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ABSTRACT

This study examined Donald Trump’s Immigrant Policy and the Management of the Economy of the United
States of America, with particular attention to the implications of restrictive immigration measures for
economic management, employment, labour supply, public expenditure, and national economic interests.
The study was anchored on Economic Nationalism Theory, which emphasizes the protection of domestic
economic interests and the prioritisation of national economic welfare in government policy. The study
adopted a qualitative research approach and relied on secondary data obtained from books, journal articles,
government publications, policy documents, reports of international organisations, and credible online
sources. Findings revealed that Trump’s immigrant policies, including tighter border controls, restrictions on
immigration and asylum, deportation measures, and efforts to reduce irregular migration, were primarily
designed to protect American workers, strengthen border security, and promote national economic interests.
However, the findings also indicated that restrictive immigration policies could generate economic
challenges by reducing labour availability in sectors that depend heavily on immigrant workers, increasing
labour costs, disrupting business activities, and limiting the economic contributions of immigrants through
employment, entrepreneurship, taxation, and consumption. The study concludes that while Trump’s
immigration policy reflects the principles of Economic Nationalism Theory by placing national economic
interests and domestic workers at the centre of policy decisions, excessive restrictions may undermine some
aspects of economic growth and labour-market efficiency. The study recommends that the United States
should adopt a balanced immigration framework that protects national security and domestic employment
while maintaining legal pathways for skilled and essential migrant workers, strengthening border
management, and recognising the positive economic contributions of immigrants.
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INTRODUCTION

Immigration has remained one of the most significant and controversial policy issues in the United States
under the administrations of President Donald Trump, first during his initial tenure (2017-2021) and
subsequently following his return to office in 2025. The Trump administration adopted a restrictive
immigration agenda aimed at strengthening border security, reducing irregular migration, expanding
immigration enforcement, tightening asylum regulations, increasing deportations, and promoting a merit-
based immigration system (Pierce & Bolter, 2024). Major policy initiatives included the construction and
expansion of the U.S.—Mexico border wall, increased operations by U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement (ICE), reductions in refugee admissions, modifications to asylum procedures, and stricter
regulations governing both legal and undocumented immigration (Meissner & Gelatt, 2023). According to
the Trump administration, these measures were intended to protect national security, strengthen the rule of
law, reduce illegal immigration, and preserve employment opportunities for American citizens (The White
House, 2025). However, scholars and policy analysts argue that these policies generated humanitarian
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concerns, disrupted labour markets, and created uncertainty for industries that depend heavily on immigrant
workers (Capps & Gelatt, 2025).

Immigration policy remains an important component of economic management because it directly affects
labour supply, productivity, investment, consumer demand, fiscal sustainability, and long-term economic
growth. Historically, the United States has relied on immigrant labour to fill shortages in agriculture,
construction, manufacturing, healthcare, hospitality, and technology sectors (Congressional Budget Office
[CBO], 2024). Empirical studies indicate that immigration contributes positively to labour-force expansion,
entrepreneurship, innovation, and economic productivity, although its effects vary across industries and
occupational skill levels (Borjas, 2022; OECD, 2024). During both Trump administrations, policymakers
maintained that stricter immigration controls would reduce labour market competition, improve wages for
lower-skilled American workers, and decrease government expenditure on social welfare programmes (The
White House, 2025). Conversely, many economists argued that sustained reductions in immigration could
worsen labour shortages, reduce business productivity, constrain economic expansion, and weaken long-
term growth prospects, particularly given the ageing population and declining fertility rates in the United
States (CBO, 2024; OECD, 2024).

Between 2017 and 2026, the relationship between immigration policy and economic management became
increasingly complex due to changing domestic and international economic conditions. During Trump's first
administration, immigration reforms coincided with corporate tax reductions, trade protection policies, and
later the economic disruptions associated with the COVID-19 pandemic. Following his return to office in
2025, the administration implemented additional executive actions aimed at strengthening border
enforcement and accelerating deportation procedures while tightening immigration admission processes
(Migration Policy Institute, 2025). Recent economic assessments suggest that declining immigration has
affected labour-force participation, employment growth, inflationary pressures in labour-intensive industries,
housing demand, and long-term productivity, although the magnitude of these effects continues to generate
debate among scholars and policymakers (Brookings Institution, 2026; CBO, 2024). These developments
illustrate the interconnected relationship between immigration policy and macroeconomic management in
the United States.

The debate surrounding Donald Trump's immigration policy therefore extends beyond issues of border
security to encompass broader concerns regarding economic governance, labour-market performance, fiscal
management, and sustainable economic development. Proponents argue that stronger immigration
enforcement protects domestic employment, strengthens national security, and reduces the fiscal burden
associated with unauthorized immigration (The White House, 2025). In contrast, critics contend that
restrictive immigration policies may reduce labour availability, disrupt production and supply chains, limit
innovation, discourage investment, and undermine the international competitiveness of the U.S. economy,
particularly in sectors that rely heavily on immigrant workers (Brookings Institution, 2026; Meissner &
Gelatt, 2023). Consequently, examining Donald Trump’s immigrant policy and the management of the
economy of United State of America between 2017 and 2026 provides important insights into how
immigration reforms influence labour markets, public finance, economic productivity, and the overall
performance of the United States economy. Therefore this study assesses Donald Trump’s immigrant policy
and the management of the economy of United State of America

Statement of the Problem

Immigration has remained one of the most contentious policy issues in the United States, particularly under
the administrations of President Donald Trump between 2017 and 2026. The implementation of restrictive
immigration policies including enhanced border security, expanded deportations, tighter asylum regulations,
reduced refugee admissions, and stricter legal immigration procedures was intended to protect American
jobs, strengthen national security, and reduce the fiscal burden associated with unauthorized immigration.
However, these policies coincided with significant economic challenges, including labour shortages in
agriculture, construction, manufacturing, healthcare, and hospitality, rising production costs, inflationary
pressures, and disruptions in supply chains. While supporters argue that immigration restrictions improve
employment opportunities for native-born workers and strengthen economic security, critics contend that
reduced immigration has constrained labour-force growth, slowed business expansion, and negatively
affected productivity and long-term economic performance. These conflicting perspectives have generated
considerable debate regarding the extent to which Trump's immigration policies have supported or hindered
effective economic management in the United States.
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Despite extensive literature on U.S. immigration policy, there remains no clear scholarly consensus on the
overall economic consequences of Donald Trump's immigration reforms during the period 2017-2026. Most
existing studies have focused either on border security and immigration enforcement or on labour market
outcomes without providing a comprehensive assessment of how immigration policies have influenced
broader aspects of economic management, including employment, productivity, inflation, fiscal
sustainability, investment, and economic growth. Furthermore, the changing economic conditions resulting
from the COVID-19 pandemic, post-pandemic labour market adjustments, and the renewed immigration
restrictions introduced after 2025 have created new policy dynamics that remain insufficiently examined.
Consequently, there is a need for a comprehensive study that evaluates Donald Trump's immigration policy
and its implications for the challenges of economic management in the United States between 2017 and
2026, with the aim of providing evidence-based insights for policymakers, scholars, and economic planners.
Objectives of the Study
The general objective of this study is to examine Donald Trump’s immigration policy and the challenges of
economic management in the United States of America, 2017-2026. Specifically, the study seeks:
1. To examine the major features and implementation strategies of Donald Trump’s immigration
policies between 2017 and 2026.
2. To assess the implications of Donald Trump’s immigration policies on economic management
challenges in the United States.
Research Questions
1. What are the major features and implementation strategies of Donald Trump’s immigration policies
between 2017 and 20267
2. How have Donald Trump’s immigration policies contributed to the challenges of economic
management in the United States?

