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The growing integration of economies and societies around the world has been one of the most hotly debated topics in international economics over the past few years. Rapid growth and poverty reduction in the third world countries that were poor 20 years ago has been a positive aspect of globalization. However, globalization has also generated significant international opposition that has increased the pressure of international migration. 

 Migrants, refugees and asylum seekers in Thailand and other countries in the region are caused by contemporary force including political instability, regional demographic, economic conditions, etc. In 2002, there were 112,614 refugees who were forced to leave home. Another 1,050 were asylum seekers who claimed themselves as refugees because they could have an official status in a transit country.  However, their claims were still in the process of being verified. The remaining international migrants are regarded insignificant, as they are not shown in the 2002 UNHCR Statistical Yearbook.  Countries of origin for those international migrations are Myanmar, Cambodia and China. The number of refugees from those countries was 112,288, 82, and 80 respectively. Only 344 refugees and asylum seekers are from Thailand.
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When compared to other countries in the region, Thailand has played most international cooperative role as a transit country. Currently, there are 11 refugee camps left in the country, mostly located along the Thai-Myanmar border. The Western world played a significant role as third and receiving countries for the resettlement of refugees. From 1975 to 1986, 548,771 refugees were accepted for resettlement in various countries such as the United States, France, Canada, and Australia.
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 International organizations, the Non-governmental organizations (NGOs) as well as numerous voluntary agencies were involved in the resettlement process.  Meanwhile the Thai government was responsible for the rest of budget.

As far as financial and political aspects are concerned, refugees and asylum seekers obviously generate more costs than benefits. As a transit country, Thailand has been home to asylum seekers.  The cost to accommodate over 100,000 refugees is the responsibility of Thailand. As a matter of fact, transit countries can hardly get financial benefits from migration.  On the contrary, the origin countries can usually gain benefits from remittance and destination countries from skilled labors. In order to maximize the benefits for all countries, the motive of migration benefit should be pursued in such a way that the migration from transit countries will move more freely from their origins.  The benefits for destination and origin countries will increase and the adverse pressure of transit countries will be lessened. 

International migration can bring mutual benefits to all parties involved.  The key issue however is how to make all countries (origin, transit, and receiving countries alike) believe that migration would bring more benefits than costs. Without such a belief, the 
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flow of migration from origin to destination could be easily obstructed.  These benefits and costs can be economics in nature like the lure of higher paying jobs.  They can also

be non-economics such as having a better health and education as well as living in better social-environmental surroundings. More importantly, they could feel more secure in a receiving country than in origin countries where the level of political stability is lower.  If migration is thought to have a positive economic benefit for individuals, the rewards for migrating should be reflected in higher incomes for migrants than non-migrants.  With such incentives, the origin countries will receive more remittance from migrants, the destination countries will benefit more national incomes from the skillful migrants, and the transit countries will bear less pressure of remaining refugees in camps.  

Responses to the Questions

1. The primary benefits and costs of international migration for my home country and region are worth mentioning. 

Financially, since we are mostly transit countries receiving many poor and uneducated migrants awaiting their chance to go to other and richer countries, we do not receive financial benefits as such. On the country, we spend a good sum of money educating and preparing them for a work life later in receiving countries. The only benefit, if there ever be, we gain from international migration however is of a moral one. That is, an awareness of educating and preparing our citizens to always be ready for work life is instilled among us. In times of conflict which normally leads to migration, we expect that our well educated and highly qualified citizens will suffer less than those opposite to them. 

Socially, we suffer quite a greater loss. As a matter of fact, we are relatively poorer than those receiving countries. Our people and countries all need development. The cost arising from taking care of migrants add more pressure on us.

Politically, we oftentimes make ourselves dependent on other countries by seeking help from them, financially or diplomatically. This kind of dependence can create a bad image to our nation as a whole. It is true that nobody likes a parasite although we have to live with it.


2. By more extensive international cooperation, the costs of international migration will surely be reduced and the benefit increased. Besides the help from the United Nations and NGOs, origin, transit and destination countries can cooperate and enjoy benefits together. Such is truly a win-win atmosphere to all.

One thing we all need is to prepare people all and around the globe with education. Once educated, people will become professionals in their respective workplaces. The country of origin can reap the fruit of their investment when their people send back home whatever they gain from receiving countries. Meanwhile, the receiving countries obtain more national income from those skilled labors. The transit countries, while gaining morally, do not have to bear too much burden when preparing the migrants for their future work and life.
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