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Expanding Militarization of the Southern Border through Immigration Reform  

By Sara Sophia Lowden 

 

ABSTRACT 

 Stricter immigration enforcement in exchange for legal status for some undocumented 

workers does not address the crisis of displaced migrants. Reform remains insufficient so long as 

the debate excludes discussion about harmful neoliberal trade laws, the growing prison-industrial 

complex and the legacy of colonialism. Beginning with the historical dimensions of exclusionary 

immigration acts in the United States, this research analyzes the criminalization and racialization 

of Latino/a migrants, along with the policing of mobility and neocolonial processes that reinforce 

the hegemony of the elite. The investigation examines the discourse of Title I: Border Security in 

the S.744 Senate Immigration Bill. The report is separated into five sections and draws upon 

postcolonial theory, historical political economy and subaltern studies to understand the shifting 

relations of power between the capitalist elite and cheap migrant labor along the US-Mexico 

international border. 
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Expanding Militarization of the Southern Border through Immigration Reform 

 The 2013 S.744 Senate Immigration Bill, titled “Border Security, Economic Opportunity, 

and Immigration Modernization Act,” proposes numerous revisions to immigration law in the 

United States, including new visa regulations for immigrants, due process protections and legal 

status to 11 million undocumented migrants currently residing in the U.S. In order for these 

measures to take effect, a series of enforcement strategies must first be implemented. The 

Comprehensive Southern Border Security Strategy within the Senate bill must be enacted prior 

to initiating other reforms in the bill. Enforcement strategies include the completion of 700 miles 

of fencing and the deployment of nearly 40,000 additional border patrol. Policies, such as the 

enforcement-first approach of current immigration reform, support the economic agenda of the 

United States while adversely impacting the mobility of humans across porous boundaries.  

 The following ethno-historical investigation reveals how the dominant language of 

immigration reform neglects and minimizes the underlying social-historical processes of trans-

boundary migration across the highly contested US-Mexico border. One aim of this research is to 

deconstruct the language of the proposed legislation, specifically Title I: Border Security, in 

order to illustrate an expanding immigration enforcement industry. The production of “illegal 

aliens” as criminals invading the United States is continuously re-constructed in popular 

stereotypes, common cultural values, national immigration policy and mainstream media, all of 

which reinforce the dominant discourse of American Anglo-Saxon identity. This thesis explores 

the processes that produced the popular idea of the undocumented Latino/a migrant as a national 

security threat within the prevailing American meta-narrative.   
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Section I: Immigration History in the Nineteenth and Twentieth Centuries 

 The 2013 S.744 Senate Immigration Bill, titled “Border Security, Economic Opportunity, 

and Immigration Modernization Act” is the result of complicated and complex political-

economic processes. Historic colonial relations between the Global North and the Global South, 

particularly U.S. imperialist accumulation of Mexican territory in the Southwest and the need for 

a cheap labor force to address increasing industrial production, shaped cultural ideas of the 

Latino/a immigrant. Beginning with the historical dimensions of U.S.-Mexico relations and 

exclusionary immigration legislation in the United States, this section analyzes the racialization 

and criminalization of Latino/a migrants. Patterns of representation and renegotiations of power 

between the subaltern migrant and the centralized power structure are continuously rearticulated 

on both sides of the international border (Loyd 2012). A review of crucial historical amendments 

to immigration laws that favor the dominant elite and analysis of the historic construction of 

national identities that marginalize migrant communities must be addressed in order to 

understand the current debate around immigration reform. 

 The U.S.-Mexico borderlands have long been a contested region with perpetual racial 

conflict, international disputes, drug smuggling and uncontrolled illegal migration. Historical 

power politics and military pressure beginning with initial contact of Spanish and English 

colonial powers in North America demarcated the border between the United States and New 

Spain. Mexico’s independence movement from Spain during the 1910s weakened control over 

their northern frontier, which was experiencing an increasing threat of land-grabbing from the 

United States. Burdened by a long history of neocolonial conflict, the weaker nation-state of 

Mexico could not defend its northern territories from American expansionism under the doctrine 

of “Manifest Destiny.” The United States, a swiftly expanding world power, acquired half of 
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Mexico’s territory, including Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah and parts 

of Wyoming, Colorado and Oklahoma in the Mexican-American War of 1846-48 (referred in 

Mexico as the War of North American Invasion) and the Treaties of Guadalupe-Hidalgo in 1848 

and the Gadsden Purchase in 1853. Ongoing boundary disagreements have shaped the legacy of 

difference and strengthened the belief in American Anglo-Saxon superiority that permeated 

national identities (Anderson 2008, Martínez 1988, Takaki 2008). These nationalistic notions 

further marginalized immigrant communities across ethnic divisions.          

 Since the end of the nineteenth century the idea of the “desirable” citizen influenced 

immigration policy in the United States of America reinforcing the idea of the “standard” 

American (Goldin 18). The hegemonic elite produced these cultural representations of the ‘Ideal’ 

and the ‘Other’ through institutions of the State. These identities were then reproduced in 

popular culture from the level of nation-state to local communities and individual households. 

British, Dutch and German immigrants were higher on the racial/ethnic hierarchy than Irish, 

Italian and Mexican immigrants during the 1830s and 1840s. During a rise in anti-Asian fervor, 

Congress approved the1882 Chinese Exclusion Act, which prohibited the admission of Chinese 

immigrants into the country. The Naturalization Act of 1906 affirmed proficiency of the English 

language as a precondition for citizenship (Portland State University 2010). Such policies of 

exclusion institutionalized the traditional hegemony of the country and created an ethnic under-

caste, the subaltern immigrant. The production of knowledge by the state facilitated segregation 

and economic exploitation of these marginalized immigrants (Gran 1999). Signing into law 

restrictive immigration policies, representatives of the state, notably male Anglo-Saxon senators 

and presidents, established ontological hierarchies of identity that permeated throughout society.  

 The immigration policies at the turn of the twentieth century reflect the objectives of 
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capitalist domination in a growing global market. Ethnicity, race and class became a set of 

relationships that intersected with the shifting political economy, a relationship defined by the 

owners of capital and the demand for a cheap labor force. Following the Civil War, immigration 

reached a peak in the 1880s and again in the early 1900s. Over 17 million immigrants from 

struggling European nations arrived in the United States between 1896 and 1921 (PSU 2010). 

