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1. Abstract 

With the advent of the second Trump administration, new directives and policies for 

border control and immigration restrictions have emerged through various facets of the United 

States government. This thesis will aim to analyze select policies and techniques of migration 

and essentially seek to understand how racist discourses concerning migration fuel and enable 

expansive new surveillance technologies that are used upon the American population. Such 

research will be conducted through a critical and qualitative discursive analysis that will seek to 

define both an identifiable discourse and the demonstrable effects of it. Official texts and press 

releases from both the White House and the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) will be 

utilized as a source of migration discourse, with theoretical concepts derived primarily from 

Michel Foucault and Achille Mbembe being used to define the possible racist and postcolonial 

nature of such discourses. With a discourse identified and subsequently analyzed, the analysis 

will turn to Mobile Fortify, a policing application used by the DHS, and how this new technology 

coincides with the racialized nature of the aforementioned discourse and its connection to racist 

concepts outlined in the chosen theories. 
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2. Introduction 

In the lead-up to his campaign vying for reelection, Donald Trump had revitalized and 

strengthened his promises for his return to office in 2024. One that remained consistent and 

arguably at the center of his political career thus far was the perceived issue of illegal 

immigration. He and his campaign team vowed strong measures to close the Southern 

U.S.-Mexico border and halt the ‘invasion’, to expel dangerous migrant crime networks and all 

those associated, and gut all and any programs assisting any foreigners within the U.S. and those 

attempting to immigrate (The White House, 2025). This language and personality have been 

defining characteristics of Trump’s political career, spanning 10 years, from his campaigning to 

his eventual first successful presidential election in 2016. Following his reelection into office, 

Trump’s administration was quickly staffed and tasked with carrying out his objectives, which 

have manifested in a sharp increase in the investment and acquisition of numerous data 

collection technologies and tracking services (Ng, 2025). With these upticks in investments into 

surveillance technologies, reports of unusual encounters with Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement (ICE) and other immigration officials have spurred interest in the nature of these 

new technologies and their uses by agencies. Individuals who have engaged with ICE or 

attempted to monitor or note their activity have been met by agents seemingly able to obtain 

personal information such as names, addresses, and vehicles, and threaten these individuals by 

revealing this information and their ability to find them (Londsdorf et al., 2026). 

This thesis will seek to understand the rising development within ICE and the ongoing 

increases in immigration control that are manifesting in these newly developed technological 

advancements. The research will be utilizing the theoretical concepts laid out by Michel Foucault 

and his extensive work on biopolitics and his later work on governmentality and modern states. 

Alongside this, further theoretical ideas such as those by Achille Mbembe and his influential 

work on necropolitics within the postcolonial sphere, as well as additional critical work done by 

writers such as William Walters and Martina Tazzioli on Foucauldian concepts, will be utilized to 

understand these innovations through a racialized discourse on immigration and securitization. 

The focus of the paper will be on the application Mobile Fortify, which has been identified as the 

probable source of these encounters mentioned above (Lonsdorf et al., 2026). This application 

will be analyzed through a published official document outlining the intents and purposes of its 
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use. This will inturn allow the research to produce a connection between theorizing on the racist 

nature of Western postcolonial states and their efforts to secure sovereignty through borders, and 

the development of tools such as Mobile Fortify, among many others. 

3. Previous Research 

3.1 Foucault, Governmentality, and Biopolitics 
​ Extremely central to this thesis and its theoretical underpinnings is the variety of concepts 

and writings produced by Michel Foucault during his teaching at the Collège de France and in 

his widely influential work, some of which will be utilized in this thesis. What will serve as his 

primary and direct sources of writings will be his posthumously published series of lectures that 

were provided during his tenure at the Collège de France during the 1970s, where a majority of 

his later research was produced. Included within this collection of literature relevant to this thesis 

are his two series of lectures, Society Must be Defended (Foucault, 2003) from 1975-1976, and 

the subsequent Security, Territory, Population (Foucault, 2007) from 1977-1978. The former is 

essential for its discussions on conflict and his defined concepts of ‘race struggle’ as well as 

‘state racism,’ both of which will help inform and guide the theoretical lens used for analysis. 

Situated within a view of Western historical and political discourses on domination and power 

relations within a society (Foucault, 2003, pp.58-61). His follow-up of Security, Territory, 

Population developed a deeper understanding of what is essentially the state and tracking the 

genealogies of disciplines and conduct of the state. Alongside an expansion of biopower through 

analyzing a state's objective of population, he offers an alternative theme to his research of 

‘governmentality,’ which will be expounded upon later in this thesis (Foucault, 2007, p.108). 

​ A plethora of heavily influenced and Foucauldian-based research has stemmed from the 

great academic career of Foucault, and helped produce research that is equally as important in 

helping provide great analysis of his writings, as well as expanding critically upon his theoretical 

concepts and methodologies. A very well-researched publisher of Foucauldian research, William 

Walters, and his book Governmentality (2012), offers a very comprehensive overview of a 

concept that Foucault himself described as ‘feeble, diffuse, and lacunary’ (Foucault, 2007, 

p.116). Not only does Walters provide a greater comprehension of the core components of 
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governmentality, but he also provides guidance on how to understand and utilize this often 

difficult topic by addressing the incomplete aspects and weighing in critical perspectives. 

​ In addition to Foucault’s groundwork surrounding the concepts of death and killing 

within the perspective of biopower, Achille Mbembe and his concept of Necropolitics (2019) 

expand upon this concept in great detail and explore a more nuanced and contemporary lens on 

this phenomenon of exception within a biopolitical state. While there are many parallels and a 

noticeable influence from Foucault, such as war serving as a context for societal conflicts and 

biopower as a resource within capitalistic democracies, there is a very distinct post-colonial 

influence that guides the contexts of colonial subjugations on the global scale of Western 

empires. With direct references to writers such as Franz Fanon, the biopower he writes about is 

the labor stock of migrants and slaves, and the conflicts of war are those of European 

commercial and settler colonies (Mbembe, 2019, pp.10-11).  

3.2 Discipline and Migration Studies 

​ With the widespread influence and interest of Foucauldian concepts and his analytical 

frameworks, concepts such as governmentality, discipline, and biopolitics have found themselves 

becoming a staple insight into migration studies. One article, which was coauthored by two 

influential names in Foucauldian migration studies, Martina Tazzioli and William Walter, 

explored the concept of visibility within migrant experiences in relation to governmentality 

within the European context. This research endeavor sought to strengthen a weak connection 

between governmentality and the various conceptualizations of visibility (Tazzioli and Walters, 

2016). Similar to this, Walters and David Moffette attempted to bring in discussions around 

racialization and prejudice into the analytical framework of borders and governmentality. Their 

article was seeking to explore the connection between post-colonial and systemic racism within 

modern-day border regimes (Moffette and Walters, 2018). Both articles share a common 

perspective on the need for greater variety and inclusion of certain discourses, visibility, and 

race, respectively, and how such an inclusion could aid in greater understanding of the 

phenomena within migration and border politics. 

​ A short symposium of collected research articles on biopolitics within the context of 

migration and mobility studies offers various nuanced viewpoints in which to observe facets of 

borders and their understandings through various Foucauldian and non-Foucauldian concepts. 
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These articles range from insights on refugee experiences in Europe, critical perspectives on 

biopolitics and inversely necropolitics, and addressing Eurocentric situated research on borders 

(Minca et al., 2021, pp.4-5). Of particular attention for this thesis was Martina Tazzioli’s work on 

situating refugees’ lives within the context of mobility, and particularly the concept of circulation 

within Foucauldian theory. Drawing connections between bad circulation and unwanted 

migration, Tazzioli’s research offers interesting insights into understanding immigration through 

governmentality, while drawing a critical point of the necessity to draw in other theoretical 

perspectives, such as necropolitics, in order to achieve a more complete understanding (Minca et 

al., 2021, p.10). 

