
Trump’s family separation policy Vs. the Public 

Introduction 

Every democratic practice entails that citizens form opinions of their own on all kinds of matters 

governing the state. The public has the right to choose their political representatives via 

elections, to express their approval or disapproval of any legislative proposal that affects them in 

any way. Public opinions also play a pivotal role in deciding the success of constitutional 

amendments and policies (Nutrition Economics, 2017). Jeremy Bentham, an English economist 

and philosopher (1748-1832) felt that the main difficulty of a policy maker as being “in 

conciliating the public opinion, in correcting it when erroneous, and in giving it that bent which 

shall be most favorable to produce obedience to his mandates.”  Simultaneously, Bentham and 

his fellows at the time believed public opinion to be a crucial element in keeping a check on the 

authority of the politicians. 

The political ideas and inclinations of private persons are mostly informed, strengthened or 

stimulated by external bodies such as a specific concerned group, a campaigning newspaper, 

informing media agencies or government officials. Similarly when it comes to the elected 

presidential in any state of the world, the common citizen does not shy away from showing 

support or disapproval to the elect and the ensuing policies.  

Donald trump in this regard supersedes most if not all of the political figures in history as he 

happens to be a widely discussed and criticized president globally. A recent survey by Pew 

Research Centre indicated that a vast majority of Americans do not like the way Donald Trump 

conducts himself as a governing official. Only 15% of Americans liked his conduct while 53% 



according to the very poll disliked his attitude as a commander in chief. 30 percent though had 

‘mixed feelings’ regarding him (Lardieri, 2020).  

Those in favour of him presiding applaud his contributions to economic sector and his dedication 

towards making America great while those in opposition not only rebut this idea by stating their 

opinion on how economic growth was already boosting but strongly condemn his foreign and 

immigration policies. 

Rationale 

One of the worst and most critical amendments to have ever been part of Trump’s immigration 

policies was the ‘trump administration family separation policy’. Soon after stepping into 

office, president Trumps administration started turning towards an option that had been for years 

regarded as the most fissile and cruel effort in dismantling the illegal immigration system despite 

the fact that it had been a long standing issue faced by several former admin bodies in America 

as well. It was decided that children will be taken and separated from families who would be 

caught attempting to enter the country illegally. The homeland security secretary, John F. Kelly 

stated; march 2017, “in order to deter more movement along this terribly dangerous network.” 

(Hirschfeld Davis and D. Shear, 2018). 

 Illegal immigration levels splurged increasingly for more than a decade but seasonal 

unauthorized influx from across the border had been the source of great distress for American 

officials forcing them to take stricter measures in an attempt to keep a check on migrants trying 

to seek unlawful asylum in the country. Even then, the very idea of tearing apart devastated 

shelter seeking families by taking away children from their parents was not only viewed by Bush 

and Obama as an extremely dangerous political step but also a very inhumane idea at its core to 



be even considered as an addition to the American foreign policy. Trump however was hell bent 

on making immigration issues the steering wheel of his administration as the president of US 

(Hirschfeld Davis and D. Shear, 2018) 

The policy attracted significant condemnation and outcry from not only the general public but 

also from multiple human rights activist, social workers, religious, medical and scientific groups 

both local and international. A public survey conducted in June 2018 showed that the step 

remained extremely unpopular and did not sit well with the majority of Americans and 

approximately only 25 percent of the local civilians supported the act. The policy came as a huge 

shock to many observers who couldn’t help but compare the detainment of children to 

concentration camps (Mallory, 2018). 

Media sources played a huge role in not only disseminating the truth to the general public but 

also in shaping the public opinion regarding Trump’s office and administration. Intense and 

prolonged negative media coverage over the course of several weeks compelled Donald Trump 

to avert or officially resign from this policy that started in mid-April 2018 and led to the 

separation of more than 2,300 children from their parents. Trumps administration succumbed to 

the extreme pressure by approximately two thirds of Americans and even from prominent 

conservatives who were of the view that this step was politically very damaging thus should be 

aborted. All of this was also indicative of the fact that even though of Trump holds high 

disregard for the mainstream media, he is still susceptible to the damages caused by it (Esparza, 

2018). 

