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Introduction

“Ladies and gentlemen, we interrupt our program . . . to bring you a spe-
cial bulletin.” From the depths of your nightmares comes an untold terror. 
From across your borders come “cool and unsympathetic” beings who 
gaze on this land “with envious eyes, . . . slowly and surely dr[awing] their 
plans against [you].” A faint warning glistens across the wire as the ter-
ror grows. “Ladies and gentlemen, this is the most terrifying thing I have 
ever witnessed. . . . Wait a minute! Someone’s crawling out. . . . Someone 
or . . . something. . . . Good heavens, something’s wriggling out of the 
shadows like a [brown] snake. Now it’s another one, and another.” The 
massed crowds focus intensely as the being’s face rises from the darkness. 
“It’s indescribable. I can hardly force myself to keep looking at it.” As you 
move closer and closer, the being is “raising up.” Finally one being comes 
into focus; you see what horror lies in front of you. Confusion reigns 
supreme as the masses try to make sense of what has occurred before 
their very eyes. Then, the soothing voice of the government streams from 
the airwaves to help them make sense of what is happening:
 “Citizens of the nation: I shall not try to conceal the gravity of the situ-
ation that confronts the country, nor the concern of the government in 
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protecting the lives and property of its people. However, I wish to impress 
upon you—private citizens and public officials, all of you—the urgent 
need of calm and resourceful action. Fortunately, this formidable enemy 
is still confined to a comparatively small area, and we may place our faith 
in the military forces to keep them there. In the meantime placing our 
faith in God we must continue the performance of our duties, each and 
every one of us, so that we may confront this destructive adversary with a 
nation united, courageous, and consecrated to the preservation of human 
supremacy on this earth. I thank you.” Your mind races in a futile attempt 
to make sense of what has occurred. “All that happened before the arrival 
of these monstrous creatures in the world now seems part of another 
life, . . . a life that has no continuity with the present.” Finally, the real-
ization strikes you: “They [are] wreck[ing] the greatest country in the 
world.” They’re nothing like you—they need to be stopped. . . .1

 It does not take a stretch of the imagination to see how the above 
narrative (using direct quotes from the infamous 1938 War of the 
Worlds broadcast) could easily be tomorrow’s leading news bulle-
tin concerning this country’s alleged immigration crisis.2 Following 
increased domestic oversight and arguably isolationist sentiments after 
September 11, 2001, media,3 political,4 academic,5 and would-be aca-
demic6 figures have effectively caused a furor, almost to the point of 
panic, over the issue,7 using virulent attacks aimed largely against the 
Latino and Latina immigrant groups crossing the Mexican border.8 
FBI reports on domestic hate crimes after 2001, for instance, indicate 
that such crimes against Latinos and Latinas surged from 2003 to 
2006.9 The Mexican American Legal Defense and Educational Fund 
(MALDEF) blames anti-immigrant sentiments for the surge.10 Sur-
prisingly, the verbal assaults on the immigrant community, which are 
often bigoted and thus shameful,11 have thus far gone largely unad-
dressed in public opinion circles, in part because the alleged basis for 
limiting immigration is often couched in vague language of “national 
security” and “the war on terror.”12 While some view the concerns 
as mudslinging aimed at stirring racist and xenophobic fears,13 sadly 
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many Americans have accepted and expressed agreement with the 
anti-immigrant attacks.14

 Several questions arise from tales like the one above—as well as the 
tales heard virtually every day from the media, including from figures 
like Lou Dobbs and Bill O’Reilly: are these all-too-often unseemly 
accounts and tales of woe accurate? Or is it that this country has aban-
doned the noble ethos of inclusion that is engrained in the spirit of our 
laws? 
 On the one hand, this country demonstrates an inclusive and wel-
coming ethos, iconically engraved on the tablet of Lady Liberty. Yet, 
repeatedly throughout this country’s history, there have been less than 
proud moments of hate targeted against the immigrant community.15 
In a land that is self-proclaimed as a land of immigrants, there exists 
a history of slavery against Africans, attempted genocide against its 
indigenous peoples, and anti-immigrant efforts such as the Alien and 
Sedition Act of 1798, Operation Wetback of the 1950s, race-based immi-
gration quotas, and denials of equal rights based upon sexual orienta-
tion.16 Noble notions of sanctuary have often brushed up against fear and 
hatred of the “other.” This tension is witnessed not only in legal moments 
but also in consequential statements of who we are as a people, in both 
our proclamations and our literature.
 Compare, for instance, the inspirational statement of America’s inclu-
sive credo, perhaps also our immigration mantra, in Emma Lazarus’s 
1883 poem “New Colossus”:

Not like the brazen giant of Greek fame,
With conquering limbs astride from land to land;
Here at our sea-washed, sunset gates shall stand
A mighty woman with a torch, whose flame
Is the imprisoned lightning, and her name
Mother of Exiles. From her beacon-hand
Glows world-wide welcome; her mild eyes command
The air-bridged harbor that twin cities frame.
“Keep ancient lands, your storied pomp!” cries she
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With silent lips. “Give me your tired, your poor,
Your huddled masses yearning to breathe free,
The wretched refuse of your teeming shore.
Send these, the homeless, tempest-tossed to me,
I lift my lamp beside the golden door!”17

These welcoming words are in stark contrast with the sentiments of 
others, both during Lazarus’s period and during recent xenophobic 
moments. For instance, Thomas Bailey Aldrich’s 1895 poem “Unguarded 
Gates” offers a very different vision of how we should view ourselves and 
immigrants:

Wide open and unguarded stand our gates, 
And through them presses a wild motley throng—
Men from the Volga and the Tartar steppes,
Featureless figures of the Hoang-Ho,
Malayan, Scythian, Teuton, Kelt, and Slav,
Flying the Old World’s poverty and scorn;
These bringing with them unknown gods and rites,
Those, tiger passions, here to stretch their claws.
In street and alley what strange tongues are loud,
Accents of menace alien to our air,
Voices that once the Tower of Babel knew!
O Liberty, white Goddess! Is it well
To leave the gates unguarded? On thy breast
Fold Sorrow’s children.18

 Slightly more than a century later, a similarly unkind picture of immi-
grants occurred in a ditty that made its way around the Internet: 

I come for visit, get treated regal,
So I stay, who care I illegal?
Cross border, poor & broke,
Take bus, see Customs bloke.
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Nice man treats me good in there,
Say I need to see welfare.
Welfare say “You come no more,
We send cash right to your door.”
Welfare checks, they make you wealthy,
Medi-cal, it keep you healthy!
By & by, I got plenty money,
Thanks, American working dummy.
Write to friends in motherland,
Tell them come as fast as you can.
They come in rags & Chubby trucks,
I buy big house with welfare bucks.
They all come, we live together
To live off America and make life better!
Fourteen families now move in,
Neighbor’s patience growing thin.
Finally white boy moves away,
I buy house and then I say,
“Find more aliens,” house I rent,
In the garden I put a tent.
Send for family (they just trash)
But they draw more welfare cash!
Everything is mucho good,
Soon we own the neighborhood.
We have hobby, it’s called breeding,
Welfare pay for baby feeding.
Kids need dentist? Wife needs pills,
We get free, we have no bills.
American crazy, he pay all year
To keep his Welfare running here.
We think America damn good place!
Too damn good for white man race.
If they no like us, they can go,
Got lots of room in Mexico.19
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 Today public opinion on immigration seems to have shifted to the 
side of the anti-immigrant advocates.20 Anti-immigrant attitudes are 
widely disseminated in political circles, on talk radio, and in countless 
television depictions. Indeed, it appears one cannot go a week listening 
to talk radio hosts like Rush Limbaugh or watching cable television sta-
tions like Fox News or CNN without witnessing offensive statements 
concerning undocumented immigrants. 
 Politicians also take advantage of the defenseless and make similar 
comments in order to appear tough on crime and national security. 
These now-common attacks against immigrants, particularly undocu-
mented immigrants, are not unlike criticisms against virtually any other 
minority group in this land at one point or another in this country’s 
history. As will be demonstrated in the pages to come, much of the anti-
immigrant attacks are so utterly racist and offensive that one would 
think they would not be tolerated. As witnessed by the condemnation of 
the talk show host Don Imus for his shameful attack against the Rutgers 
women’s basketball team, our society tends to have little tolerance for 
openly racist diatribes, yet such diatribes are regularly launched against 
undocumented immigrants. Could it be because this group is consid-
ered “illegal” and therefore deserving of any criticism, no matter how 
unfair? Such a poor excuse to spew hate and intolerance needs to be 
challenged and ended. This book undertakes that noble but daunting 
task.
 The hateful rhetoric often associated with undocumented immi-
grants, more commonly known as illegal immigrants,21 has virtu-
ally silenced those in favor of rational proposals for reform. Factually 
flawed and baseless anti-immigrant venom, often spewed unchecked, is 
what this book aspires to be the antidote for. While logic, decency, and 
humanity could be the sole basis to challenge contemporary vitriolic 
attacks against undocumented immigrants, attempts are made here to 
undertake what has yet to be undertaken—to engage in an informed 
and factually based retort to the unfounded speculations, assumptions, 
and attacks made against undocumented immigrants. The current 
popular rhetoric positions the status of immigrant as a “social identity 



