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The European Union and immigration. 

The European Union (E.U) that has united 15 countries into one economic and partially political system has shown over the years to find more policies applicable to all 15, and soon 25 members states of the European Union. Thus, the European Union along with it’s political institutions has tried to find a number of common policies for all member states to work within the E.U framework. Moreover, the Treaty of Maastricht in 1992 made the Common European Market into the official European Union, which as well created new common policies for member states to work within. However, even with such political actions, the European Union has failed also failed to find concrete and common grounds to work within. Countries still follow much of their own national policies, regardless of the E.U treaties. One area which the E.U until present has failed to find a common policy is the question of immigration. Most countries follow their own immigration policies, in which they set up the standard and the guide lines for immigrants entering the given country. Moreover, countries such as France, thus a leading member state of the E.U as well as one of the founding figures of the E.U in 1957 in Rome, still does not recognize any minorities. Moreover, France has not ratified any international documents concerning minorities and minorities rights. Moreover, E.U countries are experiencing a population decline, in which national politicians of each respective member state has identified the need to allow foreign skilled workers within their country. However, even though national governments have recognized the need for foreigners, policies concerning the entrance of foreigners within the member states still remain strict, and to a certain degree, the policies do not conform with international standards outlined in international treaties. Thus, West European governments are still rather more restrictive with respect to immigration. However, the resistance of immigration into E.U member states is not only found at the institutional level, but one can also identify a degree of  racially motivated crimes within member states. Even though the level of such crimes is not higher than in other western states, they do however pose a problem to immigrants entering the countries, and hence limit the development of the society into a multicultural one. Thus, the E.U as well as member states have not been able to find a common immigration policy to solve the problem of the flow of foreigners within western Europe since all member states follow their own national policies. If however member states of the E.U would be prepared to create a common immigration policy supervised by the European Commission, there would therefore exist a European institutional body that could supervise member states and thus ensure the implementation of international immigration rights.With the decline in population in most west European countries, it is clear that immigration into western countries is needed, however, new E.U institutions need to pave the way for a more intergration policy and thus eliminate the old restrictive policies. 

Many member states of the European Union have experienced over the last decades a high number of immigration, such as France, England, Netherlands, and Germany. Countries such as France and England mostly experienced immigration from their old colonies, namely in the case of Egland India, Pakistan and African countries, and France mostly from African countries. Germany on the other hand experienced the immigration from the so-called gastarbeiter wave in the 1960s. With the development of the E.U on both the economic level as well as the political level, it has neglected the area of making a common immigration law for all member states of the E.U, „There is a widespread agreement in the E.U that the processing asylum needs urgent reform“ (EU: Commission wants more coordination on immigration policies, www.rferl.org). There are a number of reasons why the E.U needs to implement a common immigration policy. The first and for most reason is that over the years, human right activists have observed a number of violation by E.U member states of international conventions concerning immigration. Moreover, member states have not been able to ensure the rights of immigrants entering E.U countries. If the E.U does create stricter and centralized control, these institutions could act as a monitor, „ Our research(...)revealed a range of migrant rights abuse, including arbitrary dentention; gravely substanstandard conditions of detention; procedual violations in criminal and administrative law proceedings, and in the asylum system; racial and ethnic discrimination, police abuse, arbitrary and collective expulsion, violations of children's and women's rights, and horrendous abuses of migrants and asylum seekers at the hands of human traffickers, often in complicity with immigration and law enforcement officials in E.U member or accession states“ (The Aftermath of September 11, www.hrw.org). Thus it is clear that even though there is a number of international conventions concerning immigration, countries within the Westerrn bounderies of Europe have been unable to secure the righs of immigrants coming to Western Europe. Even though these individuals entering E.U boarders might either be illegal or searchig asylum status, it is clear that these individuals are not treated in the proper manner. Illelegal immigration as well as asylum seekers can be punished by law, these individuals still have rights according to the international treaties, and thus these rights, as stated above have not been secured by E.U member states. 

