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Lesson 1

Return of the Huddled Masses

To polarize American opnion, there is nothing quite like the subject of immugration. ! On one
side are people who think that the current relatively relaxed policy risks ruming the country. On
the other are those who see immugration as the key to America’s revitalization. In an election
year, the argument between ruiners and revitalisers 1s going to be sharp.

The argument cuts right across party lines.? California’s Republican governor, Pete Wilson,
1s filing a series of lawswits against the federal government for the costs to his state (some $ 3 bil-
lion a year, he estimates) of providing services to illegal immigrants. Florida®s Democratic gover-
nor, Lawton Chiles, has sued the federal government for $ 1.5 billion. Other states may follow.

California is the most popular destination for the 300, 000 or so illegal immigrants® who settle
in the United States each year; 1m are now reckoned to live in Los Angeles alone. Mr. Wilson
blames the federal government for letting these people in and then compelling state governments
to pay for their education, their health care and, sometimes, their incarceration (14% of Califor-
nia’s prison population are illegal immigrants). To help pay for such prison costs, President Bill
Clinton last month asked Congress for $ 350m, to be spread across all states. Mr. Wilson, pre-
dictably, calls this an inadequate first step.

Some critics of immigration policy make little distinction between legal and illegal newcom-
ers. However the immigrants come, there are too many of them. Critics speculate grimly about
an overcrowded, Balkanised America with, eventually, most of 1ts people of non-European ori-
gin.

Yet immigration has plainly brought huge benefits to America in the past: newcomers have
mnjected energy, ambition and fresh 1deas. They are still doing so. Joel Kotkin of the Centre for
the New West points to California’s economic revival. It has been immigrant-driven, 4 he says.
Small, flexible firms and the self-employed — areas in which immigrants excel — have led the
way. Six out of the 15 chief executives of the top manufacturers in 'Orange County are foreign-
born®. Two out of five engineering students at the University of Cahifornia at Los Angeles are
Asans (hence UCLA’s nickname, the Umwversity of Caucasians Lost among Astans®).

For every study claiming to show that immigrants impose a financial burden on the state pro-
immgration people can pomt to another showing the contrary. The question — especially sensi-
tive 1n times of econormic upheaval — of whether immigrants take jobs from the native-born’ 1s e-
qually controversial. A new study by Richard Vedder and Lowell Gallaway of Ohio Umiversity and
Stephen Moore of the Cato Institute® found no evidence that increased immugration leads to higher
unemployment. If anythmng, they suggest, the opposite is the case: in the 1980s, in the ten
American states with the lowest concentration of immgrants, the typical unemployment rate was
nearly a third higher than in the ten states with the most immigration.



Such arguments are not enough to turn all Amernicans into enthusiasts for immigration. In re-
cent polls, at least 60% of respondents have saird America should be letting fewer people n. Even
in the best of times, Americans are not keen to see immigration rise: 1n nine surveys taken since
1955, no more than 13% have ever said they favoured an increase. True, a majority says immu-
gration has been good for America — but only the sort that happened 1n the past.

There’s the rub’ : Past immugration good, present immugration bad. Each new wave of in-
mugration has been greeted by wide-spread suspicion or outright hostility. “Ignorant, unskilled,
inert, accustomed to the beasthest conditions,” thundered an article about east Europeans in
1892... “The arrival on our shores of such masses of degraded peasantry brings the greatest dan-
ger that American labour has ever known ”

It was opinions such as this that eventually led, from the 1920s, to America’s doors being
virtually closed to immigrants. The doors opened again 1in the mid 1960s, and widened admirably
with the 1990 immugration act!®. The essence of today’s anti-immigration case 1s that this latest
wave of newcomers 1s likely to be difficult, if not impossible, to absorb. The pro-immigration ri-
poste is that most such arguments have been heard before and proved false.

Both sides in the debate can twist the numbers. The antis point out that the number of peo-
ple entering America legally or illegally (about 1m a year) 1s higher than at any time since the ear-
ly years of the century. The pros reply that, as a proportion of the population, immigration 1s still
relatively low by 20th-century standards.

