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Dear Mr. Vice President, 

The following is the contents of an email I sent on May 7, 2006, to an anchor of a national TV news program. I am sending these same comments to your Office and, in a separate email, to the Office of the President, because these comments offer a plausible alternative in securing law and order at the south border.  

These comments explain why it is not necessary to build a wall to control immigration in the future and, with basis on the President’s Proposal for a Temporary Work Program, suggest slight shifts in mechanisms which may enhance effectiveness while focusing intensively in (1) freedom, (2) economics, (3) a changing world and (4) the leadership role of the US into the world of the near future. 

The email begins: 

Please read these five comments –specially the third one: 

(1) Retroactivity of a Legal Benefit Vs Legal Amnesty 

You have emphasized that illegal aliens in the US are obviously in violation of Law. You would also point out that persons who came into the US illegally are not longer staying illegally if now enjoy the benefit of TPS or have been otherwise entitled by Law to live and work in the US. You have also emphasized that the US Government (i.e.: the Executive Branch) cannot approve what is illegal. But, you would also point out that the People of the United States, by means of its representatives in the Legislative Branch, obviously exercise the right to decide what is illegal –with approval by the President.   

More than seldom, the National Congress has made legal what was illegal. For example, during the second decade of the 20th Century, distribution of alcoholic beverages was declared illegal and then, later in 1933, that decision was reverted. Another example is when it was decided that voting by women would not longer be illegal. 

The point is that something undesired or illegal can be legitimately declared legal and become acceptable, at any point in time, if that’s good for the People. In the present immigration situation, either retroactivity or amnesty can be lawfully issued. Neither declaration of legality needs to allow jumping ahead of people waiting in line for citizenship and, as explained in comment (3) below, either way of granting legal status would not promote more immigration than the volume which nevertheless would be allowed under a strictly controlled process. 

From: Luis Felipe Molina [mailto:lfmolinat@sulanet.net] 
Date: Friday, May 12, 2006 11:15 AM
To: vice_president@whitehouse.gov
Subject: LAW AND ORDER AT THE SOUTH BORDER

                                                                                                                             Page 2 of 5
Either declaration of legality is supported by several circumstances, including: 

- Illegality in this case has been shared by a number of commercial employers and individual citizens who provide jobs to illegal workers

- The People has accepted / tolerated this irregular situation 

- It appears as if the Government did not fully enforced regulations against this situation

- This multi-sector, shared responsibility has evolved for many decades

- American Law is a means for providing justice, and the will of the People, as expressed in the Constitution, is that justice is provided with equality to all -including foreigners in American soil. If a violation of law deserves to be penalized, all involved ought be penalized or nobody 

- Border Patrol’s improved procedures detect, apprehend and deport aliens with criminal records, and this must be continued; whereas unofficial immigration has caused no actual harm: Illegal workers, who aspire to be accepted as legal immigrants, have contributed increasingly to American productivity and well being: Beneficial economic effects are not negligible and have a propensity to decrease inflation and, therefore, to lower interest rates, and consequently bolster investment, employment and fiscal income. 

These immigrant workers’ contributions should be welcome continuously in an orderly fashion, because the more the great US economy develops and the US population grows the larger the number of immigrant workers needed in preserving a constant contribution of the labor force to overall productivity, economic stability and prosperity. 

The ‘orderly fashion’ of the future basically may be accomplished by issuance of a “Temporary Work Search Permit” (TWSP) to each individual foreign worker at entrance, under the “Foreign Workers Program” mentioned in comment (3) below. These permits would also serve as IDs and include photo, finger prints, initial US address, foreign passport number, and would be issued to would-be workers with no criminal records and meeting other eligibility norms. Each TWSP would expire in a number of months specified in the permit. During that period of time the would-be worker would need to (1) find a job and report it, (2) leave the country if no job is obtained or (3) request an extension of time to continue seeking employment. Changes of addresses would also need to be reported. An automatic extension for a number of years would be granted when a job is reported. The worker would not need to have a tentative job as to be issued the permit at entrance, but would need to abandon the country or be deported if not working or not having an extension of time. Re-enter permits may be also granted a number of times. During a valid permit or extension, the worker would be allowed to travel abroad for vacation or other needs. 

A legal worker could eventually apply for permanent residence and citizenship, but
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would no jump ahead of other persons in the citizenship line. The Permanent Residence Status (enjoyed by ‘green card’ holders) would continue being a distinct status based in its own principles –and a required step before citizenship. 

