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Immigration is defined as the action of coming to live permanently in a foreign country. 

There are numerous reasons why people are for and against immigration, why it is a problem and 

why it is a solution. There are so many myths and facts about immigration that the real problems 

become lost. Somehow it all comes back to the money. Of the major political parties, Donald 

Trump and Hillary Clinton have differing views when it comes to immigration. However, before 

I can speak to the effectiveness of each candidate’s message I must first consider my own view 

and the views of those around me.  

My own views are unique in terms of my classmates. In fact I believe maybe one has a 

slightly similar background. My background is that of a fourth generation Mexican-America on 

my dad’s side, on my mother’s I am part of the very first to immigrate to America, those that 

landed at Plymouth Rock. I don’t speak Spanish, I don’t have any idea of the Mexican side of my 

family and barely that of my mother’s roots.  There is a rumor on my mother’s side that we were 

persecuted as witches at one point in time. I can relate to the immigrant more than the normal 

Natural born citizen even if I did not have the chance to know the immigrants of my family. I 

look at it this way, if my great grandparents had not immigrated then I wouldn’t be here, my 

father would not be here. Therefore, this issue is one I empathize and sympathize with. I 

understand that there are bad immigrants, but that stems more to the fact that there are bad 

people who choose to do bad things.  

I believe in the idea of a path to citizenship, I believe in the idea that borders are just a 

construct, years ago, what is the Western United States would have been Mexico. I see that 

everyone in America is from an immigrant family unless they are Native American. Many forget 

that fact. It is good to be patriotic, it is good to want our borders secure to know our country is 

one of the safest in the world but if we do not let people in how is our country to grow? How is 



there to be the cultural exchange that Americans are so proud of? If immigration is one of the 

reasons why I am here then I fully support it. The system has problems, they need fixed but there 

shouldn’t be a strangle hold on letting people in. That does not mean let in everyone with a sob 

story, but if they want to truly succeed in America then they will. Put another way, it is not just 

my family history, it is my environment. 

 I live in Lincoln Nebraska. It is a refuge town.  Lincoln was designated as a refugee-

friendly city by the government in the 1970s because of its size, educational institutions and 

stable economy. Many refugees have settled in the city, and it was recently named as one of the 

Top 10 Most Welcoming Cities in America by Welcoming America. Lancaster County is now 

the 18th largest resettlement area in the country for Asian immigrants and refugees. Nebraska 

also ranks fifth in refugee resettlement per capita compared to other states of similar population. 

Refugees from over 40 countries have settled in the city, which has brought new cultures and 

religions into the area. Lincoln is now home for Bosnian, Vietnamese, Afghani, Mexican, 

Russian, Kurdish, Sudanese, Ukrainian, Tajikistan, Chinese and other refugee populations 

(Lincoln Population). I went to Lincoln High, a high school representing a student body that 

speaks at least twenty different languages. The largest groups speak Spanish, Arabic, 

Vietnamese, and Karen.(LHS website). I see the need for immigration more directly, I also see 

that the refugees that come here are good people, most are hardworking and want to succeed.  

In an interview with Hannah Thomas, a sophomore majoring in Magazine media and 

English, I realized that most people from the Midwest probably do not see the impact of 

Immigration.  

 “I don’t know a lot about immigration policy. As far as the current election cycle my 

beliefs align more with Hillary than Trump for sure,” Thomas said. Thomas acknowledged that 



While her family does talk about politics, they are very polarized, that most of her knowledge 

comes from the news, and her high school government class that did not teach much.  

On speaking on immigration specifically Thomas said,  “I know there is problems with 

immigration and that it is not as efficient as it should be but I also know that a lot of people 

inflate the problem for shock value and a lot of Americans feel threatened so I kind of have 

problems knowing what to believe on sources for immigration.“ From Thomas’ perspective then, 

it would seem that the idea of immigration is far away because it does not impact us in ways that 

we can see. Yes, she has some education on it but it does not come up in her local Missouri 

politics, it does not come up in her classes, immigration policy is one that it would seem few 

people from the Midwest truly know about. I, myself, learned about it because of my heritage 

and my environment, otherwise I do not know if I would honestly know about immigration if it 

were not for those two factors. 