Anti-immigrant sentiment targeted at Chinese, southern European and Latin American 

immigrants grew and racial hierarchies affirmed Anglo-Saxons at the apex. Popular fear that 

immigrant communities would out-breed and out-compete natural-born Americans was a catalyst 

for restrictive legislation. The 1917 Immigration Act enacted a literacy test for admission and 

implemented the Asiatic Barred Zone within which no Asian immigrant would be admitted. The 

Red Scare of 1919 and 1920 prompted Congress to pass the Emergency Quota Act in 1921, 

reducing the number of immigrants admitted to the U.S. by two-thirds. These quotas were 

racially biased and favored countries with low immigration rates, such as France and Belgium 

(PSU 2010). These national policies shaped the demographics of the United States and created a 

political economy based on race. The production of the “Puritan Myth” created ethnic divisions 

of labor that supported systems of differentiation. Poor immigrant communities became the 

unwanted labor base of the growing capitalist system. The U.S. government strategically 

manufactured the ethnic immigrant as the ‘Other,’ or the subaltern identity who exists outside of 

traditional history (Gran 1999). 

 The grand narrative of America developed into a complicated network of social-historical 

relations, which effectively robbed ethnic immigrants of their agency and reinforced the 

dominant hierarchy (Gran 1999). The 1924 Immigration Act preserved the ideal of American 

homogeneity by allotting immigrants from northern and western Europe more than eighty 
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percent of the annual total quota. The maintenance of privilege and the concentration of wealth 

were written into the legal structures and regulations of the state. Immigration reform articulated 

the ideological, political and economic domination over the ‘Other.’ Difference and inequality 

were rooted in the economic system from the processes of production to the accumulation of 

profits and the exercise of power (Dreyfus 1983). As the twentieth century unfolded, the global 

capitalist market depended upon cheap and abundant labor. The exploitation of the ethnic 

immigrant served the elite by providing an unequal division of labor to control and manipulate. 

 In the twentieth century, bi-lateral agreements between the United States and Mexico 

allowed agricultural laborers to work seasonally on U.S. farms. The first guest-worker program 

to recruit Mexican nationals operated from 1917 to 1921. Discrimination against migrant farm 

workers was abundant. Popular pressure to restrict Mexican immigration paralleled restrictions 

on European and Asian immigration. Farm owners argued that they relied upon Mexican labor to 

fill seasonal jobs that “normal” labor (i.e. Anglo-Saxon American citizens) avoided. In 1926, the 

Farm Bureau announced to Congress that, “California’s specialized agriculture [requires] a kind 

of labor able to meet the requirements of hard, stoop hand labor, and to work under the 

sometimes less advantageous conditions of heat, sun, dust, winds and isolation” (Martin 2003). 

The language of this quote illustrates the circulation of knowledge that reinforces the idea of 

Mexican immigrant as subaltern in the hierarchy of tasks. It signifies that “normal” Americans 

will not do the demanding and demeaning work of Mexican laborers who are more fit for this 

type of hard labor. The hegemonic production of knowledge transformed the southern immigrant 

into a subject of labor dependent upon the global forces of production (Dreyfus 1983). The 

migrant laborer is socially determined, reduced to a commodity to be purchased on the global 

market. California farmers sought support from the government to cut costs by exploiting cheap 
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migrant labor from Mexico. Capital developed into a social relation between individuals, 

industry and the nation-state (Kuruma 1954). 

 Relations of capitalist production and the owners of wealth artificially maintained the 

social division, objectification and movement of Mexican labor into the twentieth century 

(Kuruma 1954). The perception of undocumented Latino/a immigrants as “criminals” arose in 

the public discourse during the 1920s as tension grew between “white” and “non-white” laborers 

(Chavez 2008). The pressure from California farmers continued to play a decisive role in 

capitalizing on a surplus of cheap Mexican labor mid-century. Congress sustained the Bracero 

Program, the second guest-worker recruitment program that admitted Mexican nationals into the 

U.S., for over twenty years from 1942 to 1964. During this time, the numbers of illegal Mexican 

workers also increased. In one attempt to legalize these laborers, the United States government 

transferred them to the US- Mexico border in order to issue documentation to legally return to 

the farm where they worked. Government publications referred to this exercise as “drying out the 

wetbacks” (Martin 2003). The term “wetback” is a signifier that reproduced a derogatory cultural 

perception of the Mexican immigrant and further subjugated her/him to the periphery of society 

(Dreyfus 1983). Language is again used as a mechanism of exploitation and domination 

exercised by the state apparatus. The reproduction of racism continued to be reinforced 

throughout the 1950s as illegal immigration outpaced legal guest worker contracts. The 

Immigration and Naturalization Service in cooperation with the Department of Labor enacted 

“Operation Wetback” in 1954. Authorities deported over one million Mexicans working illegally 

in the United States (Martin 2003). It was another maneuver by the state to systematically 

penalize poor migrant workers without any accountability to the employers responsible for 

illegal hire. This discourse represents the dichotomy of the ‘inferior’ southern migrant and the 
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‘superior’ northern hegemony. It is this relationship of the base to the superstructure that enabled 

continued U.S. dominance over the ‘Other’ through the continuation of knowledge production 

inherent in the discourse of colonialism (Loyd 2012). Reoccurring patterns of conflict and 

inequality are rooted in an enduring tangle of persistent colonial relations between the Global 

North and the Global South, aggravated by the history of U.S. expansionism and the growing 

global economic market.  

 In the mid-twentieth century, overlapping social-economic processes influenced liberal 

immigration reform policies. The Bracero Program was abolished in 1964 following adverse 

reactions to the social and economic effects of migrant farm labor and the increasing agricultural 

mechanization that decreased the need for labor. However, the growing Civil Rights Movement 

in the 1950s and 1960s influenced the drafting of liberal immigration reform and contributed to 

the enactment of the 1965 Hart-Celler Act. The act replaced the discriminatory national origins 

quota system with hemispheric quotas, which dramatically altered the ethnic demographics of 

the country as the United States admitted more migrants than any time since World War I (PSU 

2010). American ethnic identities began to shift with the increasing diversity of immigrants 

entering the country. Tensions rose as the subaltern began to find their voice and immigrants 

gained economic and political strength in the late-1960s and 1970s. Mexican nationals were the 

largest group to immigrate to the United States under the Hart-Celler Act. Hispanic social justice 

activists revitalized the term “Chicano” (Mexican immigrants living permanently north of the 

border) in an effort to unite and overcome differences between recent and long-settled Latino/a 

immigrants in the United States (PSU 2010). This new agency of the subaltern threatened the 

heterogeneity of the dominant American discourse. It was an attempt to carve out a national 

identity based on liberation rather than subordination.  A cap on Western Hemisphere quotas, 
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along with increased migration of labor from the south due to high rates of unemployment in 

Mexico and growing economic dependence on remittances sent from the U.S., further 

accelerated illegal immigration from the south (PSU 2010).   

