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Although others were also writing
books on race at this time, Stoddard
seemed to have had an especially pro-
found influence. According to the Dic-
tionary of American Biography, “. . . the
peculiar pungency of his style, the glo-
bal breadth of his vision and his pose of
informed expertise made Stoddard an
influential propagandist. Invitations to
congressional hearings, praise from
President Harding, and many favorable
reviews of his books, all suggest that
Stoddard was important in rationalizing
for his country its new immigration
laws.”

After passage of the 1924 immigra-
tion restrictions, he wrote two more
books on race. Reforging America
(1927) emphasized the importance of
white solidarity in building a European
America. Clashing Tides of Color (1935)
revisited some of the themes of his most
successful work.  In it he wrote, “ ‘The
Rising Tide’ has risen portentously,
these past fifteen years. Only instead of
roaring in like a tidal bore up an estu-
ary, it has become more like a rip-tide–a
confused welter of swirling eddies and
choppy waves dashing against one an-

other as well as against the confining
shores.” Stoddard wrote that he under-
estimated the impact “Western machine
civilization” would have on Asia. He
thought the prospect of all-out race war
between whites and Asians was dimin-
ishing because of antagonisms among
Asians caused by Western imports like
nationalism and Communism. But
whites were not to let down their guard:
“That does not mean that Asia’s desire
to end Western supremacy has abated.
It merely means that the struggle has
become much more complex.”

The outbreak of World War II took
Stoddard to Germany where he was cor-
respondent for the North American
Newspaper Alliance from 1939-1940.
He interviewed Adolph Hitler and Jo-
seph Goebbels, and part of his Goeb-
bels interview was published in the
January 22, 1940 issue of Time. After
returning to the U.S. he wrote Into the
Darkness (1940), described by the Dic-
tionary of American Biography as “a
fair and honest appraisal of the Nazi
state, but not without hints of admira-
tion for Hitler’s eugenic experiments.”
After the war he became an editorial

writer and foreign affairs expert for the
Washington Star.

Though Lothrop Stoddard is now al-
most always remembered as a “racist”
and “white supremacist” he seems to
have thought of himself primarily as a
foreign affairs expert. A lifelong Uni-
tarian and Republican, Stoddard was
also a member of the American Histori-
cal Association, the American Political
Science Association, and the Academy
of Political Science. He died of cancer
in Washington D.C. on May 1, 1950 at
the age of 66. The New York Times ran
an eight-sentence obituary that did not
even mention The Rising Tide of Color.
According to the Dictionary of Ameri-
can Biography (written in the 1970s),
“Obituaries were rare and perfunctory:
the findings of science and the sordid
realities of Hitler’s Germany had dis-
credited the racial and social views that
Stoddard had proclaimed.”

A reprint of The Rising Tide of Color
can be ordered from National Vanguard
Books, Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946
for $12.95 postage paid. A complete
scanned version is available at www.
melvig.org/rtc_toc.html

Documenting the Decline
William A.V. Clark, The California Cauldron: Immigration and the Fortunes of Local Communities,

The Guilford Press, 1998, $27.95, 224 pp.

What’s happening to Cali-
fornia.

reviewed by Thomas Jackson

William Clark is one of those
rare scholars able to look at
decades of Third-World im-

migration without being hypnotized by
slogans about diversity or terrified by
imagined charges of “racism.” Prof.
Clark, who teaches in the geography
department at the University of Califor-
nia at Los Angeles, has managed to
frame the immigration question with a
clarity that almost never disturbs the fog
that has settled upon our universities:
“[T]he principal issue confronting Cali-
fornia today is whether this polyglot
society can work.” Although Prof. Clark
refrains from taking a position either
way, his careful, scholarly account of
how California is changing leaves little
doubt about how this question should be
answered. He even gently points towards
the unmentionable core of the problem:

“Clearly, non-European groups have
assimilated slowly, if at all and this lack
of assimilation has raised questions

about the effectiveness of assimilation
for integrating different races and
ethnicities into the larger American so-

California’s Ethnic Mix

Percentages of different ethnic groups in California. The white decline appears more gradual in the
most recent period only because it spans five years rather than ten. Whites became a minority just
before the end of the century. (This graph, like the others in this review, is one of the many excellent
illustrations in The California Cauldron.)
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ciety.” Within the pages of this book are
more than enough data to demonstrate
the insanity of our immigration policies–
which no doubt helps explain why The
California Cauldron has disappeared
practically without a trace.

Although Prof. Clark discusses many
aspects of immigration, his primary
analysis is on three areas: the ethno-lin-
guistic balance, the impact on education,
and the increase in poverty. He makes it
clear that immigration means the impor-
tation of huge social problems that may
be impossible to solve. As he puts it,
immigration may be ensuring for Cali-
fornia a “future that contains all the ele-
ments of an impoverished underclass.”