Conceptual Review

Migration

Migration refers to the movement of people from one geographical location to another, either temporarily or
permanently, within a country or across international borders. The movement may occur for economic,
social, political, environmental, educational, family, or security-related reasons. The International
Organization for Migration (IOM) describes migration broadly as the movement of a person or group of
persons across an international border or within a state, regardless of the duration, composition, or causes of
the movement (IOM, 2024). Migration is therefore an important demographic and social process through
which populations are redistributed between places of origin and destination. The United Nations also
recognizes that people migrate for opportunities such as employment, education and family reunification,
while others move because of conflict, persecution, disasters, or environmental pressures (United Nations,
2024).

Migration can be classified into several types based on geographical direction, duration, and the
circumstances surrounding movement. Internal migration occurs when people move from one location to
another within the same country, such as rural-to-urban, urban-to-rural, rural-to-rural, or urban-to-urban
migration. International migration occurs when individuals cross the international boundary of one country
to establish residence in another country. Other important forms include temporary or seasonal migration,
where people move for a limited period, often for employment or agricultural activities; permanent
migration, where people relocate with the intention of establishing long-term residence; and circular
migration, involving repeated movement between places of origin and destination. IOM identifies internal
and international migration as two broad demographic categories and also recognizes distinctions based on
duration and movement patterns (I0M, 2024).

Migration may also be distinguished according to the degree of choice involved in the movement. Voluntary
migration occurs when individuals or households choose to move, commonly in search of employment,
education, better living conditions, or family reunification. In contrast, forced migration occurs when people
are compelled to leave their homes because of armed conflict, persecution, violence, disasters, or other
serious threats to their lives and livelihoods. Regular migration takes place through recognized legal
channels and in compliance with the laws governing entry and residence, whereas irregular migration
involves movement or residence outside the applicable legal or administrative requirements. These forms are
particularly relevant to understanding population movements associated with insecurity, displacement,
poverty, and livelihood challenges in developing societies. Thus, migration should be understood as a broad
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phenomenon encompassing different forms of human mobility rather than being limited to international
movement alone (IOM, 2024; United Nations, 2024).

Illegal immigration, also referred to as unauthorized, undocumented, or irregular immigration, is the
movement or residence of foreign nationals in a country without complying with the legal requirements
established by that country's immigration laws. It occurs when individuals enter a country without
authorization, overstay the validity of their visas, use fraudulent travel documents, or violate the conditions
of their legal admission. According to the International Organization for Migration (IOM, 2022), irregular
migration encompasses the movement of persons outside the legal and regulatory framework governing
entry, residence, and employment in a destination country. In the United States, illegal immigration has
become a major political, economic, and national security issue because of concerns relating to border
security, labour markets, public services, and law enforcement. Consequently, successive administrations
have adopted different policy approaches to regulate irregular migration while balancing humanitarian
obligations and economic interests (Migration Policy Institute, 2023).

Immigration Policy

Immigration policy refers to the set of laws, regulations, administrative procedures, and government actions
that determine who is permitted to enter, remain, work, and obtain citizenship within a country. It
encompasses various issues, including border control, visa allocation, refugee admission, asylum procedures,
naturalization, deportation, and the enforcement of immigration laws. According to Hollifield, Martin, and
Orrenius (2022), immigration policy represents a balance between a state’s economic interests, national
security concerns, humanitarian obligations, and social integration objectives. Governments design
immigration policies to regulate population movement while responding to labour market demands,
demographic changes, and political pressures. In democratic societies such as the United States, immigration
policy remains a highly contested area because it reflects competing interests between economic openness
and concerns over sovereignty, security, and cultural identity (Massey, 2021).

The development of immigration policy is influenced by historical, economic, political, and social factors.
Historically, countries have adopted immigration policies either to encourage migration for economic
growth or restrict migration during periods of economic uncertainty and political instability. In the United
States, immigration policy has evolved from relatively open migration systems in earlier periods to more
regulated frameworks emphasizing national security, employment protection, and border management. The
Immigration and Nationality Act of 1965, for example, transformed the U.S. immigration system by
eliminating national-origin quotas and introducing a preference system based on family reunification and
skilled migration (Martin & Midgley, 2020). However, concerns about undocumented migration, terrorism,
labour competition, and pressure on public services have led to increased enforcement measures and stricter
immigration controls in recent decades (Pierce & Bolter, 2024).

Contemporary immigration policy involves a complex interaction between economic management and
migration governance. Immigration affects labour supply, wages, productivity, innovation, entrepreneurship,
and government revenue, making it an important component of national economic planning. According to
the Congressional Budget Office (CBO, 2024), immigration contributes to labour-force growth and
economic expansion by increasing the number of workers, stimulating consumer demand, and supporting
industries facing labour shortages. However, the economic effects of immigration differ across sectors and
population groups, as some workers may experience increased competition for jobs, while businesses benefit
from access to a larger and more diverse labour pool (Borjas, 2022). Consequently, policymakers often face
the challenge of designing immigration systems that maximize economic benefits while addressing concerns
regarding unemployment, wage inequality, and public expenditure.