 The unintended consequences of the 1965 Hart-Celler Amendment laid the foundation for 

immigration reform today as public fear of the ‘Other’ heightened throughout the country (Loyd 

2012). Mexico’s national debt crisis in 1982 and the rise of neoliberal capitalism in the 1980s 

dramatically reconfigured the socio-political landscape between Mexico and the United States. 

Economic stagnation caused Mexico to shift from an inward to an outward development strategy 

by seeking foreign investment and emphasizing import substitutes over export production 

(Anderson 2008). The global advancement of a neoliberal framework continues to effect 

regional, national and trans-national social processes. Most impacted are the populations of 

historically diverse bi-national communities along the US-Mexico borderlands (Leach 2002). 

The North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and other development treaties based on a 

cheap labor export model further marginalized Mexican migrants while setting the stage for 

increased militarization along the southern border. The impersonal processes of power driven by 

the market economy reaffirmed hegemonic control over the subaltern identity (Loyd 2012). The 

social production of the ‘Illegal’ became a postcolonial blueprint for the criminalization of 

migrants through Draconian immigration reform laws that coincide with the rising trend of 

neoliberal policies. 

 

Section II: (Re)creation of the Illegal Migrant 

 The expansion of global markets and the rise of transnational neoliberal economic policy in 

the 1980s marked a shift in United States immigration policy. Neoliberal trade agreements, such 
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as the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and the Central American Free Trade 

Agreement (CAFTA), created an easy flow of raw materials and commodities between 

international borders. However, these policies, along with numerous immigration reform laws, 

restricted the flow of migrant laborers. NAFTA virtually eliminated Mexican tariffs on 

agricultural imports from the United States and Canada, while simultaneously terminating 

Mexican agricultural subsidies on corn, rice and beans. This resulted in the loss of farmland and 

work for millions of Mexican peasants who saw no choice but to migrate north (Ferguson 2010). 

Following the Immigration Reform and Control Act (IRCA) in 1986, immigration enforcement 

shifted from work sites to securing the international boundary line. Increased militarization and 

Draconian immigration laws were structural methods implemented to control southern migration. 

A sophisticated system of marginalization aimed at criminalizing migrants demonstrates the 

impunity of the Department of Homeland Security and the expansion of the prison-industrial 

complex (Anderson 2008). The reproduction of the criminal migrant, or the “Illegal,” supports 

the growing industry of immigration through laws, such as AZ SB1070, and programs, including 

Operation Streamline and ICE Secure Communities. The relationship between the state and the 

private sector reinforces the notion of imprisonment as a form of economic development. 

Routine forms of domination harm impoverished and vulnerable migrant communities that are 

located within overlapping systems of subordination strategically written into the current social 

construction of the United States. 

 The changing demographic of the United States threatens the social production of the 

“Standard American” as determined by the traditional hegemony. At the peak of the baby boom 

in the early 1970s, four-fifths of students from kindergarten through high school were non- 

Hispanic whites. Three decades later, at the start of the twenty-first century, the figure fell to 
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two-thirds and continues to decline. The shifting composition of the American population is also 

apparent in the workplace, politics and popular culture (Portland State University 2010). This 

ethnic shift endangers the dominant cultural representation of the “desirable citizen” and 

challenges historic configurations of power. Immigration policy that targets southern migrants 

reveals a systematic attempt to preserve the racial hierarchy of non-Hispanic whites. 

In 1996, under the Clinton administration, Congress passed the Personal Responsibility and 

Work Opportunity Act and the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act. 

Both pieces of legislation increased restrictions of welfare eligibility and benefits for legal and 

undocumented immigrants. The Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act 

also increased border security and required educational institutions to accrue information on 

students’ legal status (Russell Sage Foundation 2013). Reactionary reformations in immigration 

law coincided with the enactment of NAFTA and the subsequent increase in southern migration. 

States across the nation passed prohibitive laws, declaring English as their official language. In 

1998, California banned bilingual public education, despite the success of bilingual education to 

assimilate immigrant children into American society (Portland State University 2010). Such 

measures demonstrate the institutional enforcement of differentiation. Legal structures and 

regulations manufacture the conception of the ‘Other’ and further marginalize an already 

vulnerable migrant population (Loyd 2012). 

 The attacks on the World Trade Centers on September 11, 2001 elicited a wave of austere 

federal policies that broadened the scope of immigration enforcement. The Uniting and 

Strengthening America by Providing Appropriate Tools Required to Intercept and Obstruct 

Terrorism Act (USA PATRIOT Act of 2001) included provisions to broaden surveillance along 

the border. The act established the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), which assumed 
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unprecedented power to protect national security in response to the events on September 11 

(ACLU 2012). Following the Patriot Act, the Homeland Security Act of 2002 transferred the 

function of Immigration and Naturalization Services (INS) from the Department of Justice to the 

Department of Homeland Security. The act granted the U.S. Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement (ICE), a new agency under DHS, the authority to enforce immigration by targeting 

“criminal aliens” (U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement 2013). These measures were 

based on the assertion that increased jurisdiction of immigration was necessary to ensure the 

security of the American people. They are policies based on a set of relations that reinforce 

ethnic divisions and target the ethnic ‘Other,’ in other words “non-white,” as potential criminals 

that threaten the safety and of the nation. 

 Secure Communities, a program approved in 2003, allows Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement to partner with the Federal Bureau of Investigation to identify “criminal aliens” in 

the United States. According to ICE, “aliens” are identified under the following categories: 

criminal offender, immigration fugitive, repeat immigration violator, border removal and other 

removable alien. DHS and ICE guarantee that racial profiling and community divisions do not 

occur under the Secure Communities program (U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement 

2013). In practice, however, roughly three-quarters of detainees are lower level subjects. Lower 

level subjects include a “repeat immigration violator” and a “border removal.” Detainees in these 

categories are migrants apprehended at or near the border entering or re-entering the country 

illegally. The semiotics of the criminal categories defined by Secure Communities support 

ideological state violence that maintains the production of the ‘Other.’ The dominant power 

relations cast undocumented migrants as criminals, and as such they are subject to state-

sanctioned exploitation and domination (Dreyfus 1983). This articulation of differentiation and 
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marginalization creates defenseless communities where undocumented immigrants avoid the 

police and victims remain defenseless (National Immigration Forum 2013). The forces of 

globalization and neoliberal economic policies aggravate historical social relations between the 

Latino/a migrant and the dominant power structures. State policies institutionalize inequality by 

racializing and criminalizing southern migrants thus restructuring social inequalities between the 

Global North and the Global South. 