It is argued that a number there are a number of reasons for such actions for the restrictive as well as non compiling measures towards immigrants in the E.U. The first and for most is that many E.U countries have over the last years in the post WWII era experienced, as stated above, a high degree of immigration. Countries such as Germany have as recently as year 2000 been forced to once again open their boarders to immigrants due to economic factors, „German government had aproved a law that would grant 20000 to foreign techies over the next three years“ (Knocking on Europe's door, www.time.com). Additionally, over the last years, more asylum seekers have entered E.U boarders, in which citizens of the E.U have proved to be more resentful to these so-called newcomers, „ In Germany, asylum seeking has ebbed since the Balkan wars, but close to 100,000 refugees a year still flow in the country. The number of asylum seekers entering the Netherlands has more than tripled in 10 years. More than 70,000 people seeking asylum arrived in Britain year, up from 46,000 in 1998“ (Knocking on Europe's door, Ibid). Thus, even with the growing number of immigrants entering E.U boarders, the degree of tolarance as well as the degree of E.U countries becoming more multicultural with respect to other non E.U cultures and nationalities remain rather low. Recent research has shown that there exists a number of factors that restrict the level of intergration of immigrants into E.U societies that comes from the native population. These fears can come from political propaganda and other institutional sources within a given society. It is clear that all forms of integration of immigration will have an impact upon any given society, „ The attitudes of ethnic majority populations towards other communities is a potentially important determinant for of social exclusion and of the welfare of ethnic minorities both indirectly through its impact on the political process but also more directly through experiences of personal hostility(...)majority populations also affect the process of social and economic integration and assimilation of immigrant minorities“ (Attitudes to Immigrants and Ethnic Minorities, www.ucl.ac.uk). One can argue that the majority populations of the E.U countries have not made the process of political, social and economic integration smooth for the immigrants entering the E.U over the last years. However, the resistance does to a certain degree come from the population, as well as political parties. Such restrictions not only limit the entrance of immigrants into the E.U boarders, but at the same time, it limits the multicultural aspect of member states and their ability to find a multicultural balance between European cultures and non European cultures. If such a balance was to exist, European societies would be less Eurocentric, and at the same time the degree of toloration towards the so-called others would be higher. However, individuals within E.U boaders immediately perceive either immigrants or aslyum seekers as a burden, rather as individuals seeking work or a better place to live, „ Some people fear that asylum seekers are too great of a burden for their countries' social welfare system to bear. Other voices alarm that economic migrants may take their jobs. Some resent the dilution of traditional local cultures when immigrants cluster in certain areas“ (CNN: Europe's tangle over immigration, www.cnn.com). Moreover, political parties additionally play a role with increasing the fear within society with respect to immigrants. After the leftwing government of Germany allowed the entrance of 20000 skilled workers into Germany, right wing parties began to resist this law and began an informal party propoganda against this policy, „ (...) Christian DemocraticUnion politician Juergen Ruettgers,(...) attacked the move with the xenophobic slogan, Kinder Statt Inder („Children not Indians“)( Knocking on Europe's Door, www.time.com). Thus, it is clear that individuals are effected by political statements as well as influence their perception upon a more multicultural society. Such views and statements from politicians concerning immigration represents a clear eurocentric limited perspective, in which multiculturalism is not respected nor viewed as normal. Thus, the result is that individuals continue to perceive migrants as negative and as a burdern. 

However, when politicians use such slogans and descriptions of immigrants, they also neglect the good side of multiculturalism and the economic gains from immigrants. Politicians arise the fear in the individuals of the loss of national identity,as mentioned the Italian minister of interior affairs end of 2003 „ We fear for our security, for our identity for our jobs and social stability“ (Immigration vexes Europe, www.sltrib.com). However, politicians that do use such narrowed arguments and create fear within the population have clearly neglected the gains from such migration and the ability of immigrants to successfully integrate into society, both in economic terms as well as political terms, in which consequently, one lives in a clearly balanced multicultural society. Statistics over the last years have clearly shown that immigrants do not cause economic burderns upon nations, „(...)  in the face of the restrictive immigration policies and souring public opinion, immigrants are creating jobs, stirring Europe's economy and transforming the face of societyon an unprecedented scale. last year the 16 million legal immigrants in Western Europe earned more than $460 billion. The number of self-employed foreigners has increased by close to 20% over the past seven years (Knocking on Europe's Door, www.time.com). Such statistics are not clearly provided to Europeans as whole, and therefore these individuals remain ignorants towards the social, political, economic and cultural benefits of a multicultural society. On the contrary though, politicians in many cases do not show such gains, but they show the opposite as Ian Preston shows, „ In the public debate, restrictions to reduce immigration are often justified by arguing that immigration endangers the well being of the native population“ (Attitudes to Immigrants and Ethnic Minorities, www.ucl.ac.uk). 