Accordingly when looking at the effectiveness of each campaign one must look 

acknowledge their views and take a step back so as to not be too biased. If I thought I was too 

biased on the issue I would not be talking about it. That being said I feel that I have the 

knowledge that those around me lack about the policy, I also feel that since my family 

immigrated since four generations ago and I did not know the person directly I am removed 

enough from the situation. In addressing each candidate on immigration both have given 

statements on the issue, each reflecting who they target as a result.  

In his address on Immigration, given Aug 31, 2016, Trump claims “The fundamental 

problem with the immigration system in our country is that it serves the needs of wealthy donors, 

political activists and powerful politicians. Let me tell you who it doesn’t serve: it doesn’t serve 

you, the American people.”(Trump Web). In this single claim, Trump has framed the issue of 



Immigration slightly more extreme than classical republicans but issue ownership is at the heart 

of his Frame. People do expect to a certain extent for Republican leaders to paint immigration as 

a problem, how it undermines our economy, how it hurts the everyday person. Trump uses that 

rhetoric to further his goal of tightening the laws. Trump set his Immigration agenda fully about 

a year ago, according to breitbart.com, “Trump has outflanked them on the right on what may be 

the key issue for a huge percentage of the Republican base, who feel that Democratic political 

dominance springs from a purposefully-pursued demographic shift in the country” By framing 

the issue in terms of borders, laws, and national interest, Trump has been able to make his 

agenda persuasive, especially to his base, in the basics of demographics, Trump supporters are 

generally white people. Those of European heritage make up 90% of his base. In fact most of 

them do not have a higher education, 62% did not graduate college. His Immigration policy 

speaks to those very people, the people that immigration is most likely to affect.  

 Key issues Trump speaks of in regards to Immigration are Crime, Drugs, and other illegal 

activities. When speaking of them he often gives statistics and numbers, attempting to 

demonstrate the issue as bigger than just people who are not supposed to be in our country. 

Framing it in a way that illustrates all the problems these illegal immigrants bring with them. 

This in turn supports the agenda he set, “Right now, however, we are in the middle of a jobs 

crisis, a border crisis, and a terrorism crisis. All energies of the federal government and the 

legislative process must now be focused on immigration security. That is the only conversation 

we should be having at this time,”(Trump Web). Trump is skillful when it comes to words, when 

it comes to reading his crowd, Trump utilized their ideals to create his policy, set his agenda, and 

frame it in such a way that speaks to his base.  



 Clinton’s argument for immigration stems from the need of a comprehensive immigration 

reform with a pathway to full and equal citizenship. Clinton is framing her argument in terms of 

family and history. “American values: that we are a nation of immigrants, and we treat those who 

come to our country with dignity and respect—and that we embrace immigrants, not denigrate 

them”(Clinton Web). She is utilizing her language in a way that allows for a frame of humanity. 

It is not just about the betterment of the country, it is about the person in her frame. “It will treat 

every person with dignity, fix the family visa backlog, uphold the rule of law, protect our borders 

and national security, and bring millions of hardworking people into the formal economy” 

(Clinton Web). Clinton has built her agenda around immigration by reminding the world that 

immigration is more than just national security, it is more than just statistics, she is framing in a 

think of the human behind the law perspective. Most of her proposals tie back to immigration 

being safer, more humane, protect the people behind the law. 

Some underlying key issues that Clinton represents is that when speaking on immigration 

she does not just focus on the southern border, she speaks on all four borders, consistently 

bringing up immigrants from Northwest Asia as well. She also consistently utilizes the words 

“Comprehensive Immigration Reform” these words are the key repetition in her speeches and 

quotes about immigration. If you break it down by the words Clinton is planning to overhaul the 

system, she wants a complete reform, keeping some laws and changing overs. She wants to fix a 

broken system. Because Clinton is already established she has certain ideals connected with her. 