This future underclass comes from
many countries, but the primary source
is Mexico. As Prof. Clark points out, in
1950 Mexico had only 26 million
people; in 1996, it had a population of
96 million–despite having shipped off
millions of its excess to the United
States. Now half of all Mexicans have
relatives in the United States, and
Mexico all by itself has fueled an aston-
ishing population boom in California. In
1970, before waves of Third-World im-
migration, there were only 20 million
Californians and more than three quar-
ters were white. In 1999 whites became
a minority (see graph on previous page),
and by 2025 there could be as many as
50 million Californians, with whites an
elderly, dwindling, hated minority.
About one third of the annual immigrant
crop of nearly one million arrives in
California, and about three fifths of them
go to the Los Angeles area. As Prof.
Clark points out, “this concentration,
more than any other issue, raises the
question of the nature of a nation-state
and the ‘rule of law.’ ”

Even without further immigration, the
Hispanic future of the state is virtually
assured. Between 1975 and 1995, the
share of births to Spanish-speaking Cali-
fornians went from 20 percent to 46 per-
cent. In 22 of the state’s counties His-
panics account for more than 75 percent
of all births. This is due to fertility as
much as to brute numbers, since foreign-
born Hispanic women with less than a
9th grade education have an average of
4.7 children each, while whites are not
even replacing themselves. Hispanics
account for almost two-thirds of the
births to teen-aged mothers, and His-
panic teen-agers now have children at
nearly the black rate, which is well over
twice the rate for whites.

The percentage of foreign-born Cali-
fornians is three to four times higher than
that of the nation as a whole, and in Los
Angeles County, nearly 60 percent of the
births are to foreign-born women. In

1993, no less than 45 percent of all births
in the state were to mothers born out-
side the country. Many of these mothers
are here illegally; Prof. Clark estimates
that about one Californian in 15–about
two million people–are illegals.

Needless to say, since whites have so
few children, they are the most elderly
population. Nothing could be starker
than a comparison of the white and

Hmong population pyramids. Primitive
Cambodians  have an assured demo-
graphic future in California; whites do
not.

Straining the Schools

The combination of a sharp shift in
the population to non-white, along with
growth at nearly sub-Saharan rates has
put a huge strain on California schools.
Seventy percent of the students in the
Los Angeles school system–second larg-
est in the nation after New York City’s–
are now Hispanic, and 57 percent are
classified as having limited English pro-
ficiency (LEP). One quarter of all the
students in the state are LEP. Being born
in the United States is no guarantee that
a Mexican child speaks English well;
62.5 percent of US-born Hispanics speak
Spanish at home. Until a 1998 voter ini-
tiative sharply curtailed bilingual pro-
grams, the state was spending $300 mil-
lion a year on them. Prof. Clark notes
that even though bilingualism slowed
assimilation, it could not be criticized
for fear of provoking charges of “rac-
ism.”

About half of California’s Hispanics
fail to graduate from high school, but
this is a family tradition. Only 24 per-
cent of immigrants from Mexico have
the equivalent of a high school degree,
and virtually none is a college graduate.
This helps put California at the bottom
of the education league, with the high-
est percentage of high-school dropouts
of any American state, and the smallest
percentage of college graduates.

Prof. Clark points out that per-student
spending in California, which used to
be one of the highest in the country, is
now near the bottom. Teachers thus have
few means with which to teach the barely
educable: “[W]e are witnessing a seri-
ous problem in the ability of inner-city
school systems to receive and educate
the flows of new immigrants.” Because
children are not assimilating culturally,
linguistically, or professionally, “they
are as much a matter of concern as the
flow of new immigrants.”

Needless to say, many immigrants are
poor. Prof. Clark writes that Asian and
Middle Eastern immigrants tend to have
educations and good jobs, but “a very
large number of migrants have very low
earnings, and their wages will not im-
prove during their working lives.” In
particular: “[I]mmigrants from Mexico
and Central America are not only at the
bottom of the social and economic lad-
der; they are farther from the top than
were earlier arrivals from the same geo-
graphical areas. They will find it even
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more difficult to move up the ladder in
the coming decades.”

Prof. Clark gives the arresting ex-
ample of Mexican immigrants who were
aged 25 to 35 when they came during
the period of 1965 to 1970. On arrival
they made about half as much as native-
born Americans. During the 1970s, they
narrowed the earnings gap by only two
percent, and then during the next decade
lost another five percent, to put them at
less than half the native wage. This
means that over a 20-year period, they
started out behind and fell further back.