More controversial 1s the origin of the new immigrants. Between 1810 and 1960, more than
80% of immigrants came from Europe. By the 1980s, the European share had dropped to 9% .
The vast majority of America’s immugrants today come from Asia, Latin America and the
Caribbean. Does this matter? The antis think the mix 1s a danger to the fabric of American soci-
ety. The pros think that view differs little from that of those who wrote darkly about the “alien
hordes” from southern and eastern Europe who would “steadily reduce the average ntelligence of
the country”.

Many of the other objections to immgration also have a famihar ring.!* In the past, too,
Americans worried (though perhaps not quite as much as they do now) about the effects of the ar-
nival of these people on their environment, about the newcomers’ commitment to America and 1ts
values. But in a few respects the worries about the current influx are genuinely new.

One concerns the skills of the new arrivals: they are declining compared with those of the na-
tive-born population. Lower skills mean more poverty and — because of the second new factor,
the growth of the welfare state — greater cost to the taxpayer. In 1970 the typical immigrant had
a lower participation in welfare than the American average; by 1990 the participation rate was
higher than average (immugrants were 9% of households but took 13% of welfare money). If
these statistics are true of legal immigrants, they are likely to be even more true of illegal ones. A
third worry is that assimilation has become harder with the rise of “multiculturalism” and the new
emphasis on group rights. '?

Some of these worries might be dealt with by adjusting immigration pohcy. For example,
the United States could follow Canada in placing greater emphasis on skills as a criterion for en-
try. But often immugration is merely a symptom of a wider problem, not the cause. Blame the ris-
g cost to taxpayers on welfare pohcy and federal mandates, not on immugrants. !> The strongest
advocates of multiculturalism are to be found among university teachers and blacks whose ances-
tors came to America hundreds of years ago There 1s little reason to believe that today’s immi-
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grants want anything other than the millions who have come before them — that 1s, to be part of

the American (and not least the Californian) Dream.

From The Economist, May 7th 1994

I. New Words

anti [eent1, -tat, -to] n a person who 1s opposed to something; an
opponent

asstmilation [osimilerfan] n the process of becoming part of a country or
being accepted by it

Balkanize, also [ borlkenaiz] v BrE to divide a region mto small, often

-15€ hostile states; to divide into small units

beastly [ busth] ady very unpleasant; nasty

degraded [ digrerdid] ad) reduced to lower rank, position; debased

enthusiast [ 1n@yu:zizest | adj someone who 1s very interested 1n a particu-
lar activity or subject

excel [1ksel] v to do something much better than most peo-
ple

fabric [‘faebrik] n the basic structure of a society

huddle [‘hadl] v to gather closely together n a group

incarcerate [ inka:serent] v to 1mprison

incarceration [inkassrerfon] n

inert [ 1nart] adj slow; sluggish

influx ['inflaks] n the arrival of large numbers of people

mandate ['meendeit ] n an official command

multiculturalism [ maltikaltforohizom] = the belief that 1t 1s important and good to
have and blend many distinct cultures

optimum ['optimom ] ady the best or most suitable for a particular
purpose

outright ['autrait] ady clear and direct

polarize also -1se  ['pouloraiz] v BrE formal to divide into clearly separate
groups with opposite beliefs, 1deas or opin-
1ons

pro [ prou] n a person who votes 1n favor of something; a
supporter

revitalize also [ riivatalaiz] v BrE to put new strength or power nto

-15€ something

riposte [ ripost] n formal a quick, clever, and amusing reply

rub [rab] n a difficulty

speculate [ spekjulert] v to think carefully; to form theory or conjec-

tural oprion



Il . Background Information

BERzH
EEEAR R RAGNOEFLARNER, £EHXA Z AH K& 4 (three big waves of

immgrants) o

B A REHA(1680—1880) X —H#HHBR, RER L AZI, XA LM T KF ALK E
KB Ao 1846—1851 #H18,100 5 T EARLAA TR BRI NI R ERFAHHB B £,
SHEH #EBRMNAA TSR ABETREEE,