 The U.S. government, anticipating an increase in migration from Mexico due to the 

economic impacts of NAFTA, granted greater authority to the Department of Homeland Security 

under the George W. Bush Administration. Under the guidance of Michael Chertoff, the former 

secretary of Homeland Security, the Real ID Act of 2005 and the Secure Fence Act of 2006 

provided unparalleled power to the secretary of Homeland Security. The secretary of DHS is a 

politically appointed position that presently holds the authority to waive over thirty federal laws, 

as well as state and local laws, in the name of national security (Ferguson 2010). The 

Sensenbrenner-King Act of 2005 enacted additional border security measures and criminalized 

violations of federal immigration law (National Conference of State Legislature 2005). These 

policies authorized seven hundred miles of border walls, along with vehicle barriers, stadium 

lights, roads, watchtowers and other infrastructure from the coast of California to Texas. 

Symbolic mandates like the current 16-foot steel wall that stretches across the southern border 

exposes the historic geography of capitalism and the social production of space (Soja 2003). 

Historic and current interpretations of American identity continue to shape the cultural 

imagination of the ‘Other.’ The Latino/a migrant exists within this social interpretation as an 

instrument of cheap labor to be exploited, as well as a criminal threatening the very foundation 

of the American social imaginary. Structural forms of domination, such as Operation Streamline 
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and Arizona SB 1070, further racialize these social representations of oppressed migrant 

communities (Weber 2001). 

 Operation Streamline, implemented in 2005, orders federal criminal charges for every 

person apprehended illegally entering the United States. Rather than routing non-violent 

migrants to civil deportation proceedings, Operation Streamline forces undocumented migrants 

through the federal criminal justice system. Migrants apprehended upon their first entry into the 

United States are subject to a misdemeanor and up to 6 months in prison. Those apprehended 

upon reentry after deportation may receive a felony penalty of up to 20 years in prison (Ferguson 

2010). The district court in Tucson, Arizona processes roughly seventy migrants each day. These 

seventy “Illegals” enter the federal courtroom shackled by the ankles, waist and wrists. The 

program primarily targets undocumented laborers from Mexico and Central America with no 

prior criminal history. Operation Streamline serves as a means of psychological terrorization that 

makes a public spectacle of apprehended migrants. The legal proceedings violate the U.S. 

Constitution by way of en mass hearings that breach federal due process laws and cannot ensure 

effective legal council (Lydgate 2013). 

 Operation Streamline is an exercise to govern the ‘Other’ through judicial coercion. The 

criminalization of undocumented migrants and the zero-tolerance approach of Operation 

Streamline increases border violence as more migrants seek professional human smugglers 

(Coyotes) to cross the border “safely”. Migrants may travel to remote reaches of the border in an 

effort to avoid the Border Patrol, attempting to cross in isolated stretches of desert. Despite fewer 

migrant crossings, deaths have significantly increased within the Tucson Sector of the border in 

the last decade (Lydgate 2013). Operation Streamline represents a legal framework that 

institutionalizes differentiations of power relations. Contradictory social relations reduce 



Lowden !"#

Latino/a migrants to a commodity determined by their use-value as objectified labor while at the 

same time artificially reproducing them as criminals through the dominant legal arrangement 

(Kuruma 1954).  

 Federal and state governments continue to generate policies based on race that reinforce 

ideologies supporting the dominant class. Arizona Senate Bill 1070, Support Our Law 

Enforcement and Safe Neighborhoods Act of 2010, requires local law enforcement to determine 

the legal status of a person stopped or detained where reasonable suspicion exists. This law 

violates the Supremacy Clause of the U.S. Constitution, undermining federal immigration policy. 

Several court cases against the legality of SB 1070 argue that the law promotes racial profiling 

and subjects non-white individuals to unlawful interrogations. Supporters of the bill claim the 

law will promote safer neighborhoods and less crime, though Arizona crime rates are steadily 

decreasing. This manner of immigration policy does not effectively address crime, as illegal 

immigrants are less likely to commit crimes. In fact, crime rates are lowest in the states with high 

immigration rates (American Immigration Council 2013). Immigrants are caught in structures of 

power that continue to produce new contours of domination and subjugation. Arizona’s SB 1070 

is one example of the nation-wide trend of state government anti-immigrant policies that 

reinforce separation of  “core” from “secondary” social divisions (Loyd 2012). The Latino/a 

migrant exists on the periphery on the dominant society simultaneously exploited for labor while 

being persecuted as “Illegal.”  

 There is a steadily emerging industry of immigration enforcement profiting from the state 

and federal criminalization of the undocumented migrant. Arizona houses a growing number of 

immigrant detention centers, privately operated by Corrections Corporations of America, a 

company with connections to Arizona politicians, including AZ governor Jan Brewer who signed 
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SB 1070 into law. These facilities serve to temporarily house federally charged migrants at the 

taxpayer’s expense and are notorious for migrant neglect and abuse. Humanitarian organization 

No More Deaths published the 2011 report, A Culture of Cruelty, citing tens of thousands of 

instances of abuse by the U.S. Border Patrol while holding migrants in short-term custody. The 

reports have remained alarmingly consistent over the years. Common complaints include 

deprivation of water, denying medical treatment, physical harm to adults and children, and 

family separation. Holding cells are frequently overcrowded to standing room only and are 

subject to extreme temperatures (Fergusen 2011). Further neglect and abuse include deportation 

tactics that deliberately put migrants in harm’s way. Lateral deportation, for example, separates 

married couples and family members, including parents and children, deporting individuals at 

different ports of entry along the border. Wackenhut, a privately contracted transportation 

company contracted with the Department of Homeland Security, off-loads migrants from 

unmarked buses at various ports of entry, often very late at night when it is dark and the streets 

are empty. Deported in unfamiliar border towns with no way to contact family for support, 

migrants are at high risk of violence and theft. Privatization of immigration enforcement 

produces a set of relationships that supports the prevailing hegemony and dismisses systematic 

abuses of the ‘Other’. Latino/a migrants are constructed as criminals in the continuous 

reproduction of established social practices that support the maintenance of the status quo 

serving the dominant elite. 

