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Under standing the Concept of Immigration Ethics

On the other hand, proponents of national sovereignty argue that each nation has an inherent right to
determine its own laws and policies regarding who can enter or stay within its boundaries.

They believeit's ethical for a country to protect its own citizensfirst - their jobs, culture, security, etc., before
considering immigrants interests. National sovereignty upholds the idea that preserving social order and
maintaining resources are crucial aspects to ensure sustained prosperity for current residents. In this view
point, limiting immigration is not about discrimination but rather about protecting existing citizenry while
ensuring orderly assimilation for those accepted into society.

The Debate: Open Bordersvs. National Sovereignty

Conversely, supporters of national sovereignty believe in each country's right to control its own borders as an
essential aspect of self-governance. They assert that unrestricted immigration may put undue stress on a
nation’ s resources, disrupt social order, dilute cultural heritage and potentially jeopardize security by
providing avenues for illegal activities such asterrorism or drug trafficking.

Therefore, it'simportant from this perspective to maintain border controls and impose limits on immigration
numbers in order for countries to protect their citizens' interests and uphold societal stability.

Ethical Theoriesand Principlesin Immigration

On the other hand, utilitarian ethics suggest maximizing overall happiness by taking actions that result in the
greatest good for the majority. In context of immigration, this might mean limiting numbers to ensure welfare
provisions or job availability aren't overstretched for existing citizens.

Human rights ethics emphasize respecting individuals' inherent dignity and fundamental rights such as
freedom from persecution or severe poverty —which again could lean towards advocating more lenient
immigration policies. The difficulty liesin balancing these different ethical perspectiveswhen formulating
fair yet effective immigration policies.

| mpact of Open Borderson Host Countries



Culturally and socially, open borders can enrich a country's diversity, broadening societal perspectives and
fostering multicultural understanding. Y et they might also pose challenges in terms of assimilation and social
cohesion if incoming individuals hold vastly different values or customs from those prevalent in the host
country.

The potentia strain on public services such as healthcare or education is another concern - particularly if
immigrant numbers are large relative to the existing population size. Thus while open borders certainly carry
potential benefits for host countries in terms of economic dynamism and cultural enrichment, they may also
introduce significant challenges requiring careful management.

Conseguences of National Sovereignty on | mmigrants

A focus on national sovereignty could lead to xenophobia and discrimination against immigrants who do
manage to enter legally but are viewed as outsiders. Immigrants may face difficulties integrating into society
due to language barriers or cultural differences exacerbated by lack of acceptance from the local population.

This not only affects individual immigrant's quality of life but can also contribute to societal division and
conflict in the host country. Therefore, while protecting national interests isimportant, it should be balanced
with ethical considerations for human rights and humanitarian concerns.

Case Studies: Real-world Examples of Immigration Policies

On the contrary, Germany's response during the 2015 refugee crisis offered a contrasting approach.
Chancellor Angela Merkel took a decision based on humanitarian principles to open borders and welcome
over one million refugees primarily from war-torn Syria.

This action showcased an emphasis on global responsibility towards displaced individuals despite challenges
regarding integration into German society. These two cases highlight divergent ways countries negotiate
between principles of open borders and national sovereignty in their immigration policies.



