
IMMIGRATION POLICY AFFECTS US ALL. 

Worker protection and a path to citizenship for all immigrants is good for the whole 

community.        P. deLeon 6/13 

 

Some notes:  

1.  Enforcement-only policy --focussing on making immigration harder and criminalizing 

employers and unauthorized immigrants-- does not effectively control immigration.  It does 

not address the push and pull of war, crime and the economy that drive people to leave their 

home communities.  More than 100 million people are on the move across borders around the 

world;  what we see here is just part of a long-term global dynamic.  The economic factors that 

displace people here are the same ones that affect people in other countries, except that most of 

us in the U.S. have more resources to fall back on in tough times. 

 

2.  Enforcement-only policy hurts all of us. 

* It makes us all less secure, by 

a) driving millions of people further into the shadows, making them more vulnerable and 

fearful of the police, while at the same time encouraging identity fraud.  By making it harder 

for immigrants to join mainstream society, we also reduce their stake in democratic 

institutions.  We deprive immigrants of drivers' licenses, as if that were a reward, instead of a 

safety measure for all of us. 

b)  diverting very substantial resources from the fight against crime and terrorism. 

c)  by shutting off an important safety valve for families in other countries, we increase the 

likelihood of explosive unrest overseas, that can come back and hurt us here later on. 

d)  moving us all closer to a police state of vigilantism, constant surveillance, escalating raids 

on homes and workplaces, officially-sanctioned racism, and selective due process. 

 

*  We have a system where corporate money can zoom all over the world in moments, but we 

fear workers on the move. Enforcement-only immigration policy hurts our economy and 

environment in several ways: 

a)  As many studies confirm, unauthorized immigrants contribute many billions of dollars to 

our economy and tax base (including Social Security, which would otherwise suffer an even 

greater disproportion between retirees and young workers paying into the system), and 

deporting them would hurt our economy.  It is also true, however, that fairer laws would 

mean immigrants could get more of their tax money back in the form of benefits. 

b)  Labor law is meant to protect all workers, but the fact that a simple phone call can trigger 

arrest for any unauthorized immigrant means that unscrupulous employers can abuse their 

employees and easily get rid of anyone who complains.  And in a land where competition is 

king, it is what the least protected workers must accept that sets the standards for wages and 

working conditions.  Having millions of workers effectively outside the protection of the law 

especially hurts all low wage workers.  In effect, immigrants are an indispensable extension to 

the growing contingent workforce:  those who can be hired to meet high demand, and laid off 

when the economy turns sour. 



 

If enforcement-only immigration policy does not work well, and comes at such a high cost for 

all of us, what's behind the current agitation?  It's completely reasonable to raise questions 

about new neighbors, wherever they come from.  What's not acceptable is to blame folks 

without ever seeking answers.  Here are some common concerns: 

 

* Why don't all immigrants just follow the legal process to get their working papers and 

citizenship? 

For the majority of immigrants, there is no legal path.  For instance, the U.S. offers just 5,000 

visas a year for workers in low-wage occupations-- from the entire rest of the world.  In many 

other categories, people have to wait many years for their applications to be processed-- not 

fair or realistic for separated families.  People assume that it's as easy to immigrate now as it 

was two hundred years ago.  That is not true. 

 

*  What kind of values do newcomers bring to our community?  Will they become responsible, 

contributing members of the community, or will they overburden our public services? 

Federal and state laws prohibit even immigrants with residence permits from taking part in 

most public programs, except for schools and emergency services. 

 

*  Am I going to lose my job to some immigrant who works harder and accepts less pay? 

Studies indicate that immigration boosts the economy overall. Still, there is some competition 

in low-wage jobs between immigrants and people born here.  If immigrants had the same 

protections as U.S.-born workers, employers would not be looking for immigrants as the 

cheapest workforce.  The answer to job competition is to level the playing field. 

 

Beyond our legitimate concerns, we must also ask why the debate about immigration has 

intensified in recent years.  Some people point to the greater economic hardship and 

insecurity, but the people most vocal about immigration were calling for harsher laws long 

before the economic downturn.  We should also look to the political landscape today.  

Throughout our history, some leaders have made a habit of campaigning against the most 

vulnerable groups for political gain --the South has an especially rich tradition-- and 

immigrants are a frequent target.  100 years ago it was Jews and Italians who were seen as the 

big danger;  before that Chinese were the scapegoats;  before that, the Irish.  So what we see 

today is really nothing new.  But it also points to the biggest cost of enforcement-only policy:  

by singling out marginalized groups as scapegoats, some leaders want to distract us from 

examining our real problems and developing real, long-term solutions. 

 

   

 

 