Introduction >> 7

[that] has been plagued by the mark of illegality, which in much public 
discourse means that they are criminals and thus illegitimate members 
of society undeserving of social benefits, including citizenship.”22 While 
the pro-immigrant effort is much needed, given the lack of informed 
engagement, it is not an easy one. In part because studies addressing 
the cultural and economic consequences of immigration are numerous 
and often driven by a variety of interest groups, providing an informed 
analysis is challenging, to say the least. 
 Policy makers will hopefully be informed by this in-depth analysis of 
the leading credible studies on what is one of the most contentious, yet 
important, public policy debates of this generation. Another important 
goal here is to identify the legal consequences of basing public policy on 
factually flawed reports or, worse yet, baseless anti-immigrant rhetoric. 
 As a final step, an economically sound and humane proposal for 
change will be made. Among other things, this proposal will stress the 
need to end the obfuscating and unsound rhetoric associated with the 
value of undocumented immigrants. It will also address the concern of 
the national government as well as state and local communities con-
cerning the costs and fears associated with immigration. The free rider 
problem associated with domestic business sectors that actually create 
the demand for undocumented immigration will also be confronted. 
In particular, the domestic business sectors that create the demand for 
immigration without being responsible for the consequences will be 
asked to take up their respective obligations to our society. 
 Finally, this project will propose comprehensive immigration reform 
that will illustrate how to address three important groups of immigrants: 
(1) young adults seeking to attain a college education but often denied 
because of their “illegal” status as a result of their “crossing the border” 
as children with their parents (who were themselves seeking employ-
ment), (2) the rest of the approximately eleven million other undocu-
mented immigrants residing and working in this country, and (3) all 
future immigrants seeking to work in this country. 
 Those on either side of the national and state immigration debate as 
well as leaders all along the political spectrum may very well become 
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annoyed or even angered by both the examination undertaken here and 
the solutions proposed. The reason for this prediction is that this project 
is not undertaken to merely point fingers. Rather, a primary goal here 
is to address the fact that with issues as controversial yet important as 
immigration—which touches upon a host of other issues, including the 
economy, national security, and foreign relations—the differing sides 
tend not to address each other. In the end, everyone tends to preach to 
the converted on their respective side of the issue. Apparently, each side 
hopes that if they repeat themselves long enough, they will attract more 
followers. That is not the goal here. 
 What will be undertaken in the forthcoming pages is more than 
merely engaging in retelling tales of woe. In terms of an overview of 
what is forthcoming, and perhaps at the risk of oversimplifying this her-
culean endeavor, this project aims to undertake and achieve what no 
single work has yet accomplished. It attempts, in one document, to first 
identify the leading attacks against undocumented immigrants; then, 
using empirical data, it will examine the validity of those attacks, dem-
onstrating how such attacks are far from new in this country’s history; 
subsequently, it will establish how such attacks have shaped policy in the 
past and will likely shape policy in the future unless exposed. Finally, 
this project will propose a means to resolve the current immigration 
stalemate. 
 This introductory chapter provides a brief overview of the entire 
project and its goals. In addition, this chapter will begin to explore the 
current debate concerning undocumented immigration, and ultimately 
provide the reader with the author’s vision for proposed comprehensive 
immigration reform. Chapter 2 will examine in greater detail the domi-
nant narrative concerning undocumented immigration, which is largely 
negative. The chapter will explore the leading anti-immigrant attacks in 
the media, by politicians, and others who claim that (1) immigrants are 
part of a cultural and population overthrow; (2) immigrants are part of 
a crime wave entering this country, and (3) immigrants are hurting our 
national economy by, among other things, stealing American jobs and 
lowering domestic wages. Chapter 3 will respond to the allegations raised 
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in chapter 2, through the use of empirical studies from a broad selection 
of sources, including the federal government, leading immigrant rights 
advocacy groups, and conservative think tanks that have examined the 
validity claims raised in the first chapter. The fourth chapter will explore 
the troubling issues not resolved by the conclusions reached in chapter 3. 