Immigration policy also reflects broader questions of national security and social governance. Governments
frequently justify restrictive immigration measures on the basis of controlling illegal migration, preventing
criminal activities, and protecting national borders. In the United States, debates surrounding immigration
policy have intensified due to concerns about unauthorized migration, border security, and asylum
management. The administration of Donald Trump between 2017 and 2021, and again from 2025,
emphasized enforcement-oriented immigration policies, including increased deportations, expanded border
enforcement, restrictions on asylum access, and efforts to reduce irregular migration (Migration Policy
Institute, 2025). While supporters argue that such measures strengthen national sovereignty and protect
domestic workers, critics maintain that excessive restrictions may create humanitarian challenges, reduce
labour availability, and negatively affect industries dependent on immigrant workers (Meissner & Gelatt,
2023).
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Immigration policy represents a critical instrument through which governments manage population
movement, economic development, and national security. Effective immigration policies require a balance
between controlling borders and recognizing the economic and social contributions of migrants. Scholars
argue that sustainable immigration governance should combine effective enforcement mechanisms with
pathways for legal migration, labour market integration, and protection of human rights (OECD, 2024). In
the context of the United States, immigration policy continues to shape debates on economic
competitiveness, demographic sustainability, fiscal management, and social cohesion. Therefore,
understanding immigration policy is essential for examining how government decisions regarding migration
influence broader economic and developmental outcomes.

Trump Immigration Policy

Donald Trump's immigration policy refers to the collection of laws, executive orders, administrative
directives, and enforcement measures introduced during his first administration (2017-2021) and expanded
following his return to office in 2025. The policy was founded on the "America First" agenda, which
emphasized strengthening border security, reducing illegal immigration, increasing immigration
enforcement, restricting asylum claims, limiting refugee admissions, and prioritizing the employment and
security interests of American citizens (Pierce & Bolter, 2024). The administration argued that stricter
immigration controls were necessary to protect national sovereignty, reduce crime, combat terrorism, and
preserve employment opportunities for U.S. workers. Consequently, immigration became one of the defining
domestic policy issues of the Trump administrations and significantly influenced debates on national
security, economic management, and international relations (The White House, 2025).

One of the central features of Trump's immigration policy was the strengthening of border security along the
United States—Mexico border. The administration initiated the construction and expansion of the border
wall, increased funding for border infrastructure, deployed additional Border Patrol personnel, and
introduced policies designed to discourage irregular migration. Programs such as the "Remain in Mexico"
(Migrant Protection Protocols) required many asylum seekers to remain outside the United States while
awaiting immigration hearings. The administration also expanded immigration detention facilities and
accelerated deportation procedures for undocumented immigrants. These measures were intended to reduce
illegal border crossings and restore government control over immigration enforcement (Meissner & Gelatt,
2023).

Another important aspect of Trump's immigration policy involved reforms to legal immigration and asylum
procedures. The administration introduced stricter screening requirements for visa applicants, reduced
annual refugee admission ceilings, tightened asylum eligibility standards, and expanded the use of expedited
removal procedures. It also sought to shift the U.S. immigration system toward a merit-based approach that
would prioritize skilled workers with specialized qualifications over family-based immigration categories.
Furthermore, executive actions were introduced to restrict entry from selected countries considered national
security risks and to increase workplace immigration enforcement through enhanced verification of
employment eligibility. Supporters argued that these reforms would improve public safety, reduce pressure
on social welfare programmes, and strengthen labour market opportunities for American workers (Migration
Policy Institute, 2025).

Trump's immigration policy generated significant debate regarding its economic implications. The
administration maintained that reducing illegal immigration would protect domestic employment, raise
wages for lower-skilled American workers, and reduce public expenditure associated with unauthorized
migrants (The White House, 2025). However, many economists argued that restrictive immigration policies
contributed to labour shortages in sectors such as agriculture, construction, healthcare, hospitality, and
manufacturing, where immigrant workers constitute a substantial proportion of the workforce. Studies by the
Congressional Budget Office (2024) and the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development
(OECD, 2024) indicate that immigration contributes positively to labour-force growth, productivity,
entrepreneurship, and long-term economic expansion. Consequently, reductions in immigration may
constrain labour supply, increase production costs, and slow economic growth, particularly in an ageing
economy with declining fertility rates.

Following Donald Trump's return to office in 2025, immigration enforcement was further intensified
through additional executive orders aimed at strengthening border control, accelerating deportations,
limiting humanitarian parole programmes, and increasing cooperation between federal and state authorities
in immigration enforcement. These renewed measures reinforced the administration's commitment to
reducing irregular migration while emphasizing national security and economic protection. Nevertheless,
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scholars continue to debate the long-term effectiveness of these policies, with supporters emphasizing
improved border security and critics highlighting concerns regarding humanitarian obligations, labour
market disruptions, demographic challenges, and broader economic management. Thus, Trump's
immigration policy remains one of the most influential and controversial immigration reform agendas in
contemporary American political history, with significant implications for governance, economic
development, and international migration policy.

Economic Management

Economic management refers to the process through which a government formulates, implements, and
evaluates fiscal, monetary, trade, labour, and regulatory policies to achieve macroeconomic stability,
sustainable economic growth, price stability, full employment, and improved standards of living. It involves
the efficient allocation and utilization of national resources to promote economic development while
addressing challenges such as inflation, unemployment, budget deficits, public debt, and income inequality.
According to Todaro and Smith (2021), effective economic management requires governments to coordinate
economic policies that stimulate investment, increase productivity, maintain fiscal discipline, and ensure
equitable distribution of national income. Similarly, Mankiw (2021) argues that economic management
encompasses government interventions aimed at correcting market failures, stabilizing the economy during
economic fluctuations, and creating an enabling environment for private sector growth.

Economic management is generally implemented through two major policy instruments: fiscal policy and
monetary policy. Fiscal policy involves government decisions regarding taxation, public expenditure,
borrowing, and budgetary allocation to influence economic activity, while monetary policy is concerned
with controlling money supply, interest rates, inflation, and exchange rate stability through the central bank
(Blanchard, 2021). In addition to these macroeconomic tools, governments employ trade, industrial, labour,
and immigration policies to influence employment creation, investment, and productivity. In the United
States, economic management also includes policies that encourage innovation, infrastructure development,
international trade, financial regulation, and labour market efficiency. The effectiveness of these policies
depends on sound institutions, political stability, policy coordination, and responsiveness to domestic and
global economic conditions (International Monetary Fund [IMF], 2024).

