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April 14, 2002
John Fund

c/o The Wall Street Journal

200 Liberty Street

New York, New York

Dear John:

You may remember something that occurred at the Council for National Policy conference we both spoke at on February 9th.  As we walked out of the ballroom following our immigration panel, I mentioned the Wall Street Journal's long-standing call that there be open borders, and you became indignant.  You said this was a canard that should have been set to rest long ago.  I replied in astonishment that I had seen this with my own eyes in the Journal on more than one occasion.  You kept insisting, with some force (I would even say anger), that this was not a serious position that the Journal had ever taken and that it should be forgotten.  I was stunned that you would deny such a well-known fact.  

Well, I just happened to come upon an article by the Journal's editor Robert Bartley from July 2, 2001.  Here are some excerpts:

THINKING THINGS OVER 
Open Nafta Borders?  Why Not?
Immigration is what made this country great.
BY ROBERT L. BARTLEY
Monday, July 2, 2001 12:01 a.m.
Reformist Mexican President Vincente Fox raises eyebrows with his suggestion that over a decade or two Nafta should evolve into something like the European Union, with open borders for not only goods and investment but also people.  He can rest assured that there is one voice north of the Rio Grande that supports his vision.  To wit, this newspaper. 

We annually celebrate the Fourth of July with a paean to immigration, the force that tamed this vast continent and built this great Republic.  This is not simply history; immigration continues to refresh and nourish America; we would be better off with more of it.  Indeed, during the immigration debate of 1984 we suggested an ultimate goal to guide passing policies—a constitutional amendment:  "There shall be open borders." 

...  North of the border, the solution to the problem of illegal immigration is to make it legal ... 

Somehow my poor brain tells me that Mr. Bartley is, uh, calling for open borders.  In fact, far from withdrawing the proposal the Journal made in 1984 (which you said was made in jest and afterwards withdrawn), he's ringingly reaffirming it.  But maybe you'll tell me that I still "don't get it," that Bartley doesn't really mean it ... ?  

John, I've talked with you in person on a handful of occasions over the years, and have also seen you several times on television, and I had always thought you were a good guy, despite your open borders ideology.  I wonder what possessed you to tell me such a blatant untruth?  

And there's another thing I want to tell you.  If we're ever together again on a panel on immigration and you start gratuitously warning people not to be "hostile toward immigrants," I won't wait for your third repetition of the warning before I challenge you on it.  You had one intention and one intention only when you said that—to scare people away from discussing a vitally important national issue.  

Sincerely,

Lawrence Auster

