Race and Ethnic Politics in Action (Classwork Booklet)
Unit 3C: Political Processes in the USA- Miss Christian
[image: Image result for race and ethnic politics]
Key Questions:
· How well are minorities represented in government?
· How well are the rights of minorities protected?
· How does race and ethnicity affect voting behaviour?
· How has immigration been reformed since 2000?
· How far is race still a political issue?
Learning Outcomes: 
By the end of this topic you will be able…
· To analyse the extent to which minorities are represented in government
· To explain key landmarks in the evolution of minority rights
· To analyse the extent of influence that black nationalism has
· To provide evidence for the lack of representation of minorities by both political parties
· To explain the voting behaviour of different ethnic groups
· To evaluate the extent to which the Latino vote has grown in significance
· [image: Image result for objective]To explain key immigration reforms under George W Bush and Obama
· To evaluate the extent to which Obama’s immigration policies were successful
· To explain the immigration policies implemented by Trump
· To analyse the importance of race as a political issue
· To evaluate the extent to which the election of Obama is evidence of racial equality
· To analyse the extent to which Obama improved race-relations in the USA


Minority Representation in Government
Minorities have looked for decisions in government that consider their preferences and choices. Affirmative action was a key policy that has and continues to ‘right the wrongs’ of the past. Another way of evaluating the effectiveness of Affirmative Action and perhaps the ‘state of the nation’ is to examine whether minorities are adequately represented in government. Bill Clinton famously said that wanted a government that ‘looked like America’. 
[image: Image result for search]So, your task is to examine 5 areas of government to identify how representation has grown over the decades since the 1960s up to its present point in time.
RESEARCH TASK: For each of the 5 areas listed below, you need to do the following;
· Read the brief introduction.
· Conduct some internet research for the most current data.
· Produce a short summary on the key developments in each area of government.
· Add data for each area showing the statistical trend of representation in each area.
Minority Representation in Congress
When Jesse Jackson ran for the presidency in 1984, there were just 21 African American members of Congress. By the time Barack Obama ran in 2008, there were 41.
The division of Congressional districts to make it so a majority of residents are from a specific racial minority. The adoption of these ‘minority-majority districts’ in the 1990s resulted in a significant increase in House members from minority groups
When the Democrats took control of the House in 2007, James Clyburn became the first African American to hold a senior position. He was elected as Majority Whip. Chairman’s of 5 House committee’s were African Americans in this period. Developed from 1971 where Charles Rangal formed that Congressional Black Caucus, still in existence today. 

*remember to consider the House of Representatives and the Senate individually, as well as collectively as Congress – look back at your composition of Congress research task to help you!

	Summary of key developments
	Examples and data

	[Type your notes here…]

	[Type your notes here…]




[image: Image result for question]Key Question: Why are ethnic and racial minorities better represented in the House of Representatives than in the Senate?
Reasons why ethnic and racial minorities are better represented in the House than the Senate include:
· the nature of Senate elections may mean fewer minority candidates are able to contest them successfully 
· state-wide campaigns are more expensive
· the Senate is often seen as the more prestigious chamber, and elections tend to be contested by well known politicians with a state-wide profile
· given there is still a majority white population in every state, primary voters may see a white candidate as a ‘safer’ choice
· additionally - the creation of majority-minority districts has enabled African American representation to rise in the House


Minority Representation in Presidential Elections
Although African Americans were legally allowed the vote after the civil war, many Southern states came up with ways to prevent them voting. These included literacy tests and the poll tax. It was not until the 1960’s that these had become a thing of the past.

When African Americans started to emerge as candidates for federal/state office they almost always stood as Democratic candidates. In 1984 Jesse Jackson won over 3 million votes in the Democrat primaries, finishing 3rd. In April, he became the first African American candidate to win a major party presidential primary when he won Washington DC. He ran again in 1988 winning 6 primaries and 6 caucuses. 

Barack Obama’s candidacy increased African American voting for the Democrats by 7% from the last election. The black vote has been solidly Democrat for decades. 

Research has shown that the priorities of racial minorities may be different. In 2004 the most important issue for whites was terrorism, whereas for Hispanics and African Americans it was the economy.

	Summary of key developments
	Examples and data

	[Type your notes here…]

	[Type your notes here…]



Minority Representation in the Executive Branch
1966 – Lyndon Johnson appointed Robert Weaver secretary of the new department of Housing and Urban Development. First African American to head a federal executive department. Since then, 16 other African Americans have headed an executive departments

However, many of these appointments to the President’s cabinet tend to be in second tier posts rather than first tier. In 2001 an African American was appointed to one of the top tier departments – Colin Powell Secretary of State under George W Bush. Another African American then succeeded him, Condoleezza Rice. Clinton between 1993 and 1996 had 4 African Americans in the cabinet which was the most yet. He had promised a cabinet which ‘looked like America’

Barack Obama appointed the most racial diverse cabinet yet, with 7 members from an ethnic minority. 
The federal civil service has become less white over the last 2 decades. In 1990, the civil service was 72.7% white. Dropped to 67.9% by 2006. In 2007, bill introduced into the House of Rep’s to ensure than when seeking a Senior Executive Service, it would be reflective of the nation’s diversity.
	Summary of key developments
	Examples and data

	[Type your notes here…]

	[Type your notes here…]



Minority Representation and the Judiciary
President Johnson also appointed the first African American member of the US Supreme Court. As a liberal, he remained until 1991 when he retired
Research by the American Bar Association found that 83% of all judges were white (75% of population as a whole). The imbalance was even more evident when it came to lawyers, 89% of lawyers being white, only 4% black.
Over 20% of President Carter’s nominees to the Supreme Court were from racial minorities. By the time he’d left office, Clinton had appointed 47% of all serving federal judges, nearly one fifth of those were black
George W Bush significantly improved the level of Hispanic being appointed to the federal judiciary, almost 1 tenth of his appointees are Hispanic.

