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Legalization of Illegal Immigrants is on Fire
“We are all immigrants here, except for the American Indians,” a 52-year-old illegal immigrant said in the nation wide protest for immigrants. 
Under the economic recession and intense crackdown on illegal immigrants, the illegal immigrants are in a slippery place. They are much more vulnerable than usual in facing with unemployment
, detection by immigration authorities, which may lead to deportation. Due to the geographic proximity, most Hispanic immigrants cross the American border illegally to make a better living. Just as one Mexican immigrant said, “In my country, I’m just going to feed my family with salt and tortillas.” 

The question that “Should the government legalize the status of illegal immigrants or not?” has been hotly debated in the United States. Those who advocate the legalization of the status of illegal immigrants argue that illegal immigrants are main sources of low-skilled workers in the manufacturing industry, which shares a vital role in the country’s economy. They also believe that America is built with immigrants therefore, those illegal immigrants just live the values of this country in a peculiar
 way. Instead of depriving them of the American dreams by deporting them, the United States government should legalize their social status, and improve their living and working conditions to live the spirit of human rights. On the opposite side, people argue that illegal immigrants have increased the competition in the labor market, which is unfair for those legal citizens. They also protest that illegal immigrants have laid great burden on the tax-paid resources for their maintenance
 cost. They strongly oppose the legalization of illegal immigrants for fear that it would attract more people to cross the border illegally and cause chaos in the society. Concerning social justice, human rights, and the current situation of illegal immigrants, legalization of the illegal immigrants’ status would benefit the United States in economic development, governmental
 administration in the long run.    
Firstly, Illegal immigrants as social laborers have been contributing their intelligence, physical strength in highly productive ways to social development. They definitely deserve the recognition and appreciation of the United States. However, in reality, most of the illegal immigrants are living at the bottom of the society. Without Social Security numbers, inaccessible to the public welfare, they are nothing to the United States but ornery sources for exploitation. Employers are rapacious in utilizing their vulnerability in terms of working hours and layoffs, legal citizens regard them as intruders who would consume the limited resources with them, even the government carries out many restrictive policies that make the illegal immigrants’ life tougher.. The social justice seems an alien to those poor illegal aliens. The employer does not see that his employee has a family to support in the cold dim basement or in the rain-leaking attic. He does not know that his employee’s children having been sick for a week because they could not afford the expensive medical fees. Similarly, the legal citizens who freely enjoy the welfare and civil rights do not bother to care about the condition of their illegal “intruders.” When they fail in finding a pleasant job in the labor market, they recklessly blame the illegal immigrants for their competitions. They are not grateful to the cheap goods and services, which are produced by the illegal immigrants. Moreover, the government authorities are busy in promulgating piles of documents to restrain the illegal immigration, which makes the condition of illegal immigrants worse. A nationwide protest for immigration took place in April 2006, millions of illegal immigrants demonstrated for their human rights, which had been neglected for quite a long time. (Mcfadden, 2006). Their common experiences like running a gantlet of closed borders, being extorted by snake-eyed smugglers, leaving their families, and being excessively exploited by greedy employers bonded them together as a whole. It is time to bring social justice to the land on which Statue of Liberty stands. 

The opposite side argues that legal status would boost illegal immigration. They bring forward the fact that in the 1986 Legalization Scheme, a big amnesty was granted to illegal immigrants, which just led to more illegal aliens. What is worse as the number of illegal immigrants has accumulated to 12 million
, the instant legalization of their status would cause chaos in the society. Other aliens would try to cross the border for they believe they could also achieve legal status someday. At that time, if the government tries to carry out tough policies to restrict the flows of illegal immigration, severe conflicts would arise in the borders. They sound the alarm of the existing hostility between the illegal immigrants and the immigration authorities by telling Robert Rosas’s story. Robert Rosas, a three-year U.S. Border Patrol agent, was gunned down while on patrol on the U.S.-Mexico border near Campo, Calif., in July 2009. ( D.A. King, 2009) He is one of more than 100 Border Patrol agents who have died in the line of duty. Moreover, they believe that the maintenance of illegal immigrants has already caused many troubles for the United States. They could not imagine how situation would move on if all 12 million illegal aliens are granted with legal status. They tirelessly enumerate the burden that illegal immigrants have laid on the government budget in the education, medical treatment, and public security areas. Statistics like: in 2008, the food assistance programs summed to 1.9 billion, the court systems, federal prisons cost up to 1.6 billion, and the federal school system cost 1.4 billion(CNN, 2006), help their argument hold water
. 
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Figure 1:Janet Napolitano laid out the administration's plans Friday
Hopefully, the government seems to favor the affirmative side for the Obama administration announced that they would insist on measures to give legal status to an estimated 12 million illegal immigrants as it pushed early next year for legislation to overhaul the immigration system (NY Times, 2009). Conditionally, Janet Napolitano (U.S.Homeland Security Secretary) argued that the legalization of illegal immigrants’ status would be placed on a “three-legged stool” including tougher enforcement laws against illegal immigrants and employers who hire them and a streamlined system for legal immigration.(NY Times, 2009). The government also set up strict requirements for the illegal immigrants in their transformation into legal citizens: they would have to register, pay fines and all taxes they owe, pass a criminal background check and learn English. The government’s attitude towards immigration sounds like gospel to the illegal immigrants. However, under great pressure from the opposite side and the strait economic recession, when and how the plan would be carried out,
 remains a myth. 
Predictably, the legalization of the status of illegal immigrants would be a valid manifestation of social justice and human rights, which closely connect with millions of illegal aliens’ lives. On the one hand, legal status requires the immigrants to shoulder more social responsibilities and obligations to the nation, which could contribute to governmental administration. On the other hand, immigrants could enjoy more rights in the society, which could stimulate their motivation to work harder and more efficient. As a result, it could aid the economic development and get the nation out of economic crisis more quickly. Since legalization of illegal immigrants is too complicated to be handled abruptly, the American government should design fully-considered plans to enforce it. 
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 Essay 3: Argument Paper 
	
