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1. Introduction 
 

1.1 'Arizona Immigration Law' 
 

In April 2010, in response to serious complications arising from unauthorized immigration along 

the Arizona-Mexico border, the State of Arizona enacted its own immigration law called 'The 

Support Our Law Enforcement and Safe Neighborhoods Act', which was presented as the Arizona 

Senate Bill 1070.  

 

The Arizona Act, often referred to merely as 'SB 1070', necessitates state and local law enforcement 

agencies to check the immigration status of people they encounter and makes it a state crime for 

noncitizens to fail to carry proper immigration documentation. Additionally it makes illegal for any 

person to shelter, employ or transport illegal aliens. 

 

The Act was signed by the Governor of Arizona on April 23, 2010. The Arizona Senate endeavored 

to bring this controversial law in on July 29, 2010, nevertheless almost at the last minute a Judge 

blocked the most controversial parts of the law. There were several groups who opposed the Act 

because as they argue, it goes against civil rights and the United States Constitution. Although 

groups have attempted to bring in this law, Arizona State has been incapable of reversing the federal 

courts determination even though they have appealed the aforementioned blocking of some parts of 

the law. 

 

In over 70 cities in the United States, protesters objected vehemently to this Bill as they felt it 

amounted to racial profiling and that this is against the United States law. Laws that are in force in 

the United States cannot target people because of their race. Some of those who criticized the Act, 

tried to impose a boycott on Arizona State. Arizona House quickly modified this Act into the House 

Bill 2162 addressing some of the racial profiling concerns. Despite opposition and criticism, there 

was a lot of support from inside Arizona and from other states who wanted to introduce their own 

strong legislation.   

 

The controversial Senate Bill 1070 rapidly caught the attention of the media. This brought the 

matter forward into the public eye even further, with people either supporting it or opposing it. This 

Act  is highlighted as being one of the most uncompromising immigration laws targeting illegal 

immigrants in the United States in recent times. 

 

 

Background and passage 

 
It is not the first time that Arizona has introduced strong laws and regulations to prevent or address 

illegal immigration.  For example, Arizona State brought in new laws in 2007 against those who 

were employing illegal immigrants, and the Proposition 2000 (2004) that tried to make restrictions 

on illegal immigrants accessing social services. Other similar laws were passed in Arizona in 2006 

and 2008.  These were almost like precursors to 'The Support Our Law Enforcement and Safe 

Neighborhoods Act'. The democratic Governor, Janet Napolitano, however, prevented these Acts 

from going forward. Later she began working as the Secretary of Homeland Security for President 

Obama, and Jan Brewer took over her role.  

 

Catalysts for change in Arizona legislation included the increasing numbers of Hispanic immigrants 



 

 

in the State. A further stimulus were the uncertainties and concerns surrounding the widespread 

Mexican drug wars and the types of problems associated with this kind of organized crime. Many 

people have been killed and injured during this conflict and it was perceived that the drug wars 

could cross over the border into the United States. There were Arizonians who felt let down by 

Napolitano and disappointed at how slow the Federal government acted pertaining to immigration 

control. 

 

In 2010, the United States Department of Homeland Security confirmed Arizona with containing 

approximately 460,000 undocumented immigrants. These numbers have risen nearly 5 times since 

1990, with Mexican and South American immigrants illegally coming over the Mexican-United 

States border. Having illegal immigrants in Arizona, or any state, according to Federal law is illegal. 

 

After the Arizona rancher Robert Krentz was killed, this only served to increase tensions and 

concerns. Because this murder happened close to a well-known route for illegal immigrants coming 

over the border, this only exacerbated the situation and gave rise to more support for change in 

legislation. Though it was claimed that the killer who shot him was an illegal immigrant, others 

suggested it was more likely to have been a drug smuggler. 

 

Arizona’s Senate Bill 1070, was strongly supported by Arizona’s legislator, Russell Pearce, who had 

long been one of Arizona's most vocal opponents of illegal immigration and who had successfully 

pushed through several prior pieces of tough legislation against immigration. As spearhead of 

Senate Bill 1070, Senator Pearce applied force to the issue in order to get support for his proposed 

Bill. The Bill passed the House with a vote of 35-21, and then passed the Senate with a vote of 17-

11. According to procedures the governor must make a decision regarding the Bill within 5 days of 

the Bill being passed. The governor then must sign it, reject it or leave it unsigned. There was 

extremely strong pressure coming from the Mexican Government to reject the law amidst fears of 

problems that might arise from this apparent racial profiling. When the Bill was passed a large 

crowd consisting of thousands of people came to the Capitol to either applaud the Act or to openly 

oppose it. This resulted in some conflict between the groups but it was not widespread.    

 

Finally, the Senate Bill 1070 was signed into law by Arizona’s governor, Jan Brewer, on April 23, 

2010, to become in complete effect on July 29, 2010. 

 

As mentioned previously, the Act was modified. On April 30, the Arizona legislature passed, and 

Governor Brewer signed, House Bill 2162. The amended text says that prosecutors would not 

investigate complaints based on race, color or national origin and that police may only investigate 

immigration status incident to a 'lawful' stop, detention, or arrest.  

 

 

Description of the law 
 

The Arizona Immigration law declares the law to be enforced by the agencies of both the State and 

local government and includes the following provisions: 1) The law prohibits local police agencies 

from adopting sanctuary-type policies that limit or restrict enforcement of federal immigration laws; 

2) During a lawful stop by a law enforcement officer, determination of the immigration status of an 

individual or individuals can be checked if it is suspected that the persons are illegal immigrants and 

be arrested; 3) Individual or individuals must present any federal, state, or local identification 

documentation, which will require verification by law enforcement agency; 4) If individual or 

individuals are found to not possess appropriate legal documentation, law enforcement has the 

authority to transfer verified illegal immigrants into Federal custody; 5) State officials and agencies 



 

 

are prohibited from executing any restriction on sending, receiving, or maintaining information 

relating to an individual’s immigration status, or exchanging it with any other Federal, State, or 

local governmental entity for these purposes; and 6) May determine the eligibility for any public 

benefit, service, or license provided by the State – must verify residence, confirm identity of any 

person who is detained, determine whether an immigrant is in compliance with Federal registration 

laws under the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952, INA; 7) Allows legal residents of Arizona 

to sue if they feel a government agency limits or restricts the enforcement of federal immigration 

laws; 8) Requires immigrants to register and carry legal documents with them at all times, or may 

be subject to arrest; 9) Prohibits individuals who are potential employers from hiring or soliciting 

laborers, such as day laborers, without legal documents; 10) Prohibits immigrants not possessing 

authorized work documents from applying to jobs or soliciting work in a public place; 11) Illegal to 

transport, harbor, or encourage illegal immigrants to stay in the United States of America, with an 

exception to child care providers and first time responders; 12) Authorizes law enforcement to arrest 

an individual or individuals without a warrant if they have probable cause to believe the individual 

or individuals may have committed any public offense that makes him or her removable from the 

United States of America; 13) Requires employers to maintain a record of an employee’s E-Verify 

eligibility verification for either (a) the duration of employment or (b) at least three years; 14) 

Authorizes the impoundment or forfeiture of vehicles driven by illegal immigrants or used to 

illegally transport them; and 15) Establishes the Gang and Immigration Intelligence Team 

Enforcement Mission Fund to use fines and penalties for gang and immigration enforcement and for 

county jail reimbursement costs relating to illegal immigration.  

 

 
Lawsuits  
 

After the Senate Bill 1070 was signed by the Governor, seven lawsuits against Arizona’s 

Immigration Law were presented in different dates: 1) The United States versus the State of 

Arizona; 2) Escobar versus Brewer; 3) Frisancho versus Brewer; 4) Salgado versus Brewer; 5) 

League of United Latin American Citizens versus Arizona; 6) Friendly House et al versus Whiting; 

and lastly 7) National Coalition of Latino Clergy and Christian Leaders versus State of Arizona. 

 

The United States filed a lawsuit against Arizona on July 6, 2010. The federal government argues 

that 'SB 1070', as amended, is preempted by federal law and violates the Supremacy Clause of the 

U.S. Constitution. The federal government filed the suit for several reasons. One of the main 

reasons was that Arizona do not have the power to devise such immigration laws, as that power 

alone should lie exclusively with the Federal government. This suit also highlighted the fact that 

this Act was thought to be against the Supremacy Clause, preemption under federal law, as well as 

being against the Commerce Clause. The Federal Government wanted the Arizona State Senate to 

say that sections one to six of 'SB 1070' are invalid; a preliminary and permanent injunction 

prohibiting the enforcement of such sections; and costs and other relief the court deems just and 

proper. 

 

The Escobar versus Brewer lawsuit was filed by Martin Escobar, a naturalized United States’ citizen 

and Tuscon (Arizona) police officer. Escobar filed this lawsuit on April 29, 2010, alleging that the 

Senate Bill 1070 would violate the civil rights of those of Latino decent, and could hinder police 

investigations in Hispanic-prevalent areas. The lawsuit also claimed that Senate Bill 1070 violated 

Federal law, because Tuscon police and the city have no authority to perform immigration duties. 

 

The Frisancho versus Brewer lawsuit was filed by Roberto Frisancho, a resident of the state of 

Washington, on April 27, 2010. His lawsuit argued that he could be racially profiled during an 



 

 

upcoming trip to Arizona as well as alleging violations of the U.S. Constitution and the Arizona 

Constitution.  

 

In the Salgado versus Brewer lawsuit, David Salgado, an Arizona police officer, joined with non-

profit Chicanos Por La Causa to file a suit on April 29, 2010. It alleged that the new immigration 

law violated 14
th

 Amendment rights of equal protection under the law. According to the suit, 

Salgado had routine contact with individuals who may speak little to no English and do not have 

any form of State or Federal forms of identification.  

 

Friendly House et al. v. Whiting was filed on May 17, 2010.  Friendly House et al were a coalition 

of community service, labor, business, and religious organizations, along with several individuals. 

The complaint contended that 'SB 1070' violates the Supremacy Clause, the First Amendment, the 

Fourth Amendment, the Due Process Clause, the Privileges and Immunities Clause, the Equal 

Protection Clause, and the Arizona Constitution. 

 

The League of United Latin American Citizens (LULAC), the largest Latino civil rights and 

advocacy group in the United States, filed a lawsuit against Arizona on July 9, 2010, claiming that 

Senate Bill 1070 would lead to racial profiling by police officers. 

 

The last of the seven main lawsuits, is the National Coalition of Latino Clergy and Christian 

Leaders versus the State of Arizona. Non-profit groups joined with churches and individuals to file 

a suit on April 29, 2010. They claimed that the law was illegal, because it assumed Federal authority 

in reference to immigration enforcement, and also that this may lead to racial profiling. Chairman 

Miguel Rivera, head of the coalition, says that his group represents more than 300 churches in 

Arizona and 30,000 churches in 34 states nationwide as well as United States citizens, lawful 

permanent residents. 

 

Of all these lawsuits, only the one from the United States and the National Coalition of Latino 

Clergy and Christian Leaders were not dismissed in the first part of the process. 

 

 

Evolution 
 

Responding specially to the Obama administration lawsuit that claimed Arizona was interfering 

with federal regulation of immigration, U.S. District Judge Susan Bolton issued an injunction less 

than 24 hours before the law was to take effect. On July 28, 2010, Bolton opposed some of the 

controversial provisions of Senate Bill 1070. Susan Bolton put a hold on the provision that required 

police to check suspects’ immigration status during routine law enforcement stops, if there is 

“reasonable suspicion” that the suspects may be illegal immigrants. She also blocked parts of the 

law that banned illegal immigrants from seeking work. 

 

Because of her ruling, Bolton received hundreds of threats, some of which U.S. Marshals 

considered to be dangerous. 

 

Although some parts of the Senate Bill 1070 were excluded by Judge Bolton others were not and 

were allowed to go ahead. For example the ‘sanctuary cities’ policies and state officials must not 

continue with these, and that indeed lawsuits could be made against them if they did. State officials 

must also work with and alongside federal government officials on immigration matters. The other 

issue was regarding law enforcement personnel stopping vehicles that have immigrant workers in 

them. Although these parts were not opposed by the Justice Department officials at this time, they 



 

 

nonetheless were opposed in other suits.  

 

Arizona Governor Jan Brewer filed an appeal on April 29 against U.S. District Court Judge Susan 

Bolton’s ruling. Brewer asked the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals to overturn the ruling. 

 

Mexico petitioned the court on October 4, 2010 in order to file friend of the court briefs that 

restated their opposition to the law. Mexico was also joined by Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, 

Costa Rica, Ecuador, El Salvador, Nicaragua, Paraguay and Peru, who said that 'SB 1070' would 

harm international relations between their countries and the U.S. to urge the Ninth Circuit Court of 

Appeals to strike down 'SB 1070'. 

 

In February 2011, Arizona filed a counter suit against the federal government in the United States v. 

Arizona case, accusing it of failing to secure the Mexican border against large numbers of illegal 

immigrants. The Ninth Circuit panel upheld the district court's ban on parts of the law taking effect, 

thus ruling in favor of the Obama administration and against Arizona, on April 11, 2011. In October 

21, 2011, a Federal Judge dismissed the counter suit filed in February.  

 

Brewer announced an appeal directly to the United States Supreme Court on May 9, 2011, which 

was filed on August 10, 2011. In response, the Justice Department requested that the Supreme Court 

stay out of the case, saying that the lower courts actions were apposite. Observers thought it 

probable that the Supreme Court would take up the matter, but if it declined to step in, the case most 

likely would be returned to the trial judge in the District Court to review the case on its merits and 

determine whether the temporary injunction that blocked the law's most controversial provisions 

should become permanent. Bolton's ruling continues to oversee the other lawsuits. 

 

 

Arguments in favor of and against the law 
 

This immigration law has cohorts that want it to be enforced, and opponents that fight against  'SB 

1070' introduction. Groups who wanted this legislation saw it as a positive response from the 

Arizona Senate to stop problems such as drug smuggling and violence. Whilst those who were 

against it, opposed it because they felt that it was contravening people’s civil rights. 

 

In the United States, supporters and opponents of the Bill have followed party lines, with most 

Democrats opposing the Bill and most Republicans supporting it. This Bill prompted Hispanic 

voters to start registering to be associated with the Democrats party. 

 

The supporters want the law to be strict and that the Arizona state eliminates all illegal immigrants.  

Cohorts believe that this will then create a safer environment to live in. They also were disappointed 

in what they saw as a lack of effective controls by a slow moving Federal government.   

 

The absence of enforcement officers on duty at border stations were said to have caused an increase 

in the influx of illegal immigrants. The illegal immigrants were perceived to be taking jobs from 

Americans, particularly in a time where the United States of America’s economy is suffering.  

Crime is also a key concern, as the smuggling of drugs over the border continues to intensify at 

alarming rates and consequently the violence has increased     

 

Supporters of Arizona’s Immigration law, who live in Arizona themselves, consider that their state 

is the main entry for illegal immigration. Because of its high levels of kidnappings, approximately 

one every day at the end of the 20
th

 century, Phoenix became known as a hot spot for crime. Even 



 

 

though many illegal immigration laws were in effect, Arizona citizens supposed that many 

immigrants were guilty of breaking the laws, and were not being punished for it.  

 

Before Brewer decided to sign Senate Bill 1070 into law, she entreated with Obama’s 

administration on five different occasions, through letters, for assistance to Arizona’s immigration 

concerns and the drug criminals illegally crossing the border. Brewer asked for increased support 

from the National Guard for the Joint Counter Narco Task Force designed to support Federal, State, 

and Local law enforcements efforts on illegal immigration. Brewer asked for 250 additional troops. 

Nonetheless, on August 1, 2010, Arizona got 524 troops (more than the double of what they asked 

for).  After it was announced that the new troops would be deployed, Brewer's office released a 

statement reading: “While more resources are welcomed, it does not appear to be enough or tied to 

a strategy to comprehensively defeat the increasingly violent drug- and alien-smuggling cartels that 

operate in Arizona on a daily basis.” 

 

Rasmussen Reports conducted a survey in Arizona asking if they were in favor of or opposed 

Senate Bill 1070. The poll results released on April 21, 2010 showed that 70% of those surveyed 

favored the state of Arizona’s Immigration Law. 23% opposed the law, and 6% were unsure. More 

than half the voters, 53%, had some concerns that the Bill could go against the civil rights of United 

States citizens. 

 

Cohorts say that the Bill assists to enforce the Federal immigration laws. Kobach, who was one of 

the Bill's authors, refers to the doctrine of “concurrent enforcement”.  This relates to the fact that the 

the Arizona law works alongside and in cooperation with Federal law. Because of this, Kobach, and 

other advocates of the Bill, believe that this puts them in a very strong position when they receive 

opposition. He says that Arizona only penalizes what is already a crime under federal law. 

 

The Arizona Latino Republican Association became the first Hispanic organization in the country to 

actively oppose the Department of Justice's lawsuit against the state of Arizona's new immigration 

law. “This is a way to tell the country that, 'Hey, we're Americans too and we believe in the rule of 

law,” Klayman told Foxnews.com “It's a way to say, 'We got here legally and we contributed a great 

deal. We want the rest of the country to recognize that we're with you' in the national immigration 

debate.”  

 

In the opposition side, a professor of law from Loyola Law School in Los Angeles, California, 

states in different papers that states have no power to regulate immigration. The dean of the 

University of California, at Irvine School of Law, Erwin Chemerinsky, has studied constitutional 

law and also reaffirm that “The law is clearly pre-empted by federal law under Supreme Court 

precedents.” 

 

Censure was also received from the President of the United Sates. The Obama administration 

argued that the law may cause racial profiling, which is against the establishment of the American 

Civil Liberties Union. President Obama claimed that the Arizona measure was “misguided” and 

would “undermine basic notions of fairness that we cherish as Americans.” Obama sought to slow 

down or stop the Arizona States reform of its immigration policy. He advocated instead that laws 

should be brought in at federal level and not state wide levels.  

 

Deliberations went on between Obama and Governor Brewer in June of 2010. These were arranged 

in order to talk thorough any immigration issues and border security problems in light of the 

Arizona immigration Act. Although the meetings were agreeable, little was thought to come from 

the discussions.  



 

 

 

Racial profiling is one of the most talked about and discussed issues of the debate surrounding the 

law. The words of the Act are thought to have led to this situation, as the phrase “reasonable 

suspicion” could be understood in different ways by different people. The law enforcement officers 

are to carry out this law and this could be open to what they interpret it to mean. Groups such as 

The National Association of Latino Elected and Appointed Officials see this as going against civil 

rights laws in the United States for all people in the state.  

 

The antagonists to this Bill argue that the Act is racist and similar to those that advocate for 

apartheid. The archbishop of Los Angeles, Roger Mahony says “the most retrograde, offensive and 

useless anti-immigrant legislation in the country. I cannot imagine the people of Arizona 

implementing the techniques of Nazi Germany and communist Russia.” This may mean that people 

can be arrested by mistake or for nothing, and that this is a very strict and outdated way of living. 

Equally, the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops felt that this Act “could lead to the wrongful 

questioning and arrest of U.S. Citizens.” 

 

 
Mexico 
 

The Mexican President, Felipe Calderón, condemned 'SB 1070' and warned that relations with the 

border state will suffer as a result. Calderón said “I strongly disagree with the recently adopted law 

in Arizona. It is a law that ignores a reality that cannot be erased by decree.”  

 

Carrying on with theme of violating human right this was also the view of the Mexican 

Government. “The Mexican government condemns the approval of the law and the criminalization 

of migration.”  The Mexican President Calderón openly denounced it as going against people’s 

rights and also highlighted this debate when he visited the White House in the United States.  

 

Mexican people and Mexican authorities have ubiquitously condemned this controversial law. 

Foreign Secretary Patricia Espinosa argues that criminalizing illegal immigration is the right way to 

solve illegal immigration. Violence perpetrated on both sides of the border should be something that 

both governments can work on together. Espinosa announced that her government “is obliged to 

review the feasibility of cooperation schemes that have been developed with Arizona" and "use all 

resources at their power to defend the rights and dignity of Mexicans in Arizona.” 

 

The Organization of American States (OAS), based in Washington, has called for its permanent 

council to discuss this law, which resulted in a rejection of the ambassadors of Guatemala, Ecuador 

and Venezuela, and the holder of the Organization, José Miguel Insulza (from Chile). According to 

the representative of Guatemala, Jorge Skinner-Klee, the law encourages xenophobia and makes the 

immigrant subject to constant harassment and forced to live underground. 

 

In addition, advice was given for Mexican people traveling to the state of Arizona, by the Mexican 

Foreign Ministry, to be careful about the possible undesirable atmosphere awaiting Mexican visitors 

and migrants. The Ministry felt they should prepare the people to expect the worst, since they could 

be subject to undue stops and even arrests. The Mexican authorities sent in extra staff to shelters in 

order to deal with the perceived extra numbers of Mexican people being deported from Arizona.  

 

A reporter from 'USA Today' Chris Hawley said “Mexico has a law that is no different from 

Arizona's.” Mexico’s laws in place tell law enforcement officers to check people’s papers if they 



 

 

feel that they are illegally in Mexico. Those who seek to improve Human rights have also cited 

Mexico as carrying out racial profiling and instigating problems for immigrants and migrants form 

Central American countries.  

 

 

Protests 
 

There are citizens in Arizona and all across the United States who oppose the Bill 1070. 

 

The protests went on all over the United States with thousands of people taking part in over 70 

different cities on worker's rights day, May 1, 2010. A massive rally took place. For instance in Los 

Angeles alone there were over 50,000 attendees. Supplementary protests were systematized by 

parties who were both for and against the Bill in Dallas, Chicago, and Milwaukee. Some were very 

vocal and had placards saying things like "Hey Obama! Don't deport my mama.” There were a 

number of democrats, 35 in total who were arrested along with Democratic U.S. Congressman Luis 

Gutiérrez  for protesting unlawfully outside the White House. These demonstrators were lobbying 

for President Obama to reform the immigration laws. 

 

Memorial Day also saw protests in Phoenix where thousands turned up, most of the protestors were 

of Latino descent. Many marched for up to five miles on a very hot day. Members of the Tea Party 

Movement organized this. 

 

Pop singers such as Shakira and Linda Ronstadt were in Phoenix as well and the city’s Mayor Phill 

Gordon who said "Mexican-Americans are not going to take this lying down” A huge protest 

concert also went ahead to argue against the legislation and show support for those who opposed it. 

This was called Prepa Si Youth For Dignity: We Are All Arizona. 

 

Numerous basketball players also from outside of the United States chose to oppose the Bill. Major 

League Baseball Players Association said that the Arizona Senate Bill 1070 “Could have a negative 

impact on hundreds of major league players,” this mainly was because many sports events are held 

in Arizona. Moreover, a baseball game between the Arizona Diamondbacks and the Chicago Cubs 

at Wrigley Field saw demonstrators protesting the law.  

 

 

Economic consequences and boycotts 
 

In Arizona alone visitors are said to spend nearly $19 Billion in the state and the tourist industry 

supports nearly 170,000 jobs. Besides the potential effects on tourism, monetary development could 

be in jeopardy too, as businesses may want to move existing businesses out of Arizona. Industries 

do not want the burden of having to check to see if employees have citizenship papers.  

 

Most of the tourists come from outside of the United States and there are concerns that this law 

could prevent tourists from coming in future. SB1070 could affect Arizona’s short term and long 

term finances.  

 

There are many different industries that benefit from a Hispanic labor force such as the food 

processing and manufacturing industries. For Jack Boyd, a Princeton N.J., consultant that locates 

sites for various companies and business feels that business enterprises could turn away from 

Arizona. Employers do not want to be receiving fines if they are found to have illegal workers or 

they do not want to feel that they are acting like law enforcers.  



 

 

 

Boycotts took place in cities such as San Francisco, the Los Angeles City Council,  some city 

officials in Oakland, Minneapolis, Saint Paul, Denver, and Seatle. This took the form of advising or 

banning employees from traveling to Arizona for work, business or pleasure.  

 

Arizona's Congressional District 7 U.S. Rep Raul Grijalva and his employees received death threats 

for his call to boycott Arizona for conventions. Grijalva called for this to last only until the laws 

were outlawed.   

 

Additional boycotts were asked for all over the United States, many different groups and 

organizations decided not to come to Arizona for their planned events. Boycotts were prepared in 

order to show support in opposing the Bill. Mexican Federal and state government employees and 

supervisors such as those who worked in trade or transport, as well as Mexican people living in the 

region created their own boycotts. These commercially based boycotts carried out an economic 

"choking” of businesses in Arizona. 

 

Other organizations such as the National Council of La Raza were slow to carry out any organized 

boycotts, as they were apprehensive that small businesses would suffer unnecessarily.  However, as 

time went on they undeniably became strong advocates of boycotting. 

 

Governor Brewer asked boy cotters “How could further punishing families and businesses, large 

and small, be a solution viewed as constructive?” 

 

There were some who although they opposed the Bill also did not condone the idea of boycotts. The 

Arizona Hispanic Chamber of Commerce was concerned that such actions could only harm, small 

businesses, already affected by a weakened economy still recovering from a recession. Some groups 

felt that widespread boycotts were not the way to go and should just be confined to small areas. For 

example, Representative Grijalva felt it was enough to just keep embargoes to conferences and not 

run this boycott in the long term and as he says his idea was to send a message, not grind down the 

state economy. 

 

Although other boycotts were called for such as in the sports industry, they were not however as 

successful. The manager of the Chicago White Sox, Ozzie Guillen, stated that he would boycott that 

game "as a Latin American" and several players indicated they might as well. Despite this call for a 

boycott the game still went ahead and the protesters there were small and it did not affect the game 

or get much attention.  

 

The music world instigated a boycott called the Sound Strike with many well known singers and 

groups, both Latino and non-Latino joined in such as Zack de la Rocha, Kanye West, Sonic Youth, 

Los Tigres del Norte  and Massive Attack.  Many had grown up with racial profiling and they felt 

this law was just another law supporting this. Other bands and singers backed this such as Pitbull 

and Conjunto Primavera. However it did not draw many from other areas such as country and 

western groups or those who would have had big concerts in the stadiums in Arizona. 

 

In reaction to the boycott, a "buycott" arose. Proponents of the law advocated making a special 

effort to buy products and services from Arizona in order to indicate support for the law.  