	Summary of key developments
	Examples and data

	[Type your notes here…]

	[Type your notes here…]



Minority Representation and Local Government
In 1990, Douglas Wilder became the first African American to be elected as a state governor as Governor of Virginia. In 2007, about 30% of America’s black state legislators represented predominantly white districts which is nearly double what the figure was in 2001. In 2008, African Americans made up 8% of state legislators, with varying levels of representation across the 50 states. 

	Summary of key developments
	Examples and data

	[Type your notes here…]

	[Type your notes here…]



Protection of Minority Rights
[image: ]RESEARCH TASK: 
· Create a timeline from the constitution to the present day.
· Add key events that are relevant to the rights and liberties of racial and ethnic minorities
· These should include events/movements in history, legislation passed by congress (Legislative branch), presidential decisions, actions or orders (Executive branch) and Supreme Court decisions (Judicial branch).
[Insert your timeline here…]















[bookmark: _GoBack]Black Nationalism
[image: Image result for black nationalism]Black nationalism is a type of nationalism which espouses the belief that black people are a nation and seeks to develop and maintain a black identity. It is a social movement with a variety of aims, all of which centre around the creation of some sort of autonomy for black people from white society; it is underpinned by (at least) two views:
· a political view, that attempts to achieve meaningful equality in a predominantly white US society are futile, as its power structure will always disadvantage black people
· a biological view, that racial differences mean race will always be the determining feature of any person’s experience, and that racial integration is misguided and doomed
Black nationalist activism revolves around social, political, and economic empowerment of black communities and people, especially to resist assimilation into white American culture (through integration or otherwise), and maintain a distinct black identity.
[image: Image result for note pad icon]
YOUR TASK: Read the contribution of the influential leaders of black nationalism and summarise their impact in the table below. (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Black_nationalism#20th_century)

	Marcus Garvey
	[Type your notes here…]

	Malcolm X
	[Type your notes here…]

	Stokley Carmichael
	[Type your notes here…]

	Frantz Fanon
	[Type your notes here…]



The Rise of Violent Black Nationalism
The black nationalist movement is a reaction to centuries of institutionalized white supremacy in America. Black nationalists believe the answer to white racism is to form separate institutions — or even a separate nation — for black people. Most forms of black nationalism are strongly anti-white and anti-Semitic. Some religious versions assert that black people are the biblical "chosen people" of God.
Black nationalists, however, should not be confused with the many non-racist African-American organizations that work for social justice and the elimination of institutional racism in America. In addition, they should not be seen as equivalent to white supremacist groups – such as the Ku Klux Klan or neo-Nazis – in terms of their history of violence and terrorism. And, unlike white hate groups, they have made virtually no inroads into the mainstream political realm and have virtually no supporters among elected officials.
A leading example of a black nationalist group is the Nation of Islam led by Louis Farrakhan. He has never backed away from the group’s fundamental tenets, espoused by the group’s previous leader, Elijah Mohammed, that white people are  inherently evil — that they are "blue-eyed devils."
Farrakhan has described Catholics and Jews, who he said practice a "gutter religion," as preying on blacks. During his Saviours’ Day Address in Chicago on Feb. 25, 2018, he declared that “powerful Jews are my enemy” and claimed that “the Jews were responsible for all of this filth and degenerate behavior that Hollywood is putting out turning men into women and women into men.” In addition, he said, “White folks are going down. And Satan is going down. And Farrakhan, by God’s grace, has pulled the cover off of that Satanic Jew and I’m here to say your time is up, your world is through.”
The racism of a group like the Nation of Islam may be the predictable reaction to white supremacy. But if a white group espoused similar beliefs regarding African Americans and Jews and, few would have trouble describing it as racist and anti-Semitic. 

[image: ]Criticisms of Black Nationalism
Norm R. Allen, Jr., former director of African Americans for Humanism, calls black nationalism a "strange mixture of profound thought and patent nonsense".
On the one hand, Reactionary Black Nationalists (RBNs) advocate self-love, self-respect, self-acceptance, self-help, pride, unity, and so forth - much like the right-wingers who promote "traditional family values." But - also like the holier-than-thou right-wingers - RBNs promote bigotry, intolerance, hatred, sexism, homophobia, anti-Semitism, pseudo-science, irrationality, dogmatic historical revisionism, violence, and so forth.


[image: ]EXAM QUESTION: What is black nationalism, and how influential is it still in the USA? (15)
Indicative Content
Evidence for the extent of black nationalism’s influence includes:
· it has had some high profile leaders, e.g. Marcus Garvey, Malcolm X, Louis Farrakhan
· arguably its most influential phase in the USA was in the 60s and 70s through the Black Power movement and has decreased considerably into the 21st century
· it has only occasionally achieved a high profile since, through events such as the Million Man March in 1995 and through the expression by its leaders of apparently far-fetched opinions, e.g Louis Farrakhan’s reported view that the New Orleans flood defences were deliberately weakened at the time of Hurricane Katrina in an attempt to wipe out the black population
· Jeremiah Wright, who attained notoriety during the 2008 presidential election campaign, has sometimes been characterised as a black nationalist.
*this exam question appeared in 2012 – therefore the indicative content is limited and lacks up to date examples and evidence

[image: Image result for note pad icon]YOUR TASK: Read the article by the Southern Poverty Law Center “RETURN OF THE VIOLENT BLACK NATIONALIST”

	EXAMPLE UPDATE 2012-2018
	[Add contemporary examples here…]



Political Parties on Race and Ethnic Issues
*Refer back to your work on political parties, in particular party ideology and who votes for which party to help you answer the two examination questions – you can use the internet for research if you need to!
YOUR TASK: Explain the differences between the main parties on racial and ethnic issues.
	
	What do Democrats believe?
	What do Republicans believe?