 Current border enforcement policy operates within a system of oppression that locates 

migrants within overlapping systems of subordination. Negative media attention and fear-based 

political agendas that use migrants as scapegoats for our current border crisis have further 

marginalized an already vulnerable population. Migrants are subjected to multiple forms of 
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subordination within society, including cultural barriers, language barriers, class barriers and 

physical barriers. These compounding oppressions have devalued the community of migrants 

and created the identity of the migrant as an illegal and poor immigrant of color. Migrants have 

been strategically erased, rendered invisible within a social construction dependent upon 

exclusion in order to maintain certain positions of privilege. Structural forms of domination, such 

as Operation Streamline and Arizona SB 1070, have racialized social processes and 

representations of oppressed migrant communities (Weber 17). These pervasive and inherently 

unequal social systems make it impossible to enact change along the sensitive international 

border until inclusive measures that move beyond the outdated formula of nation-states and neo- 

liberal policies are adopted (Ferguson 207). #

#

Section III: Analyzing Title I of the S. 744 Immigration Reform Bill 

 The “Border Security, Economic Opportunity, and Immigration Modernization Act,” 

referred to as S. 744, addresses immigration processes ranging from border enforcement issues to 

the path toward legal citizenship. Written by the bipartisan “Gang of Eight” Senators—Charles 

Schumer (D-NY), John McCain (R-AZ), Richard Durbin (D-IL), Lindsey Graham (R-SC), 

Robert Menendez (D-NJ), Marco Rubio (R-FL), Michael Bennet (D-CO), and Jeff Flake (R- 

AZ)—the legislation focuses on reforming the U.S. immigration system. It is divided into five 

separate sections—Border Security (Title I), Immigrant Visas (Title II), Interior Enforcement 

(Title III), Reforms to Nonimmigrant Visa Programs (Title IV), and Jobs for Youth (Title V). 

Measures within the bill include changes to visa categories for immigrants, increased protections 

of due process rights, and provisions for legal status for 11 million undocumented immigrants 

currently living within the borders of the United States. The Development, Relief and Education 
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for Alien Minors Act (DREAM Act) and the Agricultural Job Opportunities, Benefits and 

Security Act (AgJobs Act) are promising parts of the immigration reform bill that support 

migrant realities. However, before such reformations are enacted, S. 744 requires the successful 

implementation of numerous enforcement “triggers.” The strict series of security goals, or 

triggers, are outlined in Title I of the bill. These goals reinforce the idea that border security is 

the primary concern of effective immigration policy (Immigration Policy Center 2013b, S.744 

2013). The language within Title I: Border Security of S.744 reveals dynamic power relations 

between state sovereignty and national security. Section 2, Statement of Congressional Findings, 

reads: 

(3) The world depends on America to be strong—economically, militarily and 

ethically. The establishment of a stable, just, and efficient immigration system only 

supports those goals. As a Nation, we have the right and responsibility to make our 

borders safe, to establish clear and just rules for seeking citizenship, to control the 

flow of legal immigration, and to eliminate illegal immigration, which in some cases 

has become a threat to our national security.  

(4) All parts of this Act are premised on the right and need of the United States to 

achieve these goals, and to protect its borders and maintain its sovereignty (S. 744 

2013). 

The discourse of the legislation uses the responsibility to secure borders to justify the use of 

state-sanctioned force against migrants from the Global South. Decoding this section reveals 

how the dominant language of the immigration reform bill neglects and minimizes the 

underlying causes of trans-boundary migration across the southern border, namely neoliberal 

economic policies that favor the United States. Deconstructing the production of knowledge 
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within S.744 is important to recognize the ongoing processes of an expanding immigration 

enforcement industry that relies upon the criminalization of Latino/a migrants. 

 The triggers outlined in Title I: Border Security of S. 744 include countless border 

enforcement and security goals that are required before the implementation of other reform 

provisions. The bill makes substantial investments in security along the border increasing control 

in an already heavily militarized region.  One trigger requires a minimum of 38,405 Border 

Patrol agents, consisting of 19,200 additional agents to the current numbers already on the 

border. Another trigger requires at least 700 miles of fencing to be constructed along the 

international border. In some areas, double-layer fencing is mandatory. The bill specifies an 

increase in mobile surveillance, additional Border Patrol stations, the hiring of additional judges 

and prosecutors, as well as an increase of prosecutions of illegal border crossings. It mandates 

technology and infrastructure— mobile surveillance systems, ground sensors, radiation isotope 

identification devices, and unmanned aircraft, among numerous other mandatory, place-specific 

technologies—as minimum requirements before further reform occurs. In addition to 24-hour 

surveillance along the border with state-of-the-art targeting and tracking systems, the Department 

of Homeland Security must submit a Southern Border Fencing Strategy and a Comprehensive 

Southern Border Security Strategy that will create “effective control” of the border. Definition 

(4) under Section 3, Effective Date Triggers, states: 

EFFECTIVENESS RATE—The ‘‘effectiveness rate,’’ in the case of a border sector, 

is the percentage calculated by dividing the number of apprehensions and turn backs 

in the sector during a fiscal year by the total number of illegal entries in the sector 

during such fiscal year (S. 744 2013). 

“Effective control” is defined as surveillance of 100 percent of the border with a 90 percent 
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success rate in preventing illegal border crossings. The bill mandates the formation of a 

Department of Homeland Security Border Oversight Task Force to recommend goals and 

additional spending to achieve increased security. If the DHS task force does not acquire 

effective control of the border, an appointed bipartisan Southern Border Security Commission 

will assist policy recommendations (Immigration Policy Center 2013b, S.744 2013). Prior to 

undocumented immigrants gaining legal resident status, all of the numerous security triggers 

must be successfully implemented. Accurately gauging the economic impact of “effective 

control” of the southern border is difficult to calculate. While reports from the Congressional 

Budget Office (CBO) and the Joint Committee on Taxation (JCT) suggest that the Senate 

immigration reform bill S.744 will positively impact the United States economically, spending 

on border security will reach unprecedented levels.  

