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The profound connection between private and public, manifest on its most elementary level in the question of private
property, is likely to be misunderstood today because of the modern equation of property and wealth on one side and
propertylessness and poverty on the other.

(Republished with permission of Hannah Arendt, The Human Condition, 2nd ed. 1958,
Reprint, University Chicago Press, 1998, p. 61, permission conveyed through
Copyright Clearance Center, Inc.)
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Immigration occurs when someone moves to one country from another. Importantly, one is an immigrant only if one plans
to stay indefinitely in the new country. Tourists, international business people, and students who study abroad also travel
internationally, for instance, but they are not immigrants because their visits last for only relatively short periods. (1)
Immigration is theoretically significant because of the way in which it pits the claims of the state as a whole against the
individual rights of both citizens and foreigners. One cannot affirm a state’s right to control traffic over its territorial borders,
for instance, without thereby denying that outsiders have rights to freedom of movement that entitle them to move from one
country to another. State dominion over immigration limits the rights of insiders as well, because it implies that they lack
discretion over their own property, insofar as they may not unilaterally invite foreigners onto their own land.

(2) In addition to being theoretically significant. immigration is clearly practically urgent. because. for a variety of
understandable reasons, people value the right to cross political borders. The desire to be with a loved one, the pursuit of

economic opportunity, and the need to escape political persecution are only three of the most common motivations people
have for migrating to a new country. And with the recent increase in global economic inequality and the emergence of
international tt*rrorism, the stakcs (and the rhetoric) on both side-s of the debuate- have escalated sharply (__]_The p_*;h for open

prospects should be so profoundly affccted by something utterlv bevond her (,on.trol—the country in which she is born. On
the other side, the perceived threat to personal safety and national security posed by foreign terrorists has led many to lobby
for tightening the oversight and restrictions on who may immigrate.

(DEBATING THE ETHICS OF IMMIGRATION: IS THERE A RIGHT TO EXCLUDE?
by Wellman and Cole (2011) 319w from pp. 1-2.
By permissionsof Oxford University Press, USA
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(HH# : Mare Augé, NON-PLACE: Introduction to an Anthropology of Supermodenity, translated by John
Howe, London:Verso, 1995, p.77-79 )
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