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As the Democrats take over Congress in 2007 to create 

what the American public can deem to be a “better” government 
and enjoy an improved quality of life, one core issue is being 
fiercely debated through the nation: immigration reform. The 
debate on immigration reform is complex, involving issues 
affecting national security, workforce stability, public benefits, legal 
principles, and fundamental ethics. Since so much appears to be at 
stake, the public and politicians have chosen sides for personal, 
political, and public policy gains in this debate.  
 

During 2005-2006, President Bush presented a proposal 
for immigration reform that included building a fence along the 

American-Mexican border, deploying National Guard troops to the border for law 
enforcement, and a guest worker/amnesty program to address the illegal immigrants already 
present in the USA. Since Republicans held a Congressional majority at the time, the Bush 
Administration had hoped that a comprehensive immigration reform bill would be passed 
and the immigrant-friendly policy would help garner immigrant-community votes for the 
Republicans. But, Congress was unable to present a bill to President Bush and the 
November 2006 congressional elections shifted the tide of policy. Presently, the Democrats 
now hold a lean Congressional majority and the 2008 Presidential election is fast 
approaching. The immigration reform issue is once again at the center of a national debate, 
with politicians vying for the public’s support and votes. Not only are the Democrats trying 
to garner public support through cries for immigration reform, but the Republican party is 
now split on how to deal with the immigration debate.  
 

One possible 2008 presidential candidate who appears to be grabbing the spotlight 
by focusing the public’s attention on the illegal immigration debate is the Republican 
Congressman from Colorado, Tom Tancredo. Congressman Tancredo recently authored a 
book titled, “In Mortal Danger: The Battle for America’s Border and Security” and is 
Chairman of the Immigration Reform Caucus. He has described illegal immigrants as “a 
scourge that threatens the very future of our nation”, grieves over the “cult of 
multiculturalism”, and has said that the city of Miami, Florida which has a large immigrant 
populace resembles a “third world country”. The crux of Congressman Tancredo’s and his 
supporters’ complaints are that illegal immigrants are overwhelming the school systems, 
misusing hospital emergency rooms services, and overburdening the welfare system. Fusing 
terrorism threats with inadequate border security, Congressman Tancredo is creating a 
compelling argument for radical immigration policy changes. Evidencing the growing 
support of his views in Congress, it should be noted that his Caucus group originally had 
only 16 members; now there are 91 members.   
 



In the Senate, John McCain and Arlen Specter are working diligently to formulate an 
immigration reform policy that can incorporate better border security, a guest-worker 
program, and a protocol that would allow illegal immigrants to possibly become citizens of 
the United States in the future. Their approach can be seen as an amicable compromise to 
keep all sides happy. However, Senator Bill Frist is considering a run in the 2008 presidential 
election and is intending to recommend a severe proposal that may be seen as a way to get 
the anti-immigration voter’s support.  
 

As a result, there is much internal feuding within the Republican party and an 
apparent distancing from President Bush’s immigration reform proposal. In an effort to hold 
the Republican party’s ranks together, President Bush recently implored that “the debate 
must be done in a way that doesn’t pit one group of people against another”.  
 

Senator Hillary Rodham Clinton, another possible 2008 presidential election 
candidate, is also commenting on the immigration debate. Although commonly labeled as a 
“liberal” for her views on healthcare and taxes, Senator Clinton has been careful in 
broaching the topic of immigration reform. In an effort to appeal to a conservative base of 
voters, Senator Clinton has stated that she is  “adamantly against illegal immigrants”, that 
more should be done to protect the nation’s borders, and that a better system needs to be in 
place to monitor the entry/exit of aliens. However, when assessing severe anti-immigration 
proposals as those presented by Congressman Tancredo and Senator Frist, Democratic 
Senator Clinton has said that such anti-immigration proposals “would literally criminalize the 
Good Samaritan and probably even Jesus himself.” This conservative yet reformist approach 
to the immigration debate may serve Senator Clinton well if she were to be a candidate in the 
2008 presidential election.  
 

Reaching an amicable solution to the immigration debate may lie in the hands of Zoe 
Lofgren, the Democratic representative from California who will take over the House 
subcommittee on immigration. Experienced as an immigration lawyer who helped immigrant 
families in California, Ms. Lofgren likes “to believe that if everybody can lower their voice, 
just stop yelling and go through the issues one by one, that we can come to a consensus. I 
have this hope that we can produce a practical and bipartisan bill that gets broad support.”  
 

It seems unclear whether both houses of Congress and the President will be able to 
reach a compromise in legislation that may resolve the immigration dilemma. What is clear is 
that something must be done at this stage in the debate to avoid complete chaos in the 
future. As global terrorism continues to threaten the public, the government must work 
harder to protect its borders against dangerous criminals while protecting American and 
humanitarian values. And while illegal immigration does offer certain benefits on both sides 
of the equation, the negative consequences must also be calculated.  While everyone agrees 
that gathering up and deporting over 11 million illegal immigrants is an impractical approach, 
it is in the best interests of the whole populace to set up a system so that the situation does 
not worsen. Finally, efforts should be made by immigrants for greater assimilation into the 
American way of life so that failure to speak English or assimilate into the American culture 
does not aggravate the resentment against immigrants.  
  


