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Southern Border Wall
The well-intended Secure Fence Act approved by the Bush Administration in 2006 seems to have birthed the contentious ‘big beautiful wall’ proposed to cover approximately 2,000 miles at a mouth-watering cost of $ 70 billion, with a further $ 150 billion for annual maintenance (Warren and Kerwin, 18). Opinions have been thrown in, back and forth as to its necessity and depending on which side of the fence one sits in, metaphorically, one question rings home, is the wall necessary?
Going by the utilitarian virtues in which they hold high practicality and functionality over pretty, then the border wall would be unnecessary. Granted, utilitarianism values an elements practicality and usefulness over its attractiveness, but at what cost? As it stands, the border wall has always been a major landmark within the American population, in light of the weight thrown behind it. Interestingly, during its inception, it received heavy bipartisan support which enabled its seamless enactment into law. However, its purpose and effectiveness seems to have been watered down as a major campaign point in which deceits were infused, such as the fact that the Mexicans were responsible for its construction. The utilitarianism standard of greatest happiness, emphasizes that actions are viewed as moral if they encourage utility and immoral if they endorse the reverse. This translates to a happiness with the lack of discomfort, which may not be the case here given that the tax payers will bear the brunt of financing the whole project, quite the financial pain in itself. 
Although the wall does provide the benefit of improved security, it fails to live up to its enormous price tag in matters effectiveness given that it is relatively easy to cross, either by digging a tunnel, climbing, or removal of the wires. In addition, it fragments wildlife habitat and interrupts their migratory patterns. 
In closing, a duty theorist will resoundingly voice his concern against the wall given that it goes against his beliefs. The categorical imperatives hold for the need to treat others- individuals and nations- as ends and not means, and the maxim that individual actions ought to be able to be qualify as universal laws (Hodgson, 24). 
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