Moral Objectivism, The DDE, and Illegal Immigration
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Moral objectivism is the opposite counterpart to moral relativism. Where moral relativism relates to beliefs that are created based on an individual or culture, moral objectivism states that there are a general set of rules that should apply to everyone. The theory of moral objectivism and the Doctrine of Double Effect can both be related to the topic of immigration. Specifically, I will address the topic of illegal immigration.
               The first condition of the DDE is the nature-of-the-act condition which states that, “the action must be either morally good or indifferent” (Pojman). The acts of lying or murder would violate this condition. I would say that illegal immigration is neither good nor bad and is therefore morally indifferent. As Huemer mentioned, it is not the migrant’s fault that they were born in another country that is unsafe. They were simply born, so by immigrating illegally, they are only trying to remove themselves from a bad situation. I would also say that the right-intention condition and the proportionality condition can also be applied to this statement.
               The means-end condition of the DDE states that you can’t do something bad in order to have a good outcome. Huemer argues that it is not bad, but unjust to not allow open borders. In this case, the second condition would be adhered to. However, if we took the perspective of the U.S. government or some U.S. citizens, we could say that this would go against this condition. I find that it is difficult to not apply subjectivism to objectivism, since different people have different opinions of what is considered good or bad and the DDE conditions are fairly open-ended.  
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