​ Although the previous research was contextualized in the European context, articles from 

both Agnieszka Radziwinowiczówna and Tamara Vukov draw biopolitical research focuses from 

the North American borders. Radziwinowiczówna’s article draws not from Foucault but 

Agamben’s conceptualization of bare life within the context of Mexican immigrants and their 

experiences within the United States deportation system. Highly insightful, the author pulled 

from interviews of deported individuals to map out the purposes of the increasingly sophisticated 

surveillance state of the American border through the experiences of immigrants being detained, 

moved, and tracked throughout their lives and even through numerous deportations 

(Radziwinowiczówna, 2022). Tamara Vukov’s research draws north towards the Canadian and 

U.S. border and analyzes the effects and purposes of initiatives on a highly algorithmic and 

technical border. The advent of the smart border is poised as an innovation that is post-racial and 

beneficial, but Vukov attempts to draw a biopolitical perspective to see how race impacts the 

techniques and outcomes of these new border policies and technologies. This draws from Achille 

Mbembe and his Necropolitics to view these borders are targetted towards certain racialized 

peoples, and how this is done through advanced biometric scanning (Vukov, 2016). 
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4. Theoretical concepts 

4.1 Biopolitics 

4.1.1 State Racism 

​ The conceptualizations of race and conflict within Foucault’s works were a central aspect 

of his lectures on society and his attempt to apply a lens of war-like power relations within 

society and the state. He essentially takes a stance on race that transcends the perhaps 

post-19th-century understanding of racialization that occurs, and instead takes it as a way to 

describe social relations of conflicts that precede the racist discourses of colonialism and social 

conservatism (Foucault, 2003, p.65). Race struggle and discourse, in accordance with Foucault, 

emerges to evolve the discourse of power –history– from one of sovereignty and rituals of power 

to one of race struggle. It is a proposed ‘counter-history’ that moves from unity under a 

sovereign, to a dividing force that places some within a privileged social order, and the others in 

a darkness that denies their claims to right and places them within a struggle to reclaim glory 

(Foucault, 2003, pp.69-71). The essential importance of this reordering of society is the 

emergence of social races, which may go beyond biological differences within the grand 

definition of race struggle, which begins to characterize power relations as one of perpetual 

conflicts of domination and subjugation (Foucault, 2003, pp.75-76).  

​ The turning point he identifies, and the one most pertinent to the analysis, is the 

production of a more biological racism, a state racism, as a racial struggle within the context of 

18th-century European colonial and domestic contexts (Foucault, 2003, p.82). It is an inversion 

of this prior identified race struggle that defined the concept of revolution and claims of right of 

the subjugated people, into one that sees these subjugated people as a threat to purity and the 

relation of sovereignty to this purity (Foucault, 2003, p.81). This racism that emerges serves as 

the function of a biopolitical state to essentially divide the existing population into races, such as 

the racial struggle, but insofar as to advocate and create the situation where the undesirable race’s 

destruction is not only preferable, but will enhance and strengthen the conditions of the life of 

the dominant, true race (Foucault, 2003, pp.254-255). The shift is described as one moving from 

a war-like, political conflict of a racial struggle into a biologically adverse relationship between 
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two races, based on the concepts of health and population purity found within biopolitics. It is 

essentially, within the words of Foucault, “it is the preconditions for exercising the right to kill.” 

It must also be noted that this ‘killing’ described is not limited to the taking of life of a race of 

people, but includes the political death of disenfranchisement, disappearance, and simply 

exposing one to death through an indirect murder (Foucault, 2003, p.256).  

​ The most core distinction here argued by Foucault is that the movement from race 

struggle to racism is the hierarchical nature that societal conflicts will be set against and viewed 

through. It is no longer that society will feature numerous races that will conflict for power and 

influence for survival, but the setting of a permanently classified inferior race, one that is against 

and below the superior race that is threatened on the biological level (Foucault, 2003, p.61). This 

new racist discourse perpetuates the unending and permanent classifications of a conflict that 

must essentially drive the society to pursue internal purification. Through this discourse is what 

Foucault identifies as the emergence of state racism, a social conservatism that will redefine the 

forces of normalization within the society (Foucault, 2003, pp.61-62). 

4.1.2 Suicidal State 

​ Within his discussions about the emergence of state racism within biopolitics, the concept 

of the suicidal state is briefly raised by Foucault as a sort of correlative product of a racist and 

murderous state, in which he finds that a more murderous state is a more racist one. With the 

introduction of the biological and mending it with the themes of war and power relations within 

society, this is what will allow the state to expose and even purposefully Moving from the race 

struggle framework that sought to define and combat more cultural and political enemies, 

becomes a purely biological one that will allow for a complete annihilation of the dangerous 

other (Foucault, 2003, p.257). But there is an even greater and more destructive nature to this 

new racist form of conflict in which the state can turn the violence inwards onto its own 

population. The race that one may belong to will not only be strengthened by the elimination of 

the other, but the process of purging the very peers of one's race will regenerate the whole racial 

body. As Foucault put it, “as more and more of our number die, the race to which we belong will 

become all the purer” (Foucault, 2003, p.257).  

His example of the Nazi state provides this escalation of a totally racist and murderous 

state, one that is nearly purely focused on biopolitical matters of regulation and disciplinary 
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measures of population (Foucault, 2003, pp.258-259). The totalization and limitless biopower 

that was exacted onto the German population reached beyond the various inferior races defined 

by the Nazis; they were threatened even onto those of the dominant race and most obedient in 

their disciplinary apparatuses. Telegram 71, the infamous order from Adolf Hitler to decimate 

the living conditions of the entire German social body at the end of the war, is provided by 

Foucault as an example of this most murderous state becoming a suicidal one, a state in which no 

race or body is safe from the violence that racism allows within a biopolitical regime (Foucault, 

2003, p.260).  

Notions of self-destruction may very well be cultivated within Mbembe’s writing on 

democratization and the processes of friend-enemy distinction through a postcolonial 

perspective. Pulling from the context that Foucault established in connecting the suicidal state 

with that of Nazi practices, as well as that of the soviet socialists, Mbembe argues that the 

methods and techniques of colonialism are what gave way to the Nazi project. It is through these 

shared, violent spaces of exception, the camp and the plantation, that sovereignty is founded and 

built upon, which in turn produces a necessary “endless war” (Mbembe, 2019, p.76). These 

modern functions and norms of war within a world of states are what shape the behaviors of 

internal endless war. The concept of a state’s right to declare war is complicated by the ideas of 

complete sovereignty and the prohibition of violating a state’s territory. Wars of civilizing the 

enemies of the pure race are often within, with the colonies and post-colonies becoming a 

frontier of combat in the fight of racist struggles (Mbembe, 2019, pp.76-77). The exceptionalism 

of this violence is what determines state policies and actions, not any legal or moral guidelines 

and norms that align themselves with peace and equality. “Colonial warfare” is instead guided by 

the ever-changing fantasies of conflict and death that never achieve a resolution; the internal war 

becomes a feature of the post-colony (Mbembe, 2019, pp.77-78). 

4.1.3 Necropolitics 

​ In a rather different context from that of Foucault, who often looked within Western 

contexts and the events of internal revolution and statecraft, within the work of necropolitics by 

Achille Mbembe, there is an almost entirely new repurposing of this concept of state killing 

through a postcolonial framework critical of modern Western democracies. His viewpoint of 

liberal democracy carries a highly critical perspective of its development and evolution to the 
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world one observes today, and ultimately sees it as a form of government that is highly racist, 

violent, and authoritarian (Mbembe, 2019, p.2). The beginnings of his work situated itself within 

the events of Western colonialism and the “repeopling” of the earth through it. This repeopling 

concerned itself with the economic exploitation and movement of individuals, which he 

identified through the commercial and settler colonies; the former providing purely asymmetrical 

wealth extraction and the latter a migration of colonizers to control distant lands (Mbembe, 2019, 

pp.10-12).  

It is against this backdrop, as argued by Mbembe, that democracy is contextualized in and 

best understood in its features. Western society is, in a way, two-sided by its features of 

democracy as well as its ability for colonialization and exploitation, and this prompted Mbembe 

to outline the destructive nature of these societies as the nocturnal body of democracies 

(Mbembe, 2019, p.15). The proposed “official story” of the emergence of Western European 

democracy aligns itself with virtuous characteristics of an ordered and peaceful society. Such a 

perspective is almost blatantly untrue within Mbembe’s postcolonial mapping; these so-called 

peaceful democracies are founded upon and continuously practice brutality and violence through 

institutional and commercial means (Mbembe, 2019, pp.16-17). Such contradictions are 

contextualized in the American colonial slave society of the 19th century and the subsequent 

history of the slow and bloody reclamation of rights, which the black population endured. Even 

with the right to vote and be present in the public sphere, the black individual was subjected to 

systemic violence, one that forces them to risk their lives to exercise their rights. Mbembe even 

raised the thinking of Thomas Jefferson, a celebrated founding figure of the United States 

mythos, who acknowledged this paradoxical nature of their democratic project, a perceived free 

nation built upon the allowed exceptional violence of slave labor (Mbembe, 2019, pp.17-18). It 

was not two faces of these societies that existed in opposition to each other, but a dualistic 

feature in which the nocturnal supported the free. 