 

There are inconstant accounts of the effects of the boycotts, but from information given by the 

Arizona Hotel & Lodging Association it is thought that between $6 and $10 million may have been 

lost by Arizona businesses and in revenue. The boycotts were hailed by some as being of little 



 

 

consequence by the President of the Greater Phoenix Economic organization who said 

"Fundamentally, the boycotts have been unsuccessful”. Others reported that the financial loss to 

Arizona was much higher, at around the $200 million mark. The Associated Press said that there 

may have been success in some areas for the boycotts but in others less had been affected than had 

been expected. Some boycotts had had little impact such as sports related boycotts like the Fiesta 

Bowl. Others who opposed the Bill and had started boycotts either canceled them or ended them 

early, some reasons being because they did not want to adversely affect business. In September 

2011, La Raza and two associated groups called off their boycott, saying that the action had been 

successful in discouraging some other states from passing 'SB 1070'-like laws and that continuing 

the boycott would only punish businesses and workers. 

 

 

Impact 
 

A study by BBVA Bancomer, on November 2010, stated that there were 100,000 fewer Hispanics in 

Arizona than before the debate about the law began. The government of Mexico reported that over 

23,000 of its citizens returned to the country from Arizona between June and September 2010. 

Other illegal immigrants moved to other U.S. states. 

 

Christian groups in the state of Arizona, who had large immigrant congregations, also had less 

people attending their churches; there was a 30% reduction to normal figures. Other organizations 

reported drops in their attendance figures such as schools, health care centers and businesses. 

 

Although there were some parts of the senate Bill 'SB 1070' left in place, some law enforcement 

officers in Arizona are reluctant in many cases to carry them out.  They prefer instead to carry on 

with existing legislation and wait for further clarification from the courts.   

 

 

Copycat states 
 

Since the passage of 'SB 1070' the idea of immigration enforcement became prolific in more than 

20 states in the United States. Many had been spurred on by the strong Arizona laws and they also 

wanted something done to stop illegal immigrants being a problem for their own states. The 

Arizona’s Senate Bill 1070 was a catalyst for these states and many tried to introduce their own 

versions of the immigration laws. Nonetheless, despite many advocating for even stricter laws in 

these copycat states, several were quashed and eventually the interest and fervor waned some of 

them. The rational for this was that some were concerned about the effects business and state 

economy. There was also the unpleasant prospect of the state being sued, as this was what had 

happened in Arizona. 

 

Those who mimicked the Arizona State Bill were
1
: Minnesota, New Mexico, Pennsylvania, Rhode 

Island, South Carolina, Arkansas, Colorado, Delaware, Florida, Idaho, Indiana, Maryland, 

Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, 

Virginia and Alabama.  

 

In Oregon, for example, conservative state legislators decided not to introduce 'SB 1070'-copycat 

legislation but, rather, they introduced a list of smaller Bills, including one requiring employers to 

                                                 

1  Reform Immigration for America's Resolutions/Copycats list 

<http://libguides.law.ucla.edu/content.php?pid=129802&sid=1113372> 



 

 

report undocumented workers.  

 

We also highlight Utah that has an anti-illegal immigrant law that is in part based on the Arizona’s 

Senate Bill 1070 and has a guest worker program. The Alabama HB 56  Bill was introduced in June 

2011, and it is said to be even stronger than the SB 107 though, most of the Alabama Bill was 

allowed in September 2011 by a U.S. District Judge. 

 

 

 

Conclusion 
 

The whole controversy started because the Arizona State was alarmed at the levels of illegal 

immigrants in the United States coming in over the Arizona border. Other mitigating factors for 

instigating new tough laws included the killing of an Arizonian rancher and human and drug 

trafficking in the Arizona Mexican border region. However, there were questions over the facts 

surrounding the catalysts for such a strong law, for instance opponents said that statistics did not 

show that immigrants would cause more crime or violence than non-immigrants. The main concern 

is the fact that the law violates human rights and could lead to racial profiling. 

 

As time progressed and many began protesting and opposing it or supporting and advocating on its 

implementation, this is when the Bill 1070 became more and more well known. The law became 

famous or infamous depending on what view was taken of it. There were those on both sides who 

were in positions of authority, sports personalities, celebrities as well as ordinary citizens. People all 

around the world, the United States and Mexico began to take a great interest in its progression. 

Other states also began to try and implement laws but many were dismissed or delayed. Protests 

around the country continued to keep up the momentum of the Senate Bill 1070 controversy.  

 

Whether one opposes or is in support of Senate Bill 1070, the fact remains that Federal law prevails. 

Americans have the responsibility to uphold the law, but immigrants also have the right to live a 

safe life, free from human rights abuses and discriminating practices. With 'SB 1070', as with any 

controversial issue, it is unlikely that it will ever be fully accepted or rejected. However, what all 

should remember is to treat everybody as we would like to be treated, and immigrants are not an 

exception. 

 

 

1.2 Description of the Project 
 

 

In order to evaluate the treatment of 'the 'Arizona Immigration Law' in the press, we have gathered 

news from 6 different newspapers: 'The Wall Street Journal', 'The New York Times', The Arizona 

Republic', 'USA Today', 'El País',and 'ABC'. These news stories have been collected during two 

different time periods: 1) from the 15th - 30
th

 of April 2010, & 2) from the 15
th

  - 31
st
 of July 2010. 

We have chosen this particular topic because of the massive worldwide coverage that 'The Support 

Our Law Enforcement and Safe Neighborhoods Act' has received. These dates were chosen because 

they included the two most important dates from the history of the law, April 23rd (when the law 

was passed), the end of April (when the first lawsuits against the Bill were filed), July 28th (when 

some of the law's more controversial parts were blocked) and July 29th (when Arizona appealed the 

injunction). 

 

Our Project is of a bilingual nature and includes two countries, U.S. and Spain: we analyzed the 



 

 

headlines of six newspapers: four American newspapers (because the law was created in the U.S), 

and two Spanish newspapers (in order to provide an useful international perspective from a 

Spanish-speaking country not directly affected by the law). If we take into account the languages, 4 

are in English and 2 are in Spanish. 

 

The news stories utilized for this research have been selected from newspapers of different political  

ideologies: conservative versus liberal. In the United States, we chose ''The Wall Street Journal'', as 

the conservative newspaper; and ''The New York Times'' as the liberal newspaper. In Spain, the 

newspaper ''ABC'' represents the conservative side, and ‘'El País'' represents the liberal side.  

 

In addition, we also wanted to show the differences between the more general newspapers in the 

United States: ''USA Today'' (the only newspaper that covers the whole country) and the most read 

newspaper in the state where the law was passed, 'The Arizona Republic'. These two newspapers 

were chosen to provide a useful comparison of ‘country versus state’. Both of them are considered 

to be of conservative ideology. 

 

The time frame of each selection of news was within two different months, in order to ascertain if 

there was a continuity of the headlines. 

 



 

 

2. Historic context 
 

 

2.1 The United States immigration history 
 

Introduction 
 

Franklin D. Roosevelt once said “Remember, remember always, that all of us, and you and I 

especially, are descended from immigrations and revolutionists”. It is broadly known that 

immigration is a cardinal aspect of U.S. history. The U.S. was forged by vast migration flows, 

which resulted in the configuration of a sui generis heterogeneous society - an  aggregate of 

individuals belonging to different races, religions, nationalities, languages, and cultures. 
 

At the time of the arrival of the first Europeans, the Native Americans’ population did not 

encompass a civilization as complex as the one that existed in central and southern America. 

Whenever the settlers needed the Native Americans, a friendly trade was negotiated. However, the 

need over land quickly became an outburst of conflict. The Europeans, annihilated and enslaved 

most of the Native Americans. In fact, during the mid-eighteenth century five percent of the slave 

population was of Native American descent in Northern America. 
 

Settlers from different nationalities gradually assimilated into a predominant white, Anglo-

American, Protestant based culture, known as WASPs - W(hite) A(nglo) S(axon) P(rotestant). They 

were responsible for promoting many of the new nation's political, social, constitutional, and 

religious institutions that produced the conventional American identity. Political principles were 

based on democracy and grass-roots sovereignty.  Their social values were conditioned by a belief 

in individualism, a Protestant work ethic (working hard to be rewarded in this life and the eternal 

life). 
 

After the colonial period and America’s independence from Britain, North-Western Europe supplied 

over two-thirds of episodic U.S. immigration for most of the 19
th

 century. During this period, there 

were also many Asian immigrants, particularly Chinese. At the end of the 19
th

 century, there was a 

shift towards newcomers from southern and eastern Europe. The influx of these new immigrants 

was neither Anglo nor Protestant and altered the demographic composition of America. Despite 

greater immigration restrictions, the 20
th

 century witnessed a vast  range of  nationalities from 

worldwide origins. In no other country has there been a diversity of ethnic groups congregated and 

amalgamated as in America. Due to this arrival of multi-ethnic immigrants, many Americans today 

are unable to trace their pure lineage. 
 

This background provides American history with a distinct, ethnically based identity. There is 

therefore some truth in the declaration that America is a nation comprised of immigrants and their 

descendants. In 2009, the foreign-born share of the population was 12.5 percent (or 38.51 million 

people), almost as much as the peak of 15 percent in 1906. In contrast, in Arizona, a state with 

5.670 people, and focus of our study, the average of foreign-born is higher than the national, 14 

percent (or 925.000 people). (Please refer to Table 1 below). 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
Table 1: Native and Foreign-Born Population by Place of Birth and State: 2009.

2  

State Native population 

(1,000) 

Foreign-born population 

Number (1,000) Percent of total 

population 

Percent entered 2000 or later 

U.S. 268, 489 38. 517 12.5 31.6 

Arizona 5, 670 925 14.0 32.7 

 

 

People of Latino ancestry make up the largest minority immigrant population today, with the 

Mexican ethnicity having the largest population. (Please refer to Table 2 and 3 below denoting 

resident population by race and populations of Latino ancestry). 
 

 

Table 2: Resident Population by Race and State: 2009.
3 

 
 

 

 

 

Total 

Race Hispanic                   

 origin                        

                                                                                

Non-

Hispanic 

 White 

alone 

White 

alone 

Black or 

African 

American 

alone 

American 

Indian 

Alaska 

Native  

alone 

Asian 

alone 

Native 

Hawaiian 

and Other 

Pacific 

Islander 

alone 

 Two or 

 more 

 races 

U.S 307,007 244,298        39,641                                                  3,151 14,014 578 5,324 48,419                     199,851 

Arizona 6.392 4.667 259 297 177 13 762 1,895 3,696 

 
 

Table  3: Resident Population by Hispanic Origin and State: 2010.
4 

 Total 

 population 

Hispanic Non 

Hispanic 

  Total 

 Non- 

  Hispanic 

  White 
  Total Mexican Puerto 

Rican 

Cuban Other 

 Hispanic 
Number Percent of 

total 

population                                              

U.S. 308,746      50,478                   16,3 31,798                   4,624                          1,786 12,270 258,268                196,818 

Arizona 6,392  1,895  29,6 1,658                    35                                        11 192 4,497                      3,696 

 

 

Although the Declaration of Independence of the United States, approved on July 4, 1776, literally 

stated that "All men are created equal", this practice soon was proved irrelevant in the treatment of 

the Native Americans, African Americans, and even the women, to name a few. The descendants of 

earlier generations of immigrants soon forgot the old ideals of freedom, equality, and religious and 

political tolerance that guided the first settlers. Some became incapable of understanding that many 

                                                 

2  Native and Foreign-Born 

Population by Place of Birth and State: 2009, (U.S. Census Bureau) Community Survey  

<http://factfinder.census.gov/> 

3  Resident Population by Race 

and State: 2009, (U.S. Census Bureau) <http://www.census.gov/popest/national/asrh/2009-nat-

res.html>. 

4  Resident Population by 

Hispanic Origin and State: 2010 (U.S. Census Bureau)  

<http://2010.census.gov/news/press-kits/demographic-profiles.html. > 

http://www.census.gov/popest/national/asrh/2009-nat-res.html
http://www.census.gov/popest/national/asrh/2009-nat-res.html


 

 

of the immigrants arriving in the late 19
th

 and early 20
th

 centuries, did so for reasons that were 

similar to those of their ancestors - fleeing political, social, and economic oppression, and above all, 

searching for a more prosperous life in a free country. 
 

The United State’s total population grew to nearly 308 million in 2010, primarily due to 

immigration. Believing in the American dream, millions of people came to live the promising life.  

Immigrants strengthened the nation’s commitment to “the dream” and to its model of being a refuge 

for the poor and oppressed - a nation of nations. For most of the foreign-born, life in America has 

provided an improved situation in the comparison to their ”old country;” “however, the idea of 

”rags to riches” just remain a dream. 
 

Throughout centuries of enormous fluxes of  immigration and the struggles of newcomers and 

Americans to become accustomed to one another, the search for a representation that seizes the 

essence of the American culture slowly was integrated. Is it best understood as an Anglo-American 

core culture where immigrants are forced to assimilate? Or should it be a form of cultural ”melting 

pot?” Some critics reject both claims, preferring a more defined form of multiculturalism. In 

multiculturalism everyone’s traditions are respected, practiced, and shared with no cultural group 

perceived as having priority over the next. Normally, Americans disagree about the process and 

overall goal of inter-cultures and what goal should be followed: the integration, assimilation, even 

homogenization of newcomers or the acceptance of a permanently pluralistic society. 

 

Associating and mixing of cultures powered widespread social disorders, discrimination, economic 

exploitation, anti-foreign movements, and debates over equality, opportunity, and identity. Ethnic 

diversity brought both advantages and disadvantages throughout the years. The dominance of the 

original Anglo-American Protestant culture was slowly reduced.  

 

It is argued that America has historically managed to integrate its immigrants successfully into the 

existing society at varying levels, and newcomers have generally adapted to American life; 

however, regardless of attempted equality movements in the 1950s, division amongst the races 

continue. This division causes communities in the American society, in both covert and overt forms, 

to have volatile attitudes to immigration. 

 

In June of 2008, a Washington Post poll, shortly before the election of President Barack Obama,  

reported that half of all Americans believed that race relations in the country were in a negative 

place. Three out of ten Americans admitted having feelings of racial discrimination. Other polls 

confirmed these reports with evidence that many felt there still existed a large division amongst 

people of different races. It’s important to note that ethnic attitudes were still divided by race 

portrayed through racial patterns of discrimination. The acceptance of all cultures and defining 

America as a “melting pot” were not brought to fruition. Many black, Latino and white people have 

very different opinions about the degree and extent of racism in the country. 

 

However, racial conflicts and problems of assimilation between different cultural groups are not just 

characteristics of Americans, but exist in several nations made up of diverse populations. 

 

 

History       
 

EARLY ENCOUNTERS BETWEEN EUROPE AND NATIVE AMERICANS 

A long history of mutual conflict began when European explorers and settlers encountered Native 

Americans in the late l400s. Europeans survived the first contacts better, but for most of the 17
th

  

century more than half of them died from difficulties in adjusting to the new environment. The 



 

 

Native Americans suffered worse than the Europeans: sickness epidemics annihilated entire native 

cultures. North America’s pre-Columbian population of 5 million shrank to between one and two  

million. The exchange of plants and animals had effects that were far-reaching. Horses, donkeys, 

sheep, pigs, and cows were alien creatures to Native Americans, and potatoes, maize, and tobacco 

were discoveries to Europeans.  

 

From the Europeans point-of-view, Native Americans appeared lazy and wasteful of nature's 

potential. Native Americans viewed nature as a great mother. They could not comprehend how 

pieces of her could be sold, bought, and owned by individuals. From the first European settlement 

until today, the main conflict between these continental culture systems has been land-ownership. 

 

THE FOUNDERS 

The original seventeenth-century settlers were overwhelmingly English, who set the tone for 

American culture. The people who established the colonies were referred to as “founders”, because 

they created the customs, laws, and institutions in a land that had no such direction. However, the 

new found American territory was not uninhabited, but shared with indigenous Native Americans 

and other Europeans, such as the French and Spanish.  

 

The Spanish mainly resided along coastal Florida, the south-west, and California in the l500s and 

l600s. After trying to enslave the Native Americans, the Spanish began working on converting the 

Native Americans to Christianity, farming, and sheep-herding. 

 

In the year 1607, the English founded their first permanent settlement at Jamestown, Virginia. There 

was no desire to rule any distant colonies, and instead the Crown legalized companies that 

undertook the colonization of America as private commercial enterprises. Plantation labor was scare 

during this time, and in 1619 the first African laborers, who were imported as indentured servants 

(free people contracted for five to seven years of servitude). 

 

In the 1630s, Lord Baltimore established Maryland as a haven for Catholics, England's most 

persecuted minority. The leadership of Maryland remained Catholic for awhile, but its economy and 

population soon resembled Virginia’s. In the 1660s, other English aristocrats financed Georgia and 

the Carolinas as commercial investments and experiments in social organization. Within a 

generation, these colonies too resembled Virginia. 

 

The pilgrims, a relatively small group of separatists from the Church of England, escaped religious 

oppression in their mother land of England, and set forth to find the first of the northern colonies in 

1620 at Plymouth, Massachusetts. The Puritans, mostly well-educated middle-class people, 

established the larger Massachusetts Bay colony in 1630. Agriculture and forestry thrived. New 

England colonies  became the shippers and merchants for all British America. The Puritans New 

England became the most homogeneous region in the colonies, due to their lack of tolerance for 

insurgents. 

 

The middle colonies of New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania were different. The earliest 

European communities in these areas were Dutch and Swedish outposts of the fur trade industry. 

The Dutch maintained their culture in rural New York and New Jersey for over 200 years, and set 

precedents of toleration for many ethnic, racial, and religious groups in New Amsterdam. Although 

the dominant culture in colonial New York and New Jersey was English by the end of the 1600s, the 

English authorities continued the tolerant traditions of the Dutch. 

 

THE FIRST WAVE: COLONIAI IMMIGRATION, 1680-1776 



 

 

The founders descendants gave a heart-warming welcome to the new wave of European newcomers 

only depending on the newcomers’ willingness to conform to Anglo-American culture and supply-

needed labor. The hospitality received by the immigrants varied according to the location and the 

individual's qualities.  

 

Although conditions in their homelands played a conclusive part, this first movement was possible, 

because after 1660 the Crown opposed emigration from England and Wales, but supported it from 

other nations. The largest groups of immigrants, without the inclusion of African laborers, were the 

Scots-Irish in the 1500s. However, roughly a quarter of a million of these people left Northern 

Ireland for the newly established American colonies after 1680, primarily due to  economic 

discrimination by the English. 

 

During this period, German immigrants provoked additional opposition as being the largest non-

English speaking group in the colonies. Germans believed that their descendants were to study 

German if their religion and culture were to flourish in America. For some immigrants, the last 

straw was the Germans' prosperity. Known for their dedication to hard work, caution, farming 

methods, and concern for  property, they were too successful, according to their envious neighbors. 

Benjamin Franklin expressed what many feared when he said they might ”Germanize us instead of 

us Anglicizing them”.  

  

England sent some 50,000 convicts and approximately 30,000 poor people as indentured servants to 

ease problems at the motherland, while supplying the labor-starved colonial economy. These people  

quickly Americanized. Immigration from Ireland included thousands of single, male, Irish-Catholic 

indentured servants, who adapted quickly in relation to the Scot-Irish. This was largely due to  

religious discrimination and the difficulty of finding and courting Catholic wives. 

 

A French enclave persisted in South Carolina, but the French Huguenots and Jews, who settled in 

port towns, illustrated a contrasting tendency. English colonists sometimes attacked their churches 

or synagogues, but accepted marriage with them as long as they changed their religion. As a result, 

their communities nearly disappeared. 

 

This first group of immigrants changed the demography of the colonies. English dominance had 

decreased from four-fifths to 52 percent of the population by 1776. Diversity of the peoples in the 

country led Thomas Paine, the colonies' most famous political agitator, to call the U.S. a “nation o 

nations” at its discovery.  African American slaves made up 20 percent of this population and were a 

majority in large parts of the southern colonies. Most Native American were forced toward inner 

land dwelling near or further than the Appalachians. 

 

Between 1776 and the late 1820s, immigration dwindled. The fight for independence and the 

founding of the nation Americanized the colonies' diverse members. The dominant Anglo-American 

culture weakened the old ethnic communities, as mostly all ethnic groups decided to assimilate. As 

early as 1798, Congress passed the Act Concerning Aliens that gave the President power to deport 

all immigrants determined to be a threat to national security. 

 

THE SECOND WAVE: THE ’OLD’ IMMIGRANTS, 1820-90 

A range of factors shoved Europeans to flee from their homelands - religious persecution, or 

political unrest, and economic push factors. These were decisive for most of the first north-western 

immigrants. After potato blight ruined the crop that supported Ireland’s rural population, huge 

numbers of Irish immigrants arrived in the l840s and 1850s. These immigrants had little money that 

they remained homeless and set themselves up in the very place they landed. 



 

 

 

During the 1800s, the industrial revolution and an international trade boom moved from Britain to 

America. Following changes in the Atlantic labor market, many traveled towards where jobs were 

abundant. During the 'old' immigration, 15.5 million people made America their home. 

 

The largest immigrant groups, in order of size, were Germans, Irish, British, and Scandinavians. 

Many others, including French Canadians, Chinese, Swiss, and Dutch, also traveled in great 

numbers. The factor that pulled most people to America was an obvious unlimited amount of land. 

Another major factor in this large immigration pull was the large working opportunities. American 

railroad companies, as well as state and territorial governments, sent immigration agents to Europe 

to recruit people with promises of cheap fertile farms or jobs with wages much higher than they 

were or could earn at their home land. News of booming times in America and land giveaways, 

such as the Homestead Act of 1862, and the discovery of gold in California, brought peaks in  

immigration. 

 

Nativism (discrimination towards others by the majority of an indigenous population) plagued 

many first immigrants despite their apparent similarity to native-born Americans. Scandinavians, 

being of White ethnicity and Protestant religion, they had language problems making them seem 

slow in comprehension. On the other hand, Germans were welcomed for their technical knowledge 

and industry. Despite being generally welcomed, they were often stereotyped as Prussian 

marionettes or Bavarian louts, who drank beer after church on Sundays. The Irish too suffered 

various forms of discrimination and were often generalized as being dirty, violent drunks. 

 

“The Know Nothing” movement, a nativist American political movement of the 1840s and 1850s, 

believed that not only the Irish with their alleged loyalty to the Pope in Rome, but also all non-

British immigrants threatened their precious heritage. This judgment causes a proposal of tripling 

the time needed to gain U.S. citizenship. Voting rights were also restricted for the immigrants. That 

platform of the “Know Nothings” won dozens of seats in Congress, as well in state and local 

offices.  
 

Beginning in 1875, the first federal laws limiting immigration to bar convicts and prostitutes were 

enacted. Over the years, other laws excluded those having “physical, mental, and moral defects,” 

those who advocated “subversive doctrines,” and those who had “economic disqualifications,” or 

were illiterate. 

 

THE THIRD WAVE: THE”NEW” IMMIGRANTS, 1890-1930 

”New” immigration marked a change in the origin of most immigrants. Around 1890 immigration 

from north-western Europe took a sharp decline, but did not come to a complete halt. At this same 

time,  arrivals from southern and eastern Europe rose. Between 1890 and 1914, the volume of 

“new” immigration soared. The largest “new” groups were Italians, Jews, Poles, and Hungarians, 

but many Mexicans, Russians, Czechs, Greeks, Portuguese, Syrians, Japanese, Filipinos, and others 

immigrated to the new found land. 

 

In most American views, the change involved the feeling that the typical immigrants were 

becoming less like them, but this tidal wave of people was in several ways similar to its 

predecessors. The basic push and pull factors of economics still had not altered.  

 

Unfortunately, each group of arriving  immigrants experienced some form of discrimination. In the 

1850s, the Germans and Irish were greatly viewed as a “lower class of people”. In the 1880s and 

1890s, Eastern and Southern European immigrants were looked upon with suspicion, because of 

their darker skin tone and affiliation to Catholicism. The Irish were blamed for bringing cholera, the 



 

 

Italians for bringing polio, the Chinese for carrying bubonic plague, the Jews for spreading 

tuberculosis, and the Haitians for bringing AIDS. Over the course of generations, immigrant groups 

had no choice but to move from segregation to assimilation. 

 

By the late 1800s, falling train and steam-ship ticket prices made migration affordable for both the 

poor and young. Affordable travel costs permitted people to see immigration as a short-term 

strategy, and many new immigrants were sojourners, ”birds of passage”, who stayed only long 

enough to make and save money to buy land or a small business.  

 

The opportunities in America also changed. Less than a quarter of the newcomers found 

employment in agriculture. The Japanese in California were the best example of ones who 

succeeded by buying unwanted land and making it productive. Four-fifths of immigrants moved to 

where the jobs were -  industries in the big cities of the north-east and mid-west. America had an 

enormous requirement for factory workers, but due to mechanization, most jobs were for the 

unskilled with poorly paid wages. 

 

IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION AND LAWS 

 

The rise in immigration and the altered job markets resulted in crime, overcrowding, insanitary 

conditions, and epidemics in immigrant ghettos. These concerns seemed insurmountable, and many 

Americans became convinced that exotic foreigners could not be assimilated into society. Reactions 

to the situation in the cities varied. Reformers established “settlement houses” and charities to help 

immigrants adjust to the lifestyle of America. Reformers worked to Americanize immigrants and 

fought for better housing and parks. Some saw that the ghettos were important buffer zones where 

immigrants could use their mother tongues and follow old-country traditions, while gradually 

adjusting to life in America. Others concluded that the ghettos proved  restrictive immigration laws 

were needed. 

 

The idea that the American society is a “melting pot” started gaining popularity in the first years of 

the 20
th

  century. The term referred to a process in which the habits and characteristics of 

immigrants from many different countries merged together and became a new nationality. 

 

The phrase “melting pot” dates back from a play written by a Jewish immigrant, Israel Zangwill. 

Nativists of the time could not imagine a greater calamity than such a melting-pot ”mongrelization” 

of the white race. An opposing traditional view was that  America should be an example of what 

Horace Kallen called ”cultural pluralism,” the belief in a collection of cultures united by loyalty to 

the same political and civic ideals. The founding fathers, for example, made the national motto 'e 

pluribus unum` (out of many one), but in the Naturalization Act of 1790, it permitted foreigners to 

become American citizens only if they were white. 

 

Initially, laws of the United States were in accord with the following - people from any nationality 

were free to become citizens after living in their country for a period of years. There was one 

notable exception - to become a citizen, a person had to be “free and white,” according to the 

nation's first naturalization
5
 law passed in 1790. . The Chinese Exclusion Act of 1882 banned 

immigration of Chinese people to America for 10 years. A time later, it was extended until 1944. 

Chinese were also excluded from being naturalized. 

 

                                                 

5  Naturalization: process 

by which an immigrant achieves the right to vote in elections. 



