Immigration: sensible controls or free for all?

By Godfrey Bloom MEP

There is much confusion in the minds of those with only a loose grasp on basic economics on the advantages of immigration.  This of course includes most main stream politicians who are usually lawyers or erstwhile bureaucrats and indeed professional politicians of whom we have far too many.

In order for an economy to benefit from immigration the host country needs only those skills or labour which cannot be home grown.

There is much merit in having temporary workers to fill the gaps for seasonal harvest in rural areas, for example picking strawberries, sprouts, cherries and apples.  Kent in years past received and welcomed Londoners in their thousands for the annual hop picking season.  Where there are skill shortages, immigrants are as welcome as the flowers in spring.  Dentists, plumbers and joiners over recent years have in many areas of Great Britain literally saved the day.

Mass immigration though is a different story.  Back in the 18th and 19th and early 20th century, the world’s greatest economy, the USA, was built on immigrant labour and skills.  This is because there were not enough people to build the towns and work the land and so they came from Europe in their millions.

But economics is not just about numbers. Many people make the mistake in thinking that people are just some sort of production unit. But in today's world it is far more complicated than that.

Western democracies have developed a complex welfare dynamic: schools, hospitals, social security and state pensions run into billions of pounds and are a huge attraction particularly to those from poorer countries.  Many would argue this aspect has been grossly over developed and indeed there is proof that for some, work has become a lifestyle choice.  The unpalatable decision politicians must make is whether immigrants do work which is essential or just that which the indigenous population will not, do not, or cannot do.

The immigrants of yesteryear in the USA very much bought into a concept of a free, capitalist, democratic society with one language and one constitution.  It was a great thing then to be an American: It was the dream of many from less hospitable lands.

But in the UK, social services cannot cope with the strains of the host population.  Massive influxes of non English speaking people with different values, cultures and religions put an impossible strain on immigrants and the host nation alike.  It builds trouble for the future and sows the seeds for extreme politics. 

It is totally dishonest of Gordon Brown to claim the famous “British jobs for the British” or indeed any of the other main stream political leaders who sing off the same hymn sheet.  We are simply no longer in control of our immigration policy as members of the European Union: There is nothing we can do.

He knew when he made that statement back in 2007 that membership of the European Union gives the right for half a billion people to live, work and use the services of this country, just as he knew it is illegal for a company in the UK to only employ people from the UK. Not so much 'British jobs for British workers' as 'Jobs in the UK for anyone in the EU.'

Even the great Milton Friedman saw the nonsense in either comparing human beings to tradable commodities like copper or allowing a mass influx of people from poor countries with a large welfare state. It's a shame our politicians can't.

Let us therefore change our relationship with Europe, join the European Free Trade Association and bring the government of our country back to Westminster where it should never have left.

If we need immigrant labours let us offer work permits, so we know who comes in and to do what and why.  Let us stop making work a lifestyle choice.   In short let us run a system that the USA, Canada, Australia, New Zealand and almost every other, sensible free democracy has.  