A particular phenomenon that spawned from this repeopling objective of European 

colonialism was the concept of an inevitable apocalypse and subsequent annihilation that would 

plague the great colonial projects. Notably a concern of settler colonialists, Mbembe argued that 

this concept of rapture and purification is present throughout Judeo-Greek heritage claimed by 

the Christian empires of these colonies, and doesn’t necessarily propose an ending of humanity 

but rather a new humanity to replace it (Mbembe, 2019, pp.27-28). In this conceptualization, 
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there is a double movement that is born from such thinking that became present within the 

post-settler colony state, one that involves the praise and honoring of their societal origins and 

heritage, while fearing the arrival and encountering of the other that threatens to replace this 

heritage. Such otherness has many faces, but notably has manifested itself into the presence of 

the foreigner, the refugee, non-white, and unfamiliar (Mbembe, 2019, pp.29-30). The 

consequence of such a mythos that is constantly perpetrated throughout these postcolonial is the 

need to meet these threats, as they are constant and detrimental. The violence and killing are 

warranted. As Mbembe put it in the context of this violence being proposed as self-defense, “are 

they not, ultimately, the bearers of their own destruction?” What is now produced are 

democracies laden with violence as a necessity, to coldly kill these enemies with complete and 

total disregard for their humanity (Mbembe, 2019, pp.30-31).  

It is on these foundations and basis of colonial and mythological conceptions that 

Mbembe reaches a point of analysis that democracy is a force of separation, that these events and 

histories of repression are by their intended nature. While there is uncertainty whether such 

claims can be substantiated entirely, Mbembe notes the definitive nature of the contemporary 

democratic blueprint being one of hate, hostility, and othering of an enemy (Mbembe, 2019, 

p.42). One of these features is the desire for an enemy; in a democracy, it exists as a master 

desire, in which there exist numerous points of fixation that this state must overcome and 

conquer, as it becomes a vital point to statecraft and democratization. This fixation is one that 

must be constantly reinvented and created, as Mbembe admits that the fixation that is often 

supported, such as the foreign intruder, isn’t a real or concrete feature of their world. This is 

likened to apartheid states, such as Israel, and its subjugation of the Palestinians, who construct 

physical and imagined barriers of concrete and checkpoints, and domination of the other through 

ownership of their land, air, and water (Mbembe, 2019, pp.42-44). In this separation and 

conquering of the other, Mbembe notes that this desire doesn’t neceassirly severe the colonialist 

or democratic citizen from the enemy, but produces this relationship of connection. The self is 

only known through knowing who the other is essentially. This was likened to the issue that 

contexts such as South African Apartheid were unable to pursue a completion of a purity fantasy, 

and ultimately created a society of separation that relied on the inclusion of the other to 

continuously identify the self (Mbembe, 2019, pp.46-47). 

11 



 

Through the numerous facets of othering and the progression of great colonial projects 

and their developed identity and methods, Mbembe raises that now, within the 21st century, there 

have been great efforts of securitization, which is founded upon a great sense of insecurity. This 

fear of the other and desire to destroy it has now manifested itself into various military and 

disciplinary techniques in which the state must control life, both of the enemy and the citizen 

(Mbembe, 2019, p.54). These new techniques have developed the essential surveillance state, a 

permanent feature of control due to the indefinite nature of foreign dangers, which has seen an 

unprecedented technological advancement in data collection, processing, and algorithmic sorting. 

Mbembe argues that this process will begin to render humans nearly indistinguishable from that 

of these data flows, a sort of new electronic life that is robotically defined and administered 

(Mbembe, 2019, pp.54-55). These new technologies not only will contribute to the surveillance 

state and overall securitization, but will strengthen and enhance the influence and outreach of 

insecurity of the postcolony state. With ever-expanding interconnectedness and ease of 

expression, racist institutions and cultures will create great masses, virtual hordes that Mbembe 

argues will be what embodies the passions of separation and racist violence. These hordes will 

follow a culture of strength and respecting dominance through violence and fear, and will gladly 

live in fear of the heroic state that will blindly punish the uncertain enemy (Mbembe, 2019, 

p.56). 

4.2 Governmentality 

​ Coined by Foucault and sought to be understood across political studies, governmentality 

was created as a sort of analytical project by Foucault to seek to understand the nuances and true 

nature of the technologies and strategies of governance through a non-central, outside 

perspective (Foucault, 2007, pp.118-119). William Walter’s extensive research into the topic has 

produced various critical points of guidance when academics are to utilize this concept in their 

attempts to apply a Foucauldian lens to their political research. One of such precautions is to not 

see governmentality as an encompassing theoretical system, situated within a certain context or 

specific situations, but rather a toolbox and critical lens that admittedly isn’t even a fully formed 

perspective (Walters, 2012, p.5). Walters also points out the fact that in the discussion 

surrounding the ‘history of governmentality,’ certain concepts of forms of power should not be 

discredited to a linear progression of events that have definitive beginnings and endings. Such 
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concepts that are going to be explored below are power structures that have been provided 

throughout history but may very well reappear and influence the systems of the state later on 

(Walters, 2012, pp.23-24). 

​ Identified by Walters and provided as the primary sources of structures of Foucault’s 

lectures on governmentality (Foucault, 2007), this thesis will be looking at the two concepts of 

pastoral power and Raison d’Etat. While Walters identifies liberalism as a core tenet and perhaps 

the final defined stage of the history of governmentality, the previous two forms of power will be 

focused on as this thesis will argue for their reappearance and repurposing within the context of 

the current United States immigration enforcement policies and policing (Walters, 2012, p.21). 

Instead, to aid the focus of the theme of migration and the wider population within policing, the 

recurring concept of circulation will be explored in order to establish an understanding of the 

connection of security, governmentalization, and movement. 

4.2.1 The Pastorate 
​ The pastoral power is one that is identified as almost ancient by Foucault, but has 

undergone many transformations as the techniques of governance and state have evolved in 

Western societies. It is essentially power that is not invested within sovereignty or territory, but is 

invested within the population and people, a ‘power of care’ (Foucault, 2007, pp.127). The 

metaphor of ‘the shepherd’ and ‘the flock’ is frequently invoked to symbolize this relationship, 

mainly in a biblical sense, drawing from Christian theology. This pastorate is one who must keep 

an unending devotion to overseeing their flock, it must not allow misfortune to fall upon any 

sheep. In doing so, this power is one that individualizes the flock, for the pastor to ensure the 

flock’s survival and goodness, they must care for each and every single sheep and allow one to 

fall outside of this care (Foucault, 2007, pp.127-128). 

​ Of this specific Christian pastoralism, Foucault identifies numerous characteristics that 

are unique to this form of power that is exercised over a population. What was established within 

this pastorate, and Foucault does so in opposition to Greek thought, was the necessity of 

complete obedience of the sheep to the pastor. This leadership is not one of law or judicial 

oversight, but is a unique relationship between the forces of care and nurturing that must be 

unending and almost irrefuseable for the flock, one that must vary to care for each individual 

sheep (Foucault, 2007, p.174). While the Greek may seek a sort of specialized guidance, of 

which there is a specific goal and subsequent endpoint, the Christian pastorate demands a pure 
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obedience that is a total submission to a power that ensures the end goal of some defined 

salvation. As Foucault stated, ‘what does Christian obedience lead to?... quite simply more 

obedience,’ the such where the goal is no result, but continued and complete subordination 

(Foucault, 2007, p.177). 