 

 

Finally, the federal government opened Ellis Island, the famous screening depot for immigrants in 

New York Bay. Ellis Island processed its first immigrant in 1892 and its last in 1954. Today 40 

percent of the country’s population - more than 100 million  - can trace heritage of a family member 

who passed through the immigration processing station on Ellis Island, which is a half mile away 

from the Statue of Liberty. 

 

The influence of eugenics, the pseudo-scientific racism of the early 1900s, was evident in later 

legislation. So was the combination of First World War super-patriotism that demanded l00 percent 

Americanism, and the ideological insecurity that grew after the Russian Revolution of 1917. 

 

In 1921, Congress passed the first general limitation on immigration, the Emergency Quota Act.  It 

established country quotas based on the origins of the existing U.S. population to prevent major 

changes in the country’s racial and ethnic make up. Each European nation's allotment of immigrant 

visas per year equaled three percent of the foreign-born in America from that country at the federal 

census of 1910. 

 

Writing immigration law that functions as intended has proved difficult. The Quota Acts did end the 

new immigration and arrivals from northern and western Europe,  but immigration from the United 

Kingdom also declined. Congress did not guess that arrivals from ”non-quota” nations in the 

western hemisphere, such as Mexico, and U.S. territories, such as the Philippines and Puerto Rico, 

would  climb into the millions by 1960. 

 

The depression of the 1930s put an abrupt stop to large immigration influxes. Local authorities 

deported about half a million Mexican Americans, many of them U.S. citizens, during that decade. 

Nazi and fascist regimes caused an enormous flow of refugees, 250,000 of whom Congress 

admitted as non-quota immigrants under special laws. Many more, including 20,000 Jewish 

children, were turned away, because America was unwilling to put aside national origins quotas 

during a time of high unemployment and an increasing of anti-Semitism. 

 

The Second World War and the Cold War produced several contrasting shifts in policy. The 

government imported temporary farm labor from Mexico under the “bracero program”, due to 

wartime labor shortages. The government also lifted the ban on Chinese immigration, because of 

foreign-policy considerations. Then, it started the so-called ”brain-drain” to America by reserving 

the first 50 percent of visas for each country for people with needed skills. The law kept the national 

origins principle, giving many Third World countries tiny quotas, and making communist or 

socialist associations a bar to immigration. Pressure for an entirely new approach was growing. 

 

With the immigration Act of 1965, country quotas were replaced with hemisphere quotas, with 

unforeseen consequences. To emphasize equal treatment, all nations in the eastern hemisphere had 

the same limit of 20,000 immigrants annually. A system of preferences set ideologies for selecting 

immigrants. Reunifying families, the most important principle, reserved nearly three quarters of 

immigrant visas for close relatives of American citizens or resident aliens. Spouses, minor children, 

and parents were admitted outside the limits. The second principle continued the ”brain-drain” by 

reserving 20 percent of visas for skilled people. Refugees received the remaining visas. 

 

THE FOURTH WAVE: 1965 TO THE PRESENT 

The 1965 law ushered in the fourth major wave of immigration rose to a peak in the late 1990s, 

producing the highest immigration totals in American history by the end of the decade. This wave  

contained millions of illegal aliens, who cross borders without (or with false) papers, or arrived at 

airports on student or tourist visas and then overstay. 



 

 

 

Like the earlier waves of newcomers, the fourth wave includes a broad range of socio-economic 

groups. One result of introducing visas for needed occupations was that a very noticeable minority 

were highly skilled workers, professionals, such as  engineers, doctors, nurses,  and entrepreneurs 

with capital. At the socio-economic bottom of this wave were groups of refugees from wars and 

other disasters. In the 1960s and early 1970s large groups of people fled south-east Asia to America 

as a result of America's involvement in the Vietnam War. In 1995, to  diversify the  flow of 

immigrants, Congress created a permanent immigration "lottery" providing 40,000 to 55,000 visas 

to residents mainly from European countries. 

 

The nationalities and skin colors of  people in this wave of immigration were very diverse. There 

are colonies of Hmong in Minneapolis, Vietnamese on the Mississippi Delta, East Indian hotel-

owners across the Sunbelt, Middle-Eastern Muslims in Detroit and New Jersey, and large 

concentrations of Latinos, not only in the south-west and the nation’s big cities where communities 

are large and long-established, but across the rural districts and small towns of the south and mid-

west. These large foreign-born settlements gave rise to contemporary forms of racism and nativism. 

 

Between 1960 and 2007, nearly 39 million people legally settled in America. The list of the ten 

largest nationality groups among these for 1960 and 2007 is shown in Table 4 below. The table 

shows only one Latino and no Asian immigrant groups, but many European nationalities in 1960. 

The prominence of Mexicans around half-way down the list;  however, foreshadowed future trends. 

At the peak of the fourth wave in the 1990s, some 11 million more newcomers arrived. The second 

list of groups, from 2007,  after the peak brought by the 1965 Act, reveals the law’s unexpected 

benefits for the Third World immigrants of the fourth wave. In 2007 no Europeans groups were in 

the ten largest. Three quarters of the legally resident foreign-born (over 38 million people) were 

Latino (51 percent) or Asian (25 percent). Remarkably, another 42 percent of the immigrant 

population in 2007 consisted of people whose nations contributed fewer than the ten nationalities 

listed in the chart. Although this wave is predominantly Latino and Asian, it is  the most diverse 

wave America has seen. Another striking feature of the table is the Mexicans’ rise in prominence 

from a mere six percent in 1960 to a presence approaching a third of the entire group in the present 
wave of immigrants. 

 

Table 4: The effects of the fourth wave on the ten largest immigrant groups, 1960 contrasted with 

2007.
6
 (Ppercent of the total foreign-born in the USA) 

 

1960 % 2007 % 

1 Italians                      13%  1 Mexicans  31% 

2 Germans                   10%  2 Filipinos  4.4% 

3 Canadians                 10% 3 Chinese (including 

Taiwan and Hong 

Kong) 

4.3% 

A British                       9% 4 Indians  4.1% 

5 Poles                         8%  5 Vietnamese  3.0% 

6 USSR residents         7% 6 Salvadoreans  2.8% 

7 Mexicans                   6%  7 Koreans  2.7% 

                                                 

6  American Community 

Survey (ACS) and Yearbook of Immigration Statistics 2007, Office of immigration Statistics, US Department of 

Homeland Security http://www.migrationinformation.org/feature/display.cfm?ID=679  



 

 

8 Irish 3%  8 Cubans  2.5% 

9 Austrians  3%  9 Dominicans  2.3% 

10 Hungarians  3%  10 Canadians  2.3% 

 

 

THE CONTEMPORARY DEBATE 

 

Illegal immigration caused strong debates over government policy to control entry to America. One 

segment of public opinion stresses that tolerating illegal immigration encourages a general disregard 

for the law, lowers wages for other workers, and undermines the 1965 law giving all nationalities an 

equal chance for immigrant visas. Other Americans emphasize that illegal immigrants take jobs that 

U.S. citizens do not want, are paid less than the legal minimum wage, work in substandard 

conditions, and while needing the benefits of social welfare programs, dare not reveal the facts of 

their situation for fear of being deported. 

 

The federal government responded to this ongoing debate in 1986 by passing the Immigration 

Reform and Control Act (IRCA). This  law attempted to minimize illegal immigration, while at the 

same time expressing acceptance and giving rights to people already inside America.  It set fines 

and penalties for employers who hire illegal aliens, and also attempts to prevent employment 

discrimination through rules that outlaw firing or refusing to hire people, because they look foreign. 

The law offered ”amnesty” (legal immigrant status) for illegals staying in America for four years, 

and for many temporarily resident farm workers. Almost three million people became legal 

immigrants through IRCA. Their improved situation was one of the greatest success of legislation.  

 

During the economic boom of the 1990s, the shortage of unskilled labor made most Americans 

willing to overlook the problem of illegal immigration. Since this time,  sharp differences in public 

attitudes to immigration are evident. The backlash against the level of immigration grew strong by 

the mid-1990s, especially in some groups in the seven states (California, New York, New Jersey, 

Florida, Texas, Illinois, and Arizona) where over three-quarters of newcomers settled.  Restrictive 

attitudes found expression in the federal immigration and welfare reform laws of 1996. These 

strengthened border controls against illegal immigration, made it easier to deport suspicious visitors 

and immigrants, required families in America to take more responsibility for keeping newcomers 

off the welfare roles, and denied legal immigrants federal welfare benefits (illegal immigrants never 

received them). 
 

By the end of the 1990s, as legal and illegal Latin-American immigration became increasingly 

visible, especially in the south and mid-west, the clamor for immigration reform became 

widespread. After the 9/11 terrorist attacks, polls showed that a large majority of the public favored 

further strengthening border controls against illegal immigration and a decrease in legal 

immigration. In response, the government, through the USA Patriot Act of 2002, developed new 

biometric identity checks to regulate entry into the country, conducted intensified surveillance of the 

foreign-born, and called in immigrants, especially Arab Americans, for questioning and possible 

detention or deportation. 
 

Nowadays, U.S. law still allows the world's highest level of legal immigration, around a million 

annually, most of it non-white and non-Western (culturally). An inability or unwillingness to 

enforce existing law resulted in the continued tolerance of an additional estimated 9 to l l million 

illegal immigrants, most of them Latinos. This situation suggests that in the years since the 1968 

immigration-reform law, Americans’ self-image became extraordinarily inclusive when compared 

with the narrow Anglo-American national identity enshrined in U.S. law until that time. 



 

 

 

Sharp differences, nonetheless, continued to mark American public opinion about immigration after 

2001. Most of the country’s economic, political, and cultural elites accepted high levels of legal and 

illegal immigration. The general public, on the other hand, increasingly linked immigration to 

concerns about job competition, national security, population growth, environmental problems, and 

cultural differences. Majorities of people polled favored more effectively restricting entrance to the 

country. A dramatic example of this chasm in attitudes about immigration occurred in 2004. 

President Bush announced his support for a revised guest-worker amnesty plan, similar to the one 

proposed by Mexico three years earlier. The public rejected the idea by a large margin in a series of 

polls, and it quietly disappeared from the Presidential agenda. 
 

Members of Congress  continued to respond to mounting public pressure in the seven states most 

affected and from some groups demanding immigration reform and restriction. Proposition 200, 

known as PAN (Protect Arizona Now), was an Arizona state initiative passed in November 2004 

requiring individuals to produce proof of citizenship before they may register to vote or apply for 

public benefits in Arizona. The proposition also makes it a misdemeanor for public officials to fail 

to report persons unable to produce documentation of citizenship who apply for these benefits. It 

allows citizens, who believe that public officials have given undocumented persons benefits, to sue 

for remedies. Opponents called it anti-immigrant, and considered it to be reminiscent of California's 

1994 Proposition 187. 
 

From February through May, 2006 Latino groups mobilized hundreds of thousands of legal and 

illegal immigrants to march in major cities in protest against a Bill passed by the House of 

Representatives, which would make illegal entry a federal felony (serious crime) for both those who 

entered illegally and anyone who helped them. Leaders of the protest movement rallied perhaps half 

a million marchers against the Bill in 102 cities in early April and, calling their next major action “a 

day without immigrants”, urged the undocumented and legal immigrants to demonstrate how 

dependent the economy was on them by boycotting their jobs on May l. An estimated 450,000 

immigrants filled the streets in dozens of cities. Then the backlash, led by a group calling their 

effort the Minuteman Project (an allusion to Revolutionary War activists), mounted a series of 

counter-demonstrations, including organizing their own patrols along the Mexican border and 

sending a motorized caravan across the country to Washington DC to attract media attention. 
 

In this polarized climate of opinion, Congress remained deadlocked. No Bill in either house 

managed to suggest a satisfactory path to the legality and citizenship for the undocumented that did 

not seem either another amnesty that would only encourage more illegal immigration, or a path so 

burdened with penalties and fines for entering illegally in the first place that few of the 

undocumented would choose it. Many cautious politicians had much to lose by taking too clear a 

position, and the two-term Bush administration seemed certain to leave immigration reform to its 

successor Barack Obama. The 'SB 1070' brought the subject back to national debate. It remained 

uncertain whether the public’s concerns would in time bring a less or more generous American 

immigration policy. 
 

To conclude, it should be remembered that it is ironic that in a nation of immigrants that began 

expelling and annihilating the first occupants of the land, now a large percentage of the population 

is still reluctant to accept more immigration. 

 

 

 

2.2 The United States and Mexico border 



 

 

 
Arizona’s new law on illegal immigration went into effect on July 29 2010 albeit severely limited 

by a federal court ruling as it was considered preempted with federal regulations. Therefore, 

because of its national nature, the issue cannot simply be treated as an Arizona legal matter. In a 

larger scale, it forms part of the relations between the United States and Mexico, two nation-states 

whose internal dynamics and interests are leading them into an era of increasing tension. We have to 

deal with Arizona law and the entire immigration issue in this broader context. 

 

Introduction 

 
On  the border  between the United States of America (USA) and Mexico lies an intense and 

complex relationship.  Along a stretch of 2000 miles, the border between Mexico and the United 

States spans six states of Mexico and four states of the USA, comprising a total population of 

approximately 12 million people. The USA’s  states along the border, from west to east include: 

California; Arizona; New Mexico; and Texas. The Mexican states include: Baja California;  Sonora; 

Chihuahua; Coahuila; Nuevo León; and Tamaulipas (See Map 1). The border between the USA and 

Mexico  is the most frequently crossed international border in the world, with approximately 

350,000,000 crossings per year
7
. The interactions occurring  in such a vast demographic context 

represent a constant challenge for the bilateral relations between Mexico and the USA.  

 

Map 1: The United States and Mexico border
8
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Although there is an interaction in political, economic, social, and cultural processes on both sides 

of the border, it is not a balanced relationship. The border areas do not have  the same meaning for 

each bordering country. For the USA,  its border with Mexico is, except for a section of the State of 

California, an underdeveloped area compared with its national average. For Mexico, on the 

contrary, its northern border is a region whose economic development is above the national average.  

 

The three main distinctive features that portray the border zone are: 1) Intense exchange between 

both countries; 2) Marked difference between the standards of economic and social development of 

                                                 

7   France 24  

 <http://www.france24.com/en/20100112-us-mexico-open-first-new-border-crossing-10-

years> 

8    The United States and Mexico border: DINNERSTEIN, Leonard, et al. Ethnic Americans: 

A History of Immigration. New York: Columbia University Press, 1999. 

http://www.france24.com/en/20100112-us-mexico-open-first-new-border-crossing-10-years)(footnote
http://www.france24.com/en/20100112-us-mexico-open-first-new-border-crossing-10-years)(footnote


 

 

each area; 3) Demographic dynamism. 

The United States shares a unique and often complex relationship with Mexico, with a  history of 

armed conflict and important treaties. Nonetheless, one of the central issues in recent years has been 

illegal immigration. 

 

 

 

Historical background 
 

An estimated 40 million people lived in America during the 15
th  century. The most intricate 

civilization during this time was the Mayas. The Mayas developed a reliable agricultural 

production, used forms of mathematics and astronomy. As the culture slowly declined, another main 

culture arose – the Aztecs. The Aztecs were a group of approximately 100,000 people, who 

encompassed a large area of land through both military and trade. Its great city Tenochtitlén 

(Mexico City today) had a population of 100,000—five times that of contemporary London. 

 

In the early 16th century, with the arrival of Hernán Cortés, the Aztec civilization was invaded and 

conquered by the Spaniards. The new conquered land was named New Spain. Spanish influence in 

the Americas was largely one of cultural blending, rather than of cultural extinction, as transpired 

along the North American East Coast. Although the Spanish inflicted their government, religion, 

and technology into the people of the new found land, the basic Mesoamerican culture remained. 

What resulted was a new culture, which  in the latter two-thirds of the 16
th  century, expanded 

northward. 

  

The USA’s ideas of community property and the monetary system are derived from the Spaniards. 

Spanish and Mexican influence is found in USA art, architecture, literature, music, language, law 

ranching, and food. Many USA  city names reflect Spanish influence, such as:  San Francisco; Los 

Angeles; San Diego; Tucson;  and San Antonio. 

 

Mexico had obtained its independence from Spain in 1821, after the Mexican War of Independence; 

nonetheless, a couple of years later, the USA government tried to negotiate the acquisition of vast 

Mexican territories. When it failed to achieve its goal, it declared  war against Mexico on March 11, 

1846.  

 

This led to the defeat of Mexico and the signing of the Treaty of Peace, Friendship and Limits in 

1848. In this  treaty, the USA  guaranteed  protection for  language, religion, property-rights, and all 

rights of citizens of the United States", to all Mexicans who continued to reside in the seized lands 

The major consequence of the war was the forced Mexican Cession of the territories of Alta 

California and New Mexico to USA in exchange for 18 million dollars. Mexico accepted the Rio 

Grande as its national border, and the loss of Texas. Many years had to pass so  Mexico could 

assimilate such a serious deterioration. A moral blow that meant the loss of half its territory. 

 

Five years later the Gadsden Purchase completed the creation of the current United States of 

America–Mexico border. This  added to the USA an almost 30,000 square mile region of present-

day southern Arizona and southwestern New Mexico. 

 

This left approximately 300,000 people living in the once disputed lands, many of whom were 

Mexican nationals. Some traveled to the South to reach the Mexican territory again, others felt 

trapped "on that side of the border”, or could not move right away and adjusted to a new country  



 

 

and a new citizenship. 

 

The Mexican population that stayed in the USA was the nucleus of a social and ethnic class, who 

somehow maintained certain cultural characteristics. This  phenomenon  has been strengthened by 

migrant workers, who each year cross the border, some of which have settled  there definitely.  

 

Nonetheless, the movement of Mexicans, especially towards the regions of the USA that were part 

of Mexico before 1848, is much older than the current delimitation of the border between the two 

countries. Many families started the tradition of migrating to the north, either permanently or to 

return to their home. The reasons were different, but  at first it began as part of the colonization, and 

then as a means for additional income through  temporary jobs. Likewise, it is interesting to note 

that many Mexican families, especially in the northern states of the Republic, emigrated to America 

during the darkest days of the Mexican Revolution, seeking  security for their people and/or their 

property. 

 

The Mexican Revolution was another episode in the history of both countries. The Mexican 

Revolution lasted for 10 years, from 1910-1920, with the involvement of America’s social and 

political influences. The Mexican people was confronted with economic and social dismay.  

Economic interest in Mexico during the revolution   determined  America’s policy towards Mexico. 

Presidents William Howard Taft and Woodrow Wilson both interposed with Mexican affairs. The 

Mexican Revolution was partially caused  by the rise of animosity towards foreign ownership of 

Mexican properties. Political instability in Mexico increased with the revolution, but did not deter 

American’s investments; However, Mexico’s economic development dwindled, which was reflected 

in border regions. 

 

 

“Push” and “pull” vectors 
 

Economic arguments have dominated the debate over the antecedents and consequences of Mexican 

immigration. This movement is the result of the economic structures and conditions of both 

countries. 

 

After the United States defeated Mexico, they had the similar  problems with much of the 

Southwest, aside from California,  that Mexico had. It was a relatively unattractive economic place, 

since so much of it was inhospitable. The acquisition of relatively low-cost labor became one of the 

initiatives  of the region’s economy. The nearest available labor pool was Mexico. An accelerating 

population movement out of Mexico and into the territory America, seized from Mexico, paralleled 

the region’s accelerating economic growth. America  and Mexico both saw this as mutually 

beneficial. 

 

On the American side, there was a perpetual shortage of low-cost and low-end labor. The main  

influence operating as a force of attraction for several years, has been the insatiable demand for 

cheap labor. In turn for cheap labor, the development of America’s economy increased. This cheap 

labor was mainly caused by the rapid technological innovation and high degree of the organization 

of the labor force. This was translated into the fact that American workers rejected low status jobs, 

which Mexican workers accepted. 

 

On the Mexican side, there was a population surplus that the Mexican economy could not readily 

metabolize. The inclination of America  to  attract labor north was  matched by the inclination of 

Mexico to do the same. The main factors that have operated as the driving force for several years 



 

 

are: The high unemployment and underemployment rates; the significant differential between the 

wages paid in Mexico and America; growing disparities in income distribution; the discrimination 

against the rural sector in favor of the urban sector in regards to the allocation of government 

resources; the dependence on foreign capital and technology; the rapid growth of the population; 

and the tradition of emigrating to America. 

 

The need for labor in America led to the Mexican’s government social policy of exporting surplus 

labor, using remittances from immigrants to stabilize its economy. America’s  government, on the 

other hand, was using  an outcome that was illegal. At times, the Federal government in America 

turned its back by making exceptions to the law. Sometimes, when lacking the political ability to 

alter the law to fit its needs, America  put  limitations on the resources needed to enforce the law. 

America faced costs during this movement of Mexican labor, such as health care and education. 

While American business interests viewed these areas of concern as minor costs, government 

viewed these concerns as costs that would need to be absorbed by the states. 

 

 

The socioeconomic aspects 
 

From the beginning, the USA’s  economy experienced a rapid growth rate, based on its vast 

inventory of natural resources exploited with the modern technology that its dynamic and bold 

immigrants brought from Europe. Its economy  experienced  rapid expansion of its domestic 

market, the beginning of the conquest of foreign markets and the significant capital flow of 

investments. This was  within a strong framework of political stability, emanating from a 

democratic state where its  institutions were based on equality and human rights since its inception.  

 

Furthermore, the USA inherited from its former metropolis a level of higher development. England 

was established at the forefront of the process of industrialization, naval communications, and 

commerce, while Spain and Portugal were dealing with problems on mercantilism. These 

differences in  economic development, along with other cultural and political factors, caused the 

supremacy of the USA, with respect to the rest of countries,  and in some way  shaped its openly 

expansionist attitudes. 

 

Arguably, the wealth and competitiveness of agricultural and industrial entrepreneurs of the 

Southwest is partly based upon the work provided by the illegal Mexican workers. Their “illegality” 

has provided enormous benefits to these businesses and economy of the USA. On the other side, it 

has increased the exploitation of workers by paying lower wages than that  paid to Americans, and  

exclusion of Mexican workers from labor organizations. Americans have not admitted that the 

illegal workers have been, for several years, a factor leading to  thecreation America’s wealth. 

 

Nonetheless,  the exclusion of Mexican immigrants did not occur immediately when the current 

border was defined between the two countries. On the contrary, as we  the development of new 

possessions and lands created an increased demand  for cheap labor. It was not until the mid-1920s 

when few restrictive immigration ideas started to be expressed in America, due tothe increased 

presence of Mexicans  in the northern country. 

 

Mexicans try to maintain some latent symbols of their former nationality, but it is not always met 

with acceptance. Considered  minorities, Mexicans live in America  without fully being integrated 

into society. Normally, Americans keep  positions of leadership in businesses for themselves, 

including  virtually all political and civil positions of control. The “special relation” with the 



 

 

Americans during the Second World War, thanks to Mexico's aide to America,  has been gradually 

vanishing. 

 

The picture painted/imaginary of the illegal immigrants in America has been implanted in the public 

consciousness in ways that instill fear, anger, and resentment.  Immigrants  are said to be 

predispositioned to criminal activity, taking jobs that should go to Americans, or inclined to take a 

part of America’s social welfare system that should belong to Americans. Beyond judging  

immigrants as an economic threat to America, rhetoric has increasingly mixed the idea of drug 

smugglers and coyotes with immigrants. 

 

The criterion for judging the situation of migrant workers America  varies according to the state of 

the  economy. Whenever American’s  economy is good, the perception of the problem is barely 

visible. Whenever the economy is in crisis, the perception becomes negative and acquires higher 

visibility in the mass media. History shows that during the First World War,  Great Depression of 

1929,  Korea and Vietnam wars, and the current economic crisis, the illegal immigrant workers have 

been blamed for causing problems to American’s economic system,  such as the unemployment rate 

and  inflation. During those periods, the America’s  government adopted some unilateral and 

restrictive measures. 

 

Among the different aspects of the flux of goods and services across the border, we should mention 

those related to trade (both legal and illegal), financial transactions, the Bracero program, and the 

scheme of operation of maquiladora plants on the Mexican side, because of its volume, importance 

and the problems that originate. 

 

Illegal transactions are carried out in two directions: 1) Toward  Mexico (arms trafficking, 

smuggling of endless consumer goods, and capital); and 2) Toward  America(smuggling of raw 

materials, agricultural products such as coffee, sugar and cotton, minerals such as uranium, drugs, 

and narcotics). Both cause corruption and crime, typical aspects of illegal transaction.  The 

increased activity of the drug cartels and its related violence south of the USA-Mexico border is a 

scare for many. The escalating drug cartel violence just south of the U.S.-Mexico border is one of 

the main concerns nowadays.  

 

America’s  investments on the Mexican border have become an increasingly important factor in 

relation  to the economic development in the region. This growing dependence of American capital 

on the border has sometimes been seen as a threat, from the point of view of preserving the 

independence of Mexico, when taking decisions on matters that are central to the present and the 

future of this country.  

 

The Bracero Program allowed Mexican nationals to take temporary agricultural work in the United 

States. During the 22 years the program lasted (1942 to 1964, with some lags in between), more 

than 4.5 million Mexican nationals were allowed to work legally in the USA on a seasonal basis. 

Mexican peasants, desperate for money, were willing to take work at wages scorned by most 

Americans. The Bracero Program fed the circular migration patterns of Mexicans into the USA. 

 

Less than a year after the end of the Bracero Program, the Mexican Government launched the 

Border Industrialization Program (BIP), or the Maquiladora Program, to solve the problem of 

unemployment along the border. The maquiladoras9 became attractive to American  firms. 

                                                 

9  A maquiladora involves manufacturing under a duty-free and tariff-free basis to “re-export” 

the products to other country, in this case the U.S. 



 

 

 

Maquiladora plants have been a direct agent for the rapid concentration of population along the 

border. This concentration increases the problems of housing, health, education, and municipal 

services of the neighboring towns. Furthermore, by creating unjustified expectations, maquiladoras 

often attract to the border a labor surplus that has turned border cities into true standby wells where 

Mexican workers are available for employment with American employers. 

 

To a certain extent, the maquiladora scheme has been presented as an efficient way to boost the 

development of the region and to resolve, even partially, the problem of unemployment. Locally, 

levels of under-employment have increased and due to the privileged regime on taxation, economic 

benefits for the region and the country are now being relative. There are cases of maquiladora 

cities that  are steeped in violence. Ciudad Juárez, the most representative one, is internationally 

renowned for its episodes of violence, brutal murder, and very strong presence of drugs, having 

been repeatedly considered as the most dangerous city in the world. 

