Obama Attacks Arizona Immigration Law

In an unusual White House attack on state legislation, President Barack Obama harshly criticized an Arizona measure to crack down on illegal immigration and made clear Friday that he is looking for an election-year fight over the issue.

Hours later, Arizona Gov. Jan Brewer signed the nation's toughest immigration law, making illegal immigration a state crime and requiring police to question people about their immigration status if officers suspect they are in the U.S. illegally.

Brewer, a Republican, said the state action was forced by Washington's failure to secure the U.S. borders and solve the nation's thorny illegal immigration problem. "Decades of inaction and misguided policy have created a dangerous and unacceptable situation," she said.

The president said it was the state that was "misguided" and that the Arizona measure would "undermine basic notions of fairness that we cherish as Americans."

Obama said he instructed the Justice Department to "examine the civil rights and other implications" of the new law. Regardless, the law seemed certain to be challenged in court by opponents.

Among the constitutional questions raised by the law, according to current and former government officials and legal experts, are provisions that may violate protections against unreasonable searches, for example, by asking police to stop people solely to prove their immigration status. (Arizona and other states allow police to check immigration status if a person is under investigation for another crime.) Under the new Arizona law, immigrants unable to produce documents showing they are allowed to be in the U.S. could be arrested, jailed for up to six months and fined $2,500. That is a significant escalation of the typical federal punishment for being here illegally -- deportation.

President Obama has also questioned the legal authority for Arizona to enforce federal law, arguing it would be a violation of civil rights for state law enforcement to question the legality of an individual's residency. 
http://www.foxnews.com/us/2010/04/27/lawsuits-set-fly-arizona-officials-defend-new-immigration-law/#ixzz1XrOwxqTe
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Señora Prouty’s Spanish classes

Focus: the Constitutionality of Arizona's law designed to combat illegal immigration. 
Bill of Rights: Article I, Section 8, The Fourth Amendment, The Fourteenth Amendment, Immigration and Nationality Act
The Arizona State law SB1070: “Support of Law Enforcement & Safe Neighborhoods Act” was designed to mirror federal law and makes it a state crime to be in the USA illegally. The law has been strongly criticized by those who argue it will authorize racial profiling. In response to these concerns, the governor recently approved changes to the law clarifying that racial profiling is illegal.

Pre-Reading activities:

Background & Motivation

Ask questions to check students’ background knowledge on the subject & pique their interest on the topic.

Introduce vocabulary words
legislation: act of making laws, laws
criticize: to not approve of/ to dislike
federal: pertaining to central government, Washington D.C.  

immigration: to enter and settle in a country to which one is not native/born.
undermine: to destroy normal operations
due process: A constitutional guarantee that all legal proceedings will be fair and that one will be given notice of the proceedings
amnesty : the act of an authority (as a government) by which pardon is granted to a large group of individuals
The Supremacy Clause : Constitution is the MOST IMPORTANT law of the land.

If conflict between state law & federal law, federal law is followed
Essential questions
1. What law regarding illegal immigration did Arizona recently pass?
2. Why does Arizona claim the law is justified? (Why do they think they are right?)
3. On what grounds have critics objected to the law? (Why do others think AZ is wrong?)

4. Federal law states “Every alien, eighteen years of age and over, shall at all times carry with him and have in his personal possession any certificate of alien registration or alien registration receipt card issued to him.” Should the state of Arizona be able to enforce this requirement, and make it a state crime to lack the proper immigration papers? Why or why not?
5. President Obama said that the Arizona law threatens to “undermine basic notions of fairness.” The Fourteenth Amendment says that states must provide due process, and may not deny to any person within the US the “equal protection of the laws.” Are persons in Arizona, including immigrants who do not have legal documentation, being denied due process or equal protection of the law by the state? Why or why not?

READ article 

Reading strategy: talk to the text & marking-up the text

Post-reading activities:

~Discuss the article by talking about their T4 comments & starting to organize debate into for & against arguments

~ watch the CBS news clip http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=miaJk7OcPv8
~complete Study guide to organize information
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