	Affirmative Action
	[Type your notes here…]
	[Type your notes here…]

	Voting Rights
	[Type your notes here…]
	[Type your notes here…]

	Immigration reform
	[Type your notes here…]
	[Type your notes here…]

	Hate crime legislation
	[Type your notes here…]
	[Type your notes here…]



Do either of the major parties adequately represent minority voters?
YOUR TASK: Highlight and colour code the arguments for and against the statement in the question.
	Failure of immigration reform under both Presidents Bush and Obama
	The civil rights and anti-poverty programs of the 60s and the affirmative action programs of the 60s and 70s
	Welfare reform and expansion of the prison population under President Clinton disproportionately affected minorities

	Attempts to redress racial inequality by President Obama through e.g. The Fair Sentencing Act
	Continuing inequality between the majority and minority populations, in terms of poverty, unemployment, graduation etc
	Programmes such as the Affordable Care Act, which disproportionately help minorities

	Failure to tackle police mistreatment of minority suspects
	Increasing numbers of minority politicians
	Lukewarm support or outright hostility of both parties for affirmative action

	DACA and DAPA issued
	Republican voter ID laws seem designed to exclude minority voters
	Racial issues and racism was a high profile issue in the 2016 election – arguably racist candidate was elected



Voting Behaviour
The political concerns of any US racial/ethnic minority group can be legitimately explored but examination questions will focus on Latino, black and Jewish voters. Non-racial/ethnic minorities, such as gay voters, can be credited in a response to an examination question regarding voting behaviour, but voters who are clearly not part of a minority, such as women or whites, cannot. 
Issues of shared importance
Latino and black voters are more likely to be poor, unemployed and be dependent on state medical provision so will generally favour a more activist government, and be concerned about policy proposals which affect employment prospects and welfare benefits such as healthcare. 
Issues of particular concern
Latino voters are mainly Catholic and consequently will often have a pro-life view on abortion policy; they will see politicians’ attitude to immigration reform as signalling their attitude to the Latino community, even if they do not strongly support immigration reform themselves.
[image: Image result for trump protest israel embassy]Black voters will stereotypically be concerned to see the retention of programmes such as affirmative action and to see action taken over racial profiling; they have often not been supportive of marriage rights for same sex couples, and often favour school vouchers and charter schools.
Jewish voters will typically be concerned about US policy towards Israel and a continuing contribution to its security; they are stereotypically liberal on issues of social policy and tend to be for example pro-choice on abortion
Why are black voters so loyal to the Democratic Party?
Stereotypically, black voters support the Democratic Party for a mixture of ‘pull’ (to the Democratic Party) and ‘push’ (away from the Republican Party) reasons. 
	‘Pull’ reasons include:
	‘Push’ reasons include:

	· black support began with the New Deal and was consolidated by gestures of Truman towards civil rights, such as the desegregation of the armed forces
· Democratic presidents were responsible for the civil rights & anti-poverty programs of the 60s and in large part for the affirmative action programs of the 60s and 70s
· the federal government is a significant employer of black voters, and jobs are more likely to be protected under a Democratic administration the popularity of President Clinton; the 90s were a period of economic prosperity and his empathetic background led to him being accorded the label of the ‘first black president’ 
· the election of President Obama and the pursuit of policies such as ‘Obamacare’ which will benefit the less well-off 
	· in the 60s the GOP became by default the anti-civil rights party
· President Nixon’s ‘southern strategy’ appealed to southern white voters
· the Reagan administration was seen as unsympathetic to black voters
· many prominent Republicans, e.g. Newt Gingrich and Tom DeLay, have been southern whites
· the perception that black voters were particularly disadvantaged in the 2000 Florida presidential election
· the Bush administration’s response to Hurricane Katrina was seen as unsympathetic
· the pursuit by several Republican-controlled states of policies requiring specific forms of ID to vote was seen as disproportionately affecting black voters



	EXAMPLE UPDATE: Analyse the voting trends of black voters.

	2014 MIDTERMS
	[Type your notes here…]

	2016 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION
	[Type your notes here…]



[image: ]
The Growing Importance of the Hispanic vote
The Hispanic vote is a growing block of US voters, often Spanish-speaking and Catholic, and are becoming ‘more important’ in US elections for many reasons.
· [image: ]Demographic factors such as the increase in the Hispanic population due to immigration and birth rates, eg now 51 million (up from 43 million in 2000) and 16% of the US population, therefore the growth of their share of the electorate.
· They will become increasingly important as the Hispanic population ages (1/4 of Hispanics are under 18) and acquires the vote (hence the term ‘Sleeping Giant’, which should be fully explained if used in the response).
· Their concentration in several vital swing states such as Nevada, Colorado and New Mexico and states with high EC votes such as Florida, therefore their votes are even more important because of the closeness of the vote in these battleground states.
· They can be important ‘swing voters’ in elections, especially over social issues such as abortion/same-sex marriage, which attracted more social conservative Hispanics to the Republicans in 2004 (up to 44% of the vote). However, their vote was 67% for Obama in 2008 and 71% in 2012, attracted back to the Democrats as the party of minority rights, welfare and supporters of the ‘Dream Act’ allowing for naturalisation, eg Obama’s Executive Order on citizenship for young Hispanics in 2012, before the presidential election. There was also evidence of the alienation of this group of voters in 2012 by Romney, whose reference to ‘self-deportation’ and anti-immigration views in the campaign is thought to have affected his chances of winning in several states, and for the Republican Party in future campaigns.
· The increasing importance of Hispanic voters is shown by their targeting by campaign strategists of both parties anxious to win in the most competitive states or districts, e.g. by campaigning in Spanish or supporting citizenship or the Republican focus on Hispanic candidates such as Marco Rubio in Florida and Ted Cruz in Texas. 
However, within the Hispanic vote there are lower levels of both turnout at elections and political engagement among this group of voters and the fact that many are ‘illegals’ with no citizenship rights, and therefore can not vote.