 

On January 1, 1994, the North American Free Trade Agreement between the United States, Canada, 

and Mexico (NAFTA) entered into force. NAFTA created the world's largest free trade area, which 

now links 450 million people producing $17 trillion worth of goods and services. U.S. goods and 

services trade with NAFTA totaled $1.6 trillion in 2009 (latest data available for goods and services 

trade combined)10.  

 

America views Mexico as an alternative to the source of oil in the event of an international crisis. 

Due to its  geographical proximity, Mexico is labeled as a assured location for oil supply if ever the 

imports from the Middle East are threatened.  This makes  Mexico a very appealing area of 

economic interest for the USA; therefore, it would be in America’s best interest to remain in good 

relations with Mexico. Americans have and may continue to use the issue of illegal immigrant 

workers as a way to  negotiate concerns of vigorous importance – oil, trade industry, and  foreign 

investment. 

 

Cultural factors 

 
The USA-Mexico border is subject to the influence of two great cultures, customs, languages, 

artistic expressions, and ideological values, resulting in a society with some degree of hybridization. 

 

David Gutierrez, Associate Professor of history at the University of California, San Diego, believes  

that a rejuvenation is taking place in neighborhoods nourished by continuous Mexican immigration, 

a paradigm of “Latinization" in large areas of the Southwest and elsewhere. There has  been a 

massive growth in the Latino consumer market, generating new business practices, consumer 

trends, and market preference. In certain areas of the Southwest, Mexican immigration is 

establishing Spanish-speaking media (radio, TV, and print) and cultural identities. 

 

On the other hand, the customs and consumer habits of the USA’s  society are widely spread 

through the mass media. Often, commercial services of Mexican newspapers are covered with 

advertising, which has been paid by American businesses. This advertising contains, in general, 

                                                 

10  Office of the United States Trade representative 

 <http://www.ustr.gov/trade-agreements/free-trade-agreements/north-american-free-trade-

agreement-nafta> 

http://www.ustr.gov/trade-agreements/free-trade-agreements/north-american-free-trade-agreement-nafta
http://www.ustr.gov/trade-agreements/free-trade-agreements/north-american-free-trade-agreement-nafta


 

 

prices expressed in dollars. The proportion of people who speak both languages is higher in 

Mexican than in American cities. 

 

American’s culture penetration in the northern regions of Mexico, cause some programs of 

nationalist guidance to be developed, though sometimes it was inadequate or misguided. One of the 

most known is 'Plan Espiritual de Aztlán', generally considered the manifesto of the Chicano 

Movement. On the United States side, Americans believe to provide support for their culture 

through a fight against immigration. 

 

 

Measures taken 

 
Many Americans believe that militarization (military equipment and personnel in Border Patrol 

enforcement) in America’s  Southwest border region is necessary to solve the problems of 

undocumented immigration and drug smuggling. 

 

Under the Clinton administration, the INS launched an offensive border strategy called “prevention 

through deterrence”. In Arizona this was named “Operation Safeguard" (Nogales, Arizona, in 

1994). Walls and stadium lighting were erected in high traffic border areas,  and Border Patrol  

staffing  increased drastically. The goal of these changes was to move the illegal migration pathway 

away from urban areas  to remote locations near mountains and deserts, hoping that this would deter 

Mexicans from entering America.  These  efforts were successful in moving the flow of illegal 

migration from urban areas; however, it did not affect undocumented immigration, as now 

immigrants are more likely to hire human smugglers as guides. Nowadays it is usual for smugglers 

or “coyotes” to charge more than $1,000 per person. 

 

Militarization has created a war metaphor. The arrival of immigrants is presented as an invasion. 

Invasion is an act of war, and puts the nation and its people at risk. Mark McPhail states that the 

idea of an armed struggle between two antagonistic nations stimulates racial anxiety within the 

immigration debate without the need ever openly  use a racial slur. The war metaphor creates an 

image of America  as an innocent victim, and an image of undocumented immigrants as an enemy. 

Thus, more social control and surveillance to protect the “innocent” body politic are naturally are 

more accepted.  

 

Arizona has experienced a higher  increase in immigrant traffic, vigilante groups moving to Arizona 

from California and Texas who are bringing weapons, detection technologies, high-tech equipment, 

training and expertise. Currently, several vigilante groups  operate in Arizona.  'Ranch Rescue', 

headed by Texan rancher Jack Foote, is an “armed volunteer organization” that claims to have 

branches in Washington, Oregon, Arkansas, Illinois, Georgia, New Mexico, Texas, and California, 

as well as internationally. The group brags of  membership composed of Border Patrol agents, 

military personnel, enforcement, officers, and  mercenaries. In 2000, 'Ranch Rescue' made 

recruitment in Arizona for “hunting” immigrants to keep these illegal trespassers from entering 

and/or destroying privately owned property. Groups such as these are blatantly  armed, patrol public 

lands, and include volunteers to carry  concealed weapons with permits. According to the 'Civil 

Homeland Defense' (another of these groups), they are performing community service as a  

volunteer neighborhood watch group, answering  a request  from the President of the USA to report 

suspicious and illegal activities. The group assumes that “illegal immigration allows terrorists, 

criminals, people with disease into our country. 

 



 

 

These groups use the legal justification of "protection of property" and profess pro-rancher interests 

to gain public and legal legitimacy. They view themselves as a helpful "arm" of illegal immigration 

enforcement. The toleration of the group’s criminal activities shows how the Federal government’s 

militarization rhetoric has created an atmosphere stirring up racial anxieties. 

 

Another measure for control is the creation of the Mexico-United States barrier. This is a wall built 

by the USA along its Mexico border. The idea is to deter the entry of illegal immigrants from the 

southern border of Mexico into America.  The construction of the wall  began in 1994 under  

“Operation Gatekeeper.” It spans through California, Arizona, New Mexico, and Texas. The wall is 

made up of three retaining walls, intense lighting, motion detectors, electronic sensors, and night 

vision equipment. This equipment is connected to America’s Border Patrol and permanent 

monitoring areas. 

 

Mexican government  and ministers of several Latin American countries have these immigration 

control measures. A July 29, 2010 Rasmussen Reports’  poll revealed that Americans, nationwide, 

favored building a wall  along the USA-Mexico border. Sixty-eight percent were in favor and 21 

percent against, with a margin of error: +/- 3 percentage points.  

 

According to Dr. Douglas Massey of Princeton University, and other experts, the efforts to curtail 

illegal immigration by means of security has done nothing but redirect the migration path from 

safer, more urban points of crossing, to the harsh, remote deserts and mountains of Arizona, causing 

the death toll of immigrants to reach  record-breaking numbers. Instead, they remain in America  for 

longer periods of time and eventually bring their families with them. (Beyond Smoke and Mirrors: 

Mexican Immigration in an Era of Economic Integration, Russel Sage, 2003). 

 

Many Mexicans or Latin Americans face death, due to dehydration, exposure, and hypothermia 

when attempting to cross the border in the more dangerous areas. Without and official record-

keeping system stating the exact number of illegal immigrants crossing the border who have died 

along Arizona's stretch of USA-Mexican border, in the summer of 2004, the Arizona Daily Star 

started compiling border death recorded by Pima, Cochise, and Yuma County medical examiners.  

 

Border deaths database, Arizona Daily Star11 

2004  219 

2005  246 

2006  224 

2007  250 

2008  190 

2009  224 

2010  249 

2011  101** (until July 31 2011) 

 

Scholars  have observed  the Border Patrol’s plan and fences to encourage the abuse of human 

rights  by scapegoating undocumented migrants. It could be said  that if there were no immigrants, 

they would have to be invented,  because they simply make a natural target on which to focus and 

                                                 

11   Border deaths 

database, Arizona Daily Star <http://azstarnet.com/news/local/border/html_c104ad38-3877-11df-

aa1a-001cc4c002e0.html> 

http://azstarnet.com/news/local/border/html_c104ad38-3877-11df-aa1a-001cc4c002e0.html
http://azstarnet.com/news/local/border/html_c104ad38-3877-11df-aa1a-001cc4c002e0.html


 

 

vent anxiety. In many countries today immigrants are the “usual suspects" to account for all kinds of 

chagrins, from economic downturns to youth crime. This in turn encourages many to believe that 

more force is needed to repel the onslaught of illegal migration. Other scholars followed with 

studies explaining that the sharp escalation in Border Patrol budgets and policing that yielded low 

deterrent effects, is a type of public spectacle  to prove to Americans that something was being 

performed to deter illegal immigration. 

 

In Arizona, a movement similar to Proposition 187 in California, took shape with the PAN (Protect 

Arizona Now) initiative, which is a 'citizens' initiative to require proof of citizenship to register to 

vote,  and proof of eligibility for non-federally mandated public benefits. Much like Proposition 187 

that was  deemed unconstitutional in the Federal court, this initiative seeked to make state and local 

governments responsible for enforcing Federal immigration laws. It is based on the  assumption that 

non-American citizens are voting and receiving government benefits, which they should not be 

entitled to. 

 

Some expressions of intransigent nativism are found in a number of levels, ranging from elite 

intellectuals, or xenophobic politicians, such as members of Congress, Tom Tancredo (R-Colorado), 

and James Sensenbrenner (R-Wisconsin) to radio and television commentators, such as Lou Dobbs. 

 

At the same time,  in the United States there are literally hundreds of organizations whose primary 

mission is to provide assistance, protection, and defense of their rights to Mexican citizens in 

misfortune.  Humane Borders12, for instance, offers humanitarian assistance to those in need 

through the deployment of emergency water stations on routes known to be used by migrants 

coming north through Arizona’s desert. Mexican civil society has not recognized the importance of 

the generosity of many Americans. 

 

Many trust that the immigration policy’s enforcement needs to be adjusted  to include the crisis of 

human rights along the border. It is unreasonable to think of a border totally closed and controlled 

in our increasingly interconnected world. Unfortunately, the economies of the sending countries are  

not likely to become prosperous. Weintraub and Ross suggest alternative ways of dealing with the 

migrant flow, these include: legalizing undocumented workers in the United States who have lived 

in the United States for a time (amnesty), punishing employers for illegal hiring, creating a permit 

system for temporary workers or deportation. 

 

Conclusion 
 

In the USA, immigration is both history and destiny. It could be asked -  Are today’s Mexicans  

replicating  a narrative that has already been told centuries ago through the immigrants of  Irish, 

Italian, and Polish? Economic factors do push many immigrants to make a move; however, as has 

been seen with Mexico and USA, they have always had a special relationship. 

 

There is a fundamental difference with Mexican immigrants. When the Irish came to America, they 

were physically isolated from their homelands. On the other hand, Mexicans are not physically 

separated from their homeland, but rather it can be seen as culturally extending their homeland 

northward. In this case, not moving into alien territory, but into what were historically Mexican 

lands. 

 

                                                 

12  Humane Borders 

<http://humaneborders.org/> 

http://humaneborders.org/


 

 

The underlying fear of Americans opposing this process is not only economic, even though it may 

at times be portrayed in that manner,  but much deeper. There is a fear among some that the 

population movement will ultimately reverse the military outcome of the 1830s and 1840s, 

returning the region to Mexico, culturally or even politically. 

 

Despite other reasons, economic reasons prevail. These serve as arguments for rejection (for 

citizens who worry about losing jobs) and as an argument for acceptance (for employers who see a 

benefit in illegal work). Cornelius claims that Mexican immigrants are desirable to a wide variety of 

employers for two basic reasons - Immigrants  willing to do low-pay work, which  is dirty and/or 

dangerous, with no prospects for upward mobility, and who are deemed as being more flexible and 

willing to work overtime for minimal wage. 

 

Sometimes, it is argued that the general perception that Americans have of the foreign population is 

not based on an understanding of the historical ties between the USA  and the countries of origin, or 

on the knowledge of economic and social forces driving the phenomenon. Instead, public opinion is 

guided by superficial impressions and stereotypes. When the foreign faces and accents are few, they 

are ignored; however, when their number increases and focuses on visible areas, it triggers a 

growing apprehension. 

 

In Arizona, similar to what happens in other Mexican-bordered states, demonization between the 

two sides runs  deep. Supporters of Arizona’s new law may seem racist, and those against the law 

are characterized as un-American. 

 

'SB 1070' is a complex issue that has everything to do with the relationship between Mexico and 

the USA, ranging from a multitude of issues -  immigration just happens to be the hot topic now. 

Immigration is a geographic and political concern for both countries. The difficult scenario is that 

immigration is being treated as an internal debate among Americans, instead of a means to reach an 

understanding with Mexico. The economic characteristics of Mexico are not going to overnight 

change. In past decades, Washington has attempted to deter turning immigration into an 

international matter, by portraying it as an American law that need to be enforced. 



 

 

3. Literature review 
 

3.1 Immigration and the media 
 

The term 'media’ includes any form of communication by which people are informed and 

entertained: print media (newspapers, books and magazines); broadcasting media (television and 

radio); and electronic media (the Internet and wireless telecommunications systems).  

 

Americans are often said to be conditioned by what happens in the media to a greater or lesser 

extent. It is believed that the average full-time worker is exposed; both at home and at work to 

various forms of the media, for approximately nine hours each day.  

 

Therefore it can be seen that the media can influence public opinion and shape attitudes by deciding 

what is newsworthy, although there is resistance in some quarters to their dominant role. The role 

that the media plays as far as influencing the general public continues to be criticized and debated 

widely. The media is constantly being accused of producing biased and distorted journalism. For 

example,the media has been accused of invading peoples privacy, manipulating events, and 

irresponsible reporting that attempts to shape public opinion by setting particular agendas based on 

what that particular media formats political view may be. Nevertheless, it also occurs the other way 

around, consumer opinion can influence the media and their agendas. They must respond to the 

public's wishes for a range of entertainment, information and news, if they are to be profitable. 

 

Political interest was on the rise in 2008 due in part to the upcoming Presidential Election, when a 

poll was conducted by the Harris group inquiring if voters polled trusted how the media was 

handling the news. Results showed that 54% did not trust the media in general, 46% did not trust 

television reports, 41% did not trust the internet reports, and only 32% felt that the radio was 

distrustful. 

 

Welch et al. suggested that the media must be responsive to the people to make a profit. The media 

must give the public what it wants in order to retain audiences. However, the media has notoriously 

in the past decided what they feel is newsworthy regarding public and political issues, and therefore 

chooses to focus on what they see fit to report on. In examining the political views of any particular 

news organization, for some it becomes evident that they base this on their own objectives and 

personal opinions. The media insists that it is purely objective and neutral while presenting a 

complete view of any particular issue and that it practices self-censorship to prevent any biased 

opinions being Projected to the general public. 

 

Attitudes towards partiality in the U.S. media can be very revealing to the underlying agenda. A 

Pew Research Center poll in 2003 found 57% of those polled felt that news media allowed personal 

political preferences to influence the way that information was reported to the public, while 32 % 

believed that this took place occasionally. The results of a Gallup poll in September 2003 reported 

that 45 % of those polled felt that the news media were too liberal, 14% believed it was too 

conservative, and 39% felt that there was an even balance in political views. However, it would 

appear that immigration is making headlines more frequently in recent years. 

 

All newspapers cater to many different reader types. Printed newspapers are characterized as 

'quality' or 'serious' papers when contain in-depth international and national news, as well as feature 

story coverage. Others categories 'popular' or 'tabloid' publications, that focus on stories about 

crime, scandal, sports, and usually contain comic pages. Critics of these outlets continue to argue 



 

 

that most U.S. papers are driven by quality and seriousness, and not sensational presentation types. 

Many worry about the fact that ownership is now held by less corporations, and 75 percent of daily 

papers are now owned by newspaper chains.  

 

The First Amendment to the United States Constitution states that Congress shall not make any law 

that abridges freedom of speech or freedom of the press. In 2007 a BBC World Service poll was 

conducted and found that 66% of Americans believed freedom of the press was necessary to ensure 

a fair society. Expanding on this, another group of 74% was concerned about the ownership of the 

private media and if the owners’ political views were shaping the information that was conveyed to 

the public instead of fair coverage of any particular issue.  

 

In addition, there are those who feel that the United States does not possess a centralized press 

outlet that is centered in one city and can be accessed by the entire country. This has direct relation 

to the nation’s size and different time zones. Specific areas have specific local concerns as well, that 

would not necessarily be covered in a national paper perhaps. Up to this present time, there is only 

one newspaper that focuses on national readers as a whole, and is distributed via satellite. That 

paper is 'USA Today', and it was established in 1984.  

 

There are some metropolitan papers such as 'The New York Times', Wall Street Journal, Washington 

Post, and Los Angeles Times, along with 'USA Today' that have well known, highly regarded 

international reputations. 

  

The Watts riots in Los Angeles in 1965 brought the media under squarely in harsh criticism for its 

portrayals of African-Americans. Many critics felt that rather than reporting the social inequalities 

faced by African-Americans, the media portrayed them only as sports heroes, entertainers, and 

criminals. The 1992 Los Angeles rioting following the Rodney King verdict again brought harsh 

criticism to the media as the images shown to the public were of Caucasian victims and African-

American rioters commonly referred to by television commentators as “thugs” and “goons.” It is a 

known fact for those that followed the event that many rioters were not African-American, however 

many victims were. A commonly shown image after the riot was long lines of African-Americans at 

post offices around Los Angeles. News commentators referred to the people in line as ‘welfare 

recipients’, when in fact; most of the people that waited in these lines were there to collect mail that 

could not be delivered during the rioting due to the streets being blocked off by authorities for 

safety reasons. 

 

On March 11, 2004, a brutal attack in Madrid killed nearly 200 people, of which approximately 50 

were foreigners. Threats from the attackers, and references to their nationality, anticipated an 

increase in the rejection of North African immigrants or, more broadly, Muslims. It therefore creates 

an increase of information on international terrorism in the news media that focuses directly on 

Islamic members. Many Spanish papers have suggested that anyone of Arab origin or anyone that 

speaks Arabic or worships in a mosque is Al-Qaeda linked and therefore a threat. This 

discriminatory information exploded after the September 11, 2001 attacks on the Twin Towers in 

New York and has increased a negative reaction toward all Muslim communities putting pressure on 

immigrants that are part of this religion. 

 

The importance of media in shaping the social imaginary and the public opinion is essential. The 

image of immigrants, which has an impact on the public opinion and immigration policies, is 

distorted and conditioned by the political and media context. It is in the press where the 

immigration debate reaches more diffusion. Any dialog written regarding immigration can indeed 

be based or be compromised by some form of discrimination. This often depends on how the 



 

 

written word is treated and if the person sending out the message belongs to a particular group. The 

role that mass media have played and are playing in the general conception about immigration in 

our society can be summarized as: what do journalists tell/write and how they tell/write it.   

 

Media have created the image of immigrants as helpless and desperate people who are willing to do 

anything to survive and, therefore, are not very reliable. This does not seem the most appropriate 

formula for deepening a coexistence based on democratic values. Journalists have treated the 

phenomenon of immigration as any other information: following the rules and criteria of news, 

which often coincide with controversial aspects. The news, focused on new and striking aspects (all 

that define them as such), lead us to create stereotypes and clichés about immigrants. These 

prejudices prevent, consequently, the understanding and integration of others. 

 

Poverty and marginalization occur among these groups due to their irregular situation. Different 

authors consider that the media have overstated this phenomenon and thus contributed to the 

consolidation in the public opinion of certain stereotypes and the association of immigrants with 

terms such as: “invader,” “problematic,” “controversial,” “criminal,” “violent,” “sick,” and “poor.” 

These are discrediting labels that promote stigmatization and segregation. Media depictions of 

immigrant groups may be sometimes beyond realistic (although perhaps overgeneralized) 

depictions of actual group differences and extend prejudices against immigrant groups, what causes 

social hostility toward these groups. 

 

In regards to the United States, statistically, the largest proportion of immigrants are from Mexico. 

Immigrant self-esteem is negatively impacted  due to portrayals in the media. Studies on media 

presentation of minority groups shows that Latinos continually are portrayed as criminals, deviants, 

and low income purposeful opportunists of public assistance that do not speak English and cannot 

communicate with or be understood by Caucasians. 

 

Some images shown in the media suggest that society is being invaded by immigrants who leave 

their home countries to find a better life. This is often translated by the general public as a threat to 

society and a sure means of job loss and unemployment. Furthermore, it is publically felt in general 

that the arrival of immigrants increases crime and may bring new illness and disease increase. 

Society tends to believe that as a result of lower incomes, neighborhoods decline and poverty 

increases in some areas that the immigrants migrate to. 

 

Some journalists state that media performance may produce more racism as a reflection of racism 

existing in the society. However the different opinions consulted, either in publications or in direct 

testimonies from journalists, tell us that media cannot be accused of aware racism, but of 

unconscious racism. The Media has no motive behind its portrayals other than to sell tickets, 

products or advertisement space and time. Certainly the media tend to represent groups of people in 

ways that are largely consistent with the broader society’s view of those groups. 

 

Van Dijk states “racism is mostly a system of social inequality and inequality is a direct result of 

abuse of power.” With regards to ethnic topics and societies, this abuse leads to outright 

discrimination. In the United States as well as Europe, the white “majority” has control over 

societies non-white minorities. Van Dijk also says “the current racism is mainly developed at a 

discursive level throughout the institutional racism.”  

 

According to Blommaert y Verschuren (1998: 27) the major players in shaping public opinion are 

politicians, policy makers, the media, and academia experts. These groups are the ones that furnish 

the lexicon for dealing with the issue, the major patterns of argumentation and the appropriate 



 

 

styles. The press is quite influenced by politics and, politics are very influenced by the press. Many 

issues debated within a political setting are extracted right out of headlines. 

 

However both reporter and listener are equally responsible parties. Because both parties are 

involved, they are each responsible for how this information is delivered, and how it is received and 

interpreted. The discourse and how this plays a predominant role in the attitude, textual types, and 

linguistic strategies are some of the areas that will be presented in this Project. This Project aims to 

show how the discourse affects stereotypes and ideology within society, and to study the functions 

and the impact that it has. 

 

We have selected some recommendations from different American and Spanish guides that 

journalists use when writing, and we have focused on the immigration aspects:  the code developed 

by RTVE (the Spanish state broadcasting company), Ethical Journalism. A Handbook of Values and 

Practices for the News and Editorial Departments by 'The New York Times', the Code of the 

College of Journalists of Catalonia and the Basque Protocol of Accession and Journalistic Style 

Manual 2000: 

 

 Generalization, the Manichaeism and simplification of the information should be 

avoided. The media seem to search for specific images, or facts to confirm a stereotypical 

view of immigrants. Negative stereotypes tend to reinforce the exclusion of the group or the 

individuals to whom they refer to. Likewise, groundless generalizations tend to strengthen 

and make the receiver perceive a link between a minority ethnic group and a social problem. 

The “good intention” to facilitate the understanding of the story instead takes the receiver to 

a Manichean reality. Specific phrases, clichés, generalizations and topics form a whole list 

of prejudices that replace the right adjective for each group. 

 

 Neither negative information nor sensationalist information should be fostered. To 

avoid the creation of conflicts and drama is essential. Journalists must boost the search for 

positive news. In a mostly negative context, the opinion of the recipients is becoming too 

negative. The immigration news seems to attract for its sensationalism and not for the 

content. If journalists are only interested in the information when it is negative, then 

society's perception can never be positive. This does not mean that negative information 

should not be shown; it is also suitable to provide a counterpoint. 

 

 Irregular vs. Illegal: Do not use references such as “illegal”, “undocumented” or “sin 

papeles” (without legal documents), which provide an almost criminal nature to the status of 

an individual: when dealing with illegal immigration. The use of these terms and 

expressions such as illegal immigrants should not become usual when we talk about people 

within an unregulated administrative situation. In general, the adjective “irregular” is more 

appropriate.  

 

 The semantic link between immigration and crime must be avoided. To avoid 

reinforcing the fears and suspicions of readers with information that stress the idea of 

threatening (i.e. “invasion”, “avalanche”, “massive influx” or “wave” when we refer to the 

arrival of a significant number of immigrants). Fears, suspicions and clichés come to light in 

the language used in the media. Do not consistently submit the migratory fact associated 

with controversial and threatening aspects. Do not blame the immigrants for the social 

problems that are caused by different factors. Do not use any information that uses 

aggressive clichés associating immigration with marginality and miserable lives. 

 



 

 

 To promote the breaking of stereotypes about immigrants. Journalist must put an end to 

the continuous use of stereotypes that influence society’s opinions and attitudes. This 

process consists of attributing to an entire community negative characteristics that are only 

present in some of its members. The low level of identification with the image of the 

immigrant transmitted by the media should be changed. The general opinion is that both the 

figure of the immigrant and the migratory phenomenon are subjected to an 

oversimplification.  

 

 To help to understand. Journalists can serve as a bridge between the recipient society and 

the group that arrives by informing about practices, customs and traditions. It is useful to 

contextualize the news about immigration and reporting about the situation in the countries 

of origin of immigrants, so as to help us to understand them in a better way. To provide 

information that explains the causes of migration flows, so that  readers can understand this 

phenomenon. The media should act as a socializing agent. 

 

This style guides are intended to contribute to a more open and supportive society but their success 

depends on the determined attitude of professionals in the media against racist and xenophobic 

attitudes. The willingness of the professional is very important to develop and search for positive 

news in a context in which the ones we find are mostly negative. On a day to day basis, being 

“politically correct” is not what we need. Journalists should contribute to a better understanding of 

the phenomenon of immigration, which is constantly and irreversibly growing and, without doubt, 

contributes to the growth of our country and many others. The influence of media on the society's 

view of reality, forces the journalist to a stronger commitment to the task of reflecting the positive 

sense of multiculturalism, Journalists must highlight those aspects that foster and contribute to a 

coexistence based on democratic values. 

 

 

Newspapers used for our analysis  
A summary

13
 of the circulations that were used for our Project must be also presented. 

 

'The New York Times' 

'The New York Times' is an American daily newspaper that was founded and has been continuously 

published in New York City since 1851. 'The New York Times' is the winner of 106 Pulitzer Prizes, 

more than any other news organization. From the first day of establishment, sensationalisn was 

avoided, instead aiming to appear cultured, intellectual readers. This paper continues to be one of 

the most respected and influential papers in the world. It is regarded as a national "newspaper of 

record" and is owned by 'The New York Times' Company, publisher of 18 other newspapers that 

also include the International Herald Tribune and The Boston Globe.  

 

'The Wall Street Journal' 

'The Wall Street Journal', is a daily business and financial newspaper that was established in 1889 

by Charles H. Dow, founder of Dow Jones & Co. The newspaper is known for its accuracy in 

coverage and has been the recipient of the the Pulitzer Prize 33 times. The Journal covers American 

economic and international topics, as well as financial news and other subjects. Its name derives 

from Wall Street, which is located in New York City, in the heart of the financial district. The 

newspaper is one of the most widely respected and reputable news sources in the United States. 