Immigration policy has become an increasingly important component of economic management because
migration significantly influences labour supply, production capacity, consumer demand, public finance, and
long-term economic growth. The United States has historically relied on immigrant workers to address
labour shortages in agriculture, construction, manufacturing, healthcare, hospitality, and technology sectors.
According to the Congressional Budget Office (2024), immigration contributes to labour-force expansion,
higher productivity, entrepreneurship, and increased tax revenues, thereby supporting economic growth.
However, governments often face the challenge of balancing the economic benefits of immigration with
concerns over wage competition, public expenditure, border security, and social integration. Consequently,
immigration reforms introduced under President Donald Trump between 2017 and 2026 became central to
broader debates concerning labour market performance, inflation, productivity, and fiscal sustainability
(OECD, 2024).

The period between 2017 and 2026 presented unique challenges for economic management in the United
States. During this period, policymakers confronted slowing labour-force growth, trade tensions, the
COVID-19 pandemic, rising inflation, supply-chain disruptions, increasing public debt, and persistent
workforce shortages. The Trump administration argued that restrictive immigration policies would
strengthen the domestic labour market, reduce unemployment among American workers, and improve
economic security by prioritizing citizens in employment opportunities (The White House, 2025).
Conversely, many economists maintained that significant reductions in immigration could constrain labour
supply, increase production costs, reduce business competitiveness, and weaken long-term economic
growth, particularly in industries dependent on immigrant labour (Brookings Institution, 2026; CBO, 2024).
These contrasting perspectives illustrate the complex relationship between immigration policy and effective
economic management.

Overall, economic management remains a fundamental responsibility of government because it determines
the ability of a nation to achieve sustainable development, macroeconomic stability, and improved living
standards. Successful economic management requires coherent policies that balance economic growth with
social welfare, fiscal responsibility, labour market efficiency, and national security. In the context of the
United States, the interaction between Donald Trump's immigration policies and broader economic
management strategies demonstrates how migration policies can influence employment, productivity,
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inflation, investment, public finance, and long-term economic performance. Therefore, examining economic
management within the framework of immigration policy provides valuable insights into the opportunities
and challenges facing the U.S. economy between 2017 and 2026.

National Development

National development refers to the comprehensive process of improving the economic, political, social,
technological, and institutional well-being of a country to enhance the quality of life of its citizens. It
encompasses sustained economic growth, equitable distribution of resources, poverty reduction, employment
generation, political stability, infrastructural development, good governance, education, healthcare,
environmental sustainability, and the protection of human rights. According to Todaro and Smith (2021),
national development is a multidimensional process involving structural transformation that improves
people's living standards through increased productivity, income, social equity, and institutional
effectiveness. Similarly, Seers (1969) argued that true national development should be assessed by the extent
to which poverty, unemployment, and inequality are reduced rather than solely by increases in national
income. Thus, national development goes beyond economic expansion to include improvements in human
welfare and sustainable societal progress.

The achievement of national development depends largely on the formulation and implementation of sound
public policies, effective governance, and efficient management of national resources. Governments play a
central role in promoting development through fiscal and monetary policies, investment in infrastructure,
education, healthcare, technological innovation, industrialization, and the maintenance of law and order. The
United Nations Development Programme (UNDP, 2024) emphasizes that national development should be
people-centred, focusing on expanding individuals' capabilities and opportunities through inclusive
economic growth, quality education, healthcare, gender equality, and environmental sustainability. Likewise,
the World Bank (2024) notes that sustainable national development requires strong institutions, political
stability, effective public administration, and policies that promote private sector investment and social
inclusion. Consequently, countries with stable institutions and effective governance are generally better
positioned to achieve long-term development objectives.

Immigration has increasingly become an important determinant of national development, particularly in
developed economies such as the United States. Immigration contributes to labour-force expansion,
entrepreneurship, technological innovation, investment, and demographic renewal, thereby supporting long-
term economic growth. According to the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development
(OECD, 2024), migrants contribute significantly to productivity, innovation, tax revenues, and labour
market flexibility in many advanced economies. However, immigration also presents policy challenges
related to border security, public expenditure, labour market competition, housing, and social integration.
During Donald Trump's administrations (2017-2021 and from 2025), immigration policy became closely
linked to broader national development objectives through efforts to strengthen border security, protect
domestic employment, and enhance national sovereignty. While proponents argued that restrictive
immigration policies would improve economic security and reduce the fiscal burden associated with
unauthorized migration, critics contended that reduced immigration could constrain labour supply, slow
economic growth, and diminish the country's long-term competitiveness (Congressional Budget Office
[CBO], 2024; Brookings Institution, 2026).

Overall, national development is a continuous and multidimensional process that requires a balance between
economic growth, social welfare, political stability, and effective governance. Sustainable national
development cannot be achieved through economic policies alone but requires coordinated efforts in human
capital development, institutional strengthening, infrastructure expansion, security, and inclusive public
policy. In the context of the United States, the interaction between immigration policy and national
development illustrates how migration influences labour markets, productivity, fiscal sustainability,
innovation, and demographic trends. Therefore, examining Donald Trump's immigration policies within the
broader framework of national development provides valuable insights into how immigration reforms affect
economic management, governance, and the overall developmental trajectory of the United States between
2017 and 2026.

Empirical Review

Donald Trump's immigration policies between 2017 and 2026 were characterized by an enforcement-
oriented approach aimed at reducing both illegal and certain categories of legal immigration while
strengthening border security and prioritizing national interests. Guided by the "America First" doctrine, the
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administration sought to protect American workers, enhance public safety, reinforce national sovereignty,
and reduce unauthorized migration through a combination of executive actions, administrative reforms, and
stricter immigration enforcement measures (Pierce & Bolter, 2024). Unlike previous administrations that
emphasized comprehensive immigration reform, Trump's approach focused primarily on border control,
interior enforcement, restrictions on asylum, and tighter legal immigration procedures. These policies were
implemented through executive orders, presidential proclamations, agency directives, and enhanced
cooperation among federal, state, and local authorities (Migration Policy Institute, 2025).

One of the most significant features of Trump's immigration policy was the strengthening of security along
the United States—Mexico border. The administration expanded the construction of the border wall, deployed
additional Border Patrol officers and military personnel, enhanced surveillance technology, and declared a
national emergency to secure funding for border infrastructure (Congressional Research Service [CRS],
2025). Following Trump's return to office in 2025, additional executive actions further intensified border
enforcement through stricter inspection procedures, expanded surveillance systems, and increased
operational control of the southern border. These measures were intended to curb illegal border crossings,
combat human trafficking, reduce drug smuggling, and prevent the activities of transnational criminal
organizations (The White House, 2026). According to the Migration Policy Institute (2025), strengthening
border security remained the foundation upon which the administration built its broader immigration
enforcement strategy.

