The Hispanic Strategy

The question that has smoldered in the
Republican mind for the last couple of
years is not who will be the presidential
nominee of the party in 2000, but rather,
will George W. Bush win the Hispanic
vote? Since some time in 1998 it has
been an unquestioned assumption of
many, if not most, Republicans —at least
those who count inside the Beltway and
the inner sanctum of the party —that
Governor Bush will be the nominee, that
he will win the election, and that—un-
like Bob Dole or any other Republican
candidate in history —he will carry a ma-
jority of Hispanics.

As often happens with Republican
thought processes, these beliefs have
been less the result of logical cogitation
based on firm factual evidence than of
what the parly faithful would like to be
true. The belief that Mr. Bush will win
the Hispanic vote is closely connected to
the passionate enthusiasm of most liber-
tarians and neoconservatives for virtually
uncontrolled immigration and their
equally passionate hatred of anyone who
suggests restricting immigration. If Mr.
Bush can win Hispanics, you see, then
permitting and even encouraging the
massive Hispanic invasion of the United
States during the last 30 years has not
been an act of political suicide for the
GOP and the soft-right gurus who advo-
cated it but a stroke of political sagacity;
Republican candidates who based their
campaigns on appeals to Hispanics
would have mobilized a new political
base that the older right never had. It
would also mean that the Republican
failure to win more Hispanics, at least in
recent years, was not due to any leftish
leanings of the good folk from south of
the border but to misguided efforts by
some Republicans to restrict immigra-
tion. Governor Bush, the argument con-
cludes, has remained conspicuously
aloof from immigration restriction, and
his reward is the massive Hispanic sup-
port that he will surely enjoy.

For once, what Republicans would
like to be true may actually be true. Mr.
Bush may really win Hispanic votes, but
if he does, it will be because he has assid-

32/CHRONICLES

Principalities & Powers

by Samuel Francis

uously courted and pandered to them, at
the expense of conservative principles
and strategies that have been central to
the identity—and the political success—
of the Republican Party since the 1970s.
But it is by no means assured that he will
win an Hispanic majority at all, and
much of the conservative ballyhoo about
his ability to do so is based on nothing
more than myth.

The main myth about Mr. Bush and
the Hispanic vote is that in his 1998 re-
election campaign as governor of Texas,
he won a majority of Hispanics. The
myth has been bruited about in conserva-
tive circles for two years, and at the end of
last year broke into print in the Washing-
ton Times. On December 20, Donald
Lambro, chief political reporter for the
paper, wrote that Mr. Bush “pulled in
more than 50 percent of the Hispanic
vote in Texas in his 1998 re-election.”
Two weeks later, on January 4, the pa-
per’s other chief political reporter, Ralph
7Z.. Hallow, wrote that Mr. Bush had car-
ried “an unprecedented 49 percent of
their [Hispanic] vote in his re-clection as
governor.” The two reported vote counts
are clearly contradictory, but the truth is
that one of them is certainly, and the oth-
er may be, inaccurate.

Writing in the Weekly Standard on
March 1, 1999, California pro-immigra-
tion activist Ron Unz reported that Mr.
Bush “recently captured nearly half the
Mexican-American vote in his landslide
re-election victory.” National Review re-
ported in its issue of March 8, 1999, that
a “new look at November exit polls sug-
gests Bush didn’t carry 49 percent of [the]
Hispanic vote as supporters claim, but 39
percent.” That figure seems to have
caught on with some analysts; the San
Francisco Chronicle, in an article carried
by the Washington Times on September
1, credited Mr. Bush with “winning near-
ly 40 percent” of the Hispanic vote in
1998. The authoritative Almanac of
American Politics, 2000 reports that,
while exit polls at the time of the election
showed Governor Bush taking some 49
percent of the Hispanic vote, subsequent
polls “showed him winning 39% of His-
panics statewide.” The Almanac claims
it was “an impressive showing,” since
Texas Hispanics have been Democrats

for decades. But it might not be quite as
impressive as a first glance suggests.
Bush’s opponent ran a weak race, and the
governor himself concentrated on win-
ning Hispanics, not only avoiding sup-
port for immigration restriction but also
all but endorsing bilingual education,
which even pro-immigration neoconser-
vatives like Unz and Linda Chavez op-
pose. :

Assuming he really won 39 percen
rather than the “more than 50 percent”
with which conservative folklore and Mr.
Lambro credit him, that puts him within
range of Ronald Reagan’s and Richard
Nixon’s performances among Hispanic
voters nationally. According to exit polls
published by the New York Times soon af-
ter the 1996 election, Nixon in 1972 won
35 percent of Hispanics nationally and
Reagan carried 33 percent in 1980 and
37 percent in 1984.