​ With this obedience, the pastorate must concern itself with their methods of truth and 

teaching, essentially how to instill proper conduct amongst their flock and ensure each sheep 

pursues the goodness that their care prescribes. Foucault identified two fundamental aspects to 

this, the first being that the teaching is not a singular event of instruction, but is rather a 

continuous discipline and instructing onto the flock. This teaching can only be achieved through 

the almost omnipotent observation and supervision of the conduct of these sheep, always noting 

and correcting any impure conditions (Foucault, 2007, pp.180-181). The latter, which shares a 

sort of indefinite nature with the former, is one that Foucault identifies within the spiritual 

direction of Christian pastoralism. This spiritual direction is almost entirely involuntary and 

required, and is not one of circumstance or context, but is permanent. This direction does not 

produce a sort of self-mastery over one's own soul, but is an instrument of the director to force 

the sheep to tell about their own behavior, temptations, and impure thoughts (Foucault, 2007, 

p.182). 

​ Through this theorizing on pastoralism, Foucault quickly arrives at a crossroads of 

contradictory aspects of this form of power. This is what he identified as the distributive paradox 

of the Christian pastorate, which stems from this dual feature of the shepherd’s task to ensure the 

salvation of the whole flock, but also of each sheep (Foucault, 2007, p.168). What this dual 

responsibility raises is the conundrum of sacrifice in how to properly distribute this power of 

care among the sheep. The very individualization that occurs amongst the sheep puts the 

shepherd in the position to disregard the flock to save a sheep that may have strayed, as not a 

single sheep must be left behind (Foucault, 2007, pp.128-129). This, however, raises an equally 

conflicting proposition, as the shepherd must be able to sacrifice a singular sheep, one that 

possesses corruption and therefore poses the threat of corrupting the flock, in order to ensure the 

salvation of the flock. This sacrifice may result in the fate of such a sheep to be essentially 

“abandoned, possibly excluded, chased away, and so forth” (Foucault, 2007, p.169). Herein lies a 

form of power that is all-encompassing of a ‘flock’ or population’s conduct, one that allows both 

devotion to the life of and the possible sacrifice of such members to this pastor’s power. 
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​ While this Christian pastorate encounters various evolutions and changes in its adaptation 

and existence within Western societies, Walters draws distinct changes in this form of power and 

how such changes are relevant to the studies of contemporary political orders and power 

structures. The overall spread of Pastoralism that is identified through the many events and 

revolutions, develops what Walters identifies as a “political pressure” on the existing 

sovereignties of the time of its development (Walters, 2012, p.23). This political pressure will 

essentially move those in power to not only rule through sovereignty, but also to partake in this 

pastoralism and govern the people of their territory. This distinction between sovereignty and 

governance is most basically defined in one fashion as the former being a rule of law comprised 

within a territory, with the latter being one of concern to the directing of the resources, with 

population being one of them, to ensure a maximization of power (Foucault, 2007, p.99). It is 

now this almost combination of the two forms of political power that will be of great importance 

to the emergence of a new type of state. While pastoralism will not be what directly creates this 

new modern state, it will aid in creating what Walter’s identifies as the next subsequent art of 

government seen within raison d’etat (Walters, 2012, p.23). 

4.2.2 Raison d’État 

​ What translates from French to “reason of the state” is essentially just that, an art of 

government that Foucault identifies in 16th and 17th century Europe, is one that puts the ‘state’ 

at the center of political considerations. This new form of government will identify the national 

interests and the overall survival of the state, and prioritize this over all else (Walters, 2012, 

p.25). While the components and features that comprise what is identified as the modern state 

were not new in this injection of raison d’etat by Foucault, it was the essential change of 

perspective of a new rationality, one that will repurpose such instruments and mechanisms of tax, 

armies, law, and so on, into this all-encompassing effort of ‘the state’ (Walters, 2012, p.26). In 

Foucault’s breakdown of the term, the ‘reason’ manifests in the knowledge that is established 

through such disciplines as political science and calculation that will inform this new art of 

governance, and the ‘state’ is essentially the identifiable entity that comprises a set territory, 

juridical customs, institutions, and individuals of status (Foucault, 2007, pp.256-257; Walters, 

2012, p.27). This force is a conservative one that places the protection and survival of the state at 

its center, concerned not necessarily with the growth of the domain but with its continuous 
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perfecting and conditioning. Continuous is key in this understanding, as Foucault points out that 

this art of governance is not contingent on crisis or activated by a triggered need for security, but 

is an active process that is present in every moment of statecraft and internal affairs (Foucault, 

2007, pp.258-259).  

​ Foucault takes time to analyze how the three main concerns and focuses of the pastorate 

relate to, but are modified and adapted, this concept of raison d’etat. This concerns the ideas of 

salvation through the state, obedience to the direction of the state, and the production of truth 

(Foucault, 2007, p.261). Salvation is explored through the theoretical work and conceptualization 

of coup d’etat that arises with this art of governance within Western Europe. Here, Foucault 

distinguishes that this does not insinuate the concept of a seizure or change of leadership or 

sovereignty, but rather the necessities of the state through certain features of power (Foucault, 

2007, p.261). One of these features is the action of suspending the legal and normative systems 

that exist within a state in order to adapt to whatever pressing conditions are identified as 

dangerous to the order of the state. It is again this necessity that does not allow itself to bend to 

rigid laws and boundaries of balance, and will enable the state to mend the features of juridical 

structures or ignore them entirely (Foucault, 2007, pp.261-263). There is also a notion of 

violence to this concept of coup d’etat, which in fashion may even be comparable to the sacrifice 

of exclusion within pastoralism. This violence is the mechanism of direct force in ensuring rule 

and sovereign dominance within the territory. Foucault likened this to Charlemagne’s 

establishment of judges who essentially played the role of an anonymous arbitrator and 

executioner of Saxons, in which very little judicial process was involved, and resulted in even 

innocents facing lethal persecution. Distinguished from brutality as harm committed on a whim, 

political violence is “committed by the wise in concert” (Foucault, 2007, pp.263-264). The last 

feature, aside from salvation and violence, is the theatricality of the state. The coup d’etat is the 

vehicle in which the manifestation of raison d’etat is achieved in the state, and it must be an 

apparent and instantaneous irruption of sovereignty. It is the sovereign themselves that this 

salvation and violence must come from in order to subvert the requirements of legitimacy and 

the traditions of religious and customary rule (Foucault, 2007, pp.264-265). 

​ While the concept of obedience is not unimportant to the theorization of raison d’etat, in 

which Foucault draws on the idea of sedition and the theorization of its causes and remedies, it is 

in the interests of this thesis to turn greater focus to the last concern of truth (Foucault, 2007, 
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p.267). Prior to this raison d’etat, leaders were concerned with the wisdom of the functions of the 

state through the knowledge of the natural world and religious doctrine, and applying this to 

rules of behavior, as well as knowledge of law and morality that informed their rule. In this 

transformation, the sovereign does not disregard such wisdom, but will greatly expand to the 

knowledge of the components of the state and what comprises the strengths and pillars of their 

society (Foucault, 2007, pp.273-274). This is what Foucault identifies as “statistics,” the 

calculations and tallying of the resources, such as population rates, wealth circulation, and the 

taxation and extraction of value-laden environmental materials. This essentially turned the state 

into an almost research project, with the state not only executing the administrative ordeals and 

functions, but also creating institutions whose sole purpose is to produce and evaluate these 

elements and the effects administration has on them (Foucault, 2007, pp.274-275). There are two 

quick, additional notes made by Foucault on truth, and that is the necessity of secrecy of such 

statistics, in which the state must selectively publish knowledge to gatekeep data from enemies 

of the state. The other is on the public, in which the truth production within raison d’etat must 

align with and work upon the consciousness of the people. The state must avoid imposing 

unpopular beliefs of society, but instead modify and adapt the public opinions of the population 

to fit the goal of the survival and reason of the state (Foucault, 2007, p.275). 

​ With this new rationality of the state and the new objectives that are set within the 

interests of the state, two primary political techniques that arise and are identified by Foucault 

are the “military-diplomatic technology” and the technology of the “police.” The former of these 

is concerned with the competition of states and the goal of equilibrium within a specifically 

European context, but the latter is the political invention of bringing about and cultivating the 

internal nature of the territory into one that is most useful for the state (Walters, 2007, p.27). This 

institution is identified in a perhaps older context of western policing, as it is a highly technical 

and corrective monitoring of an inclusive and varied sense of state production that ranges from 

infrastructure, mining and forestry, commerce, and finance. The police then must take action in 

providing and ensuring a strict policy through regulation to ensure the highest production and 

efficiency possible for the state (Walters, 2012, p.27). There is an interesting connection made by 

Foucault in a strong remark that he makes on police, in which he states that the matters of police 

do not concern justice and must not be conflated to mean one another, but are instead an 

extension and manifestation of a permanent coup d’etat. This entails that the police are not 
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concerned with justice or law, but instead their purpose is to act in ignorance of judicial process 

and instead create regulations that will address details and of-the-moment issues concerning 

raison d’etat (Foucault, 2007, pp.339-340).  