Another defining feature of Trump's immigration agenda was the expansion of immigration enforcement and
deportation within the United States. The administration significantly increased Immigration and Customs
Enforcement (ICE) operations, expanded detention facilities, accelerated deportation proceedings, and
prioritized the removal of undocumented immigrants, particularly those convicted of criminal offences
(Meissner & Gelatt, 2023). During the second Trump administration beginning in 2025, executive orders
broadened deportation priorities, increased funding for immigration enforcement agencies, and strengthened
cooperation between federal immigration authorities and state and local law enforcement agencies (CRS,
2025). These measures aimed to improve the identification, detention, and removal of individuals residing
unlawfully in the United States while reinforcing compliance with federal immigration laws (Pierce &
Bolter, 2024).

The administration also introduced significant restrictions on asylum seekers and refugee admissions as part
of its efforts to discourage irregular migration. Stricter eligibility requirements for asylum applicants were
implemented, annual refugee admission ceilings were substantially reduced, and several humanitarian
protection programmes were suspended or modified (Meissner & Gelatt, 2023). One of the most notable
policies was the reinstatement of the Migrant Protection Protocols (Remain in Mexico), which required
many asylum seekers to remain in Mexico while awaiting immigration hearings in the United States
(Migration Policy Institute, 2025). In addition, the administration imposed tighter screening procedures,
limited humanitarian parole programmes, and introduced new administrative rules intended to reduce
asylum claims and discourage irregular border crossings (The White House, 2026).

Although much public attention focused on illegal immigration, Trump's policies also sought to tighten legal
immigration pathways. The administration strengthened visa screening procedures, enhanced background
investigations, increased scrutiny of employment-based and family-sponsored immigration categories, and
promoted a merit-based immigration system that prioritized skilled migrants with qualifications considered
beneficial to the U.S. economy (Pierce & Bolter, 2024). During the second administration, additional
restrictions affected visa processing, Temporary Protected Status (TPS), humanitarian parole, and several
legal immigration programmes as part of broader efforts to align immigration with national economic and
security objectives (Migration Policy Institute, 2025). These reforms reflected the administration's view that
immigration should primarily serve the interests of American workers and economic competitiveness (The
White House, 2026).

A distinguishing implementation strategy of Trump's immigration agenda was its extensive reliance on
executive authority rather than comprehensive legislative reform. The administration utilized presidential
executive orders, proclamations, administrative regulations, and agency directives to introduce immigration
reforms rapidly despite persistent political divisions within Congress (CRS, 2025). Executive actions
addressed border enforcement, deportation priorities, refugee admissions, asylum regulations, visa
processing, birthright citizenship debates, and immigration enforcement across federal agencies. This
approach enabled the administration to implement policy changes efficiently while avoiding lengthy
legislative negotiations (Migration Policy Institute, 2025). Scholars argue that this reliance on executive
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action represented one of the most distinctive characteristics of Trump's immigration governance and
significantly reshaped the administration of U.S. immigration policy (Pierce & Bolter, 2024).

Finally, Trump's immigration policies placed considerable emphasis on federal-state cooperation and
national security. The administration encouraged state and local governments to cooperate with federal
immigration authorities through information sharing, detention agreements, and joint enforcement operations
(CRS, 2025). Immigration was increasingly framed as a national security issue, leading to enhanced security
screening for visa applicants, stricter background checks, restrictions on entry from countries considered
security risks, and stronger measures against transnational criminal organizations involved in human
trafficking, terrorism, and narcotics trafficking (The White House, 2026). By integrating immigration policy
with homeland security objectives, the administration sought to strengthen border integrity, improve public
safety, and reinforce national sovereignty while reducing unauthorized migration (Meissner & Gelatt, 2023).
Donald Trump's immigration policies between 2017 and 2026 have generated significant debate regarding
their implications for economic management in the United States. The administration argued that stricter
immigration controls would protect American workers, reduce illegal immigration, strengthen national
security, and improve economic efficiency by prioritizing domestic employment opportunities (The White
House, 2025). Accordingly, policies such as enhanced border security, increased deportations, tighter
asylum regulations, reduced refugee admissions, and stricter visa requirements were designed to reduce the
inflow of undocumented migrants and reshape legal immigration in favour of highly skilled workers (Pierce
& Bolter, 2024). However, many economists contend that these restrictive measures have created new
economic management challenges by reducing labour supply, increasing production costs, and slowing
labour-force expansion, particularly in sectors traditionally dependent on immigrant labour (Congressional
Budget Office [CBO], 2024). The resulting policy debate reflects the complex relationship between
immigration control and macroeconomic performance.

One of the most significant implications of Trump's immigration policies has been their impact on the
United States labour market. Immigrants constitute an essential component of the American workforce,
particularly in agriculture, construction, healthcare, manufacturing, hospitality, transportation, and
information technology. The tightening of immigration enforcement and reductions in both legal and
undocumented migration contributed to labour shortages across several industries, making it increasingly
difficult for employers to recruit workers (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development
[OECD], 2024). Consequently, businesses experienced rising labour costs as wages increased in response to
reduced labour availability. While these wage increases benefited some native-born workers, employers also
faced higher operating expenses, delays in production, and increased recruitment costs (Brookings
Institution, 2026). According to the Congressional Budget Office (2024), slower labour-force growth
resulting from reduced immigration may constrain employment expansion and reduce the economy's long-
term productive capacity.

Trump's immigration policies also had important implications for economic growth. Immigration has
historically supported U.S. economic expansion by increasing labour-force participation, encouraging
entrepreneurship, stimulating innovation, and expanding consumer demand. Numerous studies indicate that
immigrants contribute significantly to business creation, technological advancement, and productivity
growth (OECD, 2024; IMF, 2025). The reduction in immigration during Trump's administrations coincided
with slower labour-force growth, which economists argue may reduce potential gross domestic product
(GDP) growth over time (CBO, 2024). Although the administration maintained that prioritizing American
workers would strengthen domestic employment and increase economic resilience, critics argued that
persistent labour shortages in key sectors reduced production capacity, constrained private investment, and
weakened the competitiveness of American industries in global markets (Brookings Institution, 2026). These
developments suggest that immigration policy has become an important determinant of long-term economic
performance.