 Resources concentrated on the southern border have increased dramatically since 1993 

when the existing border enforcement strategy was first implemented. The annual budget of the 

U.S. Border Patrol rose steadily from $363 million in the early 1990s to nearly $4 billion at the 

beginning of the twenty-first century. Despite these numbers, the CBO and JCT confirm that the 

fiscal results of S.744 immigration reform bill on the U.S. taxpayer are overwhelmingly positive. 

The government agencies state that over the course of two decades the bill would reduce the 

federal budget deficit by approximately $1 trillion and boost the national economy overall. The 

net gains, according to federal government budget analyses, will result from an expanding labor 

force and the legalization of undocumented workers. Fees from immigrant visas would be used 

to fund border enforcement strategies (Immigration Policy Center 2013a). However, “effective 

control” of the southern border as defined in Title I of S.744 is a prerequisite to the following 

sections of the reform bill. The CBO and JCT analyses neglect to address the initial and enduring 
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fiscal burden on taxpayers if these “triggers” are not met. The government cannot collect 

revenues from visa fees and legalization processes of undocumented immigrants before 

achieving these largely unrealistic enforcement goals (Immigration Policy Center 2013b). 

 Public discourse on national security issues and the perceived threat of the Latino/a ‘Other’ 

is reproduced in Title I: Border Security of S. 744. The Draconian language of the bill reinforces 

the construction of “illegal aliens” as criminals crossing the southern border, threatening U.S. 

national, economic and cultural security. Scheduled reports for each Border Patrol sector along 

the Southern Border require:  

(III) the recidivism rate for all unique subjects that received a criminal consequence  

through the Consequence Delivery System process (S. 744 2013).  

The reform agenda treats the Latino/a migrant as a threat to a particular American national 

identity. Migrants are criminal subjects requiring apprehension in the name of national security. 

The need for harsh immigration reform supports a national discourse that views the “invasion” of 

southern migrants as an affront to the cultural integrity of the United States, which is an 

historically manufactured Anglo-Saxon identity. The perception of “illegality” is socially and 

politically reproduced through systemic processes, including immigration reform that subjugates 

the Latino/a ‘Other.’ Illegal entry, previously managed as an administrative offense, is now 

prosecuted as a criminal act with harsh and long-lasting repercussions. Prosecution and 

deportation of “criminal aliens” increased from nearly 4,000 cases in 2000 to over 40,000 in 

2010 (Slack 2013). The legislation of S. 744 contains terminology that objectifies unauthorized 

migrants and relegates them to a lowly criminal status. Public discourse (re)creates the 

conditions of illegality through continued “enforcement-first” reform bills. Senate Bill S. 744 is 

the most recent proposal in a succession of strict immigration legislation. The Latino/a migrant 
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exists within a social dialectic that penalizes communities who remain linguistically and socially 

removed from the dominant U.S. society while government policies simultaneously create an 

environment of fear and repression that drives undocumented communities further into the 

shadows (Chavez 2008, S.744 2013).  

 Immigration policies consistently fail to address the social-political circumstances that 

manufacture the “Illegal” within the public imagination. Federal immigration policy largely 

operates in contradiction with current United States economic policy. Reform measures that 

endorse border militarization do not account for the movement of labor. The global market and 

neoliberal economic policies allow the unrestricted flow of commodities and capital across the 

international border while simultaneously restricting migration. Transnational institutions and 

agreements, such as NAFTA, promote bi-national relations and international regulation. In 

contrast, southern migration to the U.S. is principally treated as a security issue to be handled by 

the nation-state (Ewing 2004). For nearly three decades, lawmakers have passed “enforcement-

first” immigration laws that do not adequately address the interconnection between the global 

economy, the need for labor and southern migration pressures. These reforms overlook the 

contradiction that the failing policies of increased border militarization help sustain unauthorized 

migration. Migrant communities are growing in the United States as a result of unprecedented 

border militarization that increasingly limits mobility. The risks of crossing the international line 

outweigh the risks of remaining in the country illegally. Despite a decrease in the number of 

southern migrants moving north across the border, the number of Border Patrol agents has 

doubled from 10,717 to 21,394 in the last ten years. Senate Bill S.744 necessitates more security 

agents along the border, along with expensive upgrades in security infrastructure. Section 5, 

Comprehensive Southern Border Security Strategy and Southern Border Fencing Strategy 
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specifies: 

(3) MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS—The Comprehensive Southern Border Security 

Strategy shall require, at a minimum, the deployment of the following technologies 

for each Border Patrol sector along the Southern Border: 

(A) ARIZONA (YUMA AND TUCSON SECTORS)—For Arizona (Yuma and 

Tucson Sectors) between ports of entry the following: 

(i) 50 integrated fixed towers. 

(ii) 73 fixed camera systems (with relocation capability), which include Remote 

Video Surveillance Systems. 

(iii) 28 mobile surveillance systems, which include mobile video surveillance 

systems, agent-portable surveillance systems, and mobile surveillance capability 

systems. 

(iv) 685 unattended ground sensors, including seismic, imaging, and infrared. 

(v) 22 handheld equipment devices, including handheld thermal imaging systems 

and night vision goggles (S. 744 3013). 

Title I: Border Security of S.744 continues to pursue costly “enforcement only” legislation in 

response to illegal migration.  The proposed policy maintains the narrow approach of the federal 

government toward illegal immigration with a focus on improving expensive security programs 

without providing realistic opportunities for legal immigration in line with the economic 

demands of labor (Immigration Policy Center 2013a). The dominant discourse on secure borders 

marginalizes already vulnerable migrants. It begs the question: security for whom? 

 Security policies continue to push migration flows into increasingly more dangerous and 

violent border regions. The heightened risks and financial costs of re-crossing the border have 
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disrupted historic processes of cyclical migration patterns across the US-Mexico border. Rather 

than returning to Mexico or Central America, more undocumented immigrants are permanently 

settling in the United States. The militarization of the border continues to have the reverse effect 

of its anticipated purpose. Rather than controlling illegal immigration these policies keep 

undocumented immigrants fixed within the U.S. (Slack 2013). The militarization of the border is 

an expensive and ineffective means of limiting southern migration. The federal government 

attempts to forcefully discourage immigration that emerges from inequitable economic policies 

and the demand for cheap labor. Providing a legal avenue for undocumented migrants to work in 

the United States seasonally while eliminating costly border enforcement strategies would 

improve national security. The Department of Homeland Security would have more resources to 

focus on legitimate criminals in the borderlands, such as the growing presence of Mexican drug 

cartels. Undocumented immigrants could emerge from the shadows to participate in society as 

legal labor rather than “Illegals.” Lawmakers must design immigration policies in alignment with 

economic policies and market forces that shape trans-boundary migration across the US-Mexico 

border (Chavez 2008, Ewing 2004). 

