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1. Introduction
Who is concerned with this topic? All peoples of the world. The state they belong to gives them
protection and support, but sometimes existential necessities create the need to move from one’s
home country to another country because of war, political repression, economic reasons making one
an inhabitant of another country. Many emigrants never go back to their home country, so they
become part of the population of their adopted land. Many countries allow them to become citizens
of this new state with all the rights and duties. If a person lives in a foreign country, he/she
participates in all aspects of life in that country (economy, culture, social and taxes). Should they
been involved with institutions that help determine the nation’s future? If the answer is yes, it is
necessary to define the rights the newcomer is entitled to and the degree of participation he/she is
obliged to have.
Millions of migrants are touched by these issues. The Rohingya in Myanmar, African and Middle
Eastern migration towards Europe, internal migration in Africa, refugees from Ukraine to Russia or
from central Asian countries to Russia, Asian migration towards Australia, Latin American
migration towards USA.
A special category is the population losing their islands because of the rise of seal levels.

2. Definition of Key Terms
Citizen:
a. A native or naturalized member of a state or nation who owes allegiance to its government and is
entitled to its protection.
b. An inhabitant of a city or town, especially one entitled to its privileges or franchises.

Native-born citizen:
A citizen who is born within the country of the nationality.
Foreign-born citizen:
A citizen who is born elsewhere than the country of nationality.
Citizenship:
Citizenship can be defined as "the status of having the right to participate in and to be represented
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in politics." It is a collection of rights and obligations that give individuals a formal juridical
identity. T.H. Marshall, whose work has long dominated the debates about social citizenship,
considered citizenship as "a status bestowed on those who are full members of a community. All

who posses the status are equal with respect to the rights and duties with which the status is
endowed."
Historically the demands for citizenship rights emerged in response to the growing power of the
modern state. It is the product of the development of the modern state in the direction of unitary
internal sovereignty. Originally, the demand for citizenship involved the enjoyment of legal and
political rights, but early in the twentieth century citizenship it was redefined to include social or
welfare rights.
Citizenship is today considered to be the binding element of a national community and is an
instrument and object of social closure. National citizenship draws boundaries between states. It is
today one of the most powerful instruments of exclusion, every modern state identifies a particular
set of persons as its citizens and defines all others as non-citizens, as aliens. At the same time,
citizenship is an instrument of closure within states. A conceptual, legal, and ideological boundary
between citizens and foreigners or migrants is established by every state. Every state discriminates
between citizens and resident foreigners, reserving certain rights and benefits, as well as certain
obligations, for citizens. Every state claims to be the state of, and for, a particular, bounded
citizenry, usually conceived as a nation. In this sense, the modern nation-state is inherently
nationalistic. Its legitimacy depends on its promoting the interests of a particular, bounded
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citizenry.
Even though every country has its own laws regarding citizenship, there are two main categories
into which these laws fall. In the first one, jus sanguinis, the principle of blood, descent and heritage
play a pivotal role in defining who is, and can become, a citizen. Where people were born is not as
important as if and how they can trace their ancestry back to the origin country. In this context, the
term foreigner refers to those in the population whose heritage cannot be traced back to the host
country. In general, under jus sanguinis citizenship policies, it is often difficult for foreigners to
naturalise, even if they are long-term residents or were native born to the country. Those foreigners
who do naturalise typically have to demonstrate that they meet the required integration criteria, such
as language skills or knowledge of the country's culture and history.
The second principle, jus solis, defines citizens as those born within the country, regardless of the
citizenship of the parents. Foreign-born residents can, under certain circumstances, change their
status and become citizens through naturalisation. When combined, both place of birth and
citizenship status can be used to divide the population into three categories, native-born citizens,
foreign-born citizens, and non-citizens, and define who among the foreign born has acquired the full
rights and responsibilities bestowed on all citizens.
Some states' citizenship law incorporates elements of both principles. The historical circumstances
under which the principle of popular sovereignty became institutionalised in secular urban societies
or in agrarian peasant societies explain the state's choice of which principle to base its citizenship
on. In several discussions over the last decades, issues of citizenship have been seen from the
classical perspective of citizenship as the legal and political expression of nationality. A citizen has
come to denote "a national with voting and passport rights". This has sometimes had the effect of
reducing questions concerning citizenship to their legal minimum, i.e. matters of nationality. At the
same time, migration and intermarriage undermine the traditional one-person/one state situation, so
that many people are born with dual citizenship now. Though some states have suppressed the
possibility of dual citizenship, citizenship laws in general are often being relaxed or disregarded.
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4. Key Issues
How Citizenship is Obtained (Europe) http://www.historiasiglo20.org/europe/ciudadeuropea.htm
The situation in Africa:
http://citizenshiprightsafrica.org/
(check: themes)
Dual citizenship
Refugees
Migrants
Statelessness
https://books.google.it/books?id=0siwZycsP6gC&pg=PA7&lpg=PA7&dq=criteria+for++citizenshi
p+assigned&source=bl&ots=XaXT8tsf-b&sig=SUVONk5i06bjuyqlaoDGosMAL8&hl=it&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwiLuu7WkoXZAhWECOwKHdl4D_IQ6AEISzAE#v=onepag
e&q=criteria%20for%20%20citizenship%20assigned&f=false

5. Evaluation of Previous Attempts
In 2004 the UN website published a report about an attemping of a global citizenship.
https://www.unglobalcompact.org/system/attachments/7617/original/HP_Global_Citizenship_Repo
rt_2003.pdf?1282019232
On 18 April 2016 the Global Citizenship Commission was convened, under the leadership of
former British Prime Minister Gordon Brown and the auspices of NYU’s Global Institute for
Advanced Study, to re-examine the spirit and stirring words of The Universal Declaration of
Human Rights.
6. Possible Solutions
The delegations could propose a conference in order to outline a treaty in which the rights of
migrants and refugees in order to obtain the citizenship in a foreign country are established, in
consideration of the specific needs of the migrants.

http://www.multiplecitizenship.com/worldsummary.html