Another significant implication relates to fiscal sustainability. The Trump administration argued that
reducing illegal immigration would lower government expenditure on public services, including healthcare,
education, housing assistance, and welfare programmes provided to undocumented immigrants (The White
House, 2025). From this perspective, stricter immigration enforcement would reduce fiscal pressure on
federal, state, and local governments while improving budgetary efficiency. However, several economic
studies suggest that immigrants also make substantial fiscal contributions through income taxes, payroll
taxes, consumption taxes, and Social Security contributions, many of which are paid regardless of
immigration status (OECD, 2024). Furthermore, reduced immigration contributes to slower population
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growth and an ageing workforce, thereby shrinking the future tax base needed to finance pensions,
healthcare, and other public expenditures (Congressional Budget Office, 2024). Consequently, while
restrictive immigration policies may reduce certain short-term public expenditures, they may simultaneously
create long-term fiscal sustainability challenges associated with declining labour-force participation and
reduced government revenue.

The implications of Trump's immigration policies are also evident in labour productivity and business
efficiency. Productivity growth depends largely on the availability of skilled and unskilled workers,
technological innovation, investment, and efficient allocation of human resources. Immigrants have
historically contributed to productivity by filling labour shortages, introducing specialized skills,
establishing businesses, and supporting research and innovation in sectors such as healthcare, engineering,
science, and information technology (International Monetary Fund [IMF], 2025). The tightening of
immigration regulations reduced access to foreign workers in several industries, compelling businesses to
operate below optimal production capacity or incur higher labour costs to attract domestic workers (OECD,
2024). Labour shortages also disrupted agricultural production, manufacturing operations, construction
projects, and healthcare delivery, thereby reducing operational efficiency and increasing inflationary
pressures through higher production costs (Brookings Institution, 2026). These outcomes illustrate the
important relationship between immigration policy, workforce availability, and national productivity.
Beyond these sectoral effects, Trump's immigration policies influenced broader macroeconomic
management by interacting with inflation, labour market adjustment, demographic change, and investment
decisions. Reduced immigration contributed to tighter labour markets, which placed upward pressure on
wages and production costs, particularly during periods of post-pandemic economic recovery between 2021
and 2026 (IMF, 2025). While higher wages improved earnings for some domestic workers, they also
increased business operating costs, contributing to inflationary pressures in labour-intensive industries. In
addition, slower population growth resulting from reduced immigration affected housing demand, consumer
spending, and long-term investment decisions. The Congressional Budget Office (2024) projects that
sustained immigration contributes positively to labour-force expansion and GDP growth, suggesting that
prolonged reductions in migration could moderate future economic growth and reduce overall economic
dynamism.

Donald Trump's immigration policies produced mixed implications for economic management in the United
States. Supporters argue that stronger immigration enforcement enhanced border security, reduced
unauthorized migration, protected domestic employment, and promoted national sovereignty (The White
House, 2025). Conversely, many scholars and international economic institutions contend that restrictive
immigration policies contributed to labour shortages, slower labour-force growth, reduced productivity,
fiscal challenges associated with demographic ageing, and weaker long-term economic growth (Brookings
Institution, 2026; OECD, 2024). The overall impact therefore reflects a trade-off between achieving stricter
immigration control and maintaining the labour-force expansion and innovation necessary for sustained
economic development. Consequently, the experience of the United States between 2017 and 2026
demonstrates that immigration policy has become an integral component of economic management,
influencing labour markets, fiscal sustainability, productivity, and long-term national competitiveness.

Theoretical Framework

This paper is anchored on Economic Nationalism theory. The intellectual foundations of Economic
Nationalism can be traced to the writings of Alexander Hamilton and Friedrich List during the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuries. Economic Nationalism Theory is a political economy perspective which argues
that the primary purpose of economic policy is to advance national interests by protecting domestic
industries, preserving employment, strengthening national sovereignty, and reducing dependence on foreign
labour, capital, and goods. Unlike classical liberal economic theory, which emphasizes free markets and
unrestricted movement of labour and capital, Economic Nationalism advocates active government
intervention through protectionist measures such as tariffs, immigration controls, industrial policies, and
restrictions on foreign investment whenever such policies are considered necessary to safeguard the national
economy (Pryke, 2012). The theory assumes that economic prosperity and national security are closely
interconnected and that governments have a responsibility to prioritize the welfare of their own citizens over
the interests of the global economy. Contemporary scholars describe economic nationalism as a strategy
through which states seek to strengthen and protect national economic capacity within an increasingly
competitive international environment.
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Hamilton argued that governments should protect emerging domestic industries through tariffs and strategic
public investment, while List maintained that unrestricted free trade could undermine developing national
economies by exposing them to stronger foreign competition before they become internationally
competitive. According to List's National System of Political Economy, government intervention is justified
where it promotes industrial development, employment creation, and national competitiveness. Modern
interpretations of the theory extend these ideas beyond trade policy to include labour markets, technological
development, immigration policy, and national security (Pickel, 2003; Pryke, 2012).

Economic Nationalism Theory provides an appropriate framework for understanding Donald Trump's
immigration policies between 2017 and 2026 because the administration consistently justified restrictive
immigration measures as instruments for protecting the American economy and promoting domestic
employment. Guided by the "America First" doctrine, the Trump administration argued that excessive
immigration particularly undocumented immigration placed downward pressure on wages, increased
competition for jobs, strained public resources, and weakened national sovereignty. Consequently, policies
such as expanded border security, stricter visa screening, increased deportations, tighter asylum regulations,
and efforts to establish a merit-based immigration system reflected the core assumptions of Economic
Nationalism, namely that government intervention should prioritize domestic workers and reduce reliance on
foreign labour (Baltz, 2021). Trump's broader economic agenda, including tariffs, reshoring of
manufacturing, and restrictions on immigration, has been widely characterized in the literature as an
expression of economic nationalism.

Despite its relevance, Economic Nationalism Theory has been criticized for placing excessive emphasis on
protectionism at the expense of international economic cooperation. Liberal economists argue that restrictive
immigration and trade policies may reduce labour mobility, limit access to skilled workers, increase
production costs, discourage innovation, and reduce overall economic efficiency. Critics also contend that
economies integrated into global production networks benefit from the free movement of labour, capital, and
technology, and that excessive economic nationalism can undermine long-term competitiveness and
economic growth. Nevertheless, proponents maintain that carefully designed nationalist economic policies
remain necessary to protect strategic industries, strengthen national resilience, and preserve domestic
employment in an increasingly globalized economy (Pryke, 2012; Baltz, 2021).

The theory is particularly relevant to this study because it explains the relationship between Trump's
immigration policy and the challenges of economic management in the United States from 2017 to 2026.
From the perspective of Economic Nationalism, restricting immigration is expected to improve employment
opportunities for citizens, strengthen national industries, enhance economic security, and reduce fiscal
pressures associated with unauthorized immigration. However, critics argue that excessive immigration
restrictions may generate labour shortages, reduce productivity, constrain innovation, and slow long-term
economic growth in sectors that depend heavily on immigrant workers. Thus, Economic Nationalism Theory
provides a useful analytical lens for evaluating whether Trump's immigration policies achieved their
intended objectives of protecting the U.S. economy or whether they contributed to broader challenges in
labour markets, fiscal sustainability, productivity, and economic growth. The theory therefore offers a
suitable framework for examining the complex interaction between immigration policy and economic
management during the Trump administrations.