4.2.3 Circulation 

​ Briefly mentioned throughout his lectures and reappearing in his mapping out of the 

genealogies of governmentality, Foucault problematizes the issue of what he calls ‘circulation’ as 

being a primary focus of the goal of security for states. He draws upon this concept when 

discussing the development of what is essentially the modern Western European town and how it 

attempted securitization through controlling movement in and out of the town (Foucault, 2007, 

p.17). Foucault identified that the objective of growth and stability was ensuring an equilibrium 

between ‘good’ and ‘bad’ circulation, and seeking a maximization of the former and a 

minimization of the latter. He spoke about certain aspects of circulation such as ventilation, 

hygiene and disease, commerce and tradeable goods, and particularly the issue of vagrancy, 

criminality, and delinquents (Foucault, 2007, p.18). This circulation of the town is an everlasting 

issue of planning and control, as it is noted that the town is unable to and knows that the 

complete elimination of the ‘bad’ and the exclusive intake of the ‘good’ is unachievable in the 

administration and project of circulation (Foucault, 2007, p.19). In the problematization of 

circulation, Foucault adapts the factor of “milieu” from biology, and even physics, which refers 

to the space between objects, or bodies, as a medium of action and exchange between these 

bodies and certain actions it helps propagate. This milieu is what will become the center of 

securitization for the sovereign and state, the political project that will seek to manipulate the 

medium of circulation and therefore shift the focus of security from territory to aspects of 

resource and population (Foucault, 2007, pp.21-23). 

​ Although the general theme of circulation discussed by Foucault follows a more liberal 

theme of monetary and commerce movement and elaborates on this primarily through his 

mapping of governmentality and its aspects (Walters, 2012, pp.27-28). Martina Tazzioli offers 

interesting insights into bridging possible connections between circulation, specifically that of 

bodies, and migration and movement studies. She implores that within the context of refugees 

and migrants, unwanted foreigners are placed between ‘good’ and ‘bad’ circulation, prompting 

states to enact border technologies to not explicitly or indirectly ‘kill’ migrants, but rather to 
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disrupt movements and livelihoods of undesirable immigrants through violent means (Minca et 

al., 2021, p.10). “Cramping, choking, and obstructing” are methods Tazzioli identifies as being 

present within cases of certain European border techniques, which target specifically spatial 

aspects of migrant’s existence and livelihoods. It is through these actions that the state can hinder 

and penetrate efforts of encampment, community, and support among migrant populations. Such 

perspectives, as Tazzioli advocates, allow for greater understandings of strict migration control 

through biopolitics, not by the actions of death and killing, but by control and surveillance of 

migrant bodies (Minca et al., 2021, pp.11-12). 

5. Methodology 

5.1 Discursive Textual Analysis 

​ The general practice of invoking an analysis of discourse is primarily to examine the 

theorized phenomenon of how text and language construct the concepts and ideas behind social 

and political practices. Discourse concerns itself with not only the produced texts and speech 

produced within a society, but also the very contexts that the analyzed text is produced from and 

affects (Halperin and Heath, 2020, pp.364-365). This thesis will aim to follow such as it will 

attempt to identify a discourse and argue for this discourse being relevant to the impact of 

domestic immigration policies of the current United States administration. A critical discourse 

analysis will be a more apt description of the methodology, as the discourse analysis will be 

centered around its connection to power structures and the relation it has on a society, namely the 

United States federal government and the general American public (Halperin and Heath, 2020, 

p.368). There are, namely, two parts to discourse analysis: the situating and contextualization of 

the discourse that lies at the center of the issue, and any subsequent demonstrable real-world 

effects that this has influenced.  

5.1.1 Situating the Context 

​ The purpose of situating the context of a given discourse is to observe the historical and 

societal influences and backgrounds behind it, and to seek an understanding as to why this 

discourse is appearing in the form it is and its relation to the contemporary world. Particularly 

19 



 

within discourse analysis, this is understood in both the local and broad contexts that this 

discourse will exist within, which can be understood in separate terms, but will be explored 

within both for this thesis (Halperin and Heath, 2020, p.369). The local concerns the more 

immediate and micro-level instances of discourse that can be divided by the features of the 

discernible tasks and speeches of messages, as well as their origins and methods of publication 

for an intended audience. Broad seeks the larger, more macro-level aspect of discourse, 

essentially seeking to view the scope of societal norms, structures, knowledge and knowledge 

production, and cultural values into which a discourse will fall and assume (Halperin and Heath, 

2020, p.369). 

​ For the research goal of this research, both the local and broad contexts will be utilized to 

fully understand the effects and purposes of the analyzed discourse of the United States 

immigration discourse. Concerning the local, the selected press releases will be from both the 

Department of Homeland Security and the White House, as well as the published “Worst of the 

Worst” list of notable arrests made by the DHS (Department of Homeland Security, 2026a). This 

will focus on extracting certain connotations and meanings surrounding race, security, and 

criminality from the direct messaging and words of the current United States Administration. 

The broad perspective in which this discourse will be contextualized will be the historical and 

societal influences of the United States, being a state that has developed as a Western democracy 

born from a colonial history. This context will be explored through the concepts and theoretical 

frameworks of both Mbembe and Foucault, with both focusing their writings on Western modern 

states, with the former particularly on postcolonial democracies through a postcolonial lens. 

5.1.2 Demonstrable Effects 

​ Beyond contextualizing the discourse used within a discursive textual analysis, being able 

to identify the demonstrable effects of this discourse is the next step in properly understanding 

discourse. This is especially significant in critical discourse analysis, which seeks to understand 

how these demonstrable effects are manifested within the power structures of the state and how 

this impacts the general conscience of the American public (Halperin and Heath, 2020, p.368). 

There are two identifiable mechanisms that allow researchers to understand the effects a 

discourse has on a given society: the articulation of meanings and the interpellation of said 

meanings into institutions. Articulation specifically establishes meanings through fabricating 
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connections between certain objects and subjects in order to produce associations that will alter 

understandings to perceive these new discourses as ‘natural.’ Interpellation is the eventual 

codification of these new connections. As these discourses are normalized and legitimized 

through articulation, they start to become institutionalized through various power structures 

through the language that is published and used to construct identities and subjects (Halperin and 

Heath, 2020, p.372). 

​ The articulation that Halperin and Heath describe will be sought through this thesis 

through the official press releases and other material from the U.S. administration and the 

associations attempted within them between immigration and overall negative effects on the 

general public. Such subjects will be extracted and delineated through the theoretical concepts of 

both Foucault and, particularly, Mbembe and his writings on othering and the functions of 

democratization (Mbembe, 2019). Interpellation in the context of immigration efforts will be 

situated within the developed technology of Mobile Fortify, and it’s purposed implementations 

into ICE and DHS immigration crackdowns. While the department and its efforts of migration 

control are expansive and entail many new techniques and advancements in handling 

immigration policing, Mobile Fortify is selected as a centralized and concise point of focus in 

seeking the demonstrable effect of the discourse. 

5.2 Textual Material 

​ The analysis will include the use of official United States press releases from primarily 

the official White House website, as well as the Department of Homeland Security, alongside 

their published ‘Worst of the Worst’ list of selected notable arrests (Department of Homeland 

Security, 2026a). This will allow the research to utilize data that is essentially produced and 

selected from the raw language put forth by the Administration, focusing on certain quotations or 

the overall tone of speech (Halperin and Heath, 2020, p.200). These press releases were selected 

for both their recency, limited to publications within the previous year and the prior few months, 

as well as keyword searches and topics of focus. This was done to ensure that the research 

reflects the current attitudes and objects as well as relevance to the discussion on immigration 

control. This was done as well to avoid selection bias. Although there is a plethora of press 

releases and additional sources of official speeches, these were selected for ease of access and 

direct correlations to the administration (Halperin and Heath, 2020, p.193). Mobile Fortify, as a 
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platform, was selected as well for its connection to the trend of technological developments 

within policing, as well as the access to its privacy threshold analysis (PTA), which provides for 

an in-depth overview of the purposes of the application (Department of Homeland Security, 

2025). 