Bob Dole’s miserable showing of 21
percent Hispanic support in 1996 kicked
off the Republican flight from immigra-
tion reform. Writers like Unz, Chavez,
and the Wall Street Journal's Paul Gigot
have blamed Dole’s poor Hispanic re-
turns on Republican support for Califor-
nia’s Proposition 187, which sought to
deny illegal aliens public welfare. But
the argument is really not very persua-
sive, for several reasons. In the first place,
Mr. Dole had very little record himself
on immigration issues one way or anoth-
er, and after winning the nomination he
immediately repudiated the party’s plat-
form plank on immigration control. His
running mate, Jack Kemp, was strongly
pro-immigration and had actually earned
Republican wrath for opposing Prop. 187
at the last, crucial minute in 1994. There
was virtually nothing in the 1996 Repub-
lican ticket that suggested support for im-
migration restriction or risked alienating
Hispanic voters (assuming that immigra-
tion restriction does alienate Hispanic
voters; in fact, polls have shown that His-
panics are generally almost as supportive
of restriction as non-Hispanics).

But the clincher in the counter-argu-
ment that Prop. 187 had virtually nothing
to do with Dole’s slippage among His-
panics is that in 1992 —two years before
Prop. 187 was on the ballot—President
Bush won only some 25 percent of the



Hispanic vote. Both candidates’ show-
ings were probably due not so much to
the actual record of the candidates on im-
migration issues as to the generally lack-
luster campaigns that the candidates
mounted. President Bush and Senator
Dole lost Hispanics for the same reason
they lost most other voters— they were
simply bad candidates.

But another likely reason for the de-
cline of Hispanic support for Republi-
cans is the consolidation in recent years
of an Hispanic bloc, mobilized by left-
wing organizations like the Mexican-
American Legal Defense and Education-
al Fund (MALDEF), the League of
United Latin American Citizens (LU-
LAC), and similar groups. Such left-
wing lobbies gain power from immigra-
tion and want it continued and even
increased, and they are increasingly radi-
cal and anti-white in their rhetoric and
political-racial appeals. The Clinton ad-
ministration, and particularly Al Gore,
have worked closely with these lobbies
for the explicit purpose of mobilizing
votes for left-liberal Democrats.

But the emergence of a radical His-
panic bloc does not mean that the votes it
delivers can’t be dropped on the Republi-
can doorstep as well. Indeed, Hispanic
activists would be foolish to emulate the
black “civil rights” power structure by
locking themselves into a single party.
Their goal should be to make both par-
ties as dependent on them and their bloc
as possible, and Governor Bush’s own
record on Hispanics as well as the re-
sponse of some Hispanic leaders to him
suggests that may be happening.

The governor makes much of cam-
paigning in Spanish and using Spanish-
language ads, as well as boasting of his
earlier record of opposing immigration
restrictions, supporting bilingual educa-
tion, and staging photo ops with Mexican
President Ernesto Zedillo and Mexican
governors across the Texas border. The
Texas governor has also opposed using
ULS. troops to protect the border from il-
legal immigration and has refused to take
action against the Texas border town of
El Cenizo, which last year enacted an or-
dinance forbidding cooperation with
state and federal immigration authorities.
The town’s law is an open violation of
federal law and an open declaration that
it will not enforce border security against
illegal entrtes. To date, Governor Bush
has done and said nothing either to bring
this town into line with Texas and federal
law or to indicate what action, as presi-

dent, he would take against it.

As for immigration itself, earlier this
year the governor announced that he not
only opposes efforts to curb it but believes
“we ought to increase legal immigration
for our country’s advantage. The high-
tech world we are now dominating is de-
pendent on educated folks, but we're
short . . . of workers.” Repeating his op-
position to using troops on the border, he
told editors of the Cedar Rapids Gazette
in January, “Forget it. Mexico’s our
neighbor and friend.” Mr. Bush’s re-
marks, like those of most adherents of the
“universal nation” ideology, ignore the
fact that most Mexican immigrants are
not highly “educated folks” and that
Mexico, so far from being our “friend,” 1s
an empire of gangsters, drug-pushers,
and murderers who encourage emigra-
tion to rid their country of deadbeats,
criminals, and troublemakers they would
otherwise have to lock up or kill. The
governor told the newspaper “we ought
to get rid of illegal immigration, illegal
drugs, illegal contraband,” but he said ab-
solutely nothing about how “we” can do
so or what he would do as president to ac-
complish those goals.