The more recent the immigrant, the
more likely he is to be poor and to have
little education, with the result that al-
most half of all Hispanic children are
living in poverty. From 1980 to 1990,
94 percent of the increase in welfare
cases was accounted for by Hispanics
and Asians, five percent by blacks, and
only one percent by whites. Many Asian
immigrants have the habit of bringing
over their elderly parents and putting
them on public assistance.

Prof. Clark notes that in macroeco-
nomic terms, the wages of laborers–jani-
tors, restaurant help, construction work-
ers–are declining. Immigration has
forced down wages in the only jobs
many immigrants can do. At the same
time, California has a large and increas-
ing gap between wages for unskilled la-
bor and college graduates.

European immigrants pulled them-
selves out of poverty and learned new
jobs as circumstances changed. Now,
Prof. Clark writes, “we can no longer
assume that the problem will take care
of itself, that somehow immigrants will
acquire the skills needed to participate
in a changing economic milieu . . . .”

Prof. Clark points out that poor, un-
educated immigrants are likely to accu-
mulate in dense numbers, not only in
neighborhoods but in housing units
themselves: “In the Salvadoran neigh-
borhoods near downtown Los Angeles,
where about three-quarters of the popu-
lation are foreign-born, some population
densities reach almost 70,000 persons
per square mile [the Los Angeles aver-
age is 7,841 per square mile]. We would
expect to find such densities more com-
monly in the inner cities of India and
Africa than in North America.”

He points out that the densities of
Cambodian neighborhoods in Long
Beach are almost as high.

In many cases, it is not just immi-
grants of the same nationality but even
the same locale who cluster together.
“Over a 30-year period,” writes Prof.
Clark, “the initial migrants from the vil-
lage of Granjenal have re-created that
community in a new geographic setting
[through chain migration].”

Balkanization

Needless to say, the former residents
of the area didn’t like it when it turned
into Granjenal. They have moved out,
just as they have moved out of thousands
of other neighborhoods that turned into
Third-World outposts. “[T]he very large
numbers of Hispanics may be stimulat-
ing a resegregation,” notes Prof. Clark,
adding that “it is possible that the pro-
cess could usher in an era of separation
and balkanization.” He even hints that
race may have something to do with it:
“the ‘white’ immigrants did eventually
merge and blend. The current immigra-

tion process, however, may not play out
in quite the same way.”

What might happen instead? “[I]f the
differential patterns of immigration and
out-migration continue, it is entirely
possible to envision a completely
changed and ethnically separated met-
ropolitan structure . . . .” Prof. Clark
imagines  “one possible future for com-
munities in Southern California, and
eventually even the nation: political up-
heaval as groups struggle for group
power rather than individual influence.”

Prof. Clark hopes that this may yet
be forestalled by cutting immigration
and basing it on skills rather than fam-
ily reunification. He makes the obvious
but heretical point that if family unity is
so important it can take place in Mexico
or Guatemala just as well as in the
United States. He even explains that a
nation is not defined exclusively in eco-
nomic terms, and that by emphasizing
“separate identity rather than integration,
at just the time when the flows are more
diverse,” we are destroying the basis of
national unity. He forecasts increasing
ethnic antagonism between aging afflu-
ent whites and young destitute non-
whites.

Left unasked is the question of why a
nation would ever embark upon such a
suicidal policy. Why do we fight pov-
erty but import poor people? Why do
we worry about education but import
illiterates? Why do we wring our hands
over “racism” but ensure antagonism by
importing every race under the sun?
Readers will not find answers to these
questions in The California Cauldron,
but they will learn what we are bringing
upon ourselves by not asking them.

O Tempora, O Mores!
“African Century” A-
Coming

Thabo Mbeki, the new president of
South Africa, says he wants the new year
to usher in an “African century,” during
which it will leave its tortured past be-
hind. “Africa must flower once again as
a continent of learning, of art and thriv-
ing cultural activities,” he told a joint
session of the two houses of parliament.
But Mr. Mbeki thinks he has spotted
something that might hamper the flow-
ering. “Racism,” he says, is stunting the

development of a black business class,
which must be created “to eradicate rac-
ism in our country.” Nothing circular
here.

The Employment Equity Act, passed
last year, is expected to be a big help in
ushering in the African century. All com-
panies with 50 or more employees, or
with sales above a certain figure, or that
want to do business with the government
will have to make plans to hire more
blacks. They must draw up a racial pro-
file of their workforces and follow an
“employment equity plan” to correct

imbalances. There will be heavy fines
for laggards.

At the same time, the South African
Human Rights Commission (SAHRC)
has released a report accusing the
country’s media of “racism.” SAHRC
head Barney Pityana says racism had
become more explicit since the 1994
election that ended white rule. The
leader of a team that spent six weeks
monitoring the media reported on
abuses: “We found a lot of racial stereo-
typing which was negative such as
blacks being criminals and affirmative
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