6. Analysis 

6.1 Migration Discourse 

6.1.1 White House Press 
​ The administration and its team behind media and public announcements operate as a 

constantly productive apparatus that issues statements and proclamations on current affairs 

within the government and on notable events, as determined by the state, while reflecting the 

values and goals of the executive branch. Such statements and comments are very much laden 

with the attitudes of the administration, such as advocating for stronger migration control and 

condemning all legal and political obstacles that inhibit their policy objectives. 

​ Press releases such as ‘Democrats Empower Sick Criminal Illegal Alien Predators to Prey 

on American Women, Children’ (The White House, 2026b), and ‘President Trump Honors Angel 

Families, Remembers American Lives Lost to Illegal Immigration’ (The White House, 2026e), 

carries an overarching theme of discussing immigrant and non-immigrant individuals with very 

consistent descriptors surrounding criminality, morality, and humanization through identity. In 

the first of these articles, foreign-born criminals who were in breach of federal immigration laws 

were identified by their nationality and descriptions of their criminal convictions and behaviors, 

such as “Abdul Jalloh, a Sierra Leonean illegal alien” who was charged with the “random, 

savage murder of a mother at a bus stop in Virginia” and “Samuel Antonio Maldonado-Erazo, a 

Honduran illegal alien,” who was found guilty of “savage first-degree murder of his own 

three-year-old U.S. citizen nephew in Florida” (The White House, 2026b). Such language is 

latent throughout the article, and effectively is constructed with a very important emphasis on 

factors that help construct this demonization of ‘the other’ that we see in Mbembe's 

necropolitics.  
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​ Prominent in this language, the concepts of ‘annihilation’ and ‘apocalypse’ are evoked 

through various methods, namely through the identification of the persons involved in these 

crimes. Mbembe invoked an almost religious tone in describing this fear that is stoked through 

democratic societies, one that centers this fear on the encountering and co-existence of the other, 

those that the society identifies, such as the muslim, the African, or the immigrant (Mbembe, 

2019, p.30). Democratic and Western culture exists upon this two-fold platform that, as argued 

by Mbembe, concerns itself with a celebration and preservation of the current unity of the 

people, and the threat of this unity being undone by outside or other forces seeking to create a 

new people (Mbembe, 2019, p.29). The very title of the article puts these two forces into clear 

positions, with the ‘sick criminal illegal aliens’ existing as a direct threat to the ‘American 

women’ and ‘children’, as well as the aforementioned ‘Honduran illegal alien’ and his brutality 

against a ‘three-year-old U.S. citizen.’ Here, the white house makes a clear point to envisage this 

fear, highlighting what this encounter with the other can create, and these instances, among the 

many others, prove these dangers. 

​ Such sentiments are very much echoed in the article ‘President Trump Honors Angel 

Families, Remembers American Lives Lost to Illegal Immigration’ (The White House, 2026e), 

referring to a newly established day of remembrance for those who have been killed both directly 

and indirectly by immigrants who have violated migration laws. The very language of these 

‘angel families’ only confirms the concept of purity that the administration is attempting to 

project onto the citizenship base of the United States, and position it in juxtaposition to this 

unnamed and inhumane phenomenon of illegal immigration. Instances are again memorialized 

through their brutality by these families, such as Laura Wilkerson, whose son, Joshua, was 

‘tortured and killed by his illegal alien classmate,’ as well as Jody Jones, whose brother, Rocky, 

was ‘shot and killed by an illegal alien’ (The White House, 2026e). These grieving family 

members were prompted to speak at the event and provided quotes that were transcribed into the 

press release, such as Jody Jones, who seemingly spoke about how ‘Democrat politicians’ were 

sorry about ‘criminal illegal aliens being ripped apart from their families’ and exclaimed, ‘what 

about us? What about the American family?’ As well as Laura Wilkerson, who spoke about the 

tragedy of her son’s murder and emphasized the work of Donald Trump, who ‘has never missed 

a day of fighting for the American family’ (The White House, 2026e). Another quote of 

importance, not from any of these ‘angel families’ but from the press release itself, is that the 
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memorialization of the day is dedicated to ‘the consequences of open border policies,’ placing a 

focus on what exactly the origin of these criminal acts stems from and enables them (The White 

House, 2026e). 

​ These additional quotes not only highlight the aforementioned threat of annihilation 

showcased by Mbembe, but also reveal a rather political and partisan focus to the discourse 

around immigration put forth by the White House. Foucault notes that one of the key 

transformations that the traditional discourse of race struggle undergoes to produce racism is the 

shift from one of revolution to one of securing state sovereignty and power through 

‘medico-normalizing techniques.’ It became a method for the state to reinforce its existence and 

survival through the protection of a singular race, one of anti-revolution from the suppressed race 

(Foucault, 2003, p.81). There is a strengthening of state power, and perhaps one specifically of 

the republican party, that is rooted in this central fight for the ‘American family’ and people. It 

appears that this racism put on display has become a key strategy for the Trump administration to 

expand presidential and, subsequently, state power through this connection between sovereignty 

and racial purity. Although Foucault identifies two transformations of this racism, one through 

nazism and then socialism, with perhaps the nazi’s dramatic reclamation of empire and 

apocalypse being more applicable (Foucault, 2003, p.83), Mbembe’s look at racism through 

Western democratic societies may be more relevant in the case of the United States. A liberal 

democracy is a society that ultimately depends on the divisions between the true democratic 

body and the enemy of civilization. When tragedy strikes, the state will invoke mourning, a call 

for the people to look at this enemy of the state, however vague it may be, and to plead for action 

against these almost inhuman threats to their people, which could manifest through surveillance, 

military raids, greater policing, and more (Mbembe, 2019, pp.52-53). This call for action can be 

seen as the almost manufactured consent the White House appears to create through provoking 

the ‘American people’ with threats of a vague enemy, and uniting them under this sovereignty 

that swears to protect them. 

​ There is something more to be said about the particular language and presentation of this 

press release that echoes another significant feature of this democratic exclusion exposed through 

Mbembe. The proposed enemy of democracy is a vague one, a force of people that carries no 

face, no discernible features, that enforces a sort of ubiquity that makes it nearly impossible to 

spot. This danger is a constant threat, and is often understood merely through stereotypes and 
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caricatures of a certain culture or people (Mbembe, 2019, pp.49, 53). The article on ‘angel 

families’ followed such exclusionary features by greatly humanizing the seldom victims and 

their mourning families through names, blood relations, and a staged event of publicity, while the 

purely singular threat of the unnamed, unseen ‘illegal alien’ was the sole perpetrator (The White 

House, 2026e). Although this uncertainty is not universal in the material and throughout the 

overall discourse, it appears to serve this specific purpose that Mbembe identifies as a crucial 

aspect of democratic states. 

​ Additional articles such as ‘Americans Overwhelmingly Support Deporting Criminal 

Illegals, Local Cooperation with ICE’ (The White House, 2026a) and ‘Mass Deportations Are 

Improving Americans’ Quality of Life’ (The White House, 2026c) seemingly advance this 

discourse around exclusion and democratization of the social body into one that closely 

resembles remarks by both Foucault and Mbembe on the important functions of racism. The first 

article on support for deportations cites various opinion polls that show popular support amongst 

various voter groups, producing a sort of mandate and widespread consent for the ongoing 

deportation regime (The White House 2026a). A familiar point is brought forth, in that the 

identified recipients of this poll are typical voting groups, ranging from republicans, 

independents, swing voters, who all appear to show a majority support, and ‘out of touch’ 

democrats who are posed as the outlying disagreers. The political discourse is effectively the 

same here as the article on angel families; there is an attempt to pose the current administration 

and governing party as the true American sovereignty and protectors of the American race, while 

the opposing party aligns itself with the ‘extremism' of those infiltrating the social body (The 

White House, 2026a). 