[t therefore should not be too surpris-
ing that Mexican-American leaders gen-
erally like George W. Bush, and Mr.
Lambro in his Washington Times article
quoted favorable remarks about the gov-
ernor made by officials of LULAC and
the Hispanic racist organization, the Na-
tional Council of La Raza. Aslong as Re-
publicans abandon immigration control,
refuse to use military force to protect the
nation against the Mexican invasion,
purport that Mexico is really “our friend”
(the Wall Street Journal last year reported
that Mr. Bush had asked a Mexican
newspaper to refer to him as “Mexico’s
best friend across the border”), support
bilingual education, and condone the re-
fusal of Hispanics to assimilate by ad-
dressing them in Spanish rather than Fn-
glish, there’s no reason why Hispanic
bloc leaders can’t support Republicans as
much as they do Democrats.

What the Stupid Party has begun to
discover is the simple political principle,
known to demagogues since the last days
of the Roman Republic, that if you feed
the voters what they want, they’ll proba-
bly give you their votes. Having learned
that principle by giving up immigration
control in order to win the support of a
radical left-wing ethnic bloc, the party is
now applying it not only to the political
posttions it takes but also to the actual

candidates it fields. Rep. Bob Dornan’s
famous line —shortly before he lost to a
candidate who emphasized her Hispanic
name and background —that “I want to
see America stay a nation of immigrants,
and if we lose our Northern European
stock—your coloring and mine, blue
eyes and fair hair—tough!” has been tak-
en almost literally by the top strategist for
the California GOP, State Sen. Jim
Brulte. Last year, Mr. Brulte exulted that
“My leadership PAC will give no more
money to Anglo males in Republican pri-
maries. Every dollar I can raise is going
to nominate Latinos and Asian Amert-
cans and women. We have to expand
our outreach.” More recently, the Wash-
ington Times quoted Lance Tarrance, a
pollster for the GOP, as saying, “We have
now moved from the Southern strategy
we pursued for the last three decades,
since Richard Nixon, to a Hispanic strat-
egy for the next three decades.” It does
not occur to stupidos like Mr. Brulte and
M. Tarrance that they are also abandon-
ing the very ethnic, regional, and social
core of their own party, as well as the be-
liefs that distinguished it from the parties
of the hard left.

Nor does it occur to them, or the liber-
tarian-neoconservative apologists for un-
controlled immigration who feed them
their lines, that their political strategy of
appealing to the Hispanic bloc contra-
dicts and undermines the entire neocon-
servative argument for immigration.
That argument has always been that im-
migrants would assimilate and would not
form political and cultural enclaves that
contribute to the Balkanization of Amer-
ica, as imumigration restrictionists have
generally predicted. In fact, by cam-
paigning in Spanish, supporting bilin-
gual education, appealing to ethnic-
racial bloc organizations like LULAC
and La Raza, refusing to enforce even
laws against illegal immigration, and
snuggling close to Mexico’s govermment
of criminals and tyrants, political leaders
like George W. Bush and his emulators
are admitting that assimilation has not
taken place, that Mexican-Americans do
retain their linguistic, cultural, and polit-
ical allegiances, and that only by our
adaptation to then rather than facilitat-
ing their adaptation to American society
can their votes be won. Maybe Mr. Bush
will ride the myth of his appeal to His-
panic voters into the White House. But if
he does, it will be at the expense of the
American nation he will pretend to lead.
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Letter From the

Pacific Northwest
by Jonathan Ellis

Slaughter on the High Seas
-

The sun had not yet risen when a crew of
seven Makah Indians launched its hand-
carved cedar canoe into the frigid waters
around Neah Bay, Washington. The
crew paddled west through the Strait of
Juan de Fuca and rounded Cape Flat-
tery—the westernmost point of the conti-
nental United States—before settling in-
to the Pacific Ocean. The water was
calm that morning of May 17, nothing
like it had been eatlier in the year when
furious waves smashed a freighter to

pieces off the coast of Oregon. The,

hunters tacked southward. Hugging the
Washington coast, they piloted the canoe
through the same hunting grounds that,
according to tribal history, the Makah
have stalked for 2,000 years.

The hunting party had not gone unno-
ticed. A platoon of reporters, bivouacked
at Neah Bay, waited for word on the
hunt. News helicopters trailed the canoe
from above. Under normal conditions, a
band of Indians prowling America’s
coastal hinterlands in a dugout canoe
would probably not qualify as “news” —
not unless an English princess or a Holly-
wood actor were also on board. But this
hunting party was special.

