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The Mexico Border Wall
The proposal by President Donald Trump to build a wall along the border between Mexico and the United States continue to cause conflict among the political class. The Democrats have opposed the move arguing it is a waste of public resources whereas the Republicans continue to champion for it. In fact, the conflict resulted in one of the longest partial federal government shutdown when the Congress refused to approve the President’s budget to fund the wall’s construction. Each of the political divide raises valid concerns as the foundation for the support or opposition. However, one has to carry out an independent evaluation of the merits and demerits of the wall beyond what the political class tells the public. The demerits of constructing the 1933-mile border wall exceeds potential benefits.
Firstly, building the wall will cost billions of dollars which would otherwise be spent on more pressing issues like universal health coverage. President Donald Trump estimates the total cost of building the wall to be between fifteen and twenty billion dollars (Allen). However, various agencies and media houses have expressed reservation on this cost and project it to be higher. For instance, the Government Accountability Office argues the cost of the wall is more than President Trump’s projection as it lacks “key information” (Baker). The agency highlights land ownership and uneven terrain as some of the factors likely to drive up construction cost (Baker). It thus conclude that the total cost of building the wall is unknown and notes it will cost the country billions. Essentially, it is impractical for the Trump’s administration to venture into a project they do not know the exact cost. Besides, discrepancies in the estimated price depicts the shambolic nature of the whole the project.  
Secondly, there is no certainty that the wall will stop illegal immigration into the United States. The primary reason behind building the wall is deter immigrants from entering the U.S. without proper documentation. Mexico and the US share only 1933.4 miles border line whereas Canada-US boundary is over two times longer, a stretch of 5,525 miles (Beaver 3). Additionally, the country has a 12,479-mile coastline protected by border patrols. Ironically, the government believe that a building a wall along a stretch less than a third of the total border line will prevent illegal immigrants.
 Besides, a study conducted by Pew Research Center in 2016 show that both illegal and legal immigrants constitute only 13.5 percent of the country’s population (Lopez, Bialik and Radford). The lawful immigrants account for 76.3 percent (reflecting 34.4 million) whereas the remaining 10.7 million (23.7 percent) are unauthorized settlers (Lopez, Bialik and Radford). Mexico accounts for twenty six percent of all immigrants (11.6 million) followed by China, India, and Philippines at six and four percent respectively (Lopez, Bialik and Radford). Consequently, erecting the border wall will block less than a quarter of the total immigrants coming to the United States. Besides, the Mexicans can still navigate the wall and find their way into the country. In other words, it is a waste of public resources to spend billions of dollars in constructing and maintaining the wall only to block less than a quarter of targeted population. 
Thirdly, erecting the wall violates the ideals of our founding fathers in a declaration made over two hundred years ago. The U.S is a beacon of hope to people across the world living in despair under dictatorial regimes. In fact, the country is primarily a settler nation since it was created by people from as far as Britain and Europe in search of opportunities. Most of the immigrants coming to the U.S do not have ulterior motives but to pursue their “American dream” hoping to build a secure future for their generations. The wall thus deny them this opportunity condemning to the life of poverty and desperation. 
Additionally, the offspring of the immigrants have contributed tremendously in the country’s economy and politics. In fact, even President Donald Trump’s grandfather was German immigrant who came to the U.S in search of opportunities (BBC ). His predecessor, Barack Obama, is a son to a Kenyan father who came to pursue his academic dream in the magical America. The two are just sample cases of immigrant’s contribution to this diverse and great country’s history. It is ironical that a President who is a direct descendant of an immigrant comes with a project to deny the same opportunity to other people. 
Fourthly, the border wall is an environmental hazard as it will adversely impact the natural habitat. The political euphoria surrounding the project did not create room for conducting an environmental impact assessment before its commissioning. Environmentalists have raised vital environmental issues concerning the wall. For instance, it is likely to hinder the natural movement of wildlife. It has potential to disconnect nearly a “third of 346 of the native wildlife species” living along the Mexican-U.S border (Parker). The animals around this border line will also have limited movement thus limiting their ability to freely search for food, water or escape heatwaves (Parker). Furthermore, the concrete wall will exacerbate flooding in the area since it easily interfere with the natural flow of water after rain. A similar incident happened in Arizona after George W. Bush administration constructed a 700-mile fence. In 2008, a similar incident occurred at the Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument when a fifteen-foot fence held debris on surface water resulting in a pool of water as deep as seven feet (Parker). It is unimaginable the consequence of having to a 1933.4-mile concrete wall. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]On the other hand, the wall also has benefits it presents to the people of the United States. For example, the rate of crime is likely to go down since the number of illegal immigrants will decline. Currently, there is a notion among the U.S citizens that illegal immigration leads to increase in crime. One study conducted in Arizona to determine the prevalence of crime among undocumented immigrants and U.S citizens revealed that the latter are 146 percent likely to commit crime compared to the former (Lott 7). The report further indicate that the illegal immigrants are163 percent likely to get convicted with first degree murder, 168% second degree, and 189.6% with manslaughter (Lott 7). Lott’s findings aligns with the perception on the illegal immigrants. However, there are studies that have indicated no correlation between illegal immigrants and increase in crime rates. For instance, one study found out that immigrants are forty percent less likely to commit crimes compared to native-Americans in Texas (Nowrasteh). The study evaluated Texas’ police data on arrests and convictions among the U.S citizens and immigrants. Besides, the states of California, Texas, and New York which host 46 percent of immigrants in the U.S do not appear among the top five states with violent crimes (statista; Lopez, Bialik and Radford). In essence, the wall will not make any significant reduction in crime rates since most offences are committed by the U.S. citizens. 
Also, the proponents of the project argue that it will ease pressure on the country’s economy due fall in the number of illegal immigrants. Currently, the government spend an average of $24,721 compared $10,344 it receives in terms of annual tax. The amount is relatively high considering there are millions of undocumented immigrants in the country. Besides, they strain social amenities such as schools and health institutions. These facilities are designed to support a given population size and any unplanned increase adversely affects the quality of service. Furthermore, immigrants are likely to engage in drug related crimes compared to the U.S. citizens (Nowrasteh). The government thus has to spend more resources in rehabilitating the victims. However, the immigrants also provide cheap labor and willing to take up jobs that ordinary Americans are reluctant to pick. 
In conclusion, the 1933-mile border wall comes with a lot of disadvantages compared to potential benefits. The wall is an environmental hazard and will interfere with the natural habitat. Moreover, the cost building and maintaining it is very high despite the limited benefits. Also, the wall is likely not achieve much in its primary object of blocking illegal immigrants from accessing the U.S. On the other hand, it is likely to make the country safer by reducing crime and ease pressure on the economy due to reduced number of illegal immigrants. 
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