 

                                                 

13 The information for this summary was taken from Encyclopedia Britannica 

<http://www.britannica.com/>  
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'USA Today' 

'USA Today', is a National U.S. daily general-interest newspaper, and is the first of its kind. It was 

first introduced in 1982 by Allen Neuharth, head of the 'Gannett' newspaper chain. It was first 

considered insubstantial, but it has gradually earned the reputation of having higher quality 

reporting, while continuing to increase its circulation and advertising revenues while few other 

papers are experiencing growth. What sets it apart form other news papers is its abundant colorful 

graphics, very brief yet informative stories, and a large concentration of sports and celebrity stories, 

is distributed in all 50 states. 

 

In 'USA Today' almost four photographs are published daily on the top half of the front page, with 

at least one containing a member of an ethnic minority, and one with a woman. This was the 

original edict of founder, Allen Neuharth, he wrote a front-page letter on the first day of the 

newspaper ’s publication stating that 'USA Today' hopes to serve as a forum for better 

understanding and unity to help make the USA truly one nation.” The paper has made great efforts 

to go beyond the design of its front page. A determined effort is made that generally includes 

minorities in every section of the newspaper, as well as in stories of fashion and business, and in 

drawings and charts. 

 

Concerning Editorials, opinions expressed in 'USA Today', are reviewed and decided on basis of an 

Editorial Board, which is comprised of a demographically diverse group which is not part of 'USA 

Today''s news staff. Editorials are generally accompanied by an opposing view and 'USA Today' has 

a unique feature that allows for it’s readers to have both sides of a topic presented so that they may 

draw their own conclusions
14

.  

 

'The Arizona Republic'
15

 

'The Arizona Republic' has been published as daily newspaper in Phoenix for over 110 years. Since 

1915, the paper has been considered the largest in circulation in Arizona. 'The Arizona Republic' 

states that it “offers its readers a strong focus on local news, along with national and international 

news .Originally created as a sounding board to challenge the biased political beliefs of other 

Arizona newspapers it provides a balance of political viewpoints and ideals.” In 2000, 'The Arizona 

Republic' was sold to 'Gannett Co.', which is considered the nation's largest newspaper owner the 

same that owns 'USA Today' 

 

'El País' 

'El País', (Spanish for “The Country”) is a daily independent newspaper established in 1976 in 

Madrid. It is a Spanish National daily newspaper and it is owned by the Spanish media 

conglomerate, PRISA. An estimated average of 391,815 copies of the paper are sold each day, and it 

is the widest sold non-sports containing newspaper in Spain. 'El País' is considered a newspaper of 

record from Spain, along with its fellows Madrid morning dailies 'El Mundo' and 'ABC'. Opinion 

polls cited in 'El País' are conducted by an independent company called 'Instituto OPINA'. 

 

'ABC'  

'ABC' is a daily newspaper published in Madrid, founded in 1903 and it is considered one of 

Spain’s leading news papers. 'ABC' supports conservative political views while continually 

defending the Spanish monarchy. A joint venture called 'Grupo Vocento', soothed the hard layout 

and reading making a more moderate stance than other conservative media outlets. 

                                                 

14 <http://www.usatoday.com/news/opinion/editorials/2010-04-28-editorial28_ST_N.htm> 

15  <www.azcentral.com/help/articles/about2.html>  
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Table 5: Average circulation of main daily newspapers for a 6 month period ending March 

2011
16

. 

 

Newspaper Description Circulation 

USA Today popular  1,829,099 

Wall Street Journal  quality  2,117,196 

New York Times  quality  916,911 

Los Angeles Times  quality  605,243 

(New York) Post  popular  522,874 

(New York) Daily News  popular  530,924 

Washington Post  quality  550,821 

Chicago Tribune  quality  437,205 

(Houston) Chronicle  quality  364,724 

(Long Island) Newsday  quality  298,759 

(Dallas) Morning News  quality  404,951 

(Phoenix) Arizona Republic  quality  337,170 

(Boston) Globe  quality  219,214 

(Chicago) Sun Times  quality  419,407 

San Francisco Chronicle  quality  235,350 

 

In Table 5. we can see the average circulation of the American newspaper chosen for our Project. 

We observe that 'USA Today', 'The Wall Street Journal' and 'The New York Times' are the most read 

newspapers by order in the United States; and 'The Arizona Republic is the first regarding 

circulation in the State of Arizona at the same time that it is number 12 in a national classification. 

 

 

3.2 Further studies in this field 
 

The following  section presents the more significant studies that have been conducted on this field. 

We begin with Teun van Dijk, who applied his theory of discourse analysis to media texts in 1980.  

We also mention here that van Dijk contributed to the Critic Analysis of the Discourse Project that 

shows how immigration is treated by the mass media and how essential this has been (van Dijk, 

1991, 1993, 1997, 2006, 2009). 

  

In 1996  the International Congress "La lengua y los medios de comunicacion" was held in 

Universidad Autonoma de Madrid. A report was presented, titled EI Magreb en la Prensa: 

“Surgimiento de unos hechos” that focused purely on the analyzing of pieces of news from 6 

different European news outlets, and what was contained in their pages in 1994, 1995 and 1996. 

The six newspapers that were chosen for review were: La Vanguardia, El Pais, La Reppublica, 

Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung and The Times. An Arab newspaper called, Al Quds a/-Arabi, was 

also reviewed because they wanted to see the connection between Maghreb and the European 

Union. 

 

Alsina and Manuel Martinez Nicolas wrote an article in 1997, called “Minories étniques I prensa 

                                                 

16  Average circulation of main daily newspapers for a 6 month period ending March 2011: 

Audit Bureau of Circulations, 2011. 



 

 

europea d'elit”, that studied the treatment of ethnic minorities throughout Europe in the press in 

1994 and 1995. Eight newspapers were chosen for the analysis: 'ABC', El Pais, Le Figaro, Le 

Monde, Corriere della Sera, La Reppublica, The Times and The Guardian. El Pais was analized for 

the way it dealt with immigration. It was while not being explicit in nature, immigration was a 

relevant issue. 

 

Granados (1998) analyzed all news related to immigration from each of the Spanish newspapers 

'ABC', Diario 16, El Mundo and El Pais between 1985 and 1992. In this analysis, they concluded 

that the number of articles covering immigration in each outlet, and the information regarding 

treatment of immigrants was decidedly different as well. 

 

We cannot end this section without mentioning that Universidad Europea de Madrid has carried its 

own remarkable analysis of this topic as well. Guerra and Gómez (2010) carefully examined the 

issue from a linguistic viewpoint; 331 headlines from six different news outlets (EI País, 'ABC', 

ADN, 20 minutos, Latino and Sí se puede) during the first two weeks of October and November 

2008. 



 

 

4. Theoretical framework and methodology 
 

This section shall discuss the theoretical framework and methodology by which this Project is set. 

In the sections 4.1 and 4.2, the focus will be placed on two aspects: corpus linguistic and discourse 

analysis. In section 4.3, we will explain the methodology that we have used for the analysis of the 

corpus that has been collected. 

 

 

4.1 Corpus linguistics 
 
How can linguistics find patterns in the language used in conversations, newspapers, academic 

prose, etc.? How can linguistics characterize the language used in these different varieties? How can 

linguistics prove hypothesis? The answer for all these questions is corpus. However, investigations 

comparing the language of different texts are complex because there are a variety of grammatical 

and lexical choices that come into play.  

 

First of all, in order to understand what corpus linguistic is, we consider important to explain the 

meaning of corpus as this concept is essential for our study, after all, we have created one. For this 

purpose, we present definitions from different authors, but we also provide a definition in our own 

words: A corpus is a large collection of written or spoken material collected in order to carry out a 

linguistic research or any other specific investigation. 

 

Sinclair defines corpus as a compilation of naturally-occurring language text, chosen to characterize 

a state or variety of a language. (Sinclair, 1991: 171). Francis says it is as a collection of texts 

assumed to be representative of a given language, dialect, or other subset of a language to be used 

for linguistic analysis. (Francis, 1982: 17). 

 

M.A.K. Halliday emphasizes the importance of corpus studies as a source of insight into the nature 

of language. Viewing language as inherently probabilistic, he stresses the need to investigate 

frequencies in texts to establish probabilities in the grammatical system for the purpose of 

discovering the interaction between different subsystems and for a better understanding of historical 

and developmental change and the variation of language across registers.  

 

Thus corpus linguistics can be described as the study of language which focuses its investigations 

on the data obtained from corpora.  

 

For R. Caravedo (1999: 19) corpus linguistics is a phenomenon intimately linked to the 

development of computer linguistics and language industries. The texts that make up the corpora 

are collected, stored, recorded and processed in digital format, with all the advantages that this 

entails but without breaking with the old linguistics. According to Rojo (2008) corpus linguistics is 

the analysis of huge amount of linguistic data. For Sanchez et al. (1995: 8-9), the definition does not 

differ essentially from the previous ones, since a corpus linguistics is the result of a compilation of 

linguistic data (oral or written language, or both) systematized according to certain criteria and 

arranged so that they can be processed by computer in order to produce more diverse and useful 

results for the description and the analysis. 

 

Text collections were also used in the 19
th

 century, and even earlier to describe the changes in 

language, to justify grammatical statements, to elaborate and develop dictionaries, or to make 

comparisons between different languages. 



 

 

 

More recent stories started when linguists, such as Harris and Hill in the 1950s, were influenced by 

a positivist and behaviorist view of the science and regarded the Corpus as the primary explicandum 

of linguistics. For such linguists, the investigation of corpus was necessary and sufficient for the 

task at hand as they wanted to investigate the naturally occurring data of the language. 

 

With the development of computer science, this event became possible. Furthermore, due to 

possibilities this new science offered the linguistics, those who studied it were able to manage huge 

amount of texts containing more and more words. Nowadays it is possible to create corpora of 

millions of words. One of the most important corpora today in the English language is the British 

National Corpus17 in the English language.   

 

There has been a rapid expansion of corpus linguistics in the last decades. This development stems 

from two important events which took place around 1960. In 1959 Randolph Quirk announced his 

plan for a corpus of both spoken and written British English the Survey of English Usage (SEU) 

Corpus. With this, the aim was to collect a large and stylistically varied corpus as the basis for a 

systematic description of spoken and written English. Yet the SEU. Corpus was not conceived as a 

computer corpus.  

 

The leap to what we understand by corpus linguistics happened shortly after, when in a Project that 

involved Quirk as a consultant, a corpus was built and designed to be inserted into a computer. It 

was formed by one million words (500 samples of approximately 2000 forms each) from printed 

texts that were published in the U.S. in 1961. This first machine-readable corpus was compiled by 

Nelson Francis and Henry Kucera at Brown University in 1961. They assembled a group of Corpus-

linguists at Brown University, and out of their deliberations eventually came the University 

Standard Corpus of Present-Day American English (Brown Corpus). 

 

During the 60's and 70's a great development of the corpus linguistics took place. Different 

frequencies of the Spanish language were published in a dictionary that was created in 1964 by 

Juilland and Chang-Rodriguez. The 80's introduced the Lancaster-Oslo-Bergen Corpus, also known 

as LOB. This corpus gave the possiblity of comparing different varieties of Englih, while utilizing 

the same format as that found in the Brown Corpus.  

 

Currently large corpora exist containing variances in size, and, as well as research purpose and   

others are being developed. The great research potential offered by these corpora has given rise to a 

dramatic expansion of corpus-based research that few could have foreseen. 

 

According to Karin Aijmer and Bengt Altenberg the essential characteristics of corpus-based 

analysis are : 

 

- It is empirical, analyzing the actual patterns of use in natural texts. 

- It utilizes a large and principled collection of natural texts, known as a “corpus” as the basis 

for analysis. 

- It makes extensive use of computers for analysis, using both automatic and interactive 

techniques. 

- It depends on both quantitative and qualitative analytical techniques. 

                                                 

17  British National Corpus is a 100 million word collection of samples of written and spoken 

language from a wide range of sources, designed to represent a wide cross-section of current British 

English, both spoken and written.  <http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/> 



 

 

 

One of the most difficult methodological challenges remains finding patterns of use and analyzing 

contextual factors. Comprehensive studies of use cannot rely on intuition, anecdotal evidence, or 

small samples. They rather require empirical samplings of large databases that contain authentic 

texts, as in the corpus-based approach. This is needed to analyze a large amount of language that is, 

collected from many speakers, and writers, to ensure that we are not basing conclusions on a few 

speakers and writers idiosyncrasies. However, with a large amount of language, it is time-

consuming to carry out the analysis and difficult to keep track of multiple contextual factors.  

 

These characteristics result in a scope and reliability of analysis not otherwise possible. The use of 

computers with the corpus-based approach offers a wide variety of choices and possibilities, which 

in turn gives a great advantage. Rojo states that, thanks to the electronic format, we can manage a 

huge amount of texts and obtain the information we want a very easy and fast way. Thanks the 

ability of computers to run at a speed faster than humans can investigate and research, the analytical 

patterns of language, as well as it uses and structure can be identified in a much larger database of 

natural language at a much shorter time. Furthermore, computers cannot be influenced to change a 

thought pattern about the data when analyzing, and that analysis will not be tainted by outside 

environment, but rather computed at an unbiased level.  Equally, there are a number of ways in 

which human, software and corpus resources are required to interact. For instance, software 

programs cannot account for word class ambiguity, they cannot tell the difference between I 

(personal pronoun) and I (roman numeral); between minute (noun) and minute (adjective); or 

between lying (telling untruths) and lying (in a recumbent posture). 

 

Computerized corpora are proven to be excellent resources for a wide range of research tasks. They 

have provided a more realistic foundation for the study of language than earlier types of material, a 

fact which has given new impetus to descriptive studies of English lexis, syntax, discourse and 

prosody. They are also a particularly fruitful basis for comparing different varieties of English, and 

for exploring the quantitative and probabilistic aspects of the language. 

 

In general, the linguistic based on corpus analysis began to be developed in Spanish with some 

delay compared to other languages, especially in English. Through a collective effort, the situation 

has considerably improved and, at least in some respects, is now perfectly comparable (or even 

better) to the one existing in English, French, German, Portuguese or Italian. Among the corpora of 

medium or large size that are publicly available, we highlight the Corpus of Spanish
18

 (Corpus del 

español) built by Mark Davies, that contains a hundred million forms. The current Spanish corpus 

reference, called Corpus de Referencia del Español Actual (CREA) and Corpus Diacronico del 

Espanol (CORDE), were created by the Real Academia Española in 1994. The CORDE contains 

texts from the very first origins of the Spanish language up to the year 1975. The CREA is a 

compilation of texts from 1974 until 2004 that presenst us with grammatical, semantic, lexical and 

discursive information.  

 

Moreover, in the Conference of Spanish Language Academies (Congreso de Academias de la 

Lengua Española) held in Medellin (Colombia) in March 2007, an initiative from the RAE (Real 

Academia Española) was approved. This initiative consisted in the construction of a new corpus,  

the Corpus of the 21
st
 century Spanish (Corpus del Español del siglo XXI) (CORPES), which will 

contain a total of 300 million forms coming from texts that were produced in all Hispanic countries 

between 2000 and 2011. In addition, the distribution of texts has changed in many ways. The most 

visible is, without doubt, the change in the assignment of weights to the geographical areas. The 

                                                 

18  Corpus del español <www.corpusdelespanol.org> 

http://www.corpusdelespanol.org/


 

 

relation between America and Spain is now 70 / 30. 

 

4.2 Discourse Analysis 
 
We shall now define the concept discourse analysis. Further, we shall present information 

expanding on its evolution, as well as its theory. 

 

First, we present the definition of discourse. The term discourse is becoming increasingly common 

in a wide range of academic and non-academic contexts. Within linguistics, discourse is often 

described as language-in-use or socially situated text and talk. Several analysts agree that discourse 

is a form of language use. However, a more theoretical and more specific definition of  discourse 

includes questions such as who uses the language, how, why and when. According to Merriam 

Webster discourse is a mode of organizing knowledge, ideas, or experience that is rooted in 

language and its concrete contexts (as history or institutions).  

 

Discourse analysis is a branch of linguistics whose purpose is the study of the discourse, that 

means, the study of the use of language and how the speakers use it to communicate. It is a tool to 

understand the discursive practices that take place in all fields of social life oral or written.  

  

Discourse analysis can also be described as a primarily linguistic study examining the use of 

language whose major concern is investigating language functions along with its forms, produced 

both orally and in writing. To put it in another way, the branch of applied linguistics dealing with 

the examination of discourse to find patterns in communicative products as well as their correlation 

with the circumstances in which they occur, which are not explainable at the grammatical level 

(Carter 1993: 23). 

 

British and American scholars were the first to study about discourse analysis. Much of that 

research that was conveyed at the University of Birmingham resulted on the creation of thorough 

accountings of communication in various situations such as through debates, interviews and doctor-

patient relations. Rules governing the oral and written texts were studied and identified for the text 

production.  However, the crisis of positivism and the growing influence of structuralism, post-

structuralism, Marxism, and psychoanalysis from the 60's onwards gave rise to a deep change in the 

social sciences. This change brought a greater awareness of the important role the discourse plays 

when it comes to reproducing and using it in the society.  

 

The emergence of the discourse analysis was the result of not only linguistic research, but also of 

researchers engaged in other fields of inquiry, particularly sociology, psychology, anthropology and 

psychotherapy (Trappes-Lomax 2004: 133). Remarkably, the development of  modern discourse 

analysis took place more or less simultaneously with these disciplines, most notably in the late 60,5 

and early 70's. While initially these developments were more or less autonomous, there is now a 

growing increase of reciprocal influences and integration that can be observed. Brown and Yule 

(1993) say that, although all of these sciences focus on a different approach, all of them have 

something in common: they analyze how human beings use their language, how speakers, writers 

tell a message to listeners, readers and how listeners and readers interpret that message. 

 

Much of the fascination of discourse analysis stems from the understanding that language, action 

and knowledge are inseparable. Three dimensions of discourse were highlighted by Van Dijk: 

language use, the communication of beliefs and the interaction in social situations. When studying 

how language is used in social interaction, we realize that communication is impossible if speaker 



 

 

and listener do not share certain knowledge and assumptions. Language, if viewed as a raw material 

of discourse, offers to those who use it a series of options (phonic, graphic, morphosyntactic and 

lexical options) to be chosen when (inter)acting discursively. That choice, subject or not to a 

conscious control, is performed according to contextual parameters including the situation, the 

purposes of those who perform it and the characteristics of recipients. Consequently, there is no 

linguistic use not rooted in culture: language and situation are inseparable.  

 

To explain what discourse is, we would need to do more than simply analyze the internal structures, 

the actions being accomplished or the cognitive operations involved in language and its use. It users 

of language are connected through relations between power, solidarity, dominance and resistance 

that all make up the social structure we reside in. The social identities of people are constructed, 

maintained and changed through the discursive uses. Analysis of discourse would therefore clearly 

be a part of social interaction, conscious or not. 

 

For the purpose of this study, we have considered important to present the discourse within this 

social context. This approach is named Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA). 

 

Van Dijk, one of the most important authors who has contributed to this branch of linguistics, states 

that Critical discourse analysis (CDA) is a type of discourse analytical research that primarily 

studies the way social power abuse, dominance, and inequality are enacted, reproduced, and resisted 

by text and talk in the social and political context. With such dissident research, critical discourse 

analysts take explicit position, and thus want to understand, expose, and ultimately resist social 

inequality. Van Dijk, 1999, 23, 36). 

  

CDA has an explicit social political role, a concern to discover unequal relations of power which 

underlie ways of talking in a society and in particular to reveal the role of discourse in reproducing 

or challenging sociopolitical dominance. CDA can, and has, revealed abuses within positions of 

power in many aspects that are reflected in discourses, such as concealment, denial, creation of 

conflict and marginalization through euphemism or derogatory epithets. The media are a particular 

subject of CDA analysis because of their manifestly pivotal role as discourse-bearing institutions.   

 

Some of the tenets of CDA can already be found in the critical theory of the Frankfurt School before 

the Second World War (Agger 1992b; Rasmussen 1996). Its current focus on language and 

discourse was initiated with the “critical linguistics” that emerged (mostly in the UK and Australia) 

at the end of the 1970s (Fowler et al. 1979; see also Mey 1985). 

 

Fairclough and Wodak (1994: 241-270) summarize the main tenets of CDA as follows: 

1. CDA addresses social problems 

2. Power relations are discursive 

3. Discourse constitutes society and culture 

4. Discourse does ideological work 

5. Discourse is historical 

6. The link between text and society is mediated 

7. Discourse analysis is interpretative and explanatory 

8. Discourse is a form of social action 

 

Additionally, van Dijk (1988b) applies a theory of news discourse (van Dijk 1988a) in critical 

studies of international news, racism in the press, and the coverage of squatters in Amsterdam. 

 

For critical discourse analysts, the explicit awareness that the role of discourse has in society is 



 

 

crucial. Social actors, as users of language get involved in the text as individuals and members of 

several social groups, institutions, people, etc. Participants of social context play a fundamental role 

as well as their gender, class, ethnicity, age or origin. If they act as members of a group, then it is 

the group which acts through one of its members. Those who write a story can write it as a 

journalist, a woman, a black, a middle-class people or as a citizen of the United States, among other 

identities some of which may be more prominent than others at any given time. 

 

The others forge, attribute and apprehend the identities of people as members of social groups, and 

they are not only social but also they are in our minds. In many situations, common people are a 

more or less passive target of text or speech. For instance, they are a target of their bosses and 

teachers. They can also fall victim of authorities such as police, judges, or state bureaucrats, who 

can tell them what they should or should not believe or do. Thus, it can be viewed that teachers 

control the academic discourse, and politicians control the planning discourse and other speeches of 

political bias. And of course, journalists control the media discourse. In this sense, the power of the 

discourse is defined by the power of its author. For this reason, minorities can often be perceived as 

less credible (Andsager, 1990; Khatib, 1989; Verrillo, 1996). 

 

It can be considered that controlling discourse is the first major form of power, and controlling 

people's minds would be another fundamental way to reproduce dominance and hegemony. "Mind 

control" would involve more than just learning or forming beliefs about the world through 

discourse. The following suggests ways that power and dominance could be directly involved in 

mind control. First, most humans can be convinced to accept beliefs, or alter knowledge, and 

opinions unless they are completely inconsistent with and undermine their own personal beliefs. 

This can be attained through the discourse from what they see as authoritative, trustworthy, or 

credible sources, such as scholars, experts, professionals, or reliable media (Nesler et al. 1993). 

Second, generally, participants are forced or required to be part of discourse, e.g. in education and 

in many job situations. Lessons, learning materials, job instructions. However other discourse types 

in other cases may need to be, interpreted, and learned as required or needed by institutions or 

organizations. Third, in many  occasions there are no pubic discourses or media that may provide 

information from which alternative beliefs may be derived (Downing 1984). Finally, and closely 

related to the previous points, the target or recipient may not have the knowledge and beliefs needed 

to challenge the discourses or information they are exposed to (Wodak 1987). Let us not forget that 

we acquire most of our beliefs about the world through discourse from the society around us.  This 

view could be applied where immigration is concerned. Opinions formed about immigrants are 

largely dependent on ideas that have already been established by others (journalists in this case), 

which despite sometimes are not based on real facts 

 

Usually, content analytical approaches in critical media studies do revealed biased, stereotypical, 

sexist or racist images in texts, illustrations, and photos. Other studies of media language similarly 

are focused on easily observable surface structures, such as the biased or partisan use of words in 

the description of Us and Them (and Our/Their actions and characteristics), especially along 

sociopolitical and also immigrant lines.  

 

The analysts may engage in social discourse, however it would be done so in a distanced and 

disinterested way and try to as be objective as possible. Van Dijk (1993) states that the work of the 

analysts is more issue-oriented than theory-oriented. Analysis description and theory formation do 

play a fundamental role in allowing better understanding and critiquing of social inequalities. The 

objective is not only scientific, but also a social and political change. We have decided to carry out 

our own analysis and not use this other approach. 

 



 

 

 

4.3 Methodology 
 

Our Project is of a bilingual nature and includes two countries, U.S. and Spain, and six different 

newspapers from these nations. We examined the data collected from 342 news headlines, in a 

quantitative and qualitative manner. We used several criteria for the selection of newspapers: 

political tendency, 'country versus' state and different nations. Moreover, the time frame of each 

selection of news headlines was two weeks; within two different months, April and July. This was 

done in order to ascertain if there was a continuity of the headlines. For instance, subtopics of the 

'SB 1070' reported in April that could have such a strong relevance that it would be reported three 

months later. 

 

 

4.3.1 Creating our corpus 
 

In order to better evaluate the most relevant factors of the treatment of 'the 'Arizona Immigration 

Law', we have gathered news from different newspapers. These news stories have been collected 

during two different time periods: 1) from the 15th - 30
th

 of April 2010, & 2) from the 15th - 31
st
 of 

July 2010. We have chosen this particular topic because of the massive worldwide coverage that 

'The Support Our Law Enforcement and Safe Neighborhoods Act' has received. These dates were 

chosen because they included the two most important dates from the history of the law, April 23rd 

(when the law was passed), July 28th (when some of the law's more controversial parts were 

blocked) and July 29th (when Arizona appealed the injunction). 

 

In total, we analyzed the headlines of six newspapers: four American newspapers (because the law 

was created in the U.S)., and two Spanish newspapers (in order to provide an useful international 

perspective from a Spanish-speaking country not directly affected by the law). If we take into 

account the languages, 4 are in English and 2 are in Spanish. 

 

The news stories utilized for this research have been selected from newspapers of different political  

ideologies: conservative versus liberal. In the United States, we chose ''The Wall Street Journal'', as 

the conservative newspaper; and ''The New York Times'' as the liberal newspaper. In Spain, the 

newspaper ''ABC'' represents the conservative side, and ‘'El País'' represents the liberal side.  

 

In addition, we also wanted to show the differences between the more general newspapers in the 

United States: ''USA Today'' (the only newspaper that covers the whole country) and the most read 

newspaper in the state where the law was passed, 'The Arizona Republic'. These two newspapers 

were chosen to provide a useful comparison of ‘country versus state’. Both of them are considered 

to be of conservative ideology. 

 

Since the first moment, Luis Guerra, recommended us Factiva
19

, which we have been using 

constantly for the selection of headlines. Factiva is a research tool created and owned by Down 

Jones & Company, a great online data base where we could search for international information. 