Shortly before 7:00 AM,, local televi-
sion stations in western Washington car-
ried the breaking news live, as a beely
Makah Indian heaved an enormous har-
poon into the back of a gray whale. In the
ensuing struggle, the whale could have
flipped the canoe and sent its crew air-
borne with a swipe of its powerful tail. It
didn’t, and two more harpoons followed
the first. From a motorized support boat,
a Makah gunner added two walloping
- hits from a .577-caliber rifle to make the
kill as quickly and painlessly as possible.
In less than ten minutes—slightly longer
than it takes some fishing enthusiasts to
reel in a spirited bass—the whale floated
quietly in seawater thick with blood.

For news organizations, gory footage
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of the retum of whaling to the continen-
tal United States was a brilliant way to
kick off the day. For breakfast-eaters held
captive by the tube, the coverage proba-
bly ruined a few appetites. For the
Makah nation, its first successful whale
hunt in over seven decades represented a
‘major step forward in its struggle to re-
claim community spirit and cultural her-
itage.

Like most Indian nations that aren’t
serendipitously located near a major pop-
ulation center from which vast fortunes
can be sucked through the hoses of gam-
bling, the Makah nation languishes in re-
moteness and poverty— both in relation
to the rest of the country and to its cultur-
al past. (Not that communities which are
situated beyond the horizon of a sirip
mall and are too poor to support a Mc-
Donald’s are a bad thing.) But once up-
on a time, before the days of the Bureau
of Indian Affairs and welfare checks, the
Makah nation had been wealthy and
powerful by aboriginal standards.

Whaling was a dominant feature of
Makah culture. The tribe’s best hunters
faced the giant beasts armed with primi-
tive weapons and courage. The combat
was mortal; not infrequently, the whale
was the one who swam on. There was no
OSHA to insist on worker safety, just a
community that counted on its star
hunters to provide. Yet by the 1920’s, the
Makah found providing to be nearly im-
possible. Commercial whalers from all
over the world had hunted grays and oth-
er species to the brink of extinction. To
make matters worse, the Makah were
nearly extinct themselves; disease had
culled their number to only a few hun-
dred. Faced with diminished stock of
both prey and hunters, the Makah sus-
pended whaling.

The Makah nation steps into the 21st
century chained to the staggering bur-
dens it accumulated in the 20th: drug
and alcohol abuse combined with the
usual mixers of extreme poverty and un-
employment. A vast majority of Makah
believe the way to reverse the nasty effects
of modernity is to revive the traditions
and customs of centuries past. Whaling
is parartiount.

Shortly after the hunting party had
slain the tribe’s first whale in 70 years,
news reports indicated that the whale had
filled with water and sunk. (One of the
hunters was supposed to leap into the icy

water and sew the whale’s mouth shut be-
fore it filled.) But these reports turned
out to be bogus, and by 5:30 that evening,
five canoes—the victorious hunting par-
ty, and four canoes representing other
area tribes—towed the carcass to a beach
lined with hundreds of cheering Makah
at Neah Bay. Supervised by an Alaskan
Inuit, the butchering commenced. The
meat was packed off to family freezers,
and Makah leaders made plans to host a
potlatch that would include tribes from
the western United States and Canada.

Four hours southeast of Neah Bay,
however, reaction to the hunt in Seattle
and its surrounding boroughs was any-
thing but celebratory. In this region,
where a sizable population regards Sav-
ing the Whales as man’s principal call-
ing, the hunt unleashed a firestorm of
wrath. As Air Marshal Clinton’s Luft-
wdffe continued to menace Yugoslav
civilians, the hearts and minds of the
Northwest's humanitarians were with
that poor whale.

Native American influences are found
more in the Pacific Northwest than in
most regions of the country. Roads are
festooned with totem poles, and people
sympathize with Native American caus-
es. From this pool, the Makah enjoyed
their share of supporters, people who
asked, “What's the big deal if they kill a
few gray whales each year?”

This sentiment, however, barely regis-
tered in relation to the screeching of the
nature-is-more-importani-than-people
crowd. Environmentalism trumps cul-
tural heritage in the Northwest. Sadly,
far more people opposed the hunt than
opposed NATO’s freewheeling cam-
paign against Serbian mothers-to-be.

The Makah, one woman told a re-
porter, had “set the world back hundreds
of years.” On the opinion page of a re-
gional newspaper, a writer urged that we
“fly our precious stars and stripes at half-
mast to honor the fallen gray whale hero-
ine and to mark a sad day in our nation’s
history.” One man courageously vowed
to liquidate his private holding of Makah
art, which he no doubt kept in a comfort-
able upper-middle-class or upper-class
home. Another wrote, “The sight of
them eating raw pieces of the blubber
bordered on cannibalism,” and conclud-
ed that the Makah had awakened “old
hatreds and racism.”

On the racism count, at least, she was



