Compelling Question: Is anything new about today’s immigration policy debate? 
Supporting Question #1: What is the current debate about immigration policy?
1. Research the current debate over the United States immigration policy
2. Create a comparison chart showing the different policies that are proposed to fix the current immigration issue 
3. Things to find
a. What is the current US policy for immigration?  Put into your own words
b. Find at least 2  immigration policy proposal from the Republican Part and at least 2 proposal from the Democratic party
c. Be sure to cite your sources and identify who created each plan

Supporting Question #2: How has the US immigration system changed over time?
1. Task: Write a paragraph using evidence from the sources that compares and contrasts the systems created by the three historical approaches to immigration policy.
2. Source A: Chinese Immigration: A Speech by Horace Davis to the House of Representatives
a. https://archive.org/stream/chineseimmigrat00davigoog/chineseimmigrat00davigoog_djvu.txt
b. Read through the excerpt and find 3 pieces of evidence that supports why this person felt it was necessary to exclude the Chinese from entering the US.
3. Source B: Immigration Act of 1924 (Johnson-Reed Act)
a. Except found down below
b. Read through the excerpt and find 3 pieces of evidence that support why this person felt this way concerning immigration
4. Source C: 
a. Find your own source, that shows a historical view of immigration
b. Read through the excerpt and find 3 pieces of evidence that support why this person felt this way concerning immigration

Supporting Question #3: How has the US immigration policy been criticized over time?
1. Task: Write a paragraph using evidence from the sources that compares and contrasts the arguments made in opposition to three historical approaches to immigration policy.
2. Source A: Political Cartoon  “The Americanese Wall–as Congressman Burnett Would Build It“
a. http://www.loc.gov/pictures/resource/cph.3b00563/ 
b. Examine the Political cartoon
c. Explain what is the message the cartoon is trying to convey? 
3. Source B: Speech by Meyer Jacobstien
a. Excerpt found below
b. Read through the excerpt and find 3 pieces of evidence that support the criticism of US immigration law
4. Source C: “1965 Immigration Law Changed Face of America”
a. Listen to the Audio on NPR http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=5391395
b. Find 3 pieces of evidence to support the criticism of US immigration law
Compelling Question: Is anything new about today’s immigration policy debate?
1. In a well written 1 page essay answer the compelling question using at least 5 pieces of evidence from the sources to back up your claim. 
a. Make a claim – basically answer the question
b. Use evidence to support your claim
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Question 2 Source B
AMERICA OF THE MELTING POT COMES TO END
Effects of New Immigration Legislation Describe by Senate Sponsor of Bill-Chief Aim, He States, Is to preserve Racial Type as It Exists Here Today
HOW NEW LEGISTLATION WILL CHANGE THE FLOW OF IMMIGRATION FROM EUROPE TO THE UNITED STATES
By DAVID A. REED,
Senator From Pennsylvania
The immigration policy upon which the two houses of Congress have now substantially agreed marks a new departure in the American attitude on this subject.  Until now we have proceeded upon the theory that America was “the refuge of the oppressed of all nations,” and we have indulged the belief that upon their arrival here all immigrants were fused by the “melting pot” into a distinctive American type.  During the last forty years we have, it is true, established certain physical and moral standards with which our immigrants must comply in order to be permitted to enter the country; but these tests have operated only to exclude the cases of gross unfitness, such as those with contagious diseases and the insane and the notorious criminal.
Until the years 1853-85 the sources from which the greater number of our immigrants came were the same sources from which our country was originally colonized, and as result of this fact the immigrants were easily assimilated in our population upon their arrival here.  Beginning about 1885, new types of people began to come.  For the first time in our history men began to come in large numbers form Italy, Greece, Poland, Turkey in Europe, the Balkan States and from Russia.  As these new sources of immigration began to pour out their masses of humanity upon our shores the old sources in Northwestern Europe seemed to dry up, and whereas in 1890 the natives of Southern and eastern Europe constituted about 8 per cent of our foreign-born population , in 1910 they constituted 39 per cent.
This change brought new difficulties in the problem of assimilation.  These new peoples spoke strange languages.  It was not to be expected that they would readily fuse into the population that they found here..  It was natural that they should not understand our institutions, since they came from lands in which popular government is a myth.
Fate of Roman Empire Recalled
Thoughtful men began to apprehend that the United States was going the way that Rome went.  They remembered how the Roman of 200 B.C. prided himself upon physical fitness and upon his readiness to undertake manual labor, no matter how arduous.  They remembered how the vast inpouring of captives and of alien slaves had changed this viewpoint of the Roman citizen, so that he came about 200 A.D. to regard all manual labor as demeaning.  Rome had developed her white-toga class, and there was no Roman so humble as to do manual labor.  From that day the power of Rome waned and she sank into an impotency which made her the prey of every barbarian invader.