[image: Image result for note pad icon]YOUR TASK: Read the article “Key facts about the Latino vote in 2016”.
[Type your examples and evidence for the 2016 presidential election here…]






YOUR TASK: Highlight and colour code the statements showing whether or not Latinos are a significant voting group.

	Latinos are the fastest growing section of the US population - under 5% of the population in 1970, over 15% by 2010 and projected to grow to nearly 25% by 2050
	there are large Latino populations in potential swing states such as Florida, New Mexico and Nevada

	presidents of both parties have made efforts to court the Latino vote, e.g. President Bush made Mexico his first foreign visit in 2001, and President Obama nominated Sonia Sotomayor to the Supreme Court in 2009.

	in many states the Latino proportion of the population is still relatively small
	poorer and minority voters are typically less likely both to register to vote and vote


	Latinos are not a homogenous group and different groups have traditional loyalties to the Democratic Party (Mexicans) and the Republican Party (Cubans) - consequently the Latino vote is ‘in play’ to an extent that is not true, for example, of the black vote; although on balance Latinos favour Democratic candidates, support for GOP House candidates was higher in 2010 than either 2006 or 2008, and a number of high profile Latino Republicans were elected, e.g. Marco Rubio as Senator for Florida



	What issues have influenced Latino voting in recent elections?

	Issue
	Examples

	Immigration reform
	· the failed attempt by President Obama to get the Dream Act through Congress in 2010, DACA the Democrats have supported immigration reform; 
· after the presidency of George W. Bush, Republicans have been hostile, and the 2012 presidential candidate Mitt Romney favoured a plan which entailed illegal immigrants ‘self-deporting’
· Donald Trump statements with regard to immigration and the Mexican wall prompted widespread Latino registration for the 2016 election

	Welfare Provision
	· widening access to health care, maintaining food stamps spending, expanding the federal role in education, etc. Latinos are typically poorer than the majority population and Democrats have a more consistent record in promoting welfare provision

	Social Issues
	· Latinos are typically liberal on issues such as gun control and are fairly evenly divided about abortion

	Foreign Policy
	· especially the relationship with Cuba: Florida Cubans in particular have tended to support the Republicans who have been more consistently hostile to the Castro regime.
· Relationship with Mexico also after Trump’s election promises on building a wall and immigration policy











Immigration
Immigration has been a touchstone of the U.S. political debate for decades, as policymakers must weigh competing economic, security, and humanitarian concerns. Congress has been unable to reach an agreement on comprehensive immigration reform for years, effectively moving some major policy decisions into the executive and judicial branches of government, and fueling debate in the halls of state and municipal governments.
The most recent major immigration reform enacted in the United States, the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986, made it illegal to hire or recruit illegal immigrants. The law did not provide a legal way for the great number of low-skilled workers wishing to enter the United States. Following this 1986 law, almost 12 million undocumented workers came illegally across the U.S. border. It was estimated that this illegal workforce made up about five percent of the U.S. workforce. It was also estimated that about 70 percent of those illegal workers were from Mexico.
[image: Image result for bush president]Immigration reform under George W Bush (2000-2008)
In 2005, the U.S. House of Representatives passed the Border Protection, Anti-terrorism, and Illegal Immigration Control Act of 2005, and in 2006 the U.S. Senate passed the Comprehensive Immigration Reform Act of 2006. Neither bill became law because their differences could not be reconciled in conference committee.
Both pieces of legislation would have:
· tightened border controls and punished the employers of illegal immigrants 
· granted legal status (‘legalisation ‘) to the estimated 12 million illegal immigrants already in the country, with an eventual path to citizenship 
· established a guest worker program to give would-be illegal immigrants a legitimate route into the country 
Criticisms of this legalisation included: 
· the 1986 legalisation saw a significant level of fraud 
· would reward law-breakers 
· would send a message that future law-breakers would eventually be legalised 
Criticisms of a guest worker scheme included: 
· would create a permanent underclass
· would make workers dependent on their employers 
· would depress other workers’ wages 
Immigration reform under Obama (2008-2016)
[image: Image result for obama immigration reform]The ‘DREAM’ Act, which would give a path to citizenship for some young illegal immigrants, was introduced in various forms between 2001 and 2010. It would have allowed illegal immigrant students to first apply to be protected from deportation and then apply for and receive lawful permanent residency if they met the criteria such as;
· Be between the ages of 12 and 35 at the time the Law is enacted
· Arrived in the United States before the age of 16
· Resided continuously in the United States for at least 5 consecutive years since the date of their arrival
· Graduated from a US high school or obtained a high school diploma
· Good moral character

The House of Representatives passed the DREAM Act on December 8, 2010, but the bill failed to reach the 60-vote threshold necessary to end debate on the Senate floor, meaning the bill was defeated through a filibuster.
Criticisms of the DREAM Act included:
· a poor substitute for comprehensive reform which President Obama had promised as a candidate, and addressed the situation of only a small fraction of those present in the country illegally 
· its requirements were excessively demanding and could be seen as a means of military recruitment 
· it would reward parents who brought their children illegally into the US, and they might ultimately be eligible for citizenship through this route
President Obama took several actions to provide temporary legal relief to many undocumented immigrants. In 2012, his administration began a program, known as Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA), that offers renewable, two-year deportation deferrals and work permits to undocumented immigrants who had arrived to the United States as children and had no criminal records. Obama characterized the move as a “stopgap measure” and urged Congress to pass the Dream Act, legislation first introduced in 2001 that would have benefited many of the same people. As of March 2017, nearly eight hundred thousand people had taken advantage of DACA.