Chapter 4 will explore the costs of undocumented immigration on local 
and state governments. In addition to exploring a problem largely unad-
dressed by either the federal government or advocates of immigrant 
rights, this chapter also examines the largely ill-advised efforts by state 
and local governments to address the immigration issue themselves. 
Chapter 5 will take a slight shift in focus and examine this country’s his-
tory with respect to South American immigration, focusing on Mexican 
immigration. The reason for this historical focus is to demonstrate that 
the current anti-immigrant narratives are far from new, and the current 
narrative is eerily similar to attacks of the past. The chapter also demon-
strates the cycle this country is in the midst of and will likely continue 
if it continues to demonize immigrants despite the ongoing demand for 
these immigrant workers. Another purpose of chapter 5 is to serve as 
a historical example of how past hateful rhetoric affected public policy 
concerning immigration, suggesting that similar attacks may very well 
continue to affect current and future policy. Chapter 6 examines socio-
logical and psychological studies on the likely public policy effects of the 
use of hateful narratives that stereotype and stigmatize undocumented 
immigrants. This chapter thus serves the important function of draw-
ing a nexus between arguable social ills—scapegoating and stereotyp-
ing—and the creation of unsound laws. Finally, chapter 7 will explore 
the existing varying views on how to resolve the so-called immigration 
crisis. Ultimately, this chapter will propose a pragmatic and economi-
cally sound solution that includes the creation of a fair and accountable 
guest worker program for future immigrants, adoption of a form of the 
DREAM Act, and procedures and priorities that address the eleven mil-
lion undocumented individuals already in this country.
 A primary goal of this project is to begin a movement to change 
immigration discourse, to replace the hateful rhetoric that dominates 
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the current debate concerning undocumented immigration with facts 
based on empirical data. This project will undertake an essential but 
often devalued task by legal academics of exhaustively compiling the 
leading empirical studies to address an important societal misconcep-
tion. In this case, the studies will disprove what has thus far been repeat-
edly argued but not proven, namely, (1) that undocumented immigra-
tion creates a cultural and population threat, (2) that undocumented 
immigration is causing a crime wave in this country, and (3) that undoc-
umented immigrants are harmful to the U.S. economy and domestic 
workers. 
 Many studies addressing these issues lead to conclusions that some 
may view as pro-immigrant, but that is because the data support such 
conclusions. This project will nonetheless not merely take a side and 
repeat old positions. It will address questions that both sides have 
thus far failed to contend with. The two sides in the current immi-
gration debate bring to mind the hackneyed phrase “ships passing in 
the night,” with the political left arguing in favor of a human rights–
focused agenda and stressing the positive impact undocumented 
immigrants provide our national economy, and the more responsible 
anti-immigrant political right raising alarms over national security 
and the negative consequences of undocumented immigration on state 
and local economies.
 In reality, both groups’ positions have merit, yet until now, few have 
tried to confront the opposing views and their relative strengths and 
weaknesses. Before engaging in such an examination, this project will 
dispel the all-too-common illegitimate rhetoric associated with undocu-
mented immigration. In addition, the economic and cultural realities of 
undocumented immigration will be addressed in order to trace our long 
history of conflicted attitudes toward immigration. The goal is to docu-
ment how today’s rhetoric is almost identical to that of the past, and it is 
those old tales that have helped shape current views as well as ill-advised 
national and local policies. Thus, the purpose of this historical effort is to 
highlight the need to engage in fact-based, historically informed discus-
sions that may lead to sound policy in order to avoid repeating unseemly 
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episodes from our past, such as Operation Wetback and other shameful 
events.
 I will examine studies from the social sciences such as sociology 
and psychology in order to draw a nexus between the current stigma-
tizing narratives concerning undocumented immigrants and the legal 
consequences of such stigmatizing and stereotyping efforts—namely, 
creation of unsound policy decisions influenced by public discourse. 
Thus, the very use of the hateful anecdotes that characterize the current 
state of immigration discourse addressed in the next chapter will lay 
the groundwork for the penultimate chapter, which will draw a nexus 
between hateful speech and its ability to affect views and perceptions 
