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Border Security Exploratory Paper


The Mexican border has been a topic of debate for many years. Recently, it has become more prominent due to the immigrations of many unaccompanied minors and rise of terrorism. These issues now make the border discussion relevant to almost all Americans since children must be cared for and terrorists can target anywhere. Several approaches to the border are to increase security measures against threats like terrorism, to aid Central American countries, and to reform how the border and immigration are handled.


Many conservatives believe that the the security on our borders must be increased to protect against the threat of terrorism. Recently, ISIS members have discussed crossing the Mexican border on social media (Balido). With about 1500 illegal immigrants crossing it per day, the southern border is definitely cross able (Ireland). In addition, al-Qaida agents have previously attempted to cross the border aided by Mexican cartels (Ireland). The logical conclusion is that the terrorist threat on our border is not imaginary (Ireland). A solution to the security problem does not necessarily have to involve more fences and patrols, as surveillance equipment is becoming increasingly more sophisticated (Balido). Although no known ISIS terrorists have successfully crossed it, the border needs to be secured now as it remains a major vulnerability (Ireland).


Some humanitarians state that the way to secure the borders is to stabilize Central America. Cárdenas and Noriega state that Central American countries are largely responsible for the recent spike in illegal immigrants and unaccompanied minors. They have some of the highest murder rates in the world, according to the UN Office on Drugs and Crime, along with weak governments and strong criminal organizations. Consequently, about 80 percent of the drugs entering the America pass through Guatemala (Cárdenas and Noriega). Stabilization has worked in the past; a program run by the Clinton and Bush administrations improved Columbia where crime and murder have dropped drastically since the nineties (Moreno). Since fixing governments and economies takes time, measures such as confronting human smuggling and helping refugees before they travel to the America can be implemented now (Cárdenas and Noriega). Working with countries like Mexico and Columbia to stabilize Central American countries addresses the immigration problem at its source, benefiting the peoples of both the United States and Central America (Moreno).


Many liberals oppose spending more money on the border, saying it can be fixed through immigration and crossing point reforms. Although the existing system is not perfect, building more fences and hiring more officers is not a good solution (Cortez). Providing a path to citizenship would allow non-harmful immigrants to enter legally making it easier to detect illegally entering gang members and criminals while reducing the number of border patrol officers needed on the border (Cortez).  According to Olson and Wilson, another way to free up resources is to improve border crossing points, where long wait times increase cargo transportation costs and could actually be aid smugglers. Ways to fix these crossing points could involve screening commercial traffic ahead of time and making it easier for workers to enter and exit (Olson and Wilson). The border does not need more security; it needs to be managed more effectively.


All three views have their strong points, but I lean towards the first. While helping Central American countries could reduce the immigration problem, it would be difficult to accomplish. Many of the leaders benefit from the drug industry and overthrowing an existing government only creates additional chaos. Freeing up crossing points would make life easier for the average person and is a step in the right direction, but would not thwart resourceful drug cartels. The same goes for pathway to citizenship. Using the current patrols and advanced surveillance technology to monitor the border is the only solution that can provide long term security since wilderness areas will be exploited more if security is tightened elsewhere. The border will likely never be perfect, but measures must be taken to allow it to better accomplish its goal: to keep unwanted visitors out.
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