America has taken this historical fact to heart and has determined that a similar fate shall not befall her.  She has not been deterred from taking this step by the clamor of those who have insisted that the “labor supply” must constantly be imported afresh.  She realizes the fallacy of this when she sees how Great Britain, France, Germany and the other countries of Europe find their “labor supply” at home.  She realizes that the reason Americans are loath to do manual labor is not because they consider themselves too good for such tasks, but it is because of their unwillingness to associate in intimate daily contact with men and alien speech and thought and habits.  It is the association to which they object and not the toil itself, and it is this objection that would eventually make the white-collar class include the whole of our native-born Americans.
Nor has America allowed herself to be disturbed by the cries of alien groups who are already here.  The objections that these groups have put forward to the new immigration law have doubtless been put forward in good faith, but with a complete misunderstanding of the purposes of the new law.  These purposes are thee:
First-America realizes that she is no longer a desert country in need of reinforcements to her population.  She realizes that her present numbers and their descendants are amply sufficient to bring out her natural resources at a reasonable rate of progress.  She knows that her prosperity at this moment far exceeds that of any other land in the world.  She realizes that unless immigration is numerically restrained she will be overwhelmed by a vast migration of people from the war-stricken countries of Europe.  Such a migration could not fall to have a baleful effect upon American wages and standards of living and it would increase mightily our problem of assimilating the foreign born who are already here.  Out of these thoughts have risen the general demands for limitation of the number of immigrants who may enter this country.
Second-There has come about a general realization of the fact that the races of men who have been coming to us in recent years are wholly dissimilar to the native-born Americans, that they are untrained in self-government-a faculty that it has taken the Northwestern Europeans many centuries to acquire.  Thoughtful Americans have been despondent for the future of our country when the suffrage should be exercised by men whose inexperience in popular forms of government would lead them to demand too much of their Government, and to rely too heavily upon it, and too little upon their own initiative.
America was beginning also to smart under the irritation of her “foreign colonies”-those groups of aliens, either in city slums or in country districts, who speak a foreign language and live a foreign life, and who want neither to learn our common speech nor to share our common life.  From all this has grown the conviction that it was best for America that our incoming immigrants should hereafter be of the same races as those of us who are already here, so that each year’s immigration should so far as possible be a miniature America, resembling in national origins the persons who are already settled in our country.
The third, and last, factor in bringing about the new law has been the conviction that we were handling the business badly and were causing unnecessary suffering in allowing the immigrant to sever his home ties and cross the ocean before his admissibility was decided.  It was obvious that much distress and suffering could be avoided if the selection of immigrants and the determination of their admissibility could be done at the source.  Obviously, it is impracticable to locate immigration officials abroad; but the idea has gained ground that our Consuls could make a preliminary decision about each immigrant before giving him a visa of his passport.
Out of these principles has arisen the new immigration law of 1924, which has passed both houses, and is now receiving its final polishing in conference committee.  This law will entirely supersede the temporary quota law of 1921, which by its own terms expires on June 30 of this year.  The new law will be permanent.  It will provide, first, for limitation of the aggregate immigration from all sources outside the Western Hemisphere to 161,000 persons per year in the next three fiscal years and 150,000 persons per year thereafter.  During the first three years the quotas of the various nationalities will be fixed at 2 per cent of the number of foreign born of each nationality who were in this country in 1890.  The reason that that date was fixed is that the 1890 census of foreign born bears a closer resemblance to the national origins of our whole population today than does any other census.  After July 1, 1927, the aggregate quota of 150,000 persons will be divided among the nationalities exactly in accordance with the national origins of our whole population according to the latest census, including both native born and foreign born, citizens and aliens.
The reason that the national origins method of quota determination is postponed for three years is to permit a careful calculation to be made by the Census Bureau which will do no injustice to any of the nationalities involved.  Every one must realize the obvious impossibility of determining national origins by questioning the persons who are living in the United States today, since comparatively few of our native born could give their complete pedigree accurately.
But the same result can be reached with great accuracy by calculating what part of our present population is the modern descendant of each arriving immigrant.  We know the make-up of our population in the year 1790, and we know with almost complete accuracy how many immigrants of each nationality have reached our shores since 1790.  The natural rate of increase in each decade is known accurately.  Working from these factors, it is easily possible for the Bureau of the Census to say what part of our population of today represents immigrants who have come in from each of the quota countries during our past history.
The method of calculating quotas under our temporary law of 1921 was netirely  (sic) unfair to the native-born American, since he was ignored in the ascertainment of the quotas, which were based exclusively upon the census of foreign-born residents.  In my judgment, the argument is unanswerable that there was no justice in allowing the unnaturalized (sic) alien resident to be represented in calculating the quota of his country while the native-born American was ignored.
This new method does away with all of this unfairness, and each of us, American or alien, native born or foreign born, has an equal representation in the quotas.  The effect is obvious.  The “melting pot” is no longer necessary, for each year’s immigration that reaches our shores will be but a counterpart of the population that it funds on arrival.  The racial composition of America at the present time this is made permanent.  The composition of our population will not change in future decades in the same way in which it changed between 1885 and the outbreak of the World War.  It is true that 75 per cent of our immigration will hereafter come from Northwester Europe; but it is fair that it should do so, because 75 per cent of us who are now here owe our origin to immigrants from these same countries.