Factiva enabled us to do the search in a very fast and accurate way with access to the headlines 

from five out of six newspapers we had chosen to carry out our study. Fortunately, it is available at 

the library of our University: 'Universidad Europea de Madrid'. 

 

                                                 

19  Factiva <http://www.dowjones.com/product factivacom.asp> 

http://www.dowjones.com/product


 

 

Factiva
 
works easily in the way that we just needed to select a source (a newspaper in this case), 

then a date range (from 15
th

 to 30
th

 April 2010 for the first range and from 15
th

 to 30
th 

July 2010), a 

language (Spanish and English), and then a key term (“Arizona” for instance). After pondering the 

possibilities we decided to search 12 times, one search for each newspaper and period. But in the 

end the searches were multiplied by 8. We could have done two researches (what would have meant 

to select both languages and the respective newspapers but just one date range) and we would have 

obtained all the pieces of one of the periods and all newspapers. However, we preferred to have the 

pieces of news separated by newspaper and dates, as it is easier to deal with and to make a more 

accurate study. 

 

Nonetheless, Factiva was not useful in the case of one newspaper: 'The Arizona Republic', because 

Factiva did not include it in its database. Then, we thought about a 'plan B'. First, we thought to take 

the news from the newspapers’ online versions. However, that was not an appropriate solution for 

several reasons. Searching every newspaper takes hours because it means searching every section 

carefully, and reading lots of headlines. It may have been possible to use this method if we only had 

to gather Spanish news headlines, since this is our mother tongue and we can read them faster; but 

in English was not possible. Another disadvantage of this method was that the digital version of the 

newspapers could upload new headlines every minute, and it would be impossible daily to get all 

pieces of news of all the selected newspapers. Thus, we decided to use the research tool which 

fortunately 'The Arizona Republic' had. The research tool was similar to Factiva, we introduced a 

time rage and a key word, but here the headlines appear in series of ten and we had to open them 

and select them. The process was simple but slow, we selected the headlines related to our topic by 

opening each of them individually, and each ten headlines, we had to press button “continue”. 

Besides, the web page is very slow, so this became a long and monotonous task. Once we had the 

news stories from all newspapers, 342 in total, we classified and organized them to obtain better 

results in our analysis. 

 

Regarding the key terms used for the search, we developed faster and more accurate ways after 

several attempts. As our topic is the treatment of an immigration law, we firstly used the keywords 

“immigration law”, but with this method we missed out valuable information as other names of the 

law were not included (e.g. 'SB 1070' or Bill). Secondly, we chose the key word ‘immigra*’ to get 

articles with all words related: Immigration, immigrants etc, but this was too broad. We wanted to 

add the “Arizona” characteristic, but there were too many combinations (Arizona-law, Arizona-

immigration, immigration-legislation, new-Bill, etc), so it was impossible to make sure we included 

all possibilities. Then, we arrived at the conclusion to use just the word 'Arizona', and we eliminated 

the headlines that were not related to Arizona Immigration Law. Actually we did not use the term 

“Arizona” we used the abbreviated term without the dot 'Ariz*', to obtain more results; as by using 

'Ariz*' we included 'Arizona' and 'Ariz.'. Later on we also used AZ as we knew that this term could 

appear. But this only worked because Arizona was always mentioned in the national newspaper, as 

this description was needed, but in the only newspaper from Arizona ''The Arizona Republic'' 

obviously it did not work (it did not need to mention the location).  Thus, we decided to do several 

researches with all the names we found out for the law (Law, 'SB 1070', Bill, Measure, 1070, 

Legislation, Statute and Act). Therefore, the searches were multiplied by eight, (eight names) as we 

said before, since finally we decided to search for these terms in all newspapers in order to obtain a 

more accurate result. In total we have gathered a total of 342 pieces and our selection was finished. 

 

Before starting the Project, we first thought about including in the analysis a pair of  American 

newspapers in Spanish and also a pair of Mexican newspapers, but unfortunately this was not 

possible. The American newspapers for Hispanic people did not appear in Factiva and regarding the 

Mexican, only 'La Jornada' was complete, 'El Universal' in April did not include the headlines, but 



 

 

just summaries. We decided then to contact these newspapers through email as the web pages did 

not have accurate research tools, or even did not have. We did not obtain any answer even though 

we tried several times. However, this was not a major problem as we already had a big selection of 

pieces of news with many interesting characteristics to comment.  

 

Furthermore, we should mention some other difficulties when carrying out this Project. The first 

and foremost was to find reliable information in books or websites about 'SB 1070', since the topic 

is quite recent. Therefore as we were dealing with pieces of news, we decided to write our 

introduction using as foundation the information found on different new stories from our selected 

newspapers. However, we did not limit ourselves just to the periods we chose for the selection, but 

the range time was from April 1 2010 to December 8, 2011.  

 

Another observation is that even though all headlines have the same general topic 'Arizona 

Immigration Law' there are many subtopics: boycotts, demonstrations, lawsuits, etc. This was due 

to the fact that this is a very broad subject. Hence, there are also many different headlines and 

subheadings, and many of them are not so related to each other, what makes them more difficult to 

analyze. 

 

To close we can say that, as the time passed and we knew more about the topic, the more ideas 

appeared and the more we enjoyed this Project, in which we have worked during so many months, 

and we feel proud of it. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

5. Quantitative analysis 
 

We have gathered news from both American and Spanish newspapers in order to better evaluate the 

most relevant factors of the treatment of 'the 'Arizona Immigration Law'' in the press. These news 

stories have been collected during two different time periods: 1) from the 15th - 30
th

 of April 2010, 

& 2) from the 15th - 31
st
 of July 2010. We have chosen this particular topic because of the massive 

worldwide coverage that 'The Support Our Law Enforcement and Safe Neighborhoods Act' has 

received. These dates were chosen because they include the four most important dates from the 

history of the law, April 23 (when the law was passed), the end of April (when the first lawsuits 

against the Bill were filed), July 28 (when some of the laws more controversial parts were blocked) 

and July 29 (when the Governor Brewer appealed). 

 

The news stories utilized for this research have been selected from newspapers in the United States 

and Spain, to help ensure a better representative sample. In total, we analyzed the headlines of six 

newspapers: four American newspapers (because the law was created in the U.S)., and two Spanish 

newspapers (in order to provide an useful international perspective from another Spanish-speaking 

country not directly affected by the law). 

 

We wanted to compare also two different general political ideologies: conservative versus liberal. In 

the United States, we chose ''The Wall Street Journal'', as the conservative newspaper; and ''The 

New York Times'' as the liberal newspaper. In Spain, the newspaper ''ABC'' represents the 

conservative side, and ‘'El País'' represents the liberal side. 

 

In addition, we also wanted to show the differences between the more general newspaper in the 

Unites States: ''USA Today'' (the only newspaper that covers the whole country); and the most read 

newspaper in the state where the law was passed, 'The Arizona Republic'. These two newspapers 

were chosen to provide an useful comparison of ‘country versus state’. Both newspapers are 

considered conservative. 

 

Table 5:  Distribution of news stories according to newspaper and section. 

The selection of headlines includes 342 that we decided to organize into ten sections: ‘National’, 

‘State’, ‘Local’, ‘International’, ‘Society’, ‘Culture’, ‘Opinion’, ‘Economy’, ‘Sports’ and ‘Front 

page’; as all of these prevailed in most of the newspapers. In the following pages we present a 

number of charts and tables
20

 which show the results of our qualitative analysis of the chosen news 

stories. 
 15-30 APRIL & 15-31 JULY 2010   

 THE UNITED STATES SPAIN  

 The New York  

Times 

The Wall Street 

Journal 

USA Today The Arizona 

Republic 

El País ABC  

 National 24 8 16    48  

State    91   91  

Local    31   31  

 International 1 3 1  15 11 31  

Society  2      2  

Culture     2   2  

Opinion  7 5 10 45 4 2 73  

 Economy   3 1 1   5  

Sports  1   4   5  

Front page    49 5  54  

                                                 

20  All charts and tables are the result of personal compilation. 



 

 

TOTAL 35 19 28 223 24 13 342  

 

 

Table 6: Number of news stories in each section 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In this table we have introduced the data from all the sections except 'Front page' as these are 

duplicated inside each newspapers in the corresponding section. Thus, the total number of news 

stories examined here is 288. From these results, we can determine that the most repeated sections 

in our selection of newspapers are 'State', followed by 'Opinion' and 'National'. 

 

The section 'State' (91 news stories) is the most preferred one. This would most likely be because 

the law is from one specific state: Arizona. The third most preferred section is 'National' (48), 

perhaps since this Arizona Law received national coverage because of its controversial nature, and 

it was copied by other states in the U.S. 

 

However, it does seem surprising that the second most preferred section in the newspapers was 

'Opinion' (73), which a higher number of news articles over 'National' (48). The 'Opinion' section 

could be in a high position in the ranking because the citizens want to give their opinion about such 

a polemic Law.  

 

The fourth position is shared by 'Local' (31) and 'International' (31) which continues reflecting the 

relevance given to the topic, also in Arizona towns and even abroad. We may also highlight 'Sports' 

and 'Economy' (5 each, sharing the fifth position, which is very distant from the fourth position). 

The remaining sections do not appear significant as they have too low a number (2).  

 

Studies 

 

According to Van Dijk, in most newspapers of the world, domestic news, that is, national and local 

news, is predominant, occupying up to 80% or 90% of the editorial space. Foreign news stories are 

more likely to be found in National or quality newspapers at around 40% of coverage.  However, 

domestic news stories are still more popular. 

 

Politics 

 



 

 

Politics at all levels, whether national, regional or local is also a frequent subject discussed in the 

newspapers. In fact, our whole selection of news stories can be included in this Political section as 

are related to a Law. Other popular subjects mentioned included sports stories, reports on crime, 

accidents, social and economic affairs, and human interest stories. There are not many newspapers 

that cover much on stories about the arts, educational stories, or science subjects, these often were 

included in special supplements such as Sunday papers or as part of a featured article.   

 

Lines of convergence 

 

Comparing the results from different studies mentioned by van Dijk, we find some major lines of 

convergence. Of all the subjects covered in the newspapers; news, foreign and national politics and 

economy are alone at the top of the list. Sports scores are generally high on the list, and quality 

newspapers tend to have substantial arts sections as well. Overall, culture and social affairs score 

low. The results of our quantitative analysis support this theory. 

 

 

Table 7: Distribution of news stories on the front page 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Only some news stories appear to be considered important enough to appear on the front page of a 

newspaper. The front page is reserved for the most relevant news of the day. Therefore, we also 

wanted to classify the news stories regarding which ones appear in the front page.  

 

We believe that the results are very interesting. Only two newspapers appear in our table: 'The 

Arizona Republic' and 'El País'. As perhaps was to be expected 'The Arizona Republic' is the one 

with more news stories about Bill 1070 that appear on the front page (49). Could explained because 

this is the only newspaper of our selection that is from Arizona, the state where the law was passed 

and where more readers may been interested in it. However, what is more remarkable is the fact that 

one Spanish newspaper 'El País' included 5 news stories about 'SB 1070' on its front page, while the 

rest of the American newspapers did not even include one news story about 'SB 1070' on their front 

page.  

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Chart 1: Total percentage of news stories according to the newspaper 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Looking at this chart, it can be seen that more news stories were written about Bill 1070 in 'The  

Arizona Republic' than any other newspaper 61%. This result is not such a surprise considering that 

this newspapers paper is produced in Arizona where the Bill was proposed. The other newspapers 

may have written less but they are not as close to the issue, or so directly affected by the legislation.  

 

The second newspaper is 'The New York Times' with 12% and the third newspaper is 'USA Today' 

with 8%. Nonetheless, we expected more news stories about the Act in the 'USA Today'. We had felt 

this newspapers would have occupied the second position, because this is the only American 

newspaper that focuses on national readers as a whole. On the contrary, 'USA Today' with 8% is 

four points under 'The New York Times'. This is followed very closely by 'The Wall Street Journal' 

and even 'El País', with 7% percent each. Surprisingly, a Spanish newspaper, 'El País', has the same 

percentage of news as the worldwide more well-known American newspaper 'The Wall Street 

Journal'. 'ABC' is the newspaper with the least percentage of news stories at just 5%. 

 

 

Chart 2: Percentage of news stories according to political tendency 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

'The New York Times' and 'El País' are Liberal newspapers. 'The Wall Street Journal', 'ABC', 'The 

Arizona Republic' and 'USA Today' represent the Conservative side. 

 

The results are resounding, the Conservative newspapers occupy a higher portion than the Liberal 

(81%-19%), but we must also take into consideration that we worked with 4 conservative 

newspapers and 2 Liberal. 

 

 

Percentage of news stories according to each country 

 

In terms of division according to countries, the United States comes out highest overall possibly 

because it is an American law and we have selected more American newspapers than Spanish 

newspapers. The results are overwhelming, 89% American news and 11% Spanish news. Therefore, 

we decided to create charts to analyze both countries separately. 

 

Chart 3:  Percentage of news stories according to different American newspapers                                                 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 4: Percentage of news stories according to Spanish newspapers 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

While in the Spanish newspapers the difference in numbers are no bigger than 10% ('El País' 

represents 60% and 'ABC' just 40%), conversely in the United States the differences are bigger. 'The 



 

 

Arizona Republic' occupies the biggest portion as might be expected, almost 70%.  The most 

unforeseen result of this chart was that 'The New York Times' had 14% which is double the number 

of news stories about Bill 1070 than 'The Wall Street Journal' which had 7%. The 'USA Today' 

results fall between these two figures at (11%). We did not expect that 'The Wall Street Journal' 

would have such a small percentage of news stories on the legislation within its newspaper. 

  

Table 8: Number of news stories according to newspaper and section 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From this table we observe that ‘State’ and ‘Local’, are still number one and three in the ranking, 

but they only appear in one newspaper: 'The Arizona Republic'. 

 

One of the unique points identified during the analysis of this table was that the ‘Opinion’ section 

was the only section included in all of the newspapers selected. Overall we must highlight the fact 

that not only do American readers want to give their opinion about the topic, but also people from 

Spain. A country some distance away and not affected by the law. This appears to show that this 

subject concerns many, even those living far away from the Bill’s hotspot zone of the Arizona state 

and the United States. The U.S., as a world power, attracts interest. 

 

Although 'SB 1070' is a topic that none can expect to be treated in the ‘Sports’ section, we find 4 

news stories in this section in 'The Arizona Republic' and 1 in 'The New York Times'. However, 

these news stories are related to ‘protests’ during a baseball game in Chicago, not to sports. 

Nonetheless, it is worthy of note as the effects of the Bill 1070, have touched sports events as well. 

 

In the ‘Economy’ section there are only 5 news stories. Due to the fact that immigration is directly 

related to underground economy, and because there are many stories about the boycotts and 



 

 

economic repercussions for Arizona, we expected more news in this section. Additionally, this 

section appears in only 3 of the newspapers: 'The Wall Street Journal', 'The Arizona Republic' and 

'USA Today'. 

 

However 'Society' and 'Culture' are not very relevant in our selection of news stories. 'Society' only 

appears in 'The New York Times' and 'Culture' in 'The Arizona Republic'.   

 

The Spanish newspapers do not contain ‘National’ news about Bill 1070 because the law is from the 

United States. Equally, the same can be seen from the opposite angle, there are not many articles in 

the ‘International’ section of American newspapers, as the law is national; nonetheless there are 

some news stories with reactions about the 'SB 1070' from Mexico (5). 

 

 

Numbers of news stories in each newspaper 

 

We also analyze the specific newspapers one by one. In the following pages we present the 

percentages of each of the newspapers. 

 

Chart 5: Total percentage of news stories from 'The Arizona Republic.' 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 6: Total percentage of news stories from 'The New York Times.'   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Chart 7: Total percentage of news stories from 'The Wall Street Journal.'        

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 8: Total percentage of news stories from 'USA Today.' 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chart 9: Total percentage of news stories from 'El País.'                                            

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Chart 10: Total percentage of news stories from 'ABC' 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The first general statement we can confirm is that if we do not take into account 'The Arizona 

Republic', ‘National’ would otherwise be the section most used in all newspapers.  

 

'The Arizona Republic' shows a different division of sections in comparison with the others, and it is 

the only newspaper where there are news stories in the sections ‘State’ and ‘Local’. The reasons are 

obvious, it is the only state newspaper we have used in this analysis and we deal with an Arizonan 

Law.  

 

In 'The Arizona Republic' the highest portion, more than half of the chart (52%), is occupied by 

‘State’, which is followed by ‘Opinion’, more than a quarter of the chart (26%). ‘Local’ is in the 

third position (18%). 

 

In 'The New York Times' five sections were used: ‘National’, ‘Local’, ‘Society’, ‘Sports’ and 

‘International’ (by order). The National section (68%) occupies the highest portion of all the 

American newspapers. ‘Opinions’ is number 2 with 20%, followed by 'Society' (6%). 

 

'The Wall Street Journal' and 'USA Today' share the same four sections: ‘National’, ‘Opinion’, 

‘Economy’ and ‘International’ (by order in both). ‘Opinion’ has the second highest number again 

after ‘National’. However the percentages do not coincide. 'The Wall Street Journal' sections of 

‘National’ and ‘Opinion’ are smaller than in 'USA Today': 42% and 57% respectively in ‘National’, 

and 26% and 35% in ‘Opinion’. 

 

'The Wall Street Journal', as a daily business and financial newspaper, has a bigger portion of 

‘Economy’ than the rest. However, it was to be expected that it would have a higher percentage than 

16% as the economic effects of the law are irrefutable. 

 

In the Spanish newspapers, there are only two sections: 'International' and 'Opinion', and the 

percentages ares similar: International' ('El País' 79%, and 'ABC' 85%) and 'Opinion'('El País' 21% 

and 'ABC' 15%). 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 9: Distribution of news stories according to newspaper and different dates 

 

 15-30 APRIL 2010           

 THE UNITED STATES SPAIN          

 The New York  

Times 

'The Wall 

Street Journal' 

'USA Today' 'The Arizona 

Republic' 

'El País' 'ABC'          

15 1   3   4 

16    2   2 

17    2   2 

18 1   3   4 

19    1   1 

20 1   3   4 

21    8   8 

22 2   9   11 

23    9  1 10 

24 1 2  10 1  14 

25 2   4 2 1 9 

26 1 1 2 1  1 6 

27 4 1 3 10 4  22 

28 1 1 5 11 1  19 

29 4 1  12 2 2 21 

30 4 3 5 11 8  31 

TOTAL 22 9 15 99 18 5 168 

 

Table 10: Distribution of news stories according to newspaper and different dates 

 

 15-30 JULY 2010           

 THE UNITED STATES SPAIN          

 The New York  

Times 

'The Wall 

Street Journal' 

'USA Today' 'The Arizona 

Republic' 

'El País' 'ABC'          

15  1  7   8 

16 1 1 1 5 1  9 

17 1   6   7 

18 1   7   8 

19 1   8   9 

20 1  2 2   5 

21    5   5 

22    5   5 

23 1 1 1 5  1 9 

24  1  4 1  6 

25 1   12   13 

26   1 4   5 

27   1 2   3 

28  2  12  1 15 

29 3 3 3 12 3 2 26 

30 2 1 4 17 3 4 31 

31 1   11 1  13 



 

 

TOTAL 13 10 13 124 9 8 177 

 

Looking at the two tables above, we can see that the numbers of newspaper articles that mentioned 

the legislation during a fortnight in April and a fortnight in July. In April there were 168 news 

stories about Arizona 'SB 1070' and in July 177, this only shows a small difference in numbers 

within a 3 month time period and seems to show that the newspapers were still reporting and 

writing about the legislation. The story was still a fresh and current topic in the media even after 

several months had gone by.  

 

These two tables show the evolution of the publication of news about the law, making visible the 

most outstanding dates of these two time periods. These coincide with the previous and last days to 

the most relevant facts related to the topic: April 23, 2010 (passage of the law); end of April (first 

lawsuits against 'SB 1070'); July 28, 2010 (blocking of parts of the law); and 29th July (entry into 

force of the remaining parts and appeal of the blocking by the Governor). 

 

From the first table we can read that the date with the highest number of articles related to the 'SB 

1070' is April 30, 2010. An explanation for this could be the fact that the first lawsuits against the 

law s with the highest number of articles, as it was the day after the measure became a law. April 24 

is not even in second position, but in fifth with just 14 news stories on the 'SB 1070' in comparison 

with a total of 31 from April 30.  

 

The July results would seem to be closer to what might be expected because the 29
th

 and 30
th

 are the 

dates with the highest number of articles (26 and 31 respectively). This probably is because the law 

was blocked on the 28
th. 

and Brewer appealed against the law on the 29
th

 the same day as some of 

the blocked parts of the law went into effect. 

 

In April only 'The Arizona Republic' and 'The New York Times' published articles about the 'SB 

1070' in a regular manner, almost from the beginning to the end of the selected period.  

 

In April 'The Arizona Republic' included 99 articles about the 'Arizona Immigration Law' during the 

whole selected period. In July, the Arizona 'SB 1070' law news story was a consistent story during 

the whole selected period, with 124 articles in total. This was the largest amount of all newspapers 

and for both periods. 

 

In April, 'The New York Times' constantly kept the Arizona 'SB 1070' news story topic in the 

newspaper from the first to the last day of the period analyzed. Consequently this appears to show 

that the newspaper gives importance to 'Arizona Immigration Law' as we counted a total of 22  

headlines. In July, we observe practically the same number; 'The New York Times' published the 

first article about the topic on the 16
th

 and the last one on the 31
th

, there were 13 headlines in total.  

 

The rest of the newspapers started publishing articles about the 'SB 1070', in the few days leading 

up to the passage of the law, April 22, 23, 24 or 25 depending on the newspaper. In July the 

publication is more persistent, spreading across the newspapers in an almost equal distribution 

during the whole period.  

 

We remark that in  ABC April, there were only 5 headlines related to the topic. Although Spain is a 

country far away from the United States; however it must be said that 5 is quite a low number, 

taking into account the great hype of this news for the whole world. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Conclusion 
 

The analysis revealed that the most repeated sections were “State” in first place followed by 

“Opinion” and “National”. 'State' could be number 1 because the law is from one specific state: 

Arizona. ‘National’, perhaps since this Arizonan law received national coverage because of its 

controversial nature, and was copied by other states in the U.S. However, it does seem surprising 

that the second most preferred section in the newspapers was ‘Opinion’, perhaps, because the 

citizens want to give their opinion about such a controversial law. We understand this desire in 

Americans, but in Spaniards was not expected as much. Besides, all of them could be included in 

“Politics” as deal with a law. 

 

There were results from this investigation that were more to be expected such as 'The Arizona 

Republic' being the one with more news headlines on the Bill as the law was passed in that state. 

Conversely, there were some unexpected results as well. The most remarkable is that, one Spanish 

newspaper 'El País' reproduced 5 news stories about 'SB 1070' on its front page, while the rest of the 

American newspapers (except 'The Arizona Republic') did not include even one.  

 

From the political tendencies chart, there are no conclusions to be made. 

 

It is also remarkable that 'El País' has the same percentage of news stories as 'The wall Street 

Journal': 7% in total. We did not except that a Spanish newspapers would have the same number as 

a international and known newspaper as 'The Wall Street Journal'. 

   

Overall, even after there months had passed between the first analysis in April and the second in 

July, the Senate Bill 1070 was still appearing in newspapers in both America and Spain. Thus, this 

appears to show that this news story was still of interest in the media and was still being reported 

on. The interest of Spanish papers perhaps reflects not only and international perspective but a 

language connection with the Mexican people and the issue of immigration. The United States 

newspapers are closer to the situation yet do not always cover the story as was expected for an 

apparent controversial National issue.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

6. Qualitative analysis 
 

The following is a qualitative analysis of the headlines news stories about the Arizona Immigration 

Law 'SB 1070' that make up our corpus. The focus is on the subtopics and several reiterated 

characteristics or aspects that appear most repeatedly in our selection of newspapers. 

 

We will comment on linguistic-textual features of written discourse such a graphic,  

morphosyntactic and lexical level, textual and discursive organization; as well as other aspects  like 

purpose or point of view .  

 

In order to do so, we position together groups of  headlines that treat the same subtopics. We start 

by the groups that report the most important moments for 'SB 1070' during the time range we 

selected: the signature of the law, the blocking of parts of it, lawsuits filed against it and the appeal 

of Brewer. 

 

 

SIGNATURE OF THE LAW 

 

1. Arizona promulga una ley que 

criminaliza la inmigración ilegal  

'ABC' April 23 International 

2. Obama Blasts Arizona Law --- 

Governor Signs Strict Immigration 

Measure as Fight Moves to National 

Stage 

'The Wall Street Journal' April 24 National 

3. Arizona Enacts Stringent Law on 

Immigration  

'The New York Times' April 24 National 

4. Arizona adopta una ley que criminaliza 

a los 'sin papeles'  

'El País' April 24  International 

5. Arizona governor signs immigration 

law; foes promise fight 

'The Arizona Republic' April 24 National 

 

To begin with, we examine how different newspapers presented the fact that the law was signed by 

Governor Brewer on April 23 2010. The first significant fact is that 'USA Today' was the only 

newspaper that did not publish anything related to the law on that date. The second most significant 

fact is that 'ABC', which normally does not publish a lot of news about the 'SB 1070', is the first to 

display the news story. The story actually appears on the same date of the signature, even one day 

before the American newspapers, but it could be because of the time difference. 

 

The most complete headline of this group is the one from 'The Wall Street Journal' as it also 

includes a subheading: Obama Blasts Arizona Law --- Governor Signs Strict Immigration 

Measure as Fight Moves to National Stage. The phrase “Fight Moves to National Stage”, tell us 

that the fight appears to be a national one; and "Obama Blasts Arizona Law" tell us that Obama 

himself; the President of the USA is fighting against the law. Yet on the other side off the debate is 

the Governor who supports the Bill by signing it.  

 

The next most complete headline comes from 'The Arizona Republic', Arizona governor signs 

immigration law; foes promise fight. The subheading also tells us about the fight; it is almost as if 



 

 

the headline is saying that because the Arizona Governor signed the law this will lead the “foes” to 

fight. We do not know if “foes” will fight against the law or against the Governor since the sentence 

can be ambiguous. In the case we interpret it as they will fight against the Governor Brewer,we 

realize this is a negative connotation to wards her as if she is the only guilty person. 

 

Both Spanish newspapers say the same with little different nuances: Arizona promulga una ley 

que criminaliza la inmigración ilegal, (Arizona enacts a law criminalizing illegal 

immigration); ('ABC)'; Arizona adopta una ley que criminaliza a los 'sin papeles', (Arizona 

adopts a law that criminalizes 'immigrants without documents'), ('El País') both use the verb 

“criminalize” with has a negative connotation. They seek to highlight that this law and those who 

support it are almost in the same league perhaps as criminals.   