METHODOLOGY

This study adopted a qualitative research design based entirely on secondary sources of data to examine
Donald Trump's immigration policy and the challenges of economic management in the United States
between 2017 and 2026. The qualitative approach was considered appropriate because it facilitated an in-
depth analysis of immigration policy developments, government actions, and their implications for labour
markets, economic growth, fiscal sustainability, and productivity. Data were obtained from credible
published and unpublished materials, including peer-reviewed journal articles, books, official government
publications, executive orders, congressional reports, policy briefs, reports of the Congressional Budget
Office (CBO), U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS), U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP),
U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS), Migration Policy Institute (MPI), International Monetary Fund
(IMF), World Bank, Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), and relevant
publications from the White House and other recognized international organizations. The use of secondary
documentary evidence provided comprehensive historical and contemporary information on the formulation,
implementation, and economic implications of Trump's immigration policies during the study period.
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Qualitative documentary research is widely recognized as appropriate for policy studies where official
records and institutional documents constitute the principal sources of evidence.

The data collected were analyzed using qualitative content analysis and thematic analysis. Relevant
documents were systematically reviewed, categorized, and coded according to the study objectives, with
themes developed around the major features of Trump's immigration policies and their implications for
labour markets, economic growth, fiscal sustainability, and productivity. Information obtained from different
documentary sources was compared and triangulated to improve the credibility, consistency, and validity of
the findings. The analysis involved identifying recurring policy patterns, similarities, differences, and
emerging trends across government reports, scholarly literature, and institutional publications. The findings
were subsequently presented in a descriptive narrative form, enabling a comprehensive interpretation of how
Donald Trump's immigration policies influenced the challenges of economic management in the United
States between 2017 and 2026. Qualitative content analysis and thematic analysis are well-established
approaches for systematically examining policy documents and other secondary sources in social science
research.

DATA PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS
Table 1: Analysis of the Major Features and Implementation Strategies of Donald Trump's
Immigration Policies (2017-2026)

S/N Major Feature/Implementation | Analysis Evidence/Indicators
Strategy
1 Border Security Enhancement The Trump administration prioritized | Federal border security

border security through the expansion | appropriations exceeded N8.63
of the U.S.—Mexico border wall, | trillion (approximately US$5.4
increased deployment of Border Patrol | billion) for border infrastructure
personnel, surveillance technology, | and enforcement initiatives during
and stricter border enforcement. These | the period.

measures aimed to reduce illegal
border crossings and  improve
homeland security.

2 Expansion of Immigration | Immigration and Customs | ICE enforcement and detention
Enforcement Enforcement (ICE) intensified | programmes received over N2.40
workplace raids, detention operations, | trillion (approximately US$1.5
and deportation activities. Executive | billion) annually during the study
Orders expanded enforcement | period.

priorities and increased cooperation
with state and local authorities.

3 Restriction of Asylum and Refugee | The administration tightened asylum | Refugee admissions declined
Admissions eligibility, reduced refugee admission | significantly = compared  with
ceilings, reinstated the Migrant | previous administrations, while
Protection Protocols (Remain in | asylum processing became more
Mexico), and limited humanitarian | restrictive.

parole programmes to discourage
irregular migration.

4 Tightening Legal Immigration Visa screening procedures were | Processing  requirements  for
strengthened,  background  checks | employment visas, Temporary
expanded, and employment-based and | Protected Status (TPS), and
family-sponsored immigration | humanitarian programmes
received greater scrutiny. Greater | became more restrictive between
emphasis was placed on merit-based | 2017 and 2026.

immigration.
5 Executive Orders and | Immigration reforms were | More than 30 major executive
Administrative Reforms implemented primarily through | immigration actions were
executive orders, presidential | introduced between 2017-2021

proclamations, and agency regulations | and resumed after January 2025.
rather than congressional legislation,
enabling rapid policy implementation.

Source: Researcher's compilation from U.S. Department of Homeland Security (2025); Congressional Budget Office
(2024); Migration Policy Institute (2025); U.S. Customs and Border Protection (2025).
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The analysis in Table 1 indicates that Donald Trump's immigration policies between 2017 and 2026 were
predominantly enforcement-driven and implemented through extensive executive authority. The
administration devoted substantial financial resources to strengthening border security, with federal
appropriations exceeding N8.63 trillion (US$5.4 billion) for border infrastructure, surveillance technology,
and increased deployment of Border Patrol personnel, demonstrating that border protection was a central
policy priority. Similarly, immigration enforcement was intensified through increased funding of over ¥2.40
trillion (US$1.5 billion) annually for Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), enabling expanded
detention operations, workplace raids, and deportation activities. The findings further reveal that the
administration adopted stricter asylum and refugee policies by reducing refugee admissions, tightening
asylum eligibility, and reinstating the Migrant Protection Protocols (Remain in Mexico) to discourage
irregular migration. In addition, legal immigration became more restrictive through enhanced visa screening,
expanded background checks, and greater emphasis on merit-based immigration. The implementation of
these reforms relied heavily on executive orders, presidential proclamations, and administrative regulations,
with more than 30 major executive immigration actions issued during the study period. Overall, the findings
suggest that Trump's immigration agenda was characterized by a comprehensive strategy combining border
security, stricter immigration enforcement, restrictive legal and humanitarian immigration policies, and
extensive use of executive powers to rapidly implement immigration reforms in pursuit of national security
and economic objectives

Table 2: Analysis of the Implications of Donald Trump's Immigration Policies on Economic
Management Challenges in the United States (2017-2026)

S/N Economic Analysis Economic Evidence
Management
Indicator

1 Labour Markets | Reduced immigration contributed to labour | Average labour costs increased by
shortages in  agriculture, healthcare, | approximately 4.8% annually, while
hospitality, manufacturing, and | labour shortages affected more than
construction, increasing recruitment costs | 9 million job vacancies during
and wage pressures in labour-intensive | 2022-2025.
sectors.

2 Economic Slower immigration reduced labour-force | U.S. GDP growth fluctuated from

Growth growth, limiting productive capacity and | 2.3% (2019) to 2.1% (2025
moderating long-term GDP growth despite | estimate), while labour-force growth
improvements in domestic employment for | slowed considerably.
some occupations.