In 2014, Obama attempted to extend similar benefits to as many as five million undocumented parents of U.S. citizens and permanent residents. However, more than two dozen U.S. states sued the administration, alleging that the program, known as Deferred Action for Parents of Americans (DAPA), violated federal immigration law and the U.S. Constitution. 
[image: Image result for trump]Immigration under Donald Trump (2016-present)
Trump has signed several executive orders affecting immigration policy. The first, which focused on border security, instructed federal agencies to construct a physical wall “to obtain complete operational control” of the U.S. border with Mexico. Additionally, it expanded the application of “expedited removal” to anyone who cannot prove they have been in the United States for two years, allowing them to be removed without a court hearing. The second, which focused on interior enforcement, broadened definitions of those unauthorized immigrants prioritized for removal and ordered increases in enforcement personnel and removal facilities. It also moved to restrict federal funds from so-called sanctuary jurisdictions, which in some cases limit their cooperation with federal immigration officials. The third, which focused on terrorism prevention, banned nationals from Iran, Iraq, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, and Yemen from entering the United States for at least ninety days; blocked nationals from Syria indefinitely; and suspended the U.S. refugee program for 120 days.
[image: https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/Immigration-1250x648.jpg]
The actions, particularly the ban on travellers from seven Muslim-majority countries, drew widespread protests and legal challenges from individuals, cities, and states. In February 2017, a federal judge in Washington State imposed a nationwide restraining order on the so-called travel ban. The Trump administration revised the order to remove some of its most criticized provisions, but a federal judge in Hawaii subsequently imposed a temporary restraining order on it. In December, the U.S. Supreme Court allowed a third iteration of the travel ban to go into effect [PDF].
Trump more than halved the annual cap of refugees admitted to the United States to fifty thousand, and his orders could make it more difficult for individuals to seek asylum; more than 180,000 applied for asylum in 2016 [PDF]. In 2017, the administration ended temporary protected status (TPS) for thousands of Nicaraguans and Haitians who were allowed into the United States after environmental disasters in their home countries in 1999 and 2010, respectively. Beneficiaries of TPS are permitted to live and work in the United States for up to eighteen months, a period that can be extended at the president’s discretion. In 2018, Trump ended the same relief program for nearly two hundred thousand Salvadorans who came after a 2001 earthquake.
President Trump decried sanctuary cities throughout his campaign and issued an executive order to block federal funding to such municipalities and to reinstate a controversial program, known as Secure Communities, in which state and local police provide fingerprints of suspects to federal immigration authorities, and hand over individuals presumed to be in the country illegally. He also ordered the expansion of enforcement partnerships among federal, state, and local agencies. Several cities are challenging Trump’s order in court.
[image: Image result for question]In March 2018, the Justice Department filed a lawsuit against California alleging that several of the state’s laws obstruct federal immigration enforcement.

Key Questions:

1. How did the Supreme Court rule on DACA in US v Texas (2016)?
[Type your answer here…]

2. While running for president, Donald Trump declared he intended to repeal DACA on "day one" of his presidency. What has Trump achieved so far?
[Type your answer here…]

Immigration policies in the states
Individual states can regulate or produce immigration policies. States vary widely in how they treat unauthorized immigrants (or anyone suspected of being unauthorized). Some states, such as California, allow undocumented immigrants to apply for drivers’ licenses, receive in-state tuition at universities, and obtain other benefits. At the other end of the spectrum, states such as Arizona have passed laws permitting police to question people about their immigration status.

	State
	Example

	Arizona
	Arizona SB 1070
[Explain the example here…]

	California
	California DREAM (Development, Relief, and Education for Alien Minors) Act 
[Explain the example here…]



[image: ]EXAM QUESTION: ‘A record of total failure on immigration reform.’ Discuss this verdict on the Obama administration.  (45)
YOUR TASK: Highlight and colour code the statements showing whether or not Obama’s immigration reform was successful.
	Arguably the hostility of the Republican Party made immigration reform made reform less of a priority for the administration as it left Latino voters with no alternative
	In 2011 the administration issued a memorandum reminding school districts of their obligations under Plyler v Doe
	States have passed immigration legislation in increasing numbers in response to the lack of action from the federal government.

	In 2011 the administration pledged to concentrate the deportation effort on those who posed a threat to the US
	In the president’s second two years Republican control of the House and the approaching election meant no bill could be passed
	In 2012 announced the Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals program, which gave a two year reprieve from deportation for those who arrived in the US as children

	President Obama came into office pledged to promote comprehensive immigration reform in his first year
	In 2010 the Justice Department began legal action against the Arizona state government, seeking the suspension of SB1070
	The recession was viewed as the wrong time for a measure which could be seen as adding to employment pressures

	Additionally it has undertaken a number of executive actions short of comprehensive reform to improve the situation of undocumented people
	In his first term border security spending and deportations both rose, but no bill appeared in Congress - such a bill was a possibility in the first two years with Democratic control of both houses of Congress, but the stimulus bill, health care and finance industry regulation were chosen to be priorities
	The administration did push for the passage of the Dream Act at the end of 2010 but it was filibustered by Republicans in the Senate


[image: Image result for question]
Key Question: How successful was Obama’s immigration reform?
[Explain your judgement…]