 

 



Analysis 

A lot of research and analysis has gone into presenting the unbounding power of media and 

photojournalism when it comes to bringing the voice of the victims to the forefront, in fact 

particularly if the victims of oppression happen to be mothers or innocent children. Susan D. 

Moeller of University of Maryland notes that they make “ideal victims”. “Seldom heard, though 

often photographed”. These victims suffering at the hands of unnerving tyranny are vital to a 

“morality play story line [which] rests on the fact that it is easy to understand and appreciate”. 

The images and news media footages of the detainment centers and such spread like a wildfire 

around the globe whether it was through social media like Facebook or twitter or the television 

media, pictures of innocent children inside cold cages using foil as blankets gave an impression 

and shaped a global notion that Trump's ’policies and actions towards immigrants are barbaric 

and ruthless. This idea was upheld by leading officials both locally and globally and even 

included people who otherwise supported Trump (Esparza, 2018). 

All of this led to severe public reactions and protests started appearing in several states across the 

nation in the start of June 2018, and on the thirtieth of June a new group called "Keep Families 

Together" organized a nationwide protest that attracted participants from all 50 states coming 

together to march in solidarity with the victims in around 600 cities and towns. “We will not 

stand for a country separating children from their families, and if you are silent on that issue, or 

you are somehow for that issue you're not getting re-elected” commented Lin-Manuel Miranda 

who even performed a song from the musical Hamilton for the Protestants. While demonstrators 

called for swift political activism, John Lewis the representative in Atlanta stated, “We've got to 

get out and vote like we never voted before.” Around 30,000 Protestants marched along the 



Brooklyn Bridge and kept chanting “Immigrants built this bridge.” Amidst the march (NBC, 

2018). 

Humanitarian organizations and civil rights groups along with others strongly condemned the 

practice of family separation at the borders. These included but were not limited to the League of 

Women Voters of the United States, the International Rescue Committee, the Anti-Defamation 

League, and the Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights under Law and the National Immigration 

Law Center. The policy of charging shelter seeking immigrants with a criminal offence was 

highly criticized and targeted by The Tahirih Justice Center (Fitzpatrick, Joan, 2018).  

It is a well-known idea that western public had become well acquainted and used to the acts of 

oppression and suffering taking place elsewhere in the world, in fact Moeller went ahead and 

called this a “compassion fatigue” however, this long running act reinstated the fact that 

debilitating episodes of such kind can even take place at home, in America. The July cover of 

Time Magazine known for capturing America’s history through its covers since 1923 presented a 

striking image that encapsulated the impact of the separation policy to a great degree. It featured 

a picture of Trump literally looking down upon a devastated, crying two year old, and a photo 

taken off of Getty images along with the heading, “Welcome to America. The Washington post 

stated that this particular image “has become a symbol of the Trump administration’s new ‘zero 

tolerance’ border policies”. Though it was soon clarified that the child in question had not been 

snatched away from his family, the power that the image held in garnering the kind of public 

opinion and reaction that it did, remained undisputed still (Esparza, 2018). 

 

 



Conclusion 

It is integral to note that the narrative in this case i.e. the US government putting the safety and 

mental health of innocent children at risk, separating asylum seeking families by inflicting such 

harsh suffering not only kept gaining popularity amongst the civilian masses locally and abroad 

it also played a very pivotal role in forcing trump to reconsider and avert his political ideologies 

when it came to immigrants. The public is given electoral power over its rulers in any democratic 

state which also enables the public to form opinions and state its approval or disapproval over 

policies that are instated by coming officials so much so that it can often force the ruling party to 

abolish or retract its political steps. 
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