3 Fiscal Although reduced illegal immigration was | Federal public debt exceeded ¥57.6

Sustainability expected to lower expenditure on public | quadrillion (approximately US$36
services, slower population growth reduced | trillion) by 2025, increasing fiscal
future tax revenues needed to finance | sustainability concerns.

Social Security, Medicare, and other public
programmes.

4 Productivity Labour shortages reduced production | Agricultural and manufacturing
efficiency in sectors dependent on | sectors  experienced  increased
immigrant workers, increased production | operating costs estimated at over
costs, and constrained business expansion | 3¥4.8 trillion (approximately US$3
and investment. billion) annually due to labour

shortages.

5 Inflation and | Reduced labour availability contributed to | Inflation remained above the Federal

Business Costs | higher wages and increased production | Reserve's target for much of 2022-
costs, thereby exerting inflationary pressure | 2025, while business operating costs
across labour-intensive industries. continued to increase.

Source: Researcher's compilation from Congressional Budget Office (2024); International Monetary Fund (2025);
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (2024); U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics (2025); Brookings
Institution (2026).
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The analysis in Table 2 reveals that Donald Trump's immigration policies had significant implications for
economic management in the United States, particularly in the areas of labour markets, economic growth,
fiscal sustainability, productivity, and inflation. The findings indicate that reduced immigration contributed
to labour shortages in key sectors such as agriculture, healthcare, hospitality, manufacturing, and
construction, resulting in average labour cost increases of approximately 4.8% annually and leaving more
than 9 million job vacancies between 2022 and 2025. The slowdown in immigration also reduced labour-
force growth, contributing to a moderation in long-term economic expansion, as reflected in the decline in
U.S. GDP growth from 2.3% in 2019 to an estimated 2.1% in 2025. Although the administration anticipated
that stricter immigration controls would reduce public expenditure associated with illegal immigration, the
findings suggest that slower population growth weakened the future tax base needed to finance programmes
such as Social Security and Medicare, while the federal public debt exceeded ¥57.6 quadrillion
(approximately US$36 trillion) by 2025, raising concerns about fiscal sustainability. Furthermore, labour
shortages reduced productivity by increasing production costs and limiting business expansion, with the
agricultural and manufacturing sectors incurring additional operating costs exceeding ¥N4.8 trillion
(approximately US$3 billion) annually. Reduced labour availability also exerted upward pressure on wages
and production costs, contributing to inflation that remained above the Federal Reserve's target throughout
much of 2022-2025. Overall, the findings suggest that while Trump's immigration policies strengthened
immigration control, they also created important economic management challenges by constraining labour
supply, reducing productivity, slowing economic growth, increasing fiscal pressures, and contributing to
inflationary trends in the United States.

DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS

The findings revealed that Donald Trump's immigration policies between 2017 and 2026 were primarily
characterized by stricter border security, expanded immigration enforcement, tighter asylum and refugee
policies, restrictions on legal immigration, and extensive reliance on executive orders as the principal
implementation strategy. The study found that the administration allocated substantial financial resources
toward strengthening border infrastructure and enforcement, expanded the operational capacity of
Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), tightened visa screening procedures, and reinstated restrictive
asylum measures such as the Migrant Protection Protocols. These findings support the assumptions of
Economic Nationalism Theory, which argues that governments should prioritize national security, domestic
employment, and economic sovereignty through interventionist policies. The findings are consistent with the
studies of Pierce and Bolter (2024) and the Migration Policy Institute (2025), which observed that the Trump
administration fundamentally reshaped U.S. immigration policy through executive actions rather than
comprehensive legislative reforms. Similarly, Meissner and Gelatt (2023) reported that the administration's
immigration agenda emphasized border control, deportation, and restrictions on humanitarian and legal
migration as central instruments for achieving its broader economic and national security objectives.

The findings further showed that Trump's restrictive immigration policies produced significant implications
for economic management in the United States. The reduction in immigration contributed to labour
shortages in agriculture, healthcare, construction, manufacturing, and hospitality, increased labour costs,
constrained productivity, and moderated long-term economic growth due to slower labour-force expansion.
The study also found that although stricter immigration controls were intended to reduce public expenditure
associated with illegal immigration, they simultaneously weakened the future tax base needed to finance
federal social programmes, thereby raising concerns about fiscal sustainability. Furthermore, labour
shortages increased production costs and contributed to inflationary pressures across labour-intensive
industries. These findings corroborate the studies of the Congressional Budget Office (2024), which
concluded that reduced immigration slows labour-force growth and lowers potential GDP growth, and the
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD, 2024), which found that immigration
contributes significantly to productivity, innovation, and fiscal revenues in advanced economies. Likewise,
the International Monetary Fund (IMF, 2025) observed that sustained reductions in migration can constrain
economic output, reduce business competitiveness, and complicate macroeconomic management,
particularly in ageing economies such as the United States. Overall, the findings suggest that while Trump's
immigration policies strengthened border enforcement and immigration control, they also generated
important economic management challenges affecting labour markets, productivity, fiscal sustainability, and
long-term economic growth.
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CONCLUSION

The study concluded that Donald Trump's immigration policies between 2017 and 2026 were characterized
by stricter border security, expanded immigration enforcement, tighter asylum and refugee regulations,
restrictions on legal immigration, and extensive reliance on executive orders for policy implementation.
These measures reflected an enforcement-oriented approach aimed at reducing unauthorized immigration,
strengthening national security, and protecting domestic employment under the "America First" agenda.
While the policies achieved greater immigration control and reinforced border management, they also
significantly influenced the broader economic management of the United States.

The study further concluded that Trump's immigration policies had mixed implications for the U.S.
economy. Although they were intended to protect American workers and reduce the fiscal burden associated
with illegal immigration, the restrictive immigration measures contributed to labour shortages in key sectors,
slower labour-force growth, reduced productivity, increased production costs, and concerns regarding long-
term fiscal sustainability and economic growth. Therefore, the study concludes that effective immigration
policy should balance border security objectives with the labour market and economic requirements
necessary for sustainable national development and macroeconomic stability.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. The United States government should adopt a balanced immigration policy that maintains effective
border security while providing legal and flexible immigration pathways for skilled and essential
workers to address labour shortages, enhance productivity, and support sustainable economic
growth.

2. Policymakers should ensure that future immigration reforms are accompanied by comprehensive
economic impact assessments to evaluate their effects on labour markets, fiscal sustainability,
productivity, and long-term economic performance before major policy changes are implemented.
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