 

(2) Alien Demonstrators Must Respect the County Where They Wish to Be Accepted

Foreigner must not: 

- Use a foreign flag in a political demonstration on American matters, in American soil, if acting as if confronting American sovereignty

- Paraphrase the National Anthem or sing it in any language other than English if performed as if unsettling national unity

But you may, however, agree on that if a group of persons (due to emotions or faulty planning) innocently fail to present their proposals in a fully respectful manner, it does not mean that those proposals should not be considered and accepted. 

(3) Using a Wall to Control the Flow of Workers Vs Letting Economy Forces to Regulate Natural Sociological Trends

There is no excess of illegal workers / immigrants in the Country –from an economic point of view. A range of unemployment is considered healthy for the economy (due to trade offs between employment and inflation) –including maximums and minimums of unemployment in economy sub-sectors like the labor market of illegal workers / immigrants. 

If the US decides not to build a wall at the South border, immigrants and temporary workers from south of the border may continue to come in the amounts they are needed and fit in the US economy: They will not come in larger quantities than those broadly established by supply and demand in labor markets. Order can be maintained by means of the “Foreign Workers Program” (FWP) – outlined in comment (1) above with basis on the President’s Proposal for a Temporary Work Program. The FWP would issue the ‘Temporary Work Search Permit’ (TWSP) as explained in comment (1) above. 

Legal workers from south of the border will not come to the US in too large numbers if their perception is that it’s too difficult to get a job in America: They will no leave their families in their countries and be unemployed in the US and be unable to provide for their families. Many illegal workers are heads of families, men and women who (from day one 
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of their journey) dream of getting back to their families. Many illegal immigrants are unmarried sons and daughters who would not stay unemployed in the US.   

In summary, the quantity of foreigners who come and decide they wish to stay in the US is a self-regulating number –by net effects of demand and supply in labor markets. A TWSP should suffice for order and control. If a wall was built, the gates would need to be open to let pass about the same amounts that would come alone any way. Why then build a wall which will not be used to decrease the economic number of immigrant workers? 

If a wall is needed at the South border in response to security reasons, another wall needs to be built at the North border: Terrorism would retain individuals of any ethnic look –Caucasian, Latin, etc. So if the two walls, the North wall and the South wall, are needed for defense, they should be built simultaneously as not to insult the neighbors of the south –Mexican, Central Americans and South Americans –fellows of the rest of the American continent. 

Regarding other criminal activities besides terrorism, if only the South wall was built, drug dealers may divert to the Northern border –because as the drug traffic is more difficult, higher prices of drugs may tend to increase the amounts of drug money resulting in increased criminal capabilities.   

Getting back to less pessimistic reasons, the more the US economy develops and the US population grows, the more immigrant workers needed to help in preserving labor productivity, economic stability and prosperity. This can happen, and therefore should happen, without excessive Government intervention: Human needs, both of foreigners and nationals, and economic and sociological trends will alone do most of the balancing.
Allowing foreigners to come to get the jobs they cannot obtain in their countries is good for all – citizens, companies and governments of all countries in the American continent. It not only supports the US economy, but it also serves to strengthen our political and economic system. 

(4) Another point is that a substantial part of this problem is a matter of reciprocal economic and sociological adaptation in an evolving world. And this problem also is a matter of humanitarian reactions –brain and hart; but, above all, this situation reminds us that our God commands us to be generous (ex.: 1 Thessalonians 5:14). Besides, like any human group, Latin Americans are beautiful persons too –both in the inside and externally, and unfold a rich cultural diversity. 
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(5) A very important last point is that the United States of America is THE world leader and needs to induce the right attitudes in the Planet into the next decades and centuries. Effectively helping neighbors to overcome their problems –by tipping them in achieving excellence in economic performance, will reshape and moderate immigration trends. 

Common markets are essential, but more is needed: Controlled and effective acts of friendship and economic cooperation may be less expensive and more efficient to the US than building and operating walls which may be likely to accomplish little or nothing good –in terms of immigration numbers, friendship with Continental fellows, and political, economical and sociological prosperity and stability south of the border. 

I will appreciate comments on this my contribution on the immigration issues. 

Sincerely, 

Luis F Molina

lfmolinat@sulanet.net