​ What is perhaps being struck in a different tone of voice is one of the core concepts that 

defines racism through Foucault’s understanding and nuance of its delineation from a traditional 

race struggle. Racism is not only an evolution of the race struggle through a more biological 

means of drawing up racial lines, but it also advocates for killing in a novel way that promises 

not just security, but prosperity. As Foucault noted in this lecture, this new racism provides a 

relation that the more of the ‘inferior species die out… the stronger I will be,’ and in turn the 

killing of this race will produce a life that is ‘healthier and purer’ (Foucault, 2003, p.254). 

​ The other article, entitled ‘Mass Deportations Are Improving Americans’ Quality of 

Life,’ strikes this tone in a much more direct message, equating the improvement of this 

25 



 

‘American race’ directly through the expulsion of the illegal immigrant. The press release 

attempts to draw connections between statistics over improvements of various quality of life 

factors such as housing costs, crime rates, wages, and employment, and the increase in 

deportation efforts (The White House, 2026c). The ‘healthier and purer’ life is directly invoked 

through this press release, advocating that the ‘killings’ of these illegal immigrants through 

expulsion is not only something that will make you safer from crime, but also provides a life and 

living that’s overall better. This extension of the prior article on voter opinions attempts to create 

this inverse relationship between the wellness of this defined American race and the presence of 

the unwanted migrant. 

​ This fabrication of consent from the perceived ‘true’ American populace is perhaps a 

concept that can be found within Mbembe's idea of desire in the project of democratization. This 

desire, as defined within Necropolitics, seeks to produce a unifying movement in which a 

common point of opposition is created. Mbembe himself identifies that this opposition has seen 

change, originating in the colonial subject and even Judaism, and now manifests mainly in the 

immigrant, intruder, and refugee (Mbembe, 2019, p.43). This desire is motivated by the anxiety 

of annihilation that those settlers of democracy and civilization have seemingly produced for 

themselves. It is this desire that provides the cohesive force of such societies, therefore becoming 

a necessity that the subjects must seek (Mbembe, 2019, p.46-47). These opinion polls and the 

statistics of quality the administration is injecting into the political discourse may very well 

reflect the attempts to showcase and legitimize this desire and necessity for exclusion. It not only 

may serve as a projected wish of the White House to fabricate this, but to exploit the existing 

anxieties identified in the opinions of the registered American voters. 

​ It is through these deportation efforts and the strong advocacy for the expulsion of certain 

immigrants that the almost paradoxical nature of pastoral power and governance identified by 

Foucault arises. Immigrants are increasingly being presented as a corrupting and demoralizing 

force within the U.S. society that, among various sectors of livelihood, is damaging American 

lives (The White House, 2026c). Through the metaphor of the shepherd and the flock, this 

administration is setting up a narrative of the necessity of sacrificing the impure sheep in order to 

protect the flock from their unjust influence. The shepherd may pursue this sacrifice through 

means such as exclusion and the chasing away of whatever sheep are deemed to have a 

corrupting presence, and mass deportations have seemingly become the method of choice 
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(Foucault, 2007, p.169). Displayed here is the dualistic nature of this paradox, as the pastoral 

nature of the state must ensure the cultivation of safety and security for its flock, the American 

population, and this security must be all-encompassing  

6.1.2 ‘Worst of the Worst’ 
​ The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) has, under the actions of the Trump 

administration, published an actively growing list of selective arrests of Illegal Immigrants who 

have committed particularly heinous crimes, as defined by the department, such as murder, rape, 

drug trafficking, and sexual exploitation of children. This list has conceived the name of the 

‘Worst of the Worst’, often shortened to WOW, and allows users to browse those convicted in a 

seeming publicity act to showcase the work and nature of immigration control (Department of 

Homeland Security, 2026a). The website essentially provides a list of individuals who provide an 

image of the arrested, their name, country of origin, a list of convictions, and the location of their 

detention. There is even a search filter that allows one to narrow down the list by the country of 

origin, the state in which the arrest occurred, and even a key terms search that allows relevant 

words to be identified in each case (Department of Homeland Security, 2026c).  

​ It appears that some particular points of note and contention are present when viewing 

this list, which provides numerous uses and practicalities in constructing this list and the very 

purposes for its existence and continued maintenance. Here, the biological aspect of racism 

comes into a very apparent mode through the provided mugshots of the apprehended, which 

often depict adult men of various ethnicities but almost exclusively non-white individuals 

(Department of Homeland Security, 2026c). It seems that here, there is again this revocation of 

the metaphysical nature of how immigrants are understood by Mbembe, through this lens of the 

racist settler democracy. Threats are understood through the almost obscure and incomplete 

conceptualization of stereotypes and caricatures of biological and cultural features, which are 

bundled up into a wide yet concise enemy of the democratic body (Mbembe, 2019, p.53). Here, 

the biological caricatures are envisioned in the faces of non-white perpetrators and their perhaps 

‘un-American’ names that accompany these mugshots. Throughout the list, it is almost 

ubiquitously these types of arrests that are front and center; it is predominantly men of non-white 

features and non-Western and European origins that help to create this broad yet consistently 

identifiable enemy of the foreign invader that threatens racial purity (Department of Homeland 

Security, 2026a). 
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​ Such a biological emphasis that this list enforces can be identified in the reasoning of the 

security and surveillance state that Mbembe theorized on in relation to deportations and 

expulsions within Western democracies. The product of these new techniques of securitization is 

what Mbembe argued is a social ordering that is focused upon blood relations, upon all other 

social classifications, one that seeks to personify individuals by their culture, religion, and blood 

attachments to anything different than the protected citizens (Mbembe, 2019, p.56). Each arrest 

is, in a way, titled by the country of origin, making it one of the core details this website attempts 

to put emphasis on when publishing arrest data. Users may even filter the data by a selected 

country of origin to view arrested immigrants by the specific state they are connected to, which 

clearly puts this socialization of cultural and blood origins, outlined by Mbembe, as the new 

friend-enemy distinction of the modern, racist surveillance state (Department of Homeland 

Security, 2026a; Mbembe, 2019, p.56). There is even the feature of filtering arrests by the 

particular U.S. state where any suspects were detained, echoing this idea of Mbembe that the 

enemy is not only different from us, but is internal and among the pure citizens. The security 

state must then deport and expel such enemies under this new friend-enemy distinction through 

an almost “silent civil war” that will be waged through new legal and extrajudicial measures that 

are being carried out by ICE and the general DHS (Mbembe, 2019, pp.56-57). 

​ Of note as well is the nature of the presentation of these arrests, which is notably that they 

are only arrests that have been made by ICE and logged into the database with relevant 

geolocation and immigration status information. Aside from the list of crimes for which 

immigrants are arrested, their country of origin, location of arrest, their name, and their mugshot, 

no information is updated or provided further along in the processing and resolution of their legal 

cases (Department of Homeland Security, 2026a). The purposes and effects of publishing purely 

arrest data without updating it may be found within the concepts of raison d’etat that were raised 

by Foucault in his work on mapping governmentality. It may be interpreted that one of the 

features of raison d’etat, this being the use of necessity to suspend and mend legal structure that 

may prohibit actions of state securitization, may state to become present within immigration 

enforcement (Foucault, 2007, p.262). While they may not be any objective or presently 

manifested actions of legal suspension explicitly present within this list or its creation, there is, 

however, a narrative present that arguably may present the outcomes or use of legal systems as 

being irrelevant or perhaps unnecessary in immigration policing. The department here may be 
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capitalizing on unproven convictions to not only perhaps expand or inflate this group of criminal 

suspects, but may also be conflating real perpetrators of crime with those who still need to 

undergo a proper legal course to prove these convictions. It may be relevant to look back at 

Foucault’s use of Charlemagne’s judges who skirted any legal guidelines and acted in 

exceptional use of political violence against the Saxons (Foucault, 2007, p.264). The relation 

here is not the extreme cases of violence, but the core nature of such necessity, being a disregard 

and reversal of prioritization of legal pathways as part of state securitization. 

6.2 Platforms of Surveillance 

6.2.1 Mobile Fortify 
​ The Trump administration has greatly expanded the use of technological platforms 

through its executive departments, and especially AI platforms, with DHS reportedly having a 

total of 237 either developing, active, or retired AI platforms amongst its various organizations 

(U.S. Department of Homeland Security, 2026b). ICE, which boasts 51 of these cases, has 

various AI tools that it deploys in immigration and customs enforcement, such as Mobile Fortify. 