Ideals like the family, of America for everyone, of justice and equality, these are especially key 

in her overall agenda. Notably, to voters who might not feel that they should worry about 

immigration, Clinton is taking her rhetoric and making it a matter of the person. Clinton is 

speaking to the family, to people of color, to those educated at a higher level, attempting to get 



them to think. These ideals are what Clinton is trying to stress to her target audience; she is 

utilizing the ideals that she is connected with the set her agenda and frame it accordingly. 

According to politifact, “Trump and Clinton both say they favor secure borders, but in every 

other respect they are at odds over how they’d tackle key immigrant issues. Experts on both sides 

of the debate cast the candidates’ proposals as radical, arguing Trump is overtly anti-immigrant 

while Clinton is too lax on policies.” They may be right, from the rhetoric of Trump his policies 

are anti-immigration but they are framed in the 

interest of national security. While Clinton’s 

policies are focusing on the family behind each 

it remains to be seen if either candidate’s 

strategy is effective. However based upon 

demographic divides Clinton’s messages are 

especially strong to people of color. While 

Trump’s messages are especially strong to the 

White voter. I believe this is an important 

distinction to make as America is viewed as a 

country of the white and the immigrant. Both 

messages are effective especially when 

considering the demographic of each 

candidate’s target audience. Clinton’s messages 

on Immigration are an effective tactic for 

targeting the person with a family, those that 

have had good experiences with immigrants, and they may ring effectively true for teachers. 



Especially teachers who have had immigrants both legal and illegal in their classrooms. Whereas 

Trump’s message is effective with all those who have had a bad experience with immigrants, 

those who have known people to be killed at the hands of an immigrant, those who believe the 

immigrant is bad for the economy, those that think the illegal immigrant is skating by in the 

system.  

In this election immigration is important and it comes up consistently but if one strategy 

is more effective than the other, it is hard to say. To their target audiences I think their strategies 

are extremely effective, they make sense. But looking outside of their target audience, looking at 

the whole of America it is difficult. Looking just in 

terms of region, Northwest 50/50, West 60/40 for 

Clinton, Southwest 70/30 for Trump, Midwest 

would be 50/50, Southeast 60/40 Trump, Mid-

Atlantic 50/50 with the exception of New York, 

(New York it’s the city of the American dream 

after all, 70/30 Clinton), and finally Northeast I’m going 50/50. It is all in terms of how close the 

message is to the audience, if it seems like an apparent issue one rhetoric be more effective than 

the other. However if the issue seems far off, like those of us from the Midwest then the audience 

in those states will probably listen and pay more attention to another position of the candidates. 

In conclusion, the effectiveness of the candidate’s messages on immigrant truly depends 

on the target audience. My demographic, it is more inclined to believe in an optimistic view of 

immigration, I want to believe in the goodness of people. My own experiences have made 

Clinton’s immigration more attractive to myself as it centers on the family, my family would not 

exist without immigration. Trump’s arguments do have some merit in that they have been able to 



garner the support of those that believe the border is nowhere near as secure as it should be. The 

way these two candidates have utilized language is a powerful, it speaks to the target audience of 

the candidates and effectively builds their agenda and frames. Neither has deviated or pivoted 

away from these ideas as far as I can tell. Immigration policy is tricky to sell because those of us 

in the US that do not seem to be impacted by this policy, are not going to pay as much attention. 

Therefore, immigration is sold based upon the economy and target audience, it is not usually a 

main policy taking center stage of the campaign unless the economy is bad because it is easy to 

blame. Accordingly, effectiveness of rhetoric on immigration policy is to be taken in accordance 

with audience perception, and other positions the campaigns have taken.  
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