 

Section IV: The Struggle for Meaning in the Borderlands 

 The borderlands are a place of perpetual contestation, continually reconfigured by 

hegemonic powers, the dominant “owning” class that exploits the subordinate “working” class. 

Changing conditions of supply and demand for cheap labor and the systematic barriers 

constructed to impede the mobility of the Latino/a migrant have shaped human migration across 

the southern border. Historic processes are still at work in the borderlands where the developed 

and developing world meet. Racism has always defined these relationships, which posits Anglo-
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Saxon superiority over Latino/a identities. The intersection of modernity with the legacy of 

colonialism created the unique geopolitics of knowledge along the diverse US-Mexico border 

(Castro-Gómez 2008). Today, neoliberal global capitalism operates as an extension of U.S. 

colonial expansion, which favors the “use value” of cheap Mexican labor. The current violence 

of the borderlands is an expression of these power relations overlapping within a matrix of 

dominance (Chacón 2006, Mignolo 2005). Within this matrix, undocumented immigrants are 

excluded as subordinate subjects, the subaltern identity. Migrants must engage and interact 

within geopolitical dimensions defined by uneven processes of the North/South divide. The 

borderlands exist as an arrangement of contradictions and exclusion zones for the Latino/a 

migrant. Undocumented are identified as “illegal aliens” and “criminals” while at the same time 

regarded as desired cheap labor (Harvey 2006). The growing presence of detention centers and 

federal courthouses to process apprehended migrants demonstrate the role of the State in the 

social production of space and the criminalization of Latino/a migrants. The US-Mexico border 

zone is a no-man’s-land for the poor migrant.  Rendered invisible, undocumented laborers must 

navigate overlapping consequences and opportunities from the U.S. economic superpower. 

 Contentions over space along the border stem from a series of complex processes, an 

appropriation of the colonial past that is reinforced through contemporary neoliberal capitalism. 

The shifting constructs of the borderlands preserve the coloniality of power within the hands of 

the Global North (Castro-Gómez 2008). The physical and imaginary landscape shared by 

Mexico and the United States is an uncommon geography where Latin American subalternality 

directly collides with North American imperialism. The international boundary is a space-time 

configuration of modernity still greatly influenced by enduring colonial relations. Exploited for 

their cheap labor and oppressed through systemic racial profiling, Latino/a migrants struggle for 
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meaning within the volatile borderlands (Chacón 2006, Chavez 2008). The United States 

hegemony uses well-crafted strategies to maintain their influence over the geopolitics of power 

along the border. Technologies of force are expressed through militarization while technologies 

of manipulation are often expressed through the media. 

 The topic of illegal immigration is hotly debated in American mainstream media, yet the 

debate is limited in scope as fixed representations of the Latino/a migrant are reproduced by the 

dominant power structure. Through the pervasive lens of the media, the national discourse 

maintains its influence over the production and reproduction of social knowledge. The 

relationship between the media, the government and the hegemonic elite intersect to manufacture 

a particular cultural knowledge regarding immigration reform and the common perception of 

“Illegals.” Mass media coverage of the issue frequently marginalizes dissent as a means of 

preserving public support for increased militarization on the southern border in the name of 

national security. The manipulation of public fear after the 9/11 World Trade Center attacks 

further reinforced the identity of the ‘Other’ in contrast to the American Anglo-Saxon identity. 

Racialization and criminalization of undocumented migrants circulated widely through the public 

discourse. Power relations are defined and disseminated by the media to safeguard the 

concentration of wealth and to reinforce a specific national identity. It is a national identity 

steeped in historical processes of colonialism, which keep southern migrants subaltern. The 

placement, tone, context and coverage of immigration reform issues in the news and popular 

culture reveal subtle strategies of power used to maintain the dynamics of domination (Chomsky 

1988, Mignolo 2005). 

 Modern processes of the global market and the legacy of colonial relationships historically 

defined by inequality are inter-woven within the social struggle over meaning. The neocolonial 
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production of knowledge in the United States is transmitted through the ubiquitous channels of 

mass media. After 9/11, illegal immigration became a critical national security issue. The federal 

government under the Bush administration administered Draconian policies, such as the Patriot 

Act, which promoted racial profiling and anti-immigrant sentiment. The government, with the 

participation of local and national media, amplified public fear, making it easier to capitalize on 

the profitability of the burgeoning industry of immigration enforcement. Across the country, 

news sources praised the success of recently implemented border enforcement programs. Media 

reported the benefits of Operation Gatekeeper in San Diego, despite being an expensive failed 

policy and a burden on the taxpayer, as well as a threat to traditional Latino/a communities (both 

settled and transient). The San Diego Union-Tribune regularly championed Operation 

Gatekeeper in combating the “invading hordes” of undocumented immigrants (Chacón 2006). 

The use of mass media is a way to communicate messages that convey dominant values and 

beliefs produced by the institutional structures of society. Control of the media allows control 

and censorship of information that garners public support and serves the dominant elite. Access 

to information and knowledge creation remains in the hands of the gatekeepers that determine 

the filtering process (Chomsky 1988). In the case of Operation Gatekeeper, the media coverage 

achieved popular support for increased border militarization. Private and state interests benefitted 

from the propaganda campaign to apprehend the dark-skinned ‘Other’ illegally entering the 

United States and threatening the very foundation of the American Dream. The tactical choice of 

stories, along with the quality and quantity of coverage, serve powerful political interests.  

 The entertainment industry also broadcasts the calculated production of knowledge. 

Movies and television portray particular codes of behavior significant to the institutional 

structures of society. The series, Border Wars, in its fourth season on the National Geographic 
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Channel, glorifies Custom and Border Protection as they patrol the international line in southern 

Texas. The program is edited to be a fast-paced action thriller that follows agents chasing drug 

smugglers and “Illegals” in the name of defending borders. Border Patrol agents are depicted as 

modern-day heroes who serve and protect the integrity of the United States of America. Border 

Wars promotes the ideology underlining the military and prison industrial complex. National 

Geographic and its corporate advertising interests benefit from this strategic collaboration 

between the media, the state and the private sector. The popular television program is one 

example illustrating a fixed discourse that supports dominant power structures. Messages of 

dissent are at a disadvantage carrying little credibility against the normative order (Chomsky 

1988). 