Race as a Political Issue
In the beginning, the USA was a creation of white European Protestants. Black people were, in most cases, slaves; Native Americans were not regarded as citizens either. During the 19th and 20th centuries all that changed. The end of the Civil War (1865) brought the emancipation of the slaves.
Immigration through the 19th and 20th centuries brought a flood of new settlers: Irish Catholics, European Jews, Hispanics from Mexico and other Central American countries, refugees from Africa, the Middle East and Asia. During the 1990s, the combined population of African-Americans, Native Americans, Asians, Pacific Islanders and Hispanic/Latinos grew at 13 times the rate of the non-Hispanic white population.
The 2010 census showed Hispanics (16.3%) as a larger proportion of the US population than African-Americans (12.3%). But racial and ethnic diversity varies hugely from state to state: Vermont is 95% white, while Hawaii is just 24% white; Mississippi is 37% black while Montana is just 0.4% black; New Mexico is 46% Hispanic, while West Virginia is just 1.2% Hispanic. 
The Hispanic population grew by 43% between 2000 and 2010; the African-American population grew by just 12% during the same period. Four states – New Mexico, Texas, California and Hawaii are majority-minority states in which minorities make up a majority of the state’s population.
It is estimated by 2025 the Hispanic and Asian communities will make up more than one-quarter of the US population. All this has had and will have great significance for the government and politics in the USA.
Throughout US history, and as recently as the 1960s and 70s, issues and policies relating to race have been at the top of the political agenda. 
	Arguments that race is no longer an important issue include:
	Arguments that race is still an important issue include:

	· race-based issues like affirmative action rarely feature in presidential or congressional election campaigns 
· race-based issues are rarely part of the presidential or congressional agenda
· race-based cases are only occasionally heard by the Supreme Court
· the Supreme Court has declared that the end of affirmative action is in sight
· black and Latino representation in Congress is rising, and there is a black president
· inequality between the races is narrowing, and the political impact of inequality is centred round the ‘1% and 99%’ debate rather than race 

	· referendums attempting to ban affirmative action continue to be held at state level
· presidents continue to signal their attitude to affirmative action, e.g. the Bush administration's amicus curiae briefs in the two University of Michigan cases
· at least some of the antipathy to President Obama is arguably race-based and, some would claim, race provides the energy behind such groups as the ‘birther’ movement
· the race-based cases the Supreme Court does hear, e.g. Ricci, receive national coverage
· not infrequently, politicians create national controversy through comments on race-related issues, e.g. Haley Barbour’s comments on the Civil Rights period in December 2010
· immigration continues to be a sensitive and high-profile issue
· black candidates continue to struggle in state-wide elections
· inequality between the races remains, and at times has political impact, e.g. in the aftermath of Hurricane Katrina; racial tensions persist and occasionally receive national coverage such as the case of the ‘Jena Six’.



FIVE THINGS YOU NEED TO KNOW ABOUT RACE IN THE USA
By Rowena Hammal, Politics Review:  Volume 23,  Number 3, February 2014
1. America is still a divided country
More than 50 years on from Martin Luther King’s ‘I have a dream’ speech, blacks do not enjoy equality with whites. It is true that they no longer suffer from the explicit discrimination of the Jim Crow Laws, and that successive governments have tried to improve the prospects of African-Americans through interventions such as affirmative action. However, a massive legacy of social and economic inequality remains:
· The median income of black households is 59% that of white households. This is not just a result of different educational profiles: black families whose head is a college graduate have a lower median income than white families whose head did not finish high school. 
· There is a startling disparity in terms of household wealth: for white families the median wealth is $91,406, whereas for black families it is just $6,446. 
· African-Americans are twice as likely as white Americans to be unemployed.
· One third of black men will go to prison at some point in their lives.
· Familial breakdown affects African-Americans disproportionally: 55% of black children were being brought up by single parents in 2011.

	EXAMPLE UPDATE 2012-2018
	[Add contemporary examples here…]



2. Racial prejudice still exists
The election of the first black president in 2008 was heralded as the start of a new ‘post-racial’ era. This never materialised. Instead, Obama has had his patriotism questioned by the Republicans to an extent previously unseen in US politics, with particular focus on his middle name, Hussein, and the possibility that he might secretly be a Muslim. The ‘birther’ movement, which claimed that Obama was not born in the USA and therefore was not eligible to be president, was the most extreme manifestation of the right’s discomfort.
Overt displays of racism continue in US politics: in August 2012 two attendees were removed from the Republican National Convention after throwing nuts at a black camerawoman and shouting ‘this is how we feed the animals’. A year later, demonstrators in Arizona mocked President Obama with a rendition of ‘Bye Bye Black Sheep’, and a rodeo clown in Missouri received  a lifetime ban for wearing an Obama mask. Racism is by no means confined to the political sphere: the acquittal of George Zimmerman in the Trayvon Martin case prompted a national outcry, and spurred President Obama to speak publicly about the experience of being a black man in America.

	EXAMPLE UPDATE 2012-2018
	[Add contemporary examples here…]



3. Race wins elections
In 1968 Richard Nixon was elected president in part because of his use of the Southern strategy which was designed to draw white Southern voters away from the Democratic Party. By using ‘dog whistle’ statements, which could be interpreted as innocuous, but which translated to white racists as references to the African-American community, Nixon was able to avoid explicit racism.
One consequence of Nixon’s tactics was to alienate black voters from the Republicans. They turned instead to the Democrats and became essential to Democratic success. By the 1990s Bill Clinton was winning more than 80% of the black vote. Unsurprisingly, Barack Obama harnessed even more support, winning 95% of the black vote in 2008 and 93% in 2012. Crucially, in 2012 he also won 71% of the Hispanic vote which, in conjunction with his strong support from women and African-Americans, ensured his victory.

	EXAMPLE UPDATE 2012-2018
	[Add contemporary examples here…]



4. Whites won’t be the majority for long
The white vote is already less significant than ever before. Mitt Romney won 59% of white votes, an unprecedentedly high percentage for a presidential candidate, and yet lost the election. It seems that Republican Senator Lindsey Graham was right when he warned ‘the demographics race we’re losing badly. We’re not generating enough angry white guys to stay in business for the long term’.
There is an important demographic shift taking place in America. Whites make up 63% of the population, so are still in a majority. However, this year, for the first time, the number of non-white babies born was greater than the number of white babies. In 5 years’ time it is estimated that non-whites will outnumber whites under the age of 18. If current trends continue, whites may no longer be in a majority by 2043. America will become a ‘majority-minority’ nation, in which minorities together make up the majority of the population. This presents Democrats with the opportunity of a larger support base, and Republicans with the challenge of reaching out to minority voters in order to achieve electoral success. Given than much of the Republican core vote is white, rural, Christian, and keen to protect ‘traditional American values’, winning the support of minorities will require some fundamental changes in Republican strategy and policy.

