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Preparation Outline: Should English be the official language of America?

Topic: English-only laws in America.

General Purpose: Informing SU students that there is conversation being had about making English the official language of America.

Specific Purpose: Presenting SU students with some ideas that committees are talking about in regard to making English the official language of America

Introduction: 

I. Attention getter: When I recently Googled images relating to the English only movement, I discovered the above image.  I was surprised that the picture equated this phenomenon with the time of segregation.

II. Thesis: The effects of the English only movement will tackle issues of both cultural and educational liability.

III. Preview: The English only movement it appears will result in a whites preferred society.  

Body:

I. Background Information of English only movements

1    If this law passed, it seems that it would be digressing from ‘the melting pot’ we pride ourselves on. In our own constitution it states “life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness”, but is this true and for whom is it true for?

· U.S. English, which claims to have 1.8 million members, says that “the passage of English as the official language will help to expand opportunities for immigrants to learn and speak English, the single greatest empowering tool that immigrants must have to succeed” (U.S. English). 

2.   What English-only means, is that English would be the one and only language legal documents could be written in. 

· Refer to slide that lists what documents would be affected. 

· Refer to slide that describes the proposed amendment

· Refer to slide that lists states with English- only laws 

3.   Traditionally America has been a country of language. On May 18, 2006, the Senate voted on an amendment to an immigration reform bill that would declare English the national language of the United States.

· Creating a common language would aid in the unification of our country, the country will operate in a more sound fashion

· Not creating a unifying language would be cause for destruction of a nation.   

II. The possibilities of assault on minority cultures

· Anti-English only supporters think that this movement is nothing more than Anglo-conformity. 

· It is quite possible that too much emphasis is being put on language and not enough on academics.

· It could also inhibit the social skills of the students as well as deterioration in family communication.

III. Why some people feel this amendment is a positive one

· Figures who feel that English-only is a positive policy

· Supporters of U.S. English advocate: monolinguism is a unification tool .

Conclusion:

I. Summary: Monolingualism is just one form of conformity. If there is potential for a movement like English only to become a law, it could also be possible for other movements of conformity to be passed. 

II. Closure: If a law like this were passed there is not telling when such acts of conformity will end.
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When I recently Googled images relating to the English only movement, I discovered the above image.  I was surprised that the picture equated this phenomenon with the time of segregation. After all, “The Land of Opportunity” is the phrase that refers to the implicit foundation of the United States of America. There is a great deal of debate circulating about whether or not English should be legislated as the official language of America. However, some immigrants and even American citizens feel that the implementation of such a law that would be deviating from everything our country stands for; hypocritical in view of our beliefs in our country as the melting pot and in conflict with the basic rights of life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. The English only movement it appears will result in a whites preferred society.  The effects of the English only movement will tackle issues of both cultural and educational liability.

It has been proposed that the United States require all of its documents and laws be written in English.  If this law passed, it seems that it would be digressing from ‘the melting pot’ we pride ourselves on. In our own constitution it states “life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness”, but is this true and for whom is it true for? The constitution does not address considerations of language, but it does address individual rights and liberties. It is quite baffling how the United States, the land of opportunity, could want to establish a law in which there is an official language. Our nation is supposed to be one of the most diverse in the world. 

What English-only means, is that English would be the one and only language legal documents could be written in. These documents would include birth certificates, marriage licenses, ballots, censuses, drivers’ licenses, mortgages, instructions, street signs, and airplane safety pamphlets. These are everyday documents that people interact with and it seems that the ease with which we are able to read them is taken for granted. A person who has just come to this country and has not grasped the language yet, could put themselves in jeopardy if unable to read and understand what these documents are saying. Would a common language make for a more convenient, safe and more harmonious environment? 


 “The current English-Only movement, which advocates that English be the official and only language used in the United States, dramatically influences the life of language minority children, their families, and educators working with them” (“English-Only Movement:”). There are two very definitive sides in this extremely heated debate. There is the side in favor and the side against this movement. The side in support of the cause feels that a common language would be a means of unifying American life. “English is an essential tool of social mobility and economic advancement. The English Language Amendment would ‘send a message’ to immigrants, encouraging them to join in, rather than remain apart, and to government, cautioning against policies which could retard English acquisition” ("English-Only Movement:").   

An organization dedicated to exploring the English Only movement based in Boston claims it is an outgrowth of a powerful right wing organization.   It warns that, “Language diversity does not cause social disunity. Similarly, monolingualism does not guarantee social unity” (“English Only Movement”). It is bothersome how America could tell people that they are welcome to our country, but the only way they are able to prosper would be if they learned English and learned it well to the point where they could speak, read and write it. Most immigrants want to learn English, but there are not enough English as a second language classes. People come to this country in search of work, money, education and a better life. With all that our country represents, how could we turn people away by not even offering them the resources they need to succeed? If Congress were to pass an English only law there would have to be ample thought as to how non-natives would receive English as a second language aid.

The Supreme Court was faced with this debate. In the 1974 case of Lau vs. Nichols the Supreme Court ruled that, “There is no equality of treatment merely by providing students with the same facilities, textbooks, teachers, and curriculum; for students who do not understand English are effectively foreclosed from any meaningful education”  (“English-Only Movement:”). Based on the ruling, students can all be given the exact same resources, but if these students are unable to speak English they will not flourish to their full potential. These students would seem to need more aid in transitioning from one language to English. 

Academics are not the only aspect that would be effected by English-only in education. It could also inhibit the social skills of the students as well as deterioration in family communication. It is quite possible that the foreign tongued students would have a more difficult time acquiring friends because of the language barrier; they could be ridiculed for being different, or ostracized for possibly having to be held back a year. The immigrant students are not the only students affected by this potential law, native students are as well. “This message equally deprives mainstream children of the opportunity to experience the cultural diversity in this country, and robs every child of the chance to learn the full potential of human possibilities” (“English-Only Movement:”). Even when these students are transitioning into another language they are transitioning out of their native tongue. The downfall to this is 

These four people of influence seem to all be trying to communicate that creating a common language would aid in the unification of our country. They all seem to feel that the country will operate in a more sound fashion. Churchill and Roosevelt especially feel that not creating a unifying language would be cause for destruction of a nation.   

Supporters of U.S.English have advocated that monolinguism is a unification tool; yet a motto of our country implies that we are the ‘melting pot of diversity’. The results of turning America into a monolingual country seem to be unclear. It is quite possible it could make for a stronger, more unified nation; on the other hand it could make for a more diversified country. If there are groups advocating to create a monolingual society presently, there could quite possibly be long term negative potentials that arise. Monolingualism is just one form of conformity. If there is potential for a movement like English only to become a law, it could also be possible for other movements of conformity to be passed. If a law like this were passed there is no telling when such acts of conformity will end. 
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