 Stories that contradict large interests may occasionally surface in the media though 

coverage of the counter-discourse is often a weak or failed attempt. Critical and investigative 

research that conflicts with established popular belief is often diluted or altogether ignored. A 

New York Times editorial printed on December 7, 2013 titled, “Borderline Insanity at the Fence 

in Nogales,” offers a cautionary report about allegations of Border Patrol abuses. While the 

author attempts to present a dissenting view of the militarization along the southern border, the 

article also reinforces the identity of the ‘Other.’ An excerpt reads:  

To defeat the fence, migrants must hire guides...they become linked to an 

international criminal conspiracy (Downes 2013).  

Albeit unintentional, the author indirectly associates migrant activity with criminality and the 

illegal network of human trafficking. Near the end of the article, the author recounts the 

experience of Senator Charles Schumer (NY): 

As he stood with three other senators on the American side, a Mexican woman a few 
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yards behind them scaled the fence and made a run for it (Downes 2013).  

The language of the editorial upholds the presence of the government representatives on the 

“right” side of the border while describing the Mexican woman as engaged in a shady and 

unlawful act on the “other” side. The Senator is portrayed as a well-respected civil servant. The 

nameless Mexican woman behind him remains silent, an object darting quickly from sight. The 

author was critical of border enforcement policies, yet such stories reveal deeply-rooted 

stereotypes surrounding undocumented immigrants. The article reproduces dominant stereotypes 

that define southern migrants. The intentional production of cultural signifiers is consistently 

woven into mass media, intentional or not. Straying too far from the established order weakens 

credibility with the producers of knowledge. In conflict with conventional belief, dissenting 

views are easily dismissed (Chomsky 1988).  

 Media manipulation has historically influenced popular belief of Mexican immigration. In 

1931, The Saturday Evening Post and The New York Times printed editorials denouncing ethnic 

diversity. Racial diversity and fears of a Mexican “re-conquest” of the Southwest endangered the 

American Anglo-Saxon identity. The article in The New York Times called for the restriction of 

Mexican immigration: 

It is folly to pretend that the more recently arrived Mexicans, who are largely of 

Indian blood, can be absorbed and incorporated into the American race (Takaki 

2008). 

Nativist fears of “Mexicanization” spread through mass media and allowed a path for 

exclusionary immigration reforms. Media coverage of border security and southern migration 

continued to increase, reaching peak levels in the 1970s and 1980s. High coverage coincided 

with economic decline and rising unemployment in Mexico (Martínez 2008). Today, stereotypes 
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of the borderlands produce images of drug wars and corruption. These ideas are widely 

disseminated by Hollywood and Mexican cinema (Ganster 2008). Historically, mass media and 

immigration reform policies worked together to manufacture knowledge, propagate fear and 

disseminate misinformation.  

 The struggle for meaning in contested social imaginaries typically favors the powerful 

elite. The reproduction of prevailing semiotics throughout civil society often justifies state and 

private ideologies rooted in inequality. Illegal immigration and the criminality of migrants is a 

discourse legitimized by the institutions of enforcement, including the police and media. 

Increasing militarization of the border and the incarceration of undocumented immigrants 

support power inequalities rooted in colonial tensions. The popular discourse that reproduces 

common cultural representations of the ‘Other’ legitimizes racial-profiling and criminalization. 

Neocolonial strategies impose the policing of mobility and the exclusion of southern migrants. 

These processes produce an “immigrant apartheid” in the United States (Loyd 2012). Historic 

patterns of representation keep undocumented migrants subordinate in the struggle over meaning 

between the hegemony and the subaltern.   

 

Section V: Conclusion—Opportunities for Change 

 The US-Mexico borderlands are an imagined and constructed space engaged in ongoing 

negotiations of power. Spaces of resistance can arise in contested geographies that offer a 

discourse of liberation to the subaltern existing within the dominant order. Within this imagined 

reality, the marginalized migrant may lay claim to social spaces and the right to a visible identity 

equally represented in society (Chavez 2008). In order for this space to emerge, there must be 

appropriate opportunities to challenge the operations of dominance. The Latino/a immigrant 
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plays an active role in the resistance of the hegemony. What does this resistance look like, and 

what are the possibilities for peaceful coexistence? In contrast to the limited discourse of the 

enforcement-first immigration reform, the subaltern Latino/a migrant must create the spaces of 

liberation to interrogate the dominant order.  

 Subaltern activism attempts to defy the stereotype of the migrant as a quiet criminal on the 

margins of society. While Senate Bill S. 744 lay motionless in the House of Representatives for 

the latter half of 2013, migrant communities organized demonstrations of civil disobedience in 

opposition of harmful border enforcement policies. The Dream Nine, comprised of nine illegal 

immigrants raised in the United States, crossed the Nogales port of entry on July 22, 2013. The 

group was held in the Eloy Detention Center in Arizona before DHS released them on August 7. 

The activists helped detainees understand their legal rights and ways to organize for release. Two 

months later on October 11, migrant supporters blocked deportation buses leaving the federal 

courthouse in Tucson, Arizona (Bogado 2013). Though detention and deportation continue, so 

do spaces for subaltern resistance.   

 Treating border issues as primarily security enforcement concerns of the nation-state 

undermine the complexity of the regional histories and the shared culture, language and 

experiences of border communities. Cultural customs connect communities across borders 

through music, cuisine, families, church and employment (Anderson 2008). The physical 

boundary obstructs the natural movement of people. A highly contested boundary, the U.S.-

Mexico border forms lifestyles and cultural orientations. Social roots in Mexico shape migrant 

marginality within American society. The challenge facing immigration reform is the 

fundamental restructuring of economic policies that favor multilateral and collaborative solutions 

to immigration (Ganster 2008, Martínez 1988). An avenue for truly comprehensive immigration 
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reform opens a path toward citizenship with legal opportunities to migrate. It recognizes that 

Latino/a immigrants are a valuable part of the labor force in key industries. It is crucial to 

construct a dialogue addressing the colonial legacy of exclusion that continues to subjugate 

undocumented migrants in order to give the subaltern voice. This voice may rise to tell a 

different story, assuming a vital role in the evolving American narrative. 
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