 

'The New York Times' headline is pretty similar to the Spanish ones and also perhaps to simple 

Arizona Enacts Stringent Law on Immigration, but introduces the adjective “stringent”, which 

express some subjectivity.   

 

 

THE BLOCKING OF THE LAW 

  

The day before the law was to take affect, (April 28), a federal judge, Susan Bolton, issued a 

preliminary injunction that blocked the law's most controversial provisions. 

 

1. Judge won't block all of migrant law 'The Arizona Republic' July 23 Front 

2. Core of Ariz. law blocked ; 'Expedited' 

appeal on tap 

'USA Today' July 29 National 

3. La justicia de EE UU bloquea la polémica 

ley de inmigración de Arizona 

'El País' July 29 Front  

4. La justicia de EE.UU. suspende aspectos 

clave de la ley de inmigración de Arizona 

'ABC' July 29 International  

5. Judge blocks heart of law 'The Arizona Republic' July 29 Front 

6. Emotions Flare After Immigration Law Is 

Blocked 

'The New York Times' July 30 National 

7. Judge brought reason to 'SB 1070' flap 'The Arizona Republic' July 31 Opinion 

8. La justicia de EE UU bloquea la polémica 

ley de inmigración de Arizona 

'El País' July 29 Front 

 

First of all, we realize that the newspapers start discussing the topic from July 22, 6 days before the 

blocking. 

 

When analyzing the headlines that treat the blocking of the law, we realize that the Judge is the 

subject in most of the cases, which makes sense, as she was the one that blocked the controversial 

parts of the law. In 'The Arizona Republic' we can see a progression of the situation with the 

respective changes of verb tenses. On July 23, we see a prediction of the future: Judge won't block 

all of migrant law; on July 29, we observe a statement with the same verb, but in present Judge 

blocks heart of law; and on July 31, in the opinion section we find a view against the law and pro 

judge in past simple Judge brought reason to 'SB 1070' flap.  

 



 

 

We give a special mention to the following headline Judge brought reason to 'SB 1070' flap, (July 

31). As it is in the opinions section, it goes straight to the point, and does not give a lot of 

explanations about the situation. This headline even refrains from using the word “block”, but if we 

know about the topic and we look at the date, we realize that the blocking is the reason that makes 

the author respect the judge, the fact that she blocked parts of the law.  

 

Nonetheless, we also find general statements about blocking parts of the law, without specifying 

who is the subject, and being more focused on the consequences or in the act. Emotions Flare 

After Immigration Law Is Blocked, ('The New York Times', July 30) and Core of Ariz. law 

blocked ; 'Expedited' appeal on tap, ('USA Today', July 29). In the subheading of the latter we get 

extra information; the consequences of the block: “'Expedited' appeal on tap”, but does not 

specify who appeals, we discover it was Brewer by reading the article.  

 

In the next series of headlines we do not study the consequences, but the lexis used: Core of Ariz. 

law blocked ; 'Expedited' appeal on tap, ('USA Today', July 29) Judge blocks heart of law, ('The 

Arizona Republic', July 29, front). La justicia de EE.UU. suspende aspectos clave de la ley de 

inmigración de Arizona (U.S. Justice suspends key aspects of immigration law in Arizona), 
('ABC', July 29). “Heart of law” is very similar to the previous “core of law” and both bear a 

resemblance to “aspectos clave de la ley de inmigración de Arizona”(key aspects of 'Arizona 

Immigration Law'), but the first one “heart” implies more as it is more emotional. Additionally, we 

remark that all of them are from the same date, July 29. 

 

We should underline the fact that some of the headlines are not too precise. The law was not totally 

blocked, just the most controversial parts. The last three headlines in the previous paragraph are 

examples of correct headlines; but for instance Emotions Flare After Immigration Law Is 

Blocked, ('The New York Times', July 30) is not precise as “law is blocked” is too a broad term and 

it makes us believe that the whole law was blocked, which is wrong. Numbers 1, 2, 4, 5 are correct 

('The Arizona Republic', 'USA Today', 'ABC', 'The Arizona Republic'), but 3, 6, 8 'El País', 'The 

New York Times' are not precise. If we compare the Spanish newspapers, 'ABC' is precise, while 'El 

País' is not. 

 

A Spanish newspaper also gives a lot of importance to this event as in 'El País' it is even mentioned 

on the front page La justicia de EE UU bloquea la polémica ley de inmigración de Arizona 

(U.S. Justice blocked the controversial 'Arizona Immigration Law') ('El País', July 29), while in 

'ABC', in the international section there is a slightly similar headline, both were published in the 

same day La justicia de EE.UU. suspende aspectos clave de la ley de inmigración de Arizona 

(U.S. Justice suspend key aspects of immigration law in Arizona), ('ABC', July 29). For El Pais, 

the subject is “the justice of EEUU”, which is a personification and too broad a term. Moreover, 

“the justice of EEUU” is presented as the one who blocked the law, but it does not mention judge 

Bolton, perhaps because in Spain her name is not as familiar. 

 

 

LAWSUITS AGAINST THE LAW 

 

SB immigration law faced seven legal challenges. They alleged that the 'SB 1070' usurps federal 

immigration authority and could lead to racial profiling. They were filed between the signature of 

the Bill into law (April 23) and (July 29), when the law went into effect with some of its 

controversial provisions blocked. The plaintiffs include individuals, police officers, civil rights and 

community groups, churches, business groups, entire cities and, of course, the Justice Department. 

 



 

 

1. Council members object to lawsuit 'The Arizona Republic'  April 27  State 

2. 3 lawsuits challenge legality of new law 'The Arizona Republic' April 30  State 

3. Arizona immigration crackdown raises 

flags ; Poll: Americans' opinions split as 

first lawsuits filed 

'USA Today' April 30   National 

4. Tough Law Attracts Legal Challenges 'The Wall Street Journal' April 30  National 

5. First Legal Challenges to New Arizona 

Law 

'The New York Times' April 30  National 

 

Arizona immigration crackdown raises flags ; Poll: Americans' opinions split as first lawsuits 

filed, ('USA Today', April 30), First Legal Challenges to New Arizona Law, ('The New York 

Times', April 30) and 3 lawsuits challenge legality of new law, ('The Arizona Republic'; April 30) 

are just general statements focused on the action, the first and the second headlines state “first 

lawsuits”, implying that there could be more to come. The other headline is more specific and 

includes a number, “3 lawsuits”, which strongly highlights at the very start of the headline how 

many lawsuits have already been filed. Apparently, this is a tactic used to give weight to the fact 

that many are against this new law, and there appears to be a veiled meaning to the possibility of 

more to come.  

 

In the following one, we do not find the word lawsuit, but “sues”, and the subject is “officer”: 

Officer Sues Over Arizona Immigrant Law - Lawyer for Phoenix Policeman Says His Client 

Can Face Litigation for Enforcing Contentious Statute and Failing to Enforce It, ('The Wall 

Street Journal', July 16).  There are 3 subjects: “Officer”, “lawyer for Phoenix policeman “and “his 

client”. One of the first observations is the length of the headline. The very lengthiness of the 

headline gives weight to what is being exposed and that it is exceptionally significant and perhaps 

shocking. The connotations of all the words used in combination such as 'policeman', 'client' and 

'lawyer', 'sues' are almost certainly contrived to alert the reader that some sort of unlawful or wrong 

action is happening.    

 

'The Wall Street Journal' also mentions the lawsuits Tough Law Attracts Legal Challenges (April 

30). It uses the adjective 'tough' that conveys subjectivity, and 'legal challenges' instead of the term 

'lawsuits'. 'The New York Times' also uses this expression. In general we stress that only Spanish 

newspapers do not mention this events. 

 

 

APPEAL 

 

U.S. District Judge Susan Bolton granted the Obama administration's request for a preliminary 

injunction as immigration  enforcement is the responsibility of the federal government, not states. 

Arizona appealed the decision in what could be a protracted legal battle with Washington.  

 

1. Core of Ariz. law blocked ; 'Expedited' 

appeal on tap 

'USA Today' July 29 National 

2. Quick appeal vowed; police plans in 

limbo 

'The Arizona Republic' July 29 Front 

3. Arizona officials turn to appeals court 'USA Today' July 30 National 



 

 

4. Critics denounce 'activist judge'; state 

appeals injunction 

'The Arizona Republic' July 30 Front 

5. City Council reacts to 'SB 1070' 

injunction 

'The Arizona Republic' July 30 Local 

 

In this selection we focus on the grammatical subjects of the actions. 

 

In Quick appeal vowed; police plans in limbo, ('The Arizona Republic', July 29, Front) and Core 

of Ariz. law blocked ; 'Expedited' appeal on tap, ('USA Today', July 29, National) there is no 

subject, these sentences are  impersonal. However what is striking the use of “appeal on tap”, 

“Quick appeal vowed”. These seem to imply that the appeals against blocking the law are going to 

have a positive result, that those fighting it can win their appeals. The very use of the phrase “police 

plans in limbo” suggests with a metaphor that because of the blocking and the appeal, the police 

still do not know whether or to enforce the law or not.  

 

In Critics denounce 'activist judge'; state appeals injunction, ('The Arizona Republic', July 30) 

we find grammar subjects, “critics” and “state”.  The words utilized endeavor to display that there 

are critics who want to appeal, and that the judge is an “activist”. The way this is expressed in the 

headline however seems to infer that this is a negative thing; to be an activist to prevent the law 

being instigated.  

 

City Council reacts to 'SB 1070' injunction, ('The Arizona Republic', July 30); and Arizona 

officials turn to appeals court, ('USA Today', 30 July)  Here the subject are more precise “City 

Council” and “Arizona officials”, apparently using representatives of government agencies to make 

the news more credible. There is also the inference that by using the terms “officials” and “City 

Council” it speaks of authority and that there is power and weight behind supporters of the law.  

 

 

DIVIDED OPINIONS 

As can be typical of controversial topics, the 'Arizona Immigration Law' created a strong division of 

opinions: those in favor and those against. We have examined the 11 headlines that deal with this 

division. 

 

1. Arizona's Effort to Bolster Local 

Immigration Authority Divides Law 

Enforcement 

'The New York Times' April 22 National 

2. Poll hints 70% of Arizonans favor 

immigration measure 

'The Arizona Republic' April 22 Front 

3. Both sides continue to pressure Brewer 'The Arizona Republic' April 23 Front 

4. Ariz. Immigration law creates rift ; 

Measures could have national implications 

'USA Today' April 26 National 

5. Arizona's New Immigration Law Widens 

the Chasm Between Sides 

'The New York Times' April 26 National 

6. Facebook posts law's pros, cons 'The Arizona Republic' April 27 State 

7. Law spotlights divisive political reality 'The Arizona Republic' April 29 Front 

8. As Arizona fight rages, some wait to pick 'The Arizona Republic' April 30 Front 



 

 

sides 

9. Arizona immigration crackdown raises 

flags ; Poll: Americans' opinions split as 

first lawsuits filed 

'USA Today' April 30 National 

10. A showdown over immigration ; Arizona 

law has groups preparing for court 

'USA Today' July 20 National 

11. Ariz. reactions range from relief to rage ; 

Fear subsides, but immigration fight not 

over 

'USA Today' July 29 National 

 

There are three headlines that provide information about public opinion. Two through polls (one 

national and another from the Arizona State), (number 9 and 2 respectively) and one through the top 

social networking site ‘Facebook’ (number 6). 

 

Only one poll, the Arizona one  Poll hints 70% of Arizonans favor immigration measure, 

provides a percentage: 70% of the population is in favor of the law. Meanwhile, the national poll 

Arizona immigration crackdown raises flags ; Poll: Americans' opinions split as first lawsuits 

filed just shows there is a division without specifying numbers.  

 

By reading the first paragraph of Poll hints 70% of Arizonans favor immigration measure, ('The 

Arizona Republic', April 22) we discover more figures “A new telephone survey indicates that more 

than two-thirds of Arizonans favor the state's wide-ranging immigration measure. But more than 

half of those questioned were concerned with Senate Bill 1070 could lead to civil-rights violations”. 

The headline hides some important information “more than half were also worried about civil-rights 

violations so this may imply that the journalist is deliberately hiding this, perhaps because of a 

position in favor of the law.  

 

In Poll hints 70% of Arizonans favor immigration measure, (April 30, 'USA Today'), we read “A 

new Gallup Poll, meanwhile, that shows 39% of Americans support the law, 30% oppose it, and 

31% have not heard of it or have no opinion of the measure.” This article, which shows up just 7 

days after the number 2 headline and in a different newspaper, shows a poll with different results to 

the one from number 2 headlines. The reason behind this may be because the statistics are not so 

clear or that these newspapers chose certain polls to suit their own standpoint or opinion. 

 

Facebook posts law's pros, cons is simple and does not provide as much data, it can be described 

as a telegram type (subject+verb+short predicate); but when reading the article we notice different 

'Facebook' groups names that are pro or against the law. In some of them, we know the number of 

followers, such as “'I may live in Arizona, but I'm not insane' had almost 8,300 fans” or “'Stand 

With Arizona (and Against Illegal Immigration)', has more than 9,600 followers.” but it does not 

occur in all of them. Furthermore, we must say that 'Facebook', the most relevant social network, is 

mentioned only once (in this headline) in our selection of 342 headlines. 

 

Additionally, two headlines include the word “fight” which appears to highlight that there are 

divisions over the controversial issues surrounding the immigration law (As Arizona fight rages, 

some wait to pick sides and Ariz. reactions range from relief to rage ; Fear subsides, but 

immigration fight not over). This division can clearly be seen from the words used in the number 

8 and 11 headline “some wait to pick sides” and “Ariz. reactions range from relief to rage”. Both 

headlines appear in the same newspaper, 'USA Today.' 

 



 

 

The number 11 headline is more complex than number 8, “Ariz. reactions range from relief to rage” 

is a clear alliteration, a term described by Merriam-Webster as a repetition of usually initial 

consonant sounds in two or more neighboring words or syllables. Here we see a repetition of the 

sound “r” five times “Ariz. reactions range from relief to rage.” “Ariz.” is the subject and a 

personification. Besides “relief” and “rage” are extreme opposite words, so that is another figure of 

speech, this time a hyperbole. Both headline and article show that there are different stands. 

 

If we compare the last headline to another 'USA Today' headline Arizona immigration crackdown 

raises flags ; Poll: Americans' opinions split as first lawsuits filed ( April 30), we find that strong 

words were used in both headlines “crackdown”,“fear” and “fight” to show that there are people 

against the Bill and they are fighting against it. The 'USA Today' appears not to be afraid of 

showing how the bad consequences of the law. This headline also mentions some reactions against 

the law, both from polls and lawsuits. “Americans' opinions split” provide a very clear description 

of the situation. 

 

Headlines number 1 and 7 include the word “divisive” or “divides”, and both specify the public, 

first in the political domain and second in the police domain: 

Law spotlights divisive political reality ('The Arizona Republic', April 29) and Arizona's Effort 

to Bolster Local Immigration Authority Divides Law Enforcement ('The New York Times', 

April 22). 

 

Additionally, there are two headlines that include the word division but as a rhetoric figure: a 

metaphor, “rift” and “chasm”, both from the same day: April 26. Ariz. Immigration law creates 

rift ; Measures could have national implications ('USA Today'), Arizona's New Immigration 

Law Widens the Chasm Between Sides ('The New York Times').“Chasm” is also an hyperbole. 

 

 

NEGATIVE CONNOTATIONS 

 

1. Arizona promulga una ley que criminaliza 

la inmigración ilegal 

'ABC' April 23  Opinion 

2. Arizona adopta una ley que criminaliza a 

los 'sin papeles ' 

'El País' April  24  International 

3. Arizona's immigration witch hunt 

challenges federal authority 

'USA Today' April  27 National 

4. Arizona blanca 'El País' April 30 Front  

5. Arizona: Immigrant Deaths are On Pace 

To Hit Record 

'The New York Times' July 17 Front 

6. An Arizona Morgue Grows Crowded 'The New York Times' July 29 Front 

7. Caza a los 'sin papeles' en Arizona 'El País' July 29 International.  

8. Militia With Neo-Nazi Ties Patrols the 

Arizona Desert 

'The New York Times' July 29 National 

 

As van Dijk resports in 'La noticia como discurso', the use of negativity aspects in the news is one 

of the most popular aspects about them. News is about the unusual, it’s about the extremes of life, 

not about normal, everyday life. The fact that people are interested in this kind of news seems to be 

an universal and widespread phenomenon. The explanation can be formulated in sociological, 



 

 

psychoanalytical or cognitive terms. From a psychoanalytical point of view, these different forms of 

negativity in the news can be observed as expressions of our own fears. The fact that others may 

suffer them provides us both with relief and tension because of a kind of participation which is 

delegated to others. The models of these negative events, then, are directly related to the emotional 

self-defense system, in which the fascination about everything that can go wrong is an effective 

preparation for evasive and protective actions. 

 

This group of headlines that we have selected seems to concentrate on somewhat negative aspects 

of the 'SB 1070' law that makes us feel pity about immigrants. Only 3 newspapers do this: the two 

liberal ones ('The New York Times' and 'El País') and 'USA Today' (conservative). 'The New York 

Times' July seems especially worried about the situation of immigrants, and seems to want us to 

feel pity about them by using words related to death or bad conditions. Are the three examples: 

 

Arizona: Immigrant Deaths are On Pace To Hit Record (July 17). These journalist uses the term 

'deaths' which makes us feel sad about the immigrants, who are dying. The subject is "immigration 

deaths”, so this is the first thing we see when looking at the headline. In this article we can read 

“Since July 1, the bodies of 40 illegal immigrants have been taken to the office of Dr. Bruce Parks, 

the Pima County medical examiner. At that rate, Dr. Parks said, the deaths could top the single-

month record of 68 in July 2005.” Taking into account that this news story is from the 17
th

 July, we 

know that there are some probabilities that the number of deaths will rise higher than 68 by the end 

of the month. However, we think it is a little early to predict, and that the journalist is exaggerating. 

Thus, we consider this is a hyperbole. 

 

Militia With Neo-Nazi Ties Patrols the Arizona Desert (July 18) In this headline it seems as if the 

journalist wants to allow us to feel bad for the immigrants situation, who are searched by militias 

and neo-nazis. The subject is “Militia with neo-nazi" which makes us believe that this Bill searches 

results as the the Nazi Holocaust and is also a hyperbole, an exaggeration. Because there were so 

many references being made to compare the law with Nazi Germany, The Anti-Defamation 

League
21

 sought to have this stopped. The league felt that these comparisons went too far. What was 

happening in the present day with the immigration law, should not be put into the same category as 

what happened to the Jews in Nazi Germany.   

 

An Arizona Morgue Grows Crowded (July 29) Here we underscore the use of the noun 'morgue', 

a strong word that attracts our attention, and again it makes us feel pity. This seems rather macabre. 

This is what the article says: The Pima County morgue is running out of space as the number of 

Latin American immigrants found dead in the deserts around Tucson has soared this year during a 

heat wave. 

 

'El País' appears also to want make readers feel pity about immigrants. In “Caza a los 'sin papeles' 

en Arizona”, (In English: Hunting of the “immigrants without documents” in Arizona), (April 

25), we find the noun “caza” (hunting), which is a menacing word and a metaphor. It is not moral or 

legally correct to “hunt” people, but the journalist compares this action to the law. In “Arizona 

blanca”, (White Arizona), (April 30), the adjective “blanca” creates an allusion to the color of the 

skin of WASP (White Anglo-Saxon Protestant) people, the founders of USA. This article conveys 

that Arizona politicians want a white Arizona, without immigrants, and this is an evidence of strong 

                                                 

21  The Anti-Defamation League was founded in 1913 “to stop the defamation of the Jewish 

people and to secure justice and fair treatment to all.” Now the nation's premier civil rights/human 

relations agency, ADL fights anti-Semitism and all forms of bigotry, defends democratic ideals and 

protects civil rights for all. <"http://www.adl.org/> 



 

 

racism.  

 

The next headline, is a description of the law “Arizona adopta una ley que criminaliza a los 'sin 

papeles'”, (Arizona adopts a law that criminalizes 'people without documents'), ( 'El País',   

April 24) is similar to “Arizona promulga una ley que criminaliza la inmigración ilegal”, 

(Arizona enacts a law criminalizing illegal immigration), ('ABC', April 23). The subject is the 

same in both: “Arizona” (a personification), and the object is the same too "una ley que criminaliza" 

which is a negative connotation. 'El País' says 'los sin papeles' and 'ABC' says "la inmigración 

ilegal", two different ways of saying the same and both are not appropriate according to the code 

developed by RTVE (the Spanish state broadcasting company). RTVE asks journalists to not use 

expressions such as “illegal”, “undocumented” or “sin papeles”(without legal documents), which 

can give an almost criminal nature to the status of an individual when dealing with illegal 

immigration. The use of these terms and expressions should not become usual when talking about 

people under an unregulated administrative situation. In general, the adjective “irregular” is more 

appropriate. This is one of the classic debates in the news coverage of immigration, it has been 

repeated ad nauseam that no one is illegal. 

 

In 'USA Today' April we also find one connotation of pity about immigrants. Arizona's 

immigration witch hunt challenges federal authority, ('USA Today', April 27). “Immigration 

which hunt” is the subject and at the same time a very strong word and a metaphor. The term witch-

hunt refers to searches for witches or evidence of witchcraft that took place between 15
th

 and 18
th

 

century, and resulted in an estimated 40,000 to 60,000 executions. This metaphor is used in order to 

generate the feeling of pity about immigrants, as it is a comparison with an execution of thousands 

of people for something that does not exist. It is conveying that society has a false fear about 

immigrants, as people from the 15
th

 century had about witches. To compare the 'SB 1070' to a 

“witch hunt” is also a hyperbole. 

 

 

PROTESTS 

 

As we already know, the Arizona law did not obtain a 100% support; many groups were against it 

and many protests arose because of it. Protest is a negative connotation that is mentioned only in 

three newspapers: 'The New York Times', 'USA Today' and 'The Arizona Republic'. But the two 

Spanish newspapers and 'The Wall Street Journal' believe this is not an important subtopic. In the 

case of 'ABC' and 'El País' it is more understandable as they are as country far away that does not 

need to report all the events related to the law. However, it is remarkable in the case of the 'The Wall 

Street Journal', which maybe just prefer not to show that there were protests against the Act. In 

general, we observe that 'USA Today' has a preference for the word “showdown” in opposition to 

the rest of the newspapers that preferred “protest/protesters”. 

 

1. Passage, protests for tough immigrant Bill 'The Arizona Republic' April 20 Front 

2. Bill ignites outcry from students and 

Latino advocates 

'The Arizona Republic' April 23 Front 

3. 2,500 protest law at state Capitol 'The Arizona Republic' April 26 State 

4. Fallout from migrant law tars D-Backs 'The Arizona Republic' April 29 State 

5. Diamondbacks expecting protesters at 

Chicago game 

'The Arizona Republic' April 29 Front 

6. 'Arizona Immigration Law' protested at 'The Arizona Republic' April 30 Sports 



 

 

Wrigley 

7. Immigration Activists Take Arizona 

Protest Out to the Ballgame 

'The New York Times' April 30  National 

8. Protesters keep up stand at Capitol 'The Arizona Republic' July 18 State 

9. A showdown over immigration ; Arizona 

law has groups preparing for court 

'USA Today' July 20 National 

10. Taking to Streets and Court on 

Immigration 

'The New York Times' July 23 National 

11. Showdown in Arizona 'USA Today' July 29 Opinion 

12. Hundreds protest as law takes effect 'The Arizona Republic' July 30 Front 

 

There are five headlines that provide a general description of the situation and a time progression. 

Passage, protests for tough immigrant Bill ('The Arizona Republic', April 20) shows that there 

were already protests before the law was passed. On July 20, a couple of days before going into 

effect, we find more demonstrations, A showdown over immigration; Arizona law has groups 

preparing for court, ('USA Today'). On July 23, Taking to Streets and Court on Immigration 

('The New York Times') tells us that people are protesting through two different channels: court and 

street. Six days after, we see Showdown in Arizona, ('The New York Times', July 29) a very simple 

headline, from the 'Opinion' section that when we read the article seems to be against the law: “The 

federal judge who ruled on Arizona's tragic, noxious new immigration law on Wednesday. ...the 

misbegotten Arizona rules...”  

 

In the different headlines we find information about the locations where there were protests. In this 

period the locations were in the Capitol and in a baseball match. In the case of the Capitol 

headlines, a political symbol (a building in which a state legislative body meets, according to 

Merriam-Webster), they are very similar: 2,500 protest law at state Capitol ('The Arizona 

Republic'; April 26), and Protesters keep up stand at Capitol ('The Arizona Republic', July 18). 

The first specifies more in all senses, it says which Capitol we are talking about (the Arizona one, 

not the one in Washington D.C). and provides the exact number of protesters: 2,500; while the 

second one does not specify any of this information, it just says 'Protesters' and “Capitol”. This 

could be due to the fact that the first one is from April and the second from July, and there is not as 

much need to explain, because the law has already been discussed on many occasions since April. 

Besides these, there is only one more headline related to the protests that provides numbers, even 

though it does not provide an exact number 'hundreds': Hundreds protest as law takes effect, 

('The Arizona Republic', July 30). 

 

We find four headlines about protests that are situated on a baseball game between the Arizona 

Diamondbacks and the Chicago Cubs at Wrigley stadium. The Arizona Diamondbacks are a 

professional baseball team based in Phoenix. One from April 29 is expecting to happen 

Diamondbacks expecting protesters at Chicago game, ('The Arizona Republic'; April 29), but 

another from the same date and newspaper is already affirming it in present Fallout from migrant 

law tars D-Backs, ('The Arizona Republic'; April 29, State), and the next two use a past tense since 

it has already happened 'Arizona Immigration Law' protested at Wrigley, ('The Arizona 

Republic', April 30, Sports) and Immigration Activists Take Arizona Protest Out to the 

Ballgame ('The New York Times', April 30).  

 

The subjects, verbs and the locatives are different in all four, but the idea conveyed is the same, the 



 

 

only word that is repeated is "protest" being a noun or a verb. In regards to the locatives, “at 

Chicago game” tell us the city, while “at Wrigley” is more specific, as it is the name of the stadium 

where they are protesting.  What is of note is that we discover that the law is fought in a state far 

away (Chicago) when the Chicago team is playing against the Arizona one. Then, we know that the 

protests go beyond Arizona. Opponents of the state's new law targeted the Diamondbacks partly 

because the team's managing general partner, Ken Kendrick, has made sizable donations to 

Republican politicians. 

