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During periods of rapid change and economic uncertainty, it is often the vulnerable and marginaized
people who are blamed for the misfortune that everyone else experiences or expects to experience.
Today a sgnificant amount of attention and blame for a perceived threat to the American way of lifeis
being directed & immigrants. As Chrigians, we mugt ensure that our response to the issue of
immigration is directed by aworld view that is shaped by biblica principles rather than secular rhetoric.

A number of themes relevant to immigration run through the Bible. The first theme is that we ourselves,
as Chridians, are diens on this earth. “...And they admitted that they were diens and strangers on
earth” (Heb. 11:13). Our dtatus as diens and strangers forms the basis for our attitudes and responses
towards those people who live outside our society.

A second theme is that our material possessions do not redly belong to us. The Promised Land
belonged to the Isradlites only in the sense that as host, God dlowed the Isradlites to dwell in the
Promised Land as His guests (Lev. 25:23). Similarly, as diens and strangers in the world, the materia
resources of the world do not belong to us. We have what we have because God, as host, has
distributed material resources to us, His guests. Asrecipients of God's graciousness and generosity, we
need to guard againg selfishness and possessiveness which would cloud our attitude toward immigrants.

A third theme is protection for the dien. As non-citizens working in their country of residence, diens
exis outsde the socid and palitica network of the society they are resding in; thus, they are rendered
powerless. Aliens are very vulnerable to exploitation. As Chrigtians, we should recal our roots as
diens and, thus, identify with their plight (Ex. 23:9).

A fourth theme is that, for Christians, no ane is ever to redly be consdered an outsder. “...The dien
living with you must be treated as one of your native-born. Love him as yoursdf...” (Lev. 19:33-34).
The Great Commandment isto gpply to the dien, because he or sheis our neighbor.

A fifth theme is that, in serving the outsders of society, we encounter Jesus. Because Chrigt identified
with the stranger, we are to extend the same treatment to the alien and stranger that we would extend
toward Jesus (Matt. 25:35).

Hidoricdly, immigration policies of the United States appear to be directed more by racism and
economic sdf-interest than compassion. Immigration quotas favored people groups aready established
in the United States (western and northern Europe) while limiting immigrants from Asia and Africa’
Sometimes certain people groups were dlowed to immigrate only when they were needed as menid
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labor for a gpecific task, eg., Chinese ralroad builders. Today immigration policy favors those who
bring technical expertise or financial resources with them.?

The present debate over immigration policy and immigrants is often based on stereotypica fasehoods.
Immigrants do not displace American workers. They usudly fill a shortage of skilled labor or do the
menid task that citizens refuse to do.® Immigrants rate of employment is higher than the generd
population, and they work longer hours*® They receive less generd assistance than the generd
population.® Immigrants pay more in taxes than the socia services they recaive® The reason state
governments are financidly burdened by immigrants is that only one-third of the federd income tax paid
by immigrants is returned to the state governments who provide public services such as education and
emergency medicd care.’

As we engage in our society's debate on immigraion through forums such as the voting booth,
community discussion groups, politica parties and church in light of the preceding discussion, we need
to rase the following issues.

A. To what extent are our attitudes towards immigration shaped by racism? To what extent do we
assume that American culture is identified with northern and western European culture; and are we
attempting to protect those cultura roots of Americafrom corruption by “foreign” cultures? Arewe
afraid that this existing culturd dominance will be overcome by the “strangeness’ of drangers? Are
we denying that other cultures bring gifts that add to rather than detract from our society's culture?
Does our culturd identity take precedence over our Christian identity so that we fall to recognize
that we are fellow diens with these immigrants?

B. To what extent are our attitudes towards immigrants shaped by materidism? As diens and
drangers in thisworld, what is the theologica basis for acting as though Americawere our property
and we can hence deny accessto it? Are we being overly possessive of our lifestyle or standard of

living?

C. Isthefear of running out of limited resources judtifiable? How can we say that there is not enough
to go around in America? Are we more concerned with the pursuit of affluence than meeting the
bas c human needs of dl human beings?

D. What are the implications of Proposition 187-type legidation (as in the Sate of Cdifornia)? Does
denying or reducing “safety ret” and other public benefits to illegd immigrants and ther American+
born children imply that in our society some groups of people are not regarded as being equaly
human as others even though they participate in the economic functioning of our society? Are some
groups of people not deemed worthy to receive the minima goods and services we consider
essentid for avery basic leve of human existence?

E. What about immigration policy? To what extent are we respongble for the living conditions in other
countries that motivate people to emigrate? Do the policies of the U.S. government and the U.S.
trans-nationad companies contribute to pressures on people to emigrate to the U.S.? Does an



immigration policy that favors the immigration of highly skilled people drain other countries of the
skills necessary to improve their standard of living and hence reduce the pressure to emigrate to
America?

As evangdlicds, we are cdled by God to aid the vulnerable. Therefore, we must see the dien and the
stranger as individuads made in the image of God, the object of Chridt's love and as people of intrinsic
worth who arein need of our affirmation and support.
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