The system of selection at the source has also been adopted.  Hereafter no immigrant can receive a visa of his passport until he has established to the Consul’s satisfaction that he is admissible under our laws on arrival here.  When that fact has been established and the necessary degree of literacy and physical and mental health has been shown, the immigrant will then receive a “visa certificate,” which will insure his being within the quota.
Without such a certificate he will not be accepted by the steamship company.  With the certificate, however, both the immigrant and the steamship company will know that his place within the quota is bespoken.  It is estimated by the committees of the House and of the Senate who have studied the matter that this system will do away with at least 90 per cent of the distress and hardship that have caused by our present system and will avoid almost all of the deportation that have been made necessary by rejection at Ellis Island and other American ports.
Great publicity has been given to the adoption by Congress of the exclusion section which applies to all aliens ineligible for citizenship.  This section bars all Chinese, East Indians, Afghans, Burmese, Siamese, Japanese, and other Asiatic and Malay peoples.  It had been hoped by many of our citizens who feel a friendship for Japan and her people that an exception of Japan could be made in this exclusion section, and it was hoped that as to her the same result would be secured in other and gentler ways.  Unfortunate circumstances, that need not be elaborated upon here, made this impossible and the exclusion section has been extended impartially to all Asiatic and Malay nations.  It does not, of course, apply to Government officials, tourists, students, ministers of religion, professors or their families.
Means More Homogeneous Nation
With the wisdom of such a policy of exclusion there can be no real disagreement.  It implies no reflection upon the merit of the excluded peoples.  It is merely a recognition of their fundamental dissimilarity from ourselves.  Many other nations have adopted similar policies.  At the present time the Asiatics are excluded from Australia, New Zealand and most of the British colonies in South Africa.  At the present time Japan herself excludes Chinese, Koreans and Malays for the very proper reason that their people are essentially dissimilar from her own.
Some of the South American countries by Constitution or by legislative enactment have had similar exclusion policies in effect for many years.  The Constitution of the Argentine Republic, adopted in 1853, contains such an exclusion clause for all except European immigrants.  Our own Constitution recognized the propriety and likelihood of such exclusion and left it to the action of the Federal Government after the year 1808.  The writer believes that the traditional friendship of the United States and Japan will be more lasting under the mutual policy of exclusion of immigrants, than could be the case if either nation sent a considerable number of its nationals to form in the other country an unassimilable nucleus of aliens.  The irritation of the moment will give way to a realization that what has been done is for the best interests of both nations.
The foregoing is but a sketchy outline of the new immigration law and the reasons which underlie it.  In my opinion, no law passed by Congress within the last half century compares with this one in its importance upon the future development of our nation.  Its adoption means that America of our grandchildren will be a vastly better place to live in.  It will mean a more homogeneous nation, more self-reliant, more independent and more closely knit by common purpose and common ideas.


Question 3 Source B
Senator Meyer Jacobstein of New York, congressional speech arguing against immigration restrictions, Congressional Record (excerpt), 1924
Perhaps the chief argument expressed or implied by those favoring the Johnson bill [the Immigration Act of 1924] is that the new immigrant is not of a type that can be assimilated or that he will not carry on the best traditions of the founders of our Nation, but, on the contrary, is likely to fill our jails, our almshouses, and other institutions that impose a great tax burden on the Nation.
Based on this prejudice and dislike, there has grown up an almost fanatical anti-immigration sentiment. But this charge against the newcomers is denied, and substantial evidence has been brought to prove that they do not furnish a disproportionate share of the inmates of these institutions.
One of the purposes in shifting to the 1890 census is to reduce the number of undesirables and defectives in our institutions. In fact, this aspect of the question must have made a very deep impression on the committee because it crops out on every occasion. The committee has unquestionably been influenced by the conclusions drawn from a study made by Dr. Laughlin.
This is not the first time in American history that such an anti-foreign hysteria has swept the country. Reread your American histories. Go back and glance through McMaster’s History of the United States covering the years from 1820 to 1850. You will find there many pages devoted to the “100 per centers” of that time. So strange was the movement against the foreigner in those decades before the Civil War that a national political party, the “Know-Nothing Party,” sought to ride into power on the crest of this fanatical wave.
In those early days, however, the anti-foreign movement, strangely enough, was directed against the very people whom we now seek to prefer—the English, the Irish, and the Germans. The calamity howlers of a century ago prophesied that these foreigners would drag our Nation to destruction.
The trouble is that the committee is suffering from a delusion. It is carried away with the belief that there is such a thing as a Nordic race which possesses all the virtues, and in like manner creates the fiction of an inferior group of peoples, for which no name has been invented.
Nothing is more un-American. Nothing could be more dangerous, in a land the Constitution of which says that all men are created equal, than to write into our law a theory which puts one race above another, which stamps one group of people as superior and another as inferior. The fact that it is camouflaged in a maze of statistics will not protect this Nation from the evil consequences of such an unscientific, un-American, wicked philosophy.

