. Something is undermining assimila- 
tion today. If race and culture aren’t the 
culprit, what is? Policymakers should con- 
sider the issue of numbers and basic his- 
torical differences. 

While Brimelow criticizes the family re- 
unification provision in the landmark 1965 
immigration act that gave rise, unintention- 
ally, to unforeseen Latin and Asian chain 
migration, I believe the real shortcomings 
of our current system lie in its indifference 
to the numbers and preparedness of today’s 
immigrants. After a great lull in immigra- 
tion from the late-1920s through the mid- 
1960s, the 1965 act re-introduced mass im- 
migration-to a society much different 
from the one that accepted immigrant 
waves around the turn of the century. 

During the nineteenth and early twenti- 
eth centuries, America was industrializing. 
Today’s immigration is the first wave to oc- 
cur in the post-industrial era. To be sure, 
some scholars have exaggerated the compar- 
atively low skills and educational levels of 
today’s newcomers, because they mistakenly 
compare them to relatively high-skilled 
refugees who entered during the immigra- 
tion lull. When current Fourth Wave immi- 
granrs are compared to Third Wave immi- 
grants, the skills and educational levels of 
the two cohorts are broadly comparable. 
This is anything but reassuring, however. 
The economy today demands far higher 
skills and educational levels of workers than 
it did before World War I. 

While some influential Republicans in 
the Senate and House appear to under- 
stand the need to dovetail immigrant 
numbers with their skills and educational 
preparedness, others may not. As recently 
as a May 9, 1775 speech to the Cat0 Insti- 
tute, Dick Armey, the majority leader of 
the U.S. House of Representatives and a 
former economics professor, supported 
still higher levels of legal immigration to 

the United States without any reference to 
improving our selection criteria. 

Four major options are arrayed before 
policymakers today. One is immigration 
reform that would limit automatic family- 
member entries to spouses, children, and 
parents only, while putting greater weight 
on needed skills and educational qualities 
in selecting merit-based immigrants. Or, 
reform could tinker on the margins of the 
status quo. A third option would be to in- 
crease emphasis on race and culture when 
selecting immigrants. This may or may not 
include a moratorium on new arrivals. 
And a final choice would be to pursue the 
libertarian philosophy and allow a dra- 
matic expansion of immigrant numbers. 

Those who wish to use Brimelow’s 
book as a guide to understanding the im- 
migration issue should do so carefully. He 
is at his best in skewering a truly outdated 
system that rewards fraud and mendacity, 
while punishing capable applicants who 
obey the law. Readers will want to weigh 
carefully, however, the wisdom of 
Brimelow’s focus on race, while keeping in 
mind that concerns about immigration 
are not necessarily racist or xenophobic. 

Richard Estrada is associate editor of  the 
Dallas Morning News editorialpage. 

GREEN WHINE 
by Jesse Walker 

The War Against the Greens 
By David Helvarg 
(Sierra Club Books: San Francisco) 
502pages, $25 

avid Helvarg’s The War Against the D Greens offers environmentalists a 
conspiracy theory to account for the pop- 
ulist backlash against their movement. 
Like many conspiracy theories, it contains 
some grains of truth. Many corporations 
do lobby for ecologically unsound policies. 
The Wise Use movement does sometimes 
front for these interests. There have indeed 
been several ugly violent attacks on envi- 
ronmental activists in the last few years. 

clusions that are simply untenable. He 
never manages to demonstrate that the 

But from these facts, Helvarg draws con- 
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Wise Use movement organized any of the 
violence he documents, though he does his 
best to make up for this with innuendo. He 
barely distinguishes between the Wise Use 
and property-rights movements. And some- 
times he spins theories that are a little- 
well-odd. Take this explanation of Korean 
religious leader Sun Myung Moon’s finan- 
cial support for anti-enviro causes: “A 
Japanese-owned pulpmill in Sitka, Alaska 
had been the main beneficiary of below-cost 

THE AMERICAN ENTERPRISE 

logging in the Tongass National Forest until 
late 1993.. . . Also, the Mitsubishi corpora- 
tion has been the main purchaser of raw 
logs from Weyerhaueser, which now finds 
itself losing market share to finished paper 
products from Japan. The Japanese are also 
grazing beef cattle on public lands in Mon- 
tana and are the main purchasers of Alaskan 
fish, including haddock and other species 
facing commercial extinction owing to 
overharvesting.” Thus, “the Moonies’ efforts 

to help get Wise Use off the ground.. .seem 
designed to advance the economic cause of 
Moon’s ‘true nation’ of KoredJapan.” 

Mitsubishi.. .Moon.. .what’s the differ- 
ence? They’ve all got slanty eyes, right? 

Despite this burst of Yellow Peril para- 
noia, the author’s main target is the domes- 
tic corporate community. Helvarg argues 
that the Wise Use and property-rights 
movements are not grassroots uprisings but 
“Astroturf” movements created by big busi- 
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