European politicians have identified the need for immigrants in the turn of the century, but they have been unable to articulate these thoughts clearly to the populations. Immigrations by third country individuals is becoming an essential issue in the E.U since, statistics have clearly pointed out that the European popultions are in decline, „ A recent report by the United Nations Population Division indicates that over the next 50 years, European countries as well as Japan will face a dramatic population decline. To keep its working population stable between now and 2050, the European Union (at current birth rates) have to import 1.4m immigrants a year. To keep the ratio workers to pensioners equal, the inflow would be 12.7m per year. Migration is, again, a prominant and controversial issue in the policy debate in Europe“ (Attitudes to Immigrants and Ethnic Minorities, www.ucl.ac.uk) Thus, immigration is becoming essential to Europe and will continue to be essential for the E.U in the coming years with respect to economic growth and expansion. Thus, there is a need for immigration into Europe. However, as mentioned above, Europeans still remain ignorant of the gains and benefits from multiculturalism, „ Immigrants can provide Europe with valuable resources as it enters the new economy, by the filling the low-wage jobs that Europeans do not want, and injecting the technical expertise that Europeans do need possss“ (Knocking on Europe's door, www.time.com). If the European leaders show their ability to reform their restrictive measures towards immigrants and thus promote immigration in society, it is clear that the approach by individuals will alter with time. 

Thus, it is clear that immigration can provide societies with economic social benefits, but it can also nourish a society insofar as making it a more multicultural society. However, politicians need not only express these ideas through political speeches and changes, but they must also aim at creating societal institutions which aim at changing individual opinions. It is clear that politicians can only have a limited effect upon individuals, but however, creating institutions would nourish and develop a more positive feeling among society with respect to immigrants.

There does exist an E.U regulation with respect to immigration, but however, these regulations are rather more loose. This regulation was created at the end of the 1990s, in which it „ Establishing a common legal framework concerning the conditions of addmission and stay of third-country nationals“(Towards a common European Union immigration policy, www.europa.eu.int). However, these laws have not been binding for all E.U member states in which it makes it easier for E.U governments to either ignore or neglect E.U regulations that introduce more humane policies which would be in accordance with international regulations, and to therefore continue with one's own national repressive laws. If there were to be a clear E.U regulation, in which the E.U was to play a monitiring role in order to see that all countries implement these regulations,the E.U could secure a more normal and humane entrance of foreigners into her boarders. However, the proposed law by the E.U commissioner in 2000 did present a clear move towards a more centralized immigration policy, but however, it could secure the full implementation of new laws, since the laws were not binding to all E.U member states. It is clear that E.U member states need this form of centralized control since over the last years, international reports have, as stated above, outlined the inability of E.U countries to deal correctly with immigrants „E.U intiatives have erected significant barriers to refugee protection in the form of visa restrictions,accelerated procedures safe third country rukes that risk indirect refoulement, limited appeal rights and a narrowed definition of persecution warranting protection(...) (A Human Rights Agenda for extending E.U Asylum Migration Policy, www.hrw.org). Precisly these measures and laws is what lacks within the E.U. The E.U along the willingness of E.U to abide to international standards, could eventually add the essential rights that are still until present lacking in many areas, „ (...) Respect for fundamental migrant rights-for example the rights to fair and non-arbitrary procedures, to be protected from inhumane conditions of detention, to a remedy for abuses suffered by trafficking victims-becomes more important. Attention to these rights needs to be injected into the E.U asylum and migration policy(...) (A Human Rights Agenda for Extending E.U Asylum and Migration Policy, Ibid). 

