Civil Rights – Letter to the Editor Instructions

Directions:  Assume the role of an American citizen in 1968.  Take your own position on the central questions of this unit.  Your writing should take the form of a letter to the editor to be published in the New York Times, the most widely read American newspaper of the time. 

Central Questions:  

With the passage of the Voting Rights Act of 1965, has society done enough to achieve equality for all citizens?

Requirements:

1. Your letter must include a minimum of 4 paragraphs as described below.

2. Your letter should use persuasive language and should be written to the American people.

3. Your letter should be written in the 1st person, – “I”.  

Editorial Format:

Paragraph I: 

Take a clear position on the central question.   

Paragraph II:  

Support your position with historical evidence.

Paragraph III:

A:  Acknowledge the arguments of your opponents.

B:  Respond to your opponents’ arguments.

Paragraph IV: 

State clearly what you wish government to do.

Assessment Rubric for Letter to the Editor

	Assessment Criteria
	Rating

	I. Editorial Format: includes 4 paragraphs; uses persuasive language; written in first person; uses good grammar and spelling
	

	II. In paragraph one students takes a clear position on the central question.
	

	III. In paragraph two student supports position with accurate historical evidence.
	

	IV. In paragraph three student acknowledges and responds to the arguments of opponents.
	

	V. In paragraph four student states clearly what he/she wishes government to do.
	

	Subtotals for Rating Column
	                  

	Overall Assessment
	      Subtotal  X  4  =  ______________


Description of Criteria Ratings:
5 = Exemplary: Goes beyond expectations to create original, highly insightful work.
4 = Competent: Meets expectations. Work is accurate and thorough.
3 = Acceptable: Meets most expectations with only minor omissions or inaccuracies.
2 = Needs Significant Improvement: Work has major omissions, inaccuracies.
1 = Unsatisfactory: Fails to meet minimal standards for quality work.
Model Letter to the Editor

Keeping Us Safe

Dear Editor,

As the Supreme Court hears the case Korematsu v. US, we are asking ourselves: what is justified to ensure the welfare and security of the community? We are grappling with the situation of many of our former neighbors and citizens, the Japanese, being placed in internment camps. Although my heart breaks for them, I believe this is necessary for the continued security of our western states.

Our nation is fighting a vicious war against the totalitarian governments of Japan, Germany, and Italy. Success is not guaranteed. We were brought into this war by an attack by the Japanese on our bases in Hawaii. These attacks caught us by surprise and were carried out with the assistance of Japanese spies posing as tourists. Can we guarantee that no further spies are present? The answer is “no.” When seeking to determine loyalty of those Japanese and Japanese Americans present in the US, we know that over 5,000 individuals could not renounce their allegiance to the Japanese Emperor as well as could not promise unqualified allegiance to the US. We are asking for the temporary sacrifice of a few to ensure the collective security of the many. The government wishes to protect millions on the West Coast by removing a little over 100,000 Japanese and Japanese-Americans. We are also acting within legal limits as the Constitution grants the President and Congress to conduct war. The ability to conduct war must be weighed against the context of the war. One cannot take limited military actions and assume that they can win a war. In this situation, with a violent attack having already occurred, I believe the government has taken the appropriate action.

Those arguing for the release of the Japanese have plausible arguments. The interned Japanese have to undergo large sacrifices, such as losing their businesses and being restricted to a desert camp. Yet, we need to realize that we are at war and sacrifices are being required of everybody in varying scales, from the simple task of rationing food to the ultimate sacrifice of risking one’s life in battle.  Others would comment that some interned have pledged their loyalty to the United States and that this action should suffice. But, I pose to you the question of how hard is it to simply lie in pledging your loyalty. Some opponents compare our internment camps to those that the Germans are using for the Jews.  Yet, I would refute them in identifying that we are not seeking eradication of the Japanese, we are not forcing them into labor, and we are not depriving them of the necessities and basic comforts of life, such as sufficient shelter and food. It may be easy to deem this action racist, but the only reason these individuals are being removed is their heritage lies with a country we are at war with currently; the action is temporary, not a permanent enslavement. Finally, some may say this internment violates the constitutional rights, such as the right to due process and equal treatment under the law, of those being interned. But, what rights would we still have if we allowed the Japanese to conquer us? Rights are not ensured and concrete, but must be weighed in light of the situation. We have given consideration to the arguments of our fellow citizens, but realize that their arguments do not outweigh their guaranteed protection.

Despite the suffering and forced removal, we should maintain the internment of the Japanese through the end of the war. However, I do not believe that we need to extend this internment through the entire country as it does not seem likely the Japanese would be able to launch another surprise attack in the Midwest or East Coast. Furthermore, I encourage the government to consider a similar internment of the German citizens of the East Coast as we have witnessed the presence of German submarines close to our shore. 

Sincerely,

Joe Smith
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