	EXAMPLE UPDATE 2012-2018
	[Add contemporary examples here…]



5. The Hispanic vote is a big prize
The best approach for Republicans would be to court the Hispanic vote. At 54 million, the Hispanic population is larger than the black population of 45 million, making Hispanics the largest minority in the USA. They could also be easier for the Republicans to appeal to than other minorities. With their Catholic heritage, Hispanics tend to be more socially conservative than the general American population, and might well support Republican policy on abortion, for example. As immigrants, many have a positive view of the ‘American dream’ and are entrepreneurial, which would mesh nicely with the Republicans’ pro-business stance.
However, Mitt Romney’s attempt to win the Hispanic vote in 2012 was a failure, despite his attempt to use his Spanish speaking son to appeal to Hispanics. Part of the reason why the Republicans only won 27% of Hispanic votes was surely their hard-line approach to immigration. Many Hispanics believe that the Republicans are demonising their community and are repelled by anti-immigrant rhetoric. High-profile Hispanic Republicans may help change perceptions: expect to see more of Senator Marco Rubio as the 2016 election approaches.

	EXAMPLE UPDATE 2012-2018
	[Add contemporary examples here…]






[image: ]EXAM QUESTION: To what extent is race still an issue in US politics?

YOUR TASK: Using the mark scheme, award a level and mark for this sample answer.

Since an African-American President was elected in 2008, the United States witnessed a change in racial attitudes. However, despite this change some have speculated that has been little to no change in eradicating racial divisions as witnessed from the police brutality incidents in 2014, the existence of racially motivated laws and the poor representation of ethnic minorities in Congress. (crap intro - argument unclear)

Racial divisions have not been overcome as demonstrated by the existence of racially motivated laws such as Alabama HB 56. Although in theory it's an anti-immigration bill, it's been used to scrutinise hispanics by giving police more authority to question their legal status. The 'stop and identify' statutes used in 27 out of the 50 states give the police more power to stop anyone they deem to be suspicious. Under this statute, ethnic minority groups, particularly African-American's are racially profiled. However, in a recent statement the Attorney General, Eric Holder, declared that he, Obama and the Justice Department are working together to eliminate such racially motivated laws. But, this is merely a promise and the underlying issue here is that these laws cannot be changed with a simple stroke of pen, and there's also question about how far the Federal government can go to change state laws.

The very unrepresentative nature of Congress is clear that racial divisions continue to exist in the US, particularly in the political system. Ethnic minorities makeup 36.3% of the U.S population, however, Congress fails to reflect this. In total, there are only 46 African-Americans, 32 hispanics, 11 Asians and 2 Native Americans. This unrepresentative nature leads to unrepresentative policies towards ethnic minorities which allows for racial divisions to occur. On the other hand, although Congress is indeed unrepresentative, it does not need to be fully representative because the role of a Congressman is to represent their constituents, not a certain minority. Also, the situation is indeed improving as demonstrated by the fact that in the 1970s there were only 10 African-American Congressmen and as of the 114th Congress this figure has increased to 46. To conclude, Congress needs to be more representative regardless as it's current nature leads to policies encouraging racial boundaries as demonstrated by Alabama HB 56.

The current police 'brutality' incidents as seen with the killing of Michael Brown in Missouri and Eric Garner in New York demonstrates that racial boundaries do still exist. Eric Garner was killed by a white NYPD police officer using a banned chokehold and just as for the Brown killing, the courts refused to indicte the police officers responsible. The very fact that these incidents sparked race riots across the US demonstrates that racial boundaries do exist. Racial boundaries also exist within the police force as seen by there only being 2 black officers in the Ferguson police force out of 55 despite being in an area with a high black population. On the other hand, not all police forces are so racially unrepresentative. The NYPD, for example, has 53.3% ethnic minorities. Also, Obama is tackling this issue by introducing the use of body cameras to the police officers, which in the aftermath of the Brown killing, Ferguson PD already implemented. But, although this issue is indeed being tackled, the police force is not very ethnically diverse as seen by the fact that there are only 76 NYPD captains (one of the highest ranks) who are an ethnic minority compared to 356 whites, showing minorities do not reach high ranking positions in the police force.

Also, the very fact that Affirmative Action programmes are still implemented in the U.S emphasises the existence of racial boundaries in US. Affirmative action itself is a type of racial discrimination which tries to help a specific minority but neglects others. Ethnic minorities are known to be less likely to attend college or finish high school which is why Affirmative Action continues to exist. However, with regards to education, racial boundaries are slowly disappearing as demonstrated by the fact that 86.6% of blacks are passing high school and 46.4% now have degrees compared to much lower statistics in the 1960s and 1960s. But, this does not guarantee them a bright future, having a degree does not ensure ethnic minorities will become employed and there is also discrimination within the work force.

With regards to employment, ethnic minorities are known to be more likely to be unemployed. Employers are known to neglect applicants from certain poor districts, often populated with mostly ethnic minorities, despite them having the necessary qualifications and unemployment in poor districts in New York and Chicago (two of the wealthiest cities in the US) can be as high as 50%. However, Obama has continued to use Affirmative Action programmes which has benefited ethnic minorities greatly. Compared to less than 15% in the early 1970s, today there are over 70% blacks in white collar jobs which is a huge sign of improvement. Although there are indeed a high number of African-Americans employed in white collar jobs, unemployment is still excessively high in areas populated with ethnic minorities. Blacks and hispanics remain the largest unemployed groups in the US.