It is therefore clear that the E.U needs to implement new immigration policies within the member states, since, if this does not occur, member states will generally continue to ignore and neglect immigration rights. Moreover, over the last years, E.U member states have tried to restrict the number of asylum seekers and immigrants by making these individuals illegal migrants, „ The entire project of developing a harmonized and more restrictive E.U asylum policy appears to have been based on the false assumption that if a government can whittle down the numbers of asylum seekers and out more of those migrants in the category of illegal immigrants, it can treat them as it wishes, detain them indefinitely or expel them summarily, and be rid of the problem“ (A Human Rights Agenda for Extending E.U Asylum and Migration Policy, Ibid).

The commission proposed that the new legislation be that on the basic principles of, „ Comprehensive approach to the management of migratory flows, a fair treatment for third country nationals, partnerships with the countries of origins, and a common policy for asylum“ ( Towards a common European Union immigration Policy, Ibid). Thus, it is clear that such a common policy would secure access for immigrants into the E.U boarders in a more normal manner in which basic human rights are respected, namely that arbitrary measures are not used by countries, but such a common policy would as well erase the restrictive measures of entrance of member states today. Additionally, if such E.U laws would exist, the integration of immigrants would be easier. However, the E.U common immigration policy was rather more a loose statement than a binding law for all E.U member states, namely that E.U member states were not forced to abide to such policies, „ The Common E.U immigration policy does not apply to Denmark which decided to opt out of Title IV of the treaty establishing the European Community. The U.K and Ireland decide on their involvement on a case-by-case basis“ (Towards a common European Union immigration Policy, Ibid). Hence, even though the E.U did show an iniative towards a move towards a centralized policy, with rather more normal standards for immigration, it did fail to implement the law and thus ensure that all member states change their policies. 

It can be stated that the E.U did make an initial move towards a more applicable immigration policy, but however, these measures, as mentioned above failed. The commissioner of the E.U for immigration, Jean Louis de Brower did mention that the problems of such a common and the difficulties of implementation of new E.U laws into member states, but however, he did also mention the need to change the policy a number of levels. He proposed that, „ The first is a common visa policy, entailing the E.U-wide standardization of visas and residence permits (...) the commionssion wants to move ahead with a joint border control athority(...)an integrated return policy“(E.U: Commission wants more coordination on immigration policies, www.rferl.org). Thus, it is clear that change is essential in order to secure improvement of E.U standards for immigration. However, even with these changes, De Brower clearly states that changes need to come from the member states also and that the E.U and the E.U commionssion cannot secure the full implementation of changes. Thus, the Commission can propose the change, and can monitor states after they have ratified or accepted the terms presented by the E.U, but however, there is no pushing force that can make sure states do introduce changes, „ As you are certainly aware, the decision to trigger the implementation of the plan comes from the member states themselves. That is to say, the commission is in charge of the coordination but has no say on deciding who should be repatriated and when“ (E.U: Commission wants more coordination on Immigration policies, Ibid). Moreover, de Brower states that further problems for such a change in immigration policies and thus securing a more balanced and multicultural Europe is the division of power among the member states, „ (...)Which kind of legislation will be implemented in those centres?Who will be responsible for the management of the centres?“ (E.U: Commission wants more coordination on Immigration policies, Ibid). Thus, as it can be seen, over the last decades of the E.U and the development of the E.U towards more centralized international policies in which the E.U and the commissioners have a monitoring position, the E.U is still at an immature position with regard to E.U immigration policies, that could eliminate the existing arbitrary policies of member states, and thus implement new standards which are in harmony with international regulations such as those of the United Nations. 

 Hence, one can conclude that there are a number of factors that have played a role in the European resistance towards immigration and immigrants, such politicians, political propoganda, and individual opinion. E.U citizens have not been shown the clear gains from a multicultural society, and the profits of such a society. Institutional changes are neccessary also, but there is also a need of other forms of institutions, which could eventually change the mentalilty of individuals towards non European individuals, since, as clearly stated above, the origins of racial conflicts within the E.U is also rooted in the Eurocentric mentality of the Europeans, as well as the political institutions. 
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