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THW allow free immigration

Government

Prime Minister
The first speaker of the government side talked about the main methods they would use to alleviate the burden and stress of immigrants, which were granting permanent amnesty, eliminating all restrictions, and setting up a new simple registration for those who would like to immigrate. First of all she mentioned the rights of free movement, by elaborating the beneficial effects which led to net increase in population influx, and the contribution of immigrants to the economy. She also mentioned that this process shouldn't be a major problem because it basically works in the same way as moving to another region, which no one considers dangerous. Next, she talked about the various benefits to allowing free immigration, which was the addition to taxes, which would definitely contribute to the national economy. There was a POI asking her about the problem of professionals all moving to another country, but she replied that this problems would only be a minor thing to consider.

Deputy Prime Minister
The second speaker made 3 major rebuttals against the opposition side. The first one was about disallowing free immigration, and how no free immigration actually triggers implicit discrimination. For example, he mentioned how many immigrants are willing to pay taxes, but how they have less assurance of rights by not being accepted. He also questioned the opposition's ambiguity regarding the term 'too much immigration'. And lastly, he mentioned that new jobs would be made once free immigration is allowed, and how it would solve the problem of unemployment.
Then, he elaborated the cultural benefits of allowing free immigration, in the 2 aspects of combating prejudice and aiding diversity.

Opposition

[bookmark: _GoBack]Leader of Opposition
The first speaker of the opposition side talked about the necessity of restrictions first, because it is the government's role to protect the safety and security of the people of their own countries. He started off with two rebuttals - first, about the irrelevancy of methods to check safety, and how it is not at all realistic to gather information on every immigrant, let alone the overall number and personal data. He also said that moving inside a country is very different from immigration, and immigration requires much more time, effort, and consideration. Also, about the financial aids for immigrants mentioned by the government side, he called it a waste of money because before anything else, there are people in their own countries who do not have the basic financial power. Also, he talked about the severe problem of quality of workplaces, and how the artificial efforts in increasing the number of workplaces would eventually result in the declination of the general quality of the already existing workplaces. With this he mentioned 2 new arguments, which were the state of duty and negative effects on citizens. With the first argument, he supported it by mentioning how control boulders are extremely money consuming, and detailed the second one by elaborating how the citizens, before the immigrants, would lose access to supple amounts of housing and economic aid.