and consequently affect policy decisions, and thus immigration law. 
Looking to the role of stigma and stereotyping in creating “the other,” 
and how such phenomena actually help foster hatred and skewed policy 
decisions on immigration, I will examine a number of psychological and 
sociological studies on theories such as transference, dissonance, and 
other phenomena. How this country has allowed for rhetoric filled with 
ignorance and even bias to frame not only how we think of immigrants, 
but also how we think of all Hispanics and other perceived immigrant 
groups, will be explored in order to examine how this country creates 
policies and laws that often harm the country’s own economic interests 
as well as the interests of important sectors of society, such as the agri-
culture and construction industries. In the process of this examination, 
the role of the all-too-often missing party in the immigration debate—
the domestic business sectors that drive the demand for undocumented 
workers—will be explored.
 Typically, in current immigration discussions, pundits and politicians 
alike condemn undocumented immigrants in large part because they 
represent an easy target—they are no one’s constituents and are thus per-
ceived to be voiceless. As a result, it is easy to blame these silent mem-
bers of our society, especially when we place labels such as “illegal” on 
them. Yet the vast majority of undocumented immigrants do not come 
here to steal or take from this country; they come here to work, and they 
do so in response to the demand created by domestic business sectors 
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seeking low-cost labor. Immigration, especially undocumented immi-
gration, is thus primarily responsive, and directly correlated to domestic 
economic conditions. After all, as witnessed in the last decade, when 
the domestic economy is suffering, undocumented immigration rates 
decline. 
  In many respects, the silent parties to the debate—business sectors 
such as the agricultural, construction, and service industries—are them-
selves the economic free riders. These sectors of the economy create the 
demand for undocumented workers, yet they are rarely blamed for cre-
ating the demand; they are not held accountable in efforts to address 
immigration; and they are even less likely to speak up on undocumented 
immigration, despite benefitting from it. One reason for this silence is 
perhaps the fear of being attacked, or more likely the fear of being asked 
to make laws such as minimum wage laws and the Fair Labor Standards 
Act applicable to all individuals, including undocumented immigrants. 
 Obviously, such impositions of laws on important domestic busi-
ness sectors may have a significant impact on these sectors’ demand for 
undocumented immigration. The alternative to full application of the 
domestic employment laws to the undocumented would be compro-
mised positions on the laws, that is, another baseline of minimum wages 
for guest workers in exchange for certain basic benefits for the previ-
ously undocumented. For instance, in exchange for allowing domestic 
business to openly attract low-wage immigrant workers, employees in 
these areas would be offered access to employer-sponsored or -subsi-
dized non-emergency healthcare centers. By creating such legal excep-
tions, a guest worker program would legally create a demand for labor 
that is not easily found in this country. Such a proposal would also pro-
vide some basic human rights to largely defenseless currently undocu-
mented immigrants. In any event, a guest worker program that would 
also ensure that businesses protect and secure all their workers with 
some form of insurance has the benefit of sound economic policy to 
those businesses, but also adds the benefits to local communities and 
states that thus far have had to bear most of the burden of paying for the 
healthcare of undocumented immigrants within their jurisdictions.
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 Perhaps annoying classic critical scholars, such as critical legal stud-
ies scholars, this project will go beyond identifying significant social 
problems and will seek workable solutions to all legitimate sides in the 
debate. The political right, often associated with anti-immigrant stances, 
must contend with the fact that much of the popular rhetoric associated 
with immigration is based on faulty information and is rife with sim-
plistic, racially and ethnically biased, and illegitimate motivations. All 
sides of the debate will be held accountable and must, as a first step to 
real change, dispel basic misperceptions, such as the popular view that 
there is in fact an immigration crisis or a so-called broken immigra-
tion system. For instance, too often the media and even political lead-
ers make assertions concerning a so-called immigration crisis in this 
country. Indeed, the Obama administration has repeatedly made state-
ments to the effect that our country’s immigration system is broken. For 
instance, in an official statement on the subject of immigration reform, 
the administration observed,