 

Besides, in Immigration Activists Take Arizona Protest Out to the Ballgame, ('The New York 

Times', April 30) “Out to the ball game” is a clear allusion to a popular song about baseball from the 

early 20
th

 century. 

 

This group of headlines is relevant as it is the first and only time that headlines related to the 

Arizona Immigration law appear in the sports section. Equally, we want to mention a headline not 

related to the topic 'protest', but to the section 'Sports'. In 'The Arizona Republic', we find a 

complaint about the fact that the 'SB 1070' is treated in the sports section Please, 'SB 1070' isn't a 

sports story (July 17). This is a simple headline, but the word ‘Please’ shows irony. The reader 

states that this story should not be in the sports section as the topic is not that important out of 

Arizona. 

 

Furthermore, there is only one headline that specifies who is protesting, the other headlines just use 

the general noun 'protesters': Bill ignites outcry from students and Latino advocates, ('The 

Arizona Republic', April 23) Here, it is clear who are the protesters, “students and Latino 

advocates”. Of course, Latino is the most affected group by this law. It is striking that in the selected 

newspapers, the term Latino is not utilized more times, not only in relation to protests, but in our 

whole selection, since this is the first and only time that this group is mentioned.  

 

 

 

BOYCOTTS 

 

As previously mentioned many groups were against the law and the idea of having a boycott against 

the Arizona arose. There are 8 headlines that include the word “boycott”, as a verb or a noun, and 

the first one appears on April 27. 'The Wall Street Journal' and 'ABC' are the only newspapers that 

do not mention the boycotts. 

 

1. Calls to boycott Ariz. multiply on social 

media 

'The Arizona Republic' April 27 Front 

2. In Wake of Immigration Law, Calls for 

an Economyc Boycott of Arizona 

'The New York Times' April 27 National 

3. Boycotts of immigration law add up ; 

Arizona tourism and hospitality officials 

worry about its impact 

'USA Today' April 27 Economy 

4. La ley antiinmigración de Arizona 

desata un boicoteo en Estados Unidos 

'El País' April 29 International 

5. Boycott those who boycott you 'The Arizona Republic' July 17 Local 

6. Presbyterian Church joins boycott 'The Arizona Republic' July 18 Economy 



 

 

7. Don't boycott Arizona over actions of a 

few 

'The Arizona Republic' July 19 Opinions 

 

On first analyzing the headlines, one significant element was noticed, the use of imperatives in two 

different headlines from 'The Arizona Republic', which convey an overbearing character and appeal 

directly to us. The one from July 17 is a positive imperative Boycott those who boycott you 

(Local); and the other, from July 19, just two days later, Don't boycott Arizona over actions of a 

few (Opinion) is a negative imperative. These headlines essentially convey the opposite of each 

other, the first urges us to boycott and the other one, not to boycott. The first one is part of the 

'Local' news and it is also the name of a 'Facebook' group, but the second is a reader's opinion, and 

it is a kind of request. 

 

Then we find different authorities telling us about their positions. First we see the opinion of 

Arizona tourism and hospitality officials which is very general, Boycotts of immigration law add 

up ; Arizona tourism and hospitality officials worry about its impact ('USA Today', April 27). 

Then Presbyterian Church joins boycott ('The Arizona Republic', July 18). Which is related to 

religion as the Presbyterian Church
22

 is against the law too.  

 

In only one headline law is the subject and provides a clear description of the situation La ley 

antiinmigración de Arizona desata un boicoteo en Estados Unidos (Arizona anti-immigration 

law sparks a boycott in the U.S.), ('El País', April 29). In relation to grammar “desata”(sparks) is a 

strong connotation. It is curious that a Spanish newspaper mention the boycotts while 'The Wall 

Street Journal' does not. 

 

Two of the news headlines include the noun “calls”, both appeared on the same day, but in different 

newspapers. In Wake of Immigration Law, Calls for an Economic Boycott of Arizona ('The 

New York Times', April 27) Calls to boycott Ariz. multiply on social media ('The Arizona 

Republic'; April 27). “Calls for an Economic Boycott of Arizona” and “Calls to boycott Ariz” are 

similar. The first headline does not include verbs, but the second headline does include a verb 

“multiply” and also provides more information as it mentions that boycotts are increasing in a 

specific environment: the social media. 

 

 

TERMS RELATED TO CONFLICT 

 

Now, we focus on terms related to conflict that appear in our selection of headlines. “Fight/battle”, 

“war” or “foe” are very used nouns, which convey negativism against immigration. The idea of war 

or related terms creates a metaphor that emerge from the perception of an opposition between 

THEM (immigrants) versus US (in this case the United States), increased usually by the media. This 

creates an image of the nation as an innocent victim and an image of undocumented immigrants as 

an enemy. Invasion is an act of war, and puts the nation and its people at risk. Then fears arise. This 

metaphor may stimulate racial anxiety within the immigration debate without the need ever to use 

an open racial slur. 

 

Nonetheless, the confrontational terms used here do not refer directly to the border and immigrants, 

but mostly to the judicial process and the protest of SB1070. We could think then, that the war 

metaphor does not appear in this selection, but indeed it does. In a subconscious way, we link it to 

the many other articles and headlines we have read that use this metaphor in immigration matters, 

                                                 

22  Presbyterian Church adheres to the Calvinist theological tradition within Protestantism. 



 

 

and we reinforce the idea. 

 

1. Obama Blasts Arizona Law --- Governor 

Signs Strict Immigration Measure as Fight 

Moves to National Stage 

'The Wall Street Journal' April 24  National 

2. Arizona governor signs immigration law; 

foes promise fight 

'The Arizona Republic' April 24 National 

3. Immigration-Bill foes get calm day 'The Arizona Republic' April 25 National 

4. Singers add clout to fight vs. illegal-

migrant law 

'The Arizona Republic' April 29 Front 

5. Battle over 'SB 1070' gets first day in 

court 

'The Arizona Republic' July 16 Front 

6. Arranca la batalla judicial contra la ley 

migratoria de Arizona 

'ABC' July 23 International 

7. Ariz. reactions range from relief to rage ; 

Fear subsides, but immigration fight not 

over 

'USA Today' July 29 National 

 

Singers add clout to fight vs. illegal-migrant law ('The Arizona Republic') is significant as it is 

the only headline in the whole selection that mentions singers who show their support against 'SB 

1070'. We believe it is important to cite the celebrities, since normally their opinions are more heard 

and therefore can have more power to change. Nonetheless, their names are not even mentioned in 

the headline, we need to read the article to find Shakira (Latina pop star) and Linda Ronstadt 

(Arizonan singer of Mexican descent). Both singers, as the articles say, “lend their celebrity to the 

campaign against Arizona's tough new illegal-immigration law today”.  

 

However, none of the newspapers mention a boycott by musicians that promise not perform  in 

Arizona. It was started by Zack de la Rocha, the lead singer of Rage Against the Machine, who said, 

“Some of us grew up dealing with racial profiling, but this law (SB 1070) takes it to a whole new 

low.” The concert was on July 23, 2010 and it was called Sound Strike. Artists  included were  

Kanye West, Cypress Hill, Massive Attack, Conor Oberst, Sonic Youth, Joe Satriani, Rise Against, 

Tenacious D, The Coup, Gogol Bordello, and Los Tigres del Norte.  The concert benefited Arizona 

organizations fighting the SB1070 immigration law.  

 

Additionally, number 4 headline uses another negative connotations “vs.”  and number 6 uses 

“contra” (against). These words still appear to imply something confrontational is happening 

regarding the law.  

 

In 'The Arizona Republic' April we find “foe” in two occasions. The first Arizona governor signs 

immigration law; foes promise fight, (April 24) includes two important connotations for the war 

metaphor at the same time “foes” and “fight”. In Immigration-Bill foes get calm day, (April 25) 

the verb is informal “get”, and “calm day” is a positive connotation. We remark here that this 

newspaper even mention the day that there are not protests.  

 

Number 1 has already being studied in the first section, and  number 8 was in the “Opinions 

divided” section. However, in number 8 we can still say something else about the subheading Fear 

subsides, but immigration fight not over, whose last part “Immigration fight not over” is similar 



 

 

to “This fight is far from over,” words said by Jan Brewer. This is a reformulated quotes. Moreover, 

in the article, a lot of quotes from very diverse people are used. The use of quotes is one of the best 

ways of obtaining credibility and reflecting the reality as it is: “Within an hour of learning that a 

federal judge had blocked enforcement of the most controversial aspects of the law, Espinoza said 

her neighbor came running into her house. “She screamed, 'I'm not leaving anymore,' “Espinoza 

said.” She's such a great person, so I'm happy she's staying.” 

 

In War goes on for longtime immigration activist, (July 29) the subject is ’war’ which is a term 

even bigger and more complex than ‘fight’ or ‘battle’. Additionally the adjective “longtime” shows 

that the controversy over the Bill had been protracted. 

 

 

MEXICO 

 

1. Duras críticas desde México 'El País' April 25 International 

2. Indignación en México por la nueva ley 

contra la inmigración de Arizona 

'ABC' April 25 International 

3. México se moviliza ante la ley de Arizona 

contra los inmigrantes 

'ABC' April 26 International 

4. Mexico issues travel alert over new 

'Arizona Immigration Law' ; Cautions 

citizens about 'negative' environment 

'USA Today' April 28 National 

5. Mexico warns citizens about tough law 'The Arizona Republic' April 28 Front 

6. La Ley de Arizona levanta quejas entre 

gobiernos, legisladores y activistas de 

América 

'ABC' April 29 International 

7. Rechazo unánime en México por la Ley 

de Arizona 

'ABC' April 29 International 

8. Mexico, abuzz about 'SB 1070', braces for 

wave of deportees 

'The Arizona Republic' July 24 Front 

9. Mexico gears up for Ariz. law ; Shelters 

brace for deportees; many migrants 

thinking twice 

'USA Today' July 26 National 

 

Regarding the countries more affected by the law, Mexico is number 1 as it is the home nation of 

most immigrants in the state of Arizona.  

 

The Spanish newspapers and mention Mexico more times, which makes more apparent the cultural 

and linguistic bonds between Spain and Mexico Spanish newspapers are more critical and we can 

even observe resentment in many. For instance, in 'ABC' April there were only five headlines 

related to the law, Mexico appears in three of them, and the fourth headline mentions “America”, a 

broader term that includes Mexico. 

 

 Indignación en México por la nueva ley contra la inmigración de Arizona, (Outrage in 

Mexico because of the new Law on immigration in Arizona), ('ABC', April 25, 

International). 



 

 

 México se moviliza ante la ley de Arizona contra los inmigrantes, (Mexico mobilizes 

against Arizona law against immigrants), ('ABC', April 26, International). 

 La Ley de Arizona levanta quejas entre gobiernos, legisladores y activistas de América,  

(Arizona law raises complaints from governments, legislators and activists in Latin),  

('ABC',April 29, International). 

 Rechazo unánime en México por la Ley de Arizona, (Unanimous rejection in Mexico to 

Arizona Law), ('ABC', April 29, International). 

 

In there headlines we get an understanding that 'ABC' is against the law, especially because of its 

more negative connotations through the use of nouns such as “indignación”(indignation), 

“rechazo”(rejection), “quejas”(complaints). In addition, we notice other words that state that the 

newspaper is not afraid of showing that there are opinions against the law, adverbs like “contra”, 

verbs like “se moviliza”(it mobilizes) and the strong adjective “unánime”(unanimous) in “rechazo 

unánime” (unanimous rejection).  

 

“La Ley de Arizona levanta quejas entre gobiernos, legisladores y activistas de América”, 

(Arizona law raises complaints from governments, legislators and activists in America), (April 

29).  Here the nouns “gobiernos”, “legisladores” and “activistas de América” reveal the importance 

of the law, as these relevant collectives criticized the law. Several countries such as Honduras, 

Guatemala, Ecuador and Venezuela from the Organization of American States (OAS)
23

 show their 

opinion against the law in the article. 

 

'El País' continues in the same vein as 'ABC', Duras críticas desde México, (Harsh criticism from 

Mexico) ('El País', April 25) is a very concise headline and it is especially negative the use of the 

adjective “duras”(hard) and the noun “críticas”(criticism).  

 

In the American newspapers the position was totally different. They just focus on Mexico warning 

citizens about the law and a travel alert, or the fact that Mexico is preparing shelters for deportees. 

 

We highlight an apparent parallel between the two pairs of headlines from the 'USA Today' and 'The 

Arizona Republic'. The first pair was published in the same day, 28 April: Mexico issues travel 

alert over new Arizona immigration law; Cautions citizens about 'negative' environment, 

('USA Today') and Mexico warns citizens about tough law, ('The Arizona Republic'), both include 

“warns/cautions” and “citizens” (as the object in both), but 'The Arizona Republic' goes beyond this 

with the expression “negative environment” that reinforces the pessimism.  

 

The second pair is composed of Mexico gears up for Ariz. law ; Shelters brace for deportees; 

many migrants thinking twice, ('USA Today', July 26) and Mexico, abuzz about 'SB 1070', 

braces for wave of deportees ('The Arizona Republic', July 24). Both of these headlines say “brace 

for” and “deportees”, but in 'The Arizona Republic' again, we find something else: the hyperbole 

“wave of deportees”.  In the first one, Mexico is just “gearing up” and in the second the verb 

”abuzz” shows agitation. However, the word shelters only appears in the first headline. This could 

make the readers feel bad about immigrants who need protection, since following the Merriam-

Webster definition, shelter is something that covers or affords protection.  

 

We can perhaps deduct the reason why these two pairs of headlines are very alike. The 'Gannett 

                                                 

23  The Organization of American States (OAS) is an international organization 

whose members are the 35 independent states of the American Continent. 

<http://www.oas.org/en/default.asp>  

http://www.oas.org/en/default.asp


 

 

Company' that owns both newspapers can be reducing the individuality of both newspapers. 

 

The literal reproduction is without any doubts the easiest strategy. According to a study of 

international news (Van Dijk, 1984b, 1987b), many news agencies copy directly the information, 

with only occasional and minimal changes of style. The main conditions for literal (or very similar) 

reproduction include the lack of time, the lack of information, the journalistic quality of the source 

text, credibility of the source and the fact that different newspapers can be owned by the same 

company.  

 

To provide a clear example, we have copied the parts that are very similar in the second pair of 

news: 

 

Mexico, abuzz about 'SB 1070', braces for wave of deportees, ('The Arizona Republic'; July 24) 

Mexican Consulate in Phoenix has added more workers to assist detained nationals. And migrants 

who have already been deported said they're watching carefully to see how the law is enforced 

before deciding whether to cross the border into Arizona again. 

 

“On the plane, everybody was talking about the law,” said Ernesto González, a deportee who 

arrived in Mexico City on Wednesday night on a U.S. government flight from Tucson. “Everybody 

knows it's coming.” 

 

Mexico gears up for Ariz. law, Shelters brace for deportees; many migrants thinking twice, ('USA 

Today', July 26) 

Mexico's government has added more workers to its consulate in Phoenix to assist detained 

Mexicans. Migrants who have been deported say they're watching to see how the law is enforced 

before deciding whether to try again to cross the border illegally into Arizona. 

 

“On the plane, everybody was talking about the law,” said Ernesto González, a deportee who 

arrived here last week on a U.S. government flight from Tucson. "Everybody knows it's coming.” 

 

 

 

OBAMA 

We also want to discuss the headlines that mention the President of the United States as he is the 

most powerful person in the whole country. Barack Obama is the 44
th

 and current President of the 

United States. He is the first African American to hold the office. There are eight headlines in total. 

 

1. Obama Blasts Arizona Law --- Governor 

Signs Strict Immigration Measure as Fight 

Moves to National Stage 

'The Wall Street 

Journal' 

April 24 National 

2. Obama should butt out on Ariz. Law 'The Arizona 

Republic' 

April 24 Opinions  

3. Poll: Number of Arizonans who rate 

President favorably drops 

'The Arizona 

Republic' 

July 19 State 

4. Obama Wins Unlikely Allies In 

Immigration 

'The New York Times' July 19 National 

5. Judge Blocks Arizona Law --- Obama 

Wins Injunction Stalling Broad State 

'The Wall Street 

Journal' 

July 29 National 



 

 

Crackdown on Illegal Immigrants 

6. Obama logra paralizar la ley de Arizona 'El País' July 29 International 

7. Obama se olvida de Arizona 'ABC' July 30 Opinion 

8. El recurso a la ley migratoria de Arizona 

se vuelve contra Obama 

'El País' July 30 Front 

 

There are four headlines admiring, and 4 showing opposition towards Obama. The positive ones 

towards the President of U.S. can be translated into “opposition to the law” (as Obama is opposed to 

it) and the ones that show opposition towards him, into “support to the law.”   

 

In the positive ones, we find victory verbs, two “wins” and one “achieve”: Obama Wins Unlikely 

Allies In Immigration, ('The New York Times', July 19), Obama logra paralizar la ley de 

Arizona, ('El País', July 29), Obama Blasts Arizona Law --- Governor Signs Strict Immigration 

Measure as Fight Moves to National Stage, ('The Wall Street Journal', April 24), Judge Blocks 

Arizona Law --- Obama Wins Injunction Stalling Broad State Crackdown on Illegal 

Immigrants, ('The Wall Street Journal', July 29). The first two headlines are from liberal 

newspapers, we expected them to admire Obama; but it was unanticipated in the case of 'The Wall 

Street Journal'.  

 

We also wanted to analyze the positive ones separately:  

Obama Wins Unlikely Allies In Immigration, ('The New York Times', July 19). If we do not read 

the article, we do not know which kind of allies 'The New York Times' is talking about. Then, in the 

article we discover a religious reference; the allies are evangelical Christians. Normally, the 

influential evangelical Christian leaders are on the opposite side of the political issues backed by the 

Obama White House. However, here they are aligning with the President to support an overhaul that 

would include some path to legalization for illegal immigrants already in the United States.  

 

Obama logra paralizar la ley de Arizona, (Obama manages to stop the Arizona law), ('El País', 

July 29). This is not a precise explanation of the situation, it tells us that Obama halted the law, but 

actually it was not only his achievement . The whole Obama Administration was involved, as well 

as other lawsuits against the law, seven in total. We believe this is an exaltation of his power, an 

hyperbole. 

 

Obama Blasts Arizona Law --- Governor Signs Strict Immigration Measure as Fight Moves to 

National Stage, ('The Wall Street Journal', April 24) This headline is a description of the situation, 

it states that “Obama blasts Arizona law”, so it shows that Obama had the power as he “blasts” and 

that the Democrats are against the law. Two names of relevant figures are used: Obama and 

Governor. 'The Wall Street Journal' is said to be Conservative, however the newspaper is diplomatic 

and does not use negative connotations against Democrats. On the contrary, 'The Wall Street 

Journal' headlines does not minimize the liberal wing. The headline and subheading address 

different matters. 

 

In 'The Wall Street Journal' Judge Blocks Arizona Law --- Obama Wins Injunction Stalling 

Broad State Crackdown on Illegal Immigrants, (July 29) the subjects are two relevant 

personages too: the Judge and Obama. Additionally, in this headline the sentence “Obama Wins” 

reinforces the triumph of Obama, even though the law was not only blocked because of Obama. 

This reinforces the diplomatic manner in which 'The Wall Street Journal' expresses itself. 

 

In the negative headlines the verbs are “se vuelve contra Obama” (it turns against), “se 



 

 

olvida”(Obama forgets) and “drops”. Poll: Number of Arizonans who rate President favorably 

drops, ('The Arizona Republic', July 19), Obama se olvida de Arizona, (Obama forgets Arizona), 

('ABC', July 30, Opinion), El recurso a la ley migratoria de Arizona se vuelve contra Obama, 

(The appeal of 'Arizona Immigration Law' goes against Obama), ('El País', July 30). Then in 

the Opinion section, we have a recommendation for Obama. Obama should butt out on Ariz. Law 

(Should Obama butt out on Ariz. Law), ('The Arizona Republic', April 24). 

 

Additionally, we analyze the last headlines separately: 

Obama se olvida de Arizona, (Obama forgets Arizona), ('ABC', July 30, Opinion). The subject is 

"Obama and “the verb  is "se olvida” (pronominal verb), which provides a negative connotation, 

because Obama forgot to mention the Arizona Immigration law in a speech given as a summary of 

his twenty months in the power. Furthermore, this topic is only treated in 'ABC'. 

 

El recurso a la ley migratoria de Arizona se vuelve contra Obama, (The appeal of Arizona 

Immigration Law goes against Obama), (July 30). This headline was in the front page of 'El País'.  

The adverb “Contra” is a negative connotation. This shows “el recurso” (the appeal) that it is not 

good for Obama, even though the newspaper and the President have the same ideology: liberal 

wing, 'El País' decides to show also bad moments for Obama instead of focusing only on the 

positive ones. 

Obama should butt out on Ariz. Law, (April 24). “Obama” is the subject. The verb is modal 

“should butt out on”. “Should” is most commonly used to make recommendations or give advice, 

but it can also be used to express obligation as well as expectation. In this case, it is a kind of 

recommendation/obligation that appears in the 'Opinion' section. 

 

Additionally, it is significant that in 'El País' July one headline is positive and the other is negative. 

Obama is mentioned twice, first as the subject (positive headline) Obama logra paralizar la ley de 

Arizona, (Obama manages to stop the Arizona law), ('El País', July 29); and then as the Object 

(negative headline), El recurso a la ley migratoria de Arizona se vuelve contra Obama, (The 

appeal of 'Arizona Immigration Law' goes against Obama), ('El País', July 30). That seems to be 

logical since the newspaper is progressive as is the Obama party, so when the headline is positive, 

the President is the subject, so it attracts more attention; and when it is negative, he is the Object 

and just appears as the last word in the sentence, to be less visible. 

 

Obama is subject in all of the headlines except from one Poll: Number of Arizonans who rate 

President favorably drops ('The Arizona Republic', July 19), where Obama is not the important 

figure, but the fact that he is losing popularity in Arizona because of the 'SB 1070' issue. A poll is 

the evidence that show this loss. Nonetheless, there is only one verb “drops”, which conveys a 

negative connotation. Obama is named by his position “President” and is the Object. We need to 

read the article to discover, in which side he is losing appreciation. It could be on the immigrant’s 

side who consider that he is not doing enough, or in the pro-law side who knows that Obama is 

against the law. In this case it is the latest as we can read in the article: “With the Obama 

administration suing Arizona over its tough new immigration law, Senate Bill 1070, 39 percent of 

poll respondents in the state rated his performance as 'poor' and 28 percent rated it as 'good.'” 

 

 

 

 

STORM 

We want to emphasize also a lexical aspect, the fact that there are several headlines in the different 

newspapers and dates that include the word “storm”. “Storm” is used in all of them meaning 



 

 

“problems”. 

 

1. Center of the storm 'The Arizona Republic' April 24 Front 

2. A Storm Over Arizona and Immigrants 'The New York Times' April 27 Opinion 

3. Storm warnings from immigration Bill 

ignored 

'The Arizona Republic' April 30 State 

4. En primera fila de la tormenta de Arizona 'ABC' July 30 International 

 

Taking into account the newspapers where this term appears, we realize this includes Spanish, 

American, Conservative and Liberal newspapers, so this characteristic cannot be attributed to any 

newspaper, language or ideology in particular. Moreover, in all of them “storm” is the subject and a 

double rhetoric figure: a metaphor meaning “problems” and an allusion to Arizona's desert climate 

which is prone to storms. 

 

If we read through Center of the storm we find a strong comparison: “The legislation has 

widespread support among Arizonans, according to one recent poll, but Latino leaders compared the 

Bill to apartheid in South Africa and the internment of Japanese-Americans during World War II.” 

 

  

 

Conclusion 
 

The following is a summary of the key points discussed in the qualitative analysis. This analysis 

looked at all the selected news headlines about the Arizona Immigration law 'SB 1070'. The 

newspapers that were examined included both English and Spanish language papers, 'The Wall 

Street Journal', 'The New York Times', The Arizona Republic', 'USA Today', 'El País',and 'ABC' for 

both designated fortnightly periods in April and July.  

 

The political tendency of the newspapers do not make them different at first sight. All the 

newspapers show arguments pro and against the law, trying to be diplomatic both in regular news 

and opinions. However, it is true that when talking about the negative aspects and negative 

consequences of the law, the 2 most conservative newspapers, 'The Wall Street Journal' and 'ABC', 

do not mention the boycotts, the bad economic repercussions and the protests. 

 

Moreover only 3 newspapers use terms that make us feel pity about the immigrants situation: 'The 

New York Times', 'USA Today' and 'El País'. 'The New York Times' included the most negative 

words, phrases and connotations. There was a sense that the writers wanted to allow the readers to 

feel pity or to imagine how it was for the immigrant’s plight. 

 

Different newspapers use also different polls or resources that show different results depending on 

what they want to convey.  So, this could show bias in the press. 

 

Spanish newspapers seem to mention more Mexico, perhaps because of the historic and language 

bonds, or perhaps also because Spain in the past was a country of emigrants and understand better 

what Mexico is going through.  

 

The 'Gannett Company' owns 'The Arizona Republic' and 'USA Today', what makes some headlines 

or articles be more similar, as both use the same information sometimes. This reinforces the 



 

 

concerns of some Americans about the fact that ownership is now held by fewer corporations. 75% 

of daily papers are now owned by newspaper chains, which may cause a lower diversity of news.  

 

Something to note was that one newspaper the 'USA Today' did not even mention or publish 

anything related to the law being signed. However a Spanish paper 'ABC' which normally did not 

publish much about some of the events related to the Law (only 5 articles in April), wrote about the 

signing of the law before any other newspaper. It also could be due to time difference. 

 

Headlines should attract the reader to arise in him/her the desire to read the entire article.  For this 

purpose, newspapers use different methods. We observe that several headlines use figures of 

speech: above all metaphors to make the language more literal and hyperboles to exaggerate. 

 

Regarding terms related to conflict, we find, “fight”, “battle”, “war” and “foe”, which create the 

metaphor of war. The immigrants are painted almost like enemies who invade the nation. The 

innocent nation needs to be protected. Then fears arise. This metaphor may stimulate racial anxiety 

within the immigration debate without the need ever to use an open racial slur. 

 

Media tend to use the name of relevant political figures to obtain more credibility, in this case, all 

the newspapers opted to use Obama's name, the President of the United States and consequently the 

figure with more power in the whole country. 

 

To conclude this Project, we would like to quote John F. Kennedy “Everywhere immigrants have 

enriched and strengthened the fabric of American life.”  
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