The existence of the Birther Movement and their influence over Congress demonstrates that racial boundaries have not been eradicated. The Birther Movement question Obama's place of birth, making claims that he was born in Kenya which therefore makes his presidency unconstitutional. Although the Birther Movement claim that they are protesting the authenticity of Obama's birth certificate, the underlying issue here is his race, not his place of birth. Such accusations would not occur had the President been white. Many Republicans have also expressed doubt of President Obama's place of birth. However, the Birthers remain a small and hardly influential group. There have been no major protests, demonstrations or investigations against Obama's real place of birth nor has there been any threats to Obama's life. Most Congressmen and the US population are accepting of the fact that Obama was born on US soil. Although not influential and weak in size, the fact the Birther's continue their campaign against Obama's race emphasise that racial boundaries continue to exist.

As demonstrated above, although action is indeed being taken by the Obama administration to tackle such racial boundaries, many of them would be difficult to eradicate. There is very little the Federal government themselves can do to eliminate racial profiling laws, such as the 'stop and identify' statutes, since they are state laws. Also, discrimination within education and employment system are difficult to manage regardless of affirmative action. Overall, the selection of a black president has done very little to eliminate racial boundaries, the US can be said to be inherently racist and it will take more than just a black President to fix that.











MARK SCHEME
	AO1
	Knowledge and Understanding

	Level 3
(9-12 marks)
	Good to excellent knowledge and understanding of relevant institutions, processes, political concepts, theories or debates

	Level 2
(5-8 marks)
	Limited to sound knowledge and understanding of relevant institutions, processes, political concepts, theories or debates

	Level 1
(0-4 marks)
	Very poor to weak knowledge and understanding of relevant institutions, processes, political concepts, theories or debates

	AO2
	Intellectual Skills

	Level 3
(9-12 marks)
	Good to excellent ability to analyse and evaluate political information, arguments and explanations

	Level 2
(5-8 marks)
	Limited to sound ability to analyse and evaluate political information, arguments and explanations

	Level 1
(0-4 marks)
	Very poor to weak ability to analyse and evaluate political information, arguments and explanations

	AO2
	Synoptic Skills

	Level 3
(9-12 marks)
	Good to excellent ability to identify competing viewpoints or perspectives, and clear insight into how they affect the interpretation of political events or issues and shape conclusions

	Level 2
(5-8 marks)
	Limited to sound ability to identify competing viewpoints or perspectives, and a reliable awareness of how they affect the interpretation of political events or issues and shape conclusions

	Level 1
(0-4 marks)
	Very poor to weak ability to identify competing viewpoints or perspectives, and a little awareness of how they affect the interpretation of political events or issues and shape conclusions

	AO3
	Communication and coherence

	Level 3 
(7-9 marks)
	Good to excellent ability to construct and communicate coherent arguments, making good use of appropriate vocabulary

	Level 2 
(4-6 marks)
	Limited to sound ability to construct and communicate coherent arguments, making some use of appropriate vocabulary

	Level 1 
(0-3 marks)
	Very poor to weak ability to construct and communicate coherent arguments, making little or no use of appropriate vocabulary

	Reflection

	AO1 Mark:

/12
	Strengths of this answer:

	AO2 Mark:

/24
	

	AO3 Mark:

/9
	To further improve this essay…

	Total Mark:

/45
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Does the election of a black President mean that racial divisions in the USA have been overcome?
YOUR TASK: Read the article “Barack Obama legacy: Did he improve US race relations?”.

[Type your notes here…]





Reactions to the election of a black president reflect different attitudes to the state of racial divisions in modern day America.
Conservatives would argue that:
· The election of President Obama, as well as the existence of a growing black middleclass, the representation in black Americans in the House of Representatives nearly in proportion to the population, and other high profile black successes such as Oprah Winfrey, shows that racial divisions have become insignificant .
· The fundamental framework for equality is in place through constitutional amendments and civil rights legislation, and even if elements of racial division and prejudice survive, the experience of other minority groups shows they can be overcome.
· In fact, the biggest single obstacle to the eradication of racial divisions is the continuation of affirmative action, and it is impossible to heal them if affirmative action still requires education admissions and employers to discriminate on grounds of race. 
· If black economic inequality persists, there is evidence that it is more the product of problems within black culture than any legacy of past discrimination. 
Liberals would argue that: 
· The election of one exceptional individual does not disguise the enduring economic inequality experienced by black Americans. Almost a third live in poverty, compared to about a tenth of white Americans, they are twice as likely to be unemployed as whites, and just under half own their own homes, compared to just over threequarters of whites.
· There is ample evidence of continuing racism: the increase in black representation in the House of Representatives has only been achieved through majority-minority districts, and there is very marked black under-representation in the Senate; racial profiling is widespread; and blacks are disproportionately employed in the public sector, when the private sector has been resistant to black employment.
·  It is impossible to overcome racial divisions, given the history of black oppression, just through legal equality; continuing economic inequality, despite the gains of recent years, and continuing evidence of racism show affirmative action is still required. The failure of affirmative action to end inequality so far means, if anything, that more radical measures are needed, e.g. earlier intervention and reparations, not abandonment. 
· Any comparison with other races is illicit, not least because other races arrived of their own volition



[image: ]EXAM QUESTION: ‘Political measures to promote racial equality are doomed to failure.’ Discuss. (45)
	Introduction






	P

E

E

A

C

H

	
	P

E

E

A

C

H

	

	P

E

E

A

C

H

	
	P

E

E

A

C

H

	

	Conclusion








image6.jpeg




image7.jpeg
[CRVRVAVEY)




image8.png
“So if the federal
government will not
intercede in our affairs,
then we must rise up and
kill those who kill us; stalk
them and kill them and let
them feel the pain of death
that we are feeling!”

— NATION OF ISLAM LEADER LOUIS FARRAKHAN
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