	Levels of Achievement

	Criteria
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Introduction, thesis, and conclusion

(  8  x 5 =     )
	Intro is engaging and presents multiple positions of argument, argumentative thesis clearly stated and creatively developed, conclusion recasts thesis in a new light and makes connections to the larger world. 40

	Intro grabs attention somewhat, provides some info on other sides of the argument, thesis is implicitly stated but clear, conclusion reiterates thesis with little implication for the larger world.

	Intro provides little info about other sides of the argument and does little to capture attention, thesis is implicit and hard to find, conclusion makes little reference to thesis 
	Intro provides no info about other sides of the argument, does not capture attention, thesis is not explicit or not present, conclusion does not refer to thesis and does not add to cohesion of paper

	Argument
& organization

(     x 5 =    )
	Argument is identifiable, reasonable, and sound. Counter-arguments are included and successfully refuted. Every main point is supported by persuasive evidence. Paragraphs with clear transitions are clearly ordered with the argument progressing in a logical fashion.
	Argument is generally reasonable and identifiable but not always sound. Counter-arguments are included and defused somewhat.  Main point is supported by some evidence. Order of paragraphs could be better organized. Some transition sentences and cohesion markers are used but could be more effective30
	Argument is barely reasonable and identifiable. Counter-arguments are included without defusing them. Few major points are supported by evidence and examples. The order of paragraphs doesn’t make sense in most of the paper, transition sentences and cohesion markers are rarely or inappropriately use
	Argument is not identifiable with no supporting evidence or examples. Counter-argument is not included. Paragraphs seem to be out of order and haphazard, no transition sentences or cohesion markers are used

	Audience awareness

(     x 5 =     )
	Targets specific audience. Engages audience effectively throughout paper. Has an academic and consistent tone throughout the paper. Provides sufficient background info about the topic to the audience
	The specific audience is generally identifiable. Engages audience through most of the paper, can capture but not sustain interest. Has a somewhat academic tone. Provides some background info about the topic to the audience
35
	The specific audience is barely identifiable. Has little engaging qualities to hold the interest of the audience. The tone is inconsistent and inappropriate through most of the paper. Provides little background info about the topic to the audience
	There is no specific audience. Does not hold audience interest. The tone is inappropriate and inconsistent throughout the paper. Provides insufficient background info about the topic to the audience

	Use of sources 

(     x 5 =    )
	Quotations,  paraphrases, and visuals are well integrated into the text and are adequately analyzed. At least 5 sources are referred to.
	Quotations. Paraphrases, and visuals are somewhat integrated into the text and analyzed. 5 sources are referred to.

35
	Quotations, paraphrases, and visuals are scarcely used and analyzed or overly used. Fewer than 5 sources are used. 
	Quotations, paraphrases, and visuals are not used or used incorrectly or inappropriately. Fewer than 5 sources are used.

	Language

use & mechanics

(     x 5 =    )
	Sentences are clearly written, economical, varied in structure. APA style correctly followed. Impeccable spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, and punctuation, good use of 
academic language.
	Sentences are generally clearly written except for some wordiness or repetition. APA style generally followed. Few errors in spelling, grammar, word usage, and punctuation.

35
	Sentences could be improved a lot. There are many cases of wordiness or repetition, and choppy sentences. APA style barely followed. Several errors in spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, punctuation.
	Sentences are poorly written, problems with wordiness, repetition, or choppy sentences. APA style was not followed. Many errors in spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, punctuation.


Dear Nirvana,
This paper analyzes the important issue of illegal immigration in the US.

Although the argument and the language are clear, there is still room for improvement. As indicated in my side-comments, there were pieces of information used in the paper without citing their sources. Secondly, the opposition view is not refuted well.

A connection to Chinese audience is missing; why would they care?

Overall, good job,
Your grade is 175/200
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Missing:


Running head


Date 


Name of the assignment.


�Where is this protest? When? How did you know about it?


�“to face unemployment”


�Where did you get this quote from?


�Why peculiar?


�What kind of maintanence?





�and


�Where is this information coming from?





�You did a good job on acknowledging this opposing point but refutation of it is missing.


�This visual is not helpful in supporting your argument. Replace it with a graph that shows some facts.


�remove