The President reiterated his commitment to comprehensive immigra-
tion reform that both strengthens security at our borders while restor-
ing accountability to the broken immigration system, and pointed out that 
perpetuating a broken immigration system is not an option if America is 
to win the future.23

These assertions, though made by a cabinet-level official, are not correct. 
Using the figure of eleven million to conclude that there is a national 
crisis is faulty for a number of reasons. First, that figure is often bandied 
about to cause a visceral reaction to the sheer number of “illegals” walk-
ing our streets. Yet empirical data from the federal government itself 
demonstrate that, believe it or not, the figure of eleven million is unre-
markable. The White House and major media outlets never point out 
that eleven million is actually small relative to the total population of 
this country. 
 Simply put, when the federal government commissioned a study on 
the impact of undocumented immigration, the blue-ribbon team of 
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nationally respected economists, social scientists, and demographers 
found that the most appropriate way to measure immigration was to 
look at it relative to the overall population. The panel concluded that 
undocumented immigration, despite the popular belief that it is almost 
destroying our country and way of life, is actually at one of its lowest 
rates in our country’s history. Yet, despite this two-volume study being 
released over a decade ago, no mainstream voice addresses this fact, and 
especially not the media. 
 Related to the above mischaracterization is the popular belief that 
undocumented immigrants are a drain on our national economy and 
that they steal jobs from domestic workers. Once again, using a host of 
studies from across the political spectrum, this book conclusively lays 
these baseless assertions to rest. Undocumented immigrants actually 
are a net benefit to the national economy for a host of reasons. They 
actually increase wages of domestic workers, and they tend not to dis-
place domestic workers. The two groups (undocumented immigrants 
and domestic workers) are simply not equivalent. Again, it needs to be 
stressed that unlike the widely disseminated statements that we often 
hear concerning undocumented immigration, the arguments made here 
are based in fact and empiricism. Indeed, the positions taken here come 
from the most respected examinations by the most respected experts.
 The so-called sympathetic left, for its part, must grapple with the 
largely dismissed reality that undocumented immigration does have a 
financial impact, at least in the short term, on local and state govern-
ments. For instance, it simply defies logic to suggest that undocumented 
immigrants, who often do not have healthcare insurance, do not pose 
some added expenses in the healthcare field, when even laypeople know 
that undocumented immigrants as a last resort go to public hospitals 
when in need of medical assistance, especially when facing emergency 
situations. Moreover, when undocumented immigrants reside in the 
United States with their families, which is not that unusual, there is the 
added economic burden of educating undocumented children and U.S. 
citizen children of the undocumented. The simple fact that there are 
no conclusive studies to establish the above positions (because, as the 
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federal government has found in at least two occasions, the healthcare 
industry does a poor job of tracking patients) does not undercut their 
logic concerning certain obvious costs of undocumented immigration 
to local economies.
 After annoying perhaps all sectors of conventional wisdom, as well 
as both sides of the domestic political spectrum, I set forth proposed 
solutions with the goal of leading to change. The proposal I will make in 
chapter 7 ultimately recognizes the overall economic benefits of undocu-
mented immigration, and uses that fact to address local and state con-
cerns over immigration. This country also needs to acknowledge the 
certain realities of undocumented immigration. For instance, the coun-
try must realize that few domestic workers want to do the work undocu-
mented immigrants have historically undertaken. Consequently, society 
must stop scapegoating important sectors of this society. In addition, the 
federal government needs to be prepared to address the fact that certain 
states and local economies bear significant burdens to their healthcare 
and education systems. The federal government needs to be prepared to 
use the overall fiscal gain of undocumented immigration to reimburse 
those states that bear more than their share of added costs stemming 
from undocumented immigration. This is actually not such a novel idea. 
Roughly a decade ago, several states made a similar request to the fed-
eral government, which ultimately was dismissed without much atten-
tion. Such an effort must be continued and political pressure needs to 
be put on the federal government. If nothing else, equity calls for such 
action. In the face of all this energy spent on talk radio and by politi-
cal demagogues demonizing and scapegoating undocumented immi-
grants, a basic grassroots call for honest discussion and engagement 
needs to be undertaken. The centuries-long history of conflicted atti-
tudes toward undocumented immigrants must be ended. For instance, 
in times of economic growth when immigrants are needed, the govern-
ment institutes policies that encourage undocumented immigration or 
at least turn a blind eye toward it; but in times of perceived political 
unrest such as war or in times of economic downturn, society blames 
undocumented immigrants for society’s economic problems. Instead of 
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repeating this cycle, society needs to come to terms with the realities of 
immigration, which would include all benefits and challenges associated 
with all forms of immigration. 
 I will set forth my comprehensive reform proposal in detail in chapter 
7; for now I will simply list the proposal’s five main components: (1) a 
guest worker program with provisions for workers’ rights and for federal 
aid to states; (2) passage of DREAM Act legislation; and (3) a set of clear 
and stringent requirements by which an undocumented immigrant can 
initiate a process toward citizenship; (4) a plan to authorize the granting 
of lawful permanent resident status to immigrants who have received 
a master’s or PhD degree from an American university in the science, 
technology, engineering, or math (STEM) fields; and (5) a reform plan 
to streamline skilled worker visa programs in order to promote the best 
and the brightest to study in needed fields. This proposal will hopefully 
provide a blueprint for true change for policy makers sincerely inter-
ested in resolving the immigration debate. 


