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1. Central Quotation

In my point of view the main idea of the article is based on "different national self-understanding, which is strongly affected by endurance of the citizenship law and deeply rooted habits and traditions of each country." French national self-understanding is more state-centered and assimilationist, while in Germany it is more ethnocultural. The difference in understanding of nationhood reflects different definitions of the citizenry – expansively combining jus soli and jus sanguinis in France, restrictively reflecting pure jus sanguinis in Germany. 

2. Argument

On one hand the author seems to understand and explains why the citizenship policies of the both countries are opposed, showing France a country opened to immigrants and Germany being a country where automatic transformation of immigrants into citizens remains unthinkable and even any liberalization of the current laws does not bring any real changes. On the other hand, in fact, in Germany, the anomaly of settlement without citizenship has generated widespread demands for easier access to citizenship, which even supported by the government. While in France the automatic attribution of citizenship to immigrants generated a strong campaign for more restrictive citizenship law.

3. Question

The question is whether the appeal to elite understandings of nationhood is necessary and whether any pressure on citizenship law reform should be put. And is it actually possible to find a kind of balance within citizenship attribution to avoid such an extreme situation, which is Germany and France. 

4. Experiential Connection

I think that both systems of citizenship policies, French and German, have their pros and cons. Based on historical facts, I would say France has much longer experience with immigrant policies. Compared to Germany, France had many oversea colonies and therefore had to deal with migration to France in the past. Moreover, Germany did not seem to be immigration-friendly during most of the 20th century. That is basically the reason France might seem more open to immigration during 20th century than Germany. 
5. Textual Connection
Both Germany and France must deal with the results of their liberal immigration policies in last century. Many immigrants from former colonies come to France. Germany, after WW2 and especially in 1970´s, invited many immigrants, mainly from Turkey as "gastarbeiters" to help build and develop their infrastructure. In recent days, these minorities become significant part of overall population of both countries. Moreover, with EU enlargement, these two countries are the final destination of immigrants typically from Balkan, former Soviet Union and Near and Middle East. Both countries therefore call for tougher of control of immigration, not only within their territories but at the soil of whole EU.
6. Implications

Immigrant policies should be accept in accordance with the development of the society, meaning that accepting country should get prepared for wave if immigrants and realize all consequences of such acting. Only well developed and well educated society is able to accept wider wave of immigration.