Details about Mobile Fortify, which is an application available primarily to ICE officers to aid in 

identifying individuals during encounters, have emerged through required documentation such as 

the AI use case inventory and a Privacy Threshold Analysis (PTA) on the application 

(Department of Homeland Security, 2025; U.S. Department of Homeland Security, 2026b). The 

PTA document exists as a necessary report required for all government platforms and 

applications that collect and handle private and sensitive information on individuals during their 

use, acting as a regulatory report and guideline on its approved usages (Department of Homeland 

Security, 2025, p.1). There are various unique characteristics of this report and the officially 

submitted intents and purposes of this application, ones that raise questions on the problematic 

nature of a readily available mobile application that allows seamless data collection. 

​ What will first be addressed is the nature of the information that will be collected on 

individuals, which evidently is strictly limited to and interested in purely biometric data and 

personally identifiable information. The provided procedure of use permits ICE agents to take a 

photograph of any “individual or associates of that individual” and compare photographs to any 

possibly existing photographs within select federal databases, and in the event of the inability to 
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capture a photograph or the individual doesn’t match any existing facial scans, the agent may 

proceed to scan the fingerprints to collect further biometric data and search again for possible 

matches (Department of Homeland Security, 2025, p.4). This essentially will assist officers 

conducting any sort of search and removal operations in quickly and more thoroughly identifying 

individuals through facial recognition and fingerprint scanning (Department of Homeland 

Security, 2025). If a match is made through either the facial recognition or fingerprint scanning, 

then certain select pieces of personal information will be provided to the ICE officer. This 

includes the individual’s name, date of birth, citizenship and immigration status, family 

members, and country of origin (Department of Homeland Security, 2025, pp.5-6). 

​ What has manifested in this technique of policing and enforcement is a clear correlation 

to the theorization of biopolitics and biopower that Foucault argues to have emerged through 

disciplinary institutions such as this. The “techniques of power” that had “centered on the body” 

were a core feature of this transformation Foucualt noted in his studies of sovereignty and the 

emerging biopolitics within 17th and 18th century Europe (Foucault, 2003, p.242). Embedded in 

such techniques were the principal functions of controlling the spatial distribution and the overall 

surveillance of bodies, such as the controlling of bodies through biometric identifiers seen in the 

mobile fortify app (Foucault, 2003, p.242).  

​ There are, however, greater implications from this application in the sense of a 

governmentality approach to understanding the functions of such a surveillance apparatus. The 

concept of especially the pastoral power becomes more apparent when seeing the limits of this 

application that are imposed on the population. It is specifically noted that during this process, 

ICE officers do not “provide the opportunity for individuals to decline or consent to the 

collection and use of biometric data,” essentially forcing all and any deemed to be subject to 

such a search and scanning, unable to resist or have any say (Department of Homeland Security, 

2025, p.4). Although troubling in the sense of autonomy, the concept of obedience and the type 

of obedience found within what Foucault identifies as the modern Western state’s use of 

governmentality become apparent. The concept of obedience was important to Foucault, as the 

entire structure of a pastoral power was for the individual to submit themselves to whoever 

resumes the role of the pastor; it was a fundamental concept of Christian and Western concepts 

of sovereignty and governance (Foucault, 2007, p.175). This, namely, Christian obedience was 

unique as it was essentially a force of no rational end; this submission produced nothing but pure 
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obedience, to never end. Its purpose was to instill what Foucault called “humility” into the 

individual, making them renounce their own will and be willing to accept orders given by anyone 

(Foucault, 2007, p.177).  

This very manifestation of obedience that Foucault identifies is apparent in the wishes of 

ICE in their handling of immigration control. There is a basic and almost unquestionable notion 

that the state will conduct its control over the population in an attempt to ensure its salvation, and 

will do so with the entire populace submitting to its sovereignty and power. The PTA goes 

further into detail on what exactly the scanned individual has the agency to reject. The 

processing agent is not required to make any attempt to extract consent, make any announcement 

of possible privacy violations, allow for any attempts of the individual to opt out of the data 

collection, or to even review or be informed as to what is being logged within their database 

(Department of Homeland Security, 2025, pp.8-9).  

There is also a very troubling escalation of surveillance that is addressed within PTA 

through the implications of the nature of such data collection. Within a later part of the privacy 

analysis, the report admits to the fact that due to the unknown nature of individuals who are 

being subject to scans, it's entirely possible that citizens and permanent legal residents are going 

to be subject to such scans and their information logged (Department of Homeland Security, 

2025, p.12). Not only are citizens now going to be subject to search through immigration control, 

but the collection policy on data retention also proves to be equally problematic. It is admitted 

that all biometric data that is collected by ICE agents through Mobile Fortify is stored in federal 

databases for 15 years, regardless of the citizenship status and removal interests of the DHS 

(Department of Homeland Security, 2025, p.7). The concepts and escalations of the racist state 

becoming a suicidal state through the words of Foucault become a real concern about the nature 

of such biometric data collection. The policing of the identified ‘bad race’ that is being subject to 

removal and political violence has now been turned onto the whole social body, and seemingly 

not by any sort of accident or unintended consequence. Foucault argued that this modern-day 

state racism that allows for the violent and public killings of individuals creates a structure of 

biopolitical power that risks the notion of exposing the very superior race, in which the state is to 

protect and nurture, to the very murderous apparatus it has cultivated towards the undesirables of 

the population (Foucault, 2003, p.258). This surveillance system, being extended to the whole of 

the population and keeping such data stored in a readily accessible database, poses a huge 
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expansion of state power over not only non-citizens but citizens alike and exposes all to the 

violence of such an enforcement organization. 

Such data is also noted to be tagged with specific geolocation information to allow for the 

mapping of all encounters with supposed immigrants. This reportedly allows for ICE agents to 

see where such biometric data has been collected and view where encounters have occurred and 

deduce areas of policing activity (Department of Homeland Security, 2025, p.5). The spatial 

movement of population and certain groups of people touches upon the concept of Circulation, 

which serves as a recurring and central concept to the ideas of governance and state power within 

governmentality. Foucault states that one of the primary objectives of the institution of police is 

the circulation, and its necessity to be regulated and controlled. Although it may focus on more 

material resources and infrastructure, this concerns the movement and spatial relationship 

between human bodies. The relationship of spatiality and people concerns the control of issues 

such as vagrancy and unwanted human behaviors of criminality, and promoting general 

commerce and positive utilization of bodies and labor forces (Foucault, 2007, pp.325-326). How 

this may have been adapted is through the lens of a state with racist policing tendencies, viewing 

immigration as bad circulation, such as the villification of outsiders that Mbembe describes as a 

feature of Western democracies. The spatial tagging of individuals who have become the objects 

of immigration enforcement is mapped as bad circulation and tracked in order to properly police 

the movement of individuals and ensure the desired outcome of security. 

 

7. Conclusion 

​ Through the second Trump administration, the border and immigration policing efforts 

facilitated by the Department of Homeland Security, and specifically ICE, have evolved greatly 

to produce new techniques of migration control. The discourses of both the White House and the 

DHS have been connected to racialized discussions of sovereignty and security, invoking 

concepts of racism and postcolonial animosities that were identified within Michel Foucault and 

Achille Mbembe’s theorizing on Western societies and their securitization through racial 

conflicts. Produced through these discourses, there has been an observable uptick in policing 

actions and methods that have escalated the power and violence of the state, which has been 

identified through the Mobile Fortify application. Through this newly developed technology, 
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facets of governmentality and the suicidal state have been identified within the purposes of 

Mobile Fortify and its biometric data collection of both citizens and non-citizens. 

​ Although Mobile Fortify and the discourse extracted from the DHS and the White House 

provide a glimpse into the functions and rhetoric of immigration control and this threat of 

foreignness, there exists a wide plethora of official statements and speeches throughout the 

United States government that would provide an even greater understanding of the topic that may 

strengthen or even challenge the findings of this research. There exist numerous AI and other 

technological advancements within both federal and state government entities that are expansive 

now and will continue to develop and grow as the pursuit of border securitization and 

strengthening of sovereignty continues within the United States. This thesis aimed at looking at 

one localized instance of Mobile Fortify and supporting the concept of a racialized discourse 

through the limited but arguably important language of the leaders of the current federal 

administration. 
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