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such contacts is proven by the interviews 
conducted by Myrivili. Her chapter makes 
it clear that commercial and cultural con-
tacts between the local populations of Les-
vos and Ayvalik have led to the breakdown 
of old identity commitments, with enough 
strength to compete with the nationalist 
state discourse. 

In the Long Shadow of Europe draws at-

tention to such contacts among the peoples 
and gives the hope that, despite the limits 
of rapprochement and prospects for peace 
within the EU framework, it is still possible 
to weaken the national discourse by re-
membering and rediscovering the similar 
political experiences of the not-so-obscure 
other. 

Yaprak Gürsoy, Bilgi University
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Over 11 million illegal immigrants re-
side in the United States, and a projected 
1,400 new immigrants cross the border il-
legally or overstay their visas each year, 
making immigration a topic of a raging de-
bate in the US. Debating Immigration is a 
volume of 18 original essays, written by ac-
tivists, experts and scholars, and organized 
around five themes of religion and philoso-
phy, law and policy, economics and demo-
graphics, race and ethnicity, and cosmopol-
itanism. Debating Immigration contributes 
to this debate by searching for the answers 
to a range of questions: Who should be ad-
mitted as an immigrant? What rights and 
benefits should host countries grant immi-
grants? What, if anything, do immigrants 
owe their host countries? How can the divi-
sion between public attitudes about immi-
gration and the policies produced by elect-
ed officials be explained? Why has the US 
failed to develop a well-articulated public 
philosophy of immigration? What does the 

Bible say about immigration policy? What 
are the moral and social obligations among 
fellow citizens? Do these obligations trump 
responsibilities to the world’s poor? How 
can the tendency to frame the immigration 
debate in the dichotomous terms of legal 
versus illegal and citizen versus non-citizen 
be explained, when the most critical trou-
bles are the consequences of immigration 
itself and not its legality or lack thereof? 
How is the European experience different 
from the US one? 

Debating Immigration is innovative as 
there are very few studies that address the 
issue of immigration from a philosophical 
perspective. James Edwards’ essay, A bibli-
cal perspective on immigration, is especially 
noteworthy. He argues that the Bible and 
Judeo-Christian ideology emphasize the 
authority of civil government to preserve 
the rule of law and defend nations against 
invasion. Thus emerges a debate between 
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goes against the general trend in migration 
literature, which has recently begun to ad-
dress the issue from different levels and ac-
tors’ perspectives (see, for example, Thom-
as Faist). In this sense, the essays in Debat-
ing Immigration are a setback in terms of 
methodology. Finally, although the book is 
promoted as if it is a comparative volume 
of European versus American migration 
policies, this is not really the case. The es-
says are not balanced in their geographical 
focus. There are far more essays addressing 
the American case than the European one, 
and the few essays on Europe are not actu-
ally comparative, but mostly descriptive.

All in all, Debating Immigration is an 
important volume with its different themes, 
especially the parts devoted to philosophy 
and religion. It is also an articulate projec-
tion of the negative side of the American 
public view on the issue of immigration. 
However, readers must be warned that 
there are many other actors in the immi-
gration debate and it is not so easy to reject 
cosmopolitanism in the age of globaliza-
tion. Although most of the essays promote 
obligations towards the nation, this review-
er is of the view that the Global North does 
have moral obligations towards the poor of 
the world. 

Deniz Sert, Koç University

the “cosmopolitan” viewpoint that en-
dorses shared citizenship and a universal 
obligation of distributive justice opposed to 
the “civic obligations” viewpoint that sup-
ports the existence of special obligations 
among citizens. Stephen Macedo rejects 
the “cosmopolitan” viewpoint and claims 
that Americans have to prioritize the needs 
of the poorest Americans rather than the 
globally impoverished.

There are four problems with Debating 
Immigration: First, as seen in Macedo and 
Edwards’ essays, there is a general tendency 
among the authors toward a restrictive im-
migration policy for the US. This is also re-
flected in other essays like Steve Camarote’s, 
where he argues that there is a direct rela-
tionship between unemployment of native-
born workers and increases in the immi-
grant population. Thus, overall, the volume 
seems as if it is mirroring and promoting 
the negative side of the American public 
attitude toward immigrants. This yields a 
second problem. Although the essays are 
multifaceted, as stated in the preface, they 
are comprehensive in their themes, but not 
perspectives. Almost all the essays look 
at the issue of migration specifically from 
the host country perspective, ignoring the 
other actors in the debate such as the gov-
ernments, nations of origin and most im-
portantly the immigrants themselves. This 