# KB K& A(1900—1920) X EF % E— M4 1896 £ LU A A “£ 5 K H #1” (the
old immugration period), 1896 £ )5 £ E $ N\ 7 “# # K 1 #1” (the new immugration period), iX
—HMEEANT T T URE, FERES 7, #4F,190—1910 £H RAKS &
8807, XKE AP H 8,400 THKT 10%EH, x—HEBREIERAFKR. FRUKAK, M
FAM GFF FEZPEEBRAFK,

FZARABRAHA1965— ) 1965 FxERILTH KA I % (Immigration and Natu-
ralization Law), 1961—1984 £ Z |5/ L &L T — % 5| % K & (refugee law), H R K EH K E
(hiberalized) # R T ZAB RAM. FZARHHABRROE %, ES WE R, #
G, A3 RETHN(rPEH BF EEE O ER KFHEFEE), MR TEN
(WEHRF AL FELARS RABN AHLH), 16%REMEAFHEREMAWE, fk
BERMGBRA SO TEE 16%. 5EHBRMEL, FBRABRTATRE XA H%
RERBEMLE, BEHEAR AR A,

YUEEH R &=, &ATTF # L I £ B AL % (xenophobia) # &k Ko 4 — AMEFH
ROEIRERIRLBDANNE, GLEEARTEFAR SHRZHY, RY RHELR LK
A MAEZ KRS EHe, EXKEELEKR OEREFLYHURNGEZAB R R A b RA#
BEEZEHANFEMAE S

TRPBEHNEFIETAUGRAERNG—RFIEFH, REAHEUTZ A,

1K F Sh &k 2 KM 4 (native-born) £ B A 89 T,

2.HBRERE, MEHEL2BA i,

3HBRFABEAMLR, HXEEENAH KK Mo

ATMHFSEEFZHHFHEAE, IGAABRENER S, ERBLETAYRB L HE
FRK—ESNME EANES "EGHEARP B RFRNERAXELE, %
EhaN—KFRARAAEAFAGRAZIRE, AR “BREAKLVTHS EET XA, A4
BEXI

. Notes to the Text

1. To polarize American opinion, there 1s nothing quite like the subject of immigration. — The
subject of immgration 1s a topic most likely to divide Americans.

2. The argument cuts right across party lines. — The argument 1s not affected by party lines. It
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exists in both the Republican Party and the Democratic Party

. Califorma 1s the most popular destination for the 300, 000 or so illegal immigrants — Calhifornia

1s the most attractive place for the 300, 000 or so illegal immigrants.

. It has been immigrant-driven. . — Immgrants have helped to bring about the economic re-

vival.

5. foreign-born — born in foreign countries

... hence UCLA’s mickname, the Umwversity of Caucasians Lost among Asitans — [H T k%
TEAZFHABKRESEE {# UCLA., (Caucasian — referring to the white race)

7. native-born — born 1n the native country, 1.e. the U.S.

8. the Cato Institute — a libertarian organization dedicated to reducing government spending and

10

1.

12.

13.

14.

lowering taxes
There’s the rub — It 1s used when saying that a particular problem is the reason why a situa-

tion 1s so difficult.

the 1990 immigration act — 1990 £ B R %, HEREEBUNF A 1965 F B RIKLEMB
ERBCRHUHMEREIT, MEERERNEREBREFHFEAREUAATR T, REH
A ELBRARE, FEEmSHEAeBRARE,. REEEWRELSRKEERD
B R FARANA, RIEH R A K (FEREKH) .

Many of the other objections to immugration also have a familiar ring. — Many of the reasons
cited by opponents against immugration sound familiar. You feel you have heard them before
A third worry 1s that assimilation has become harder with the rise of “multiculturalism” and
the new emphasis on group nghts. — 58 =/~4H.0> i [a] BB b £ 5T SCAb 18 45 9 b Bk fn st
BRI ZE W —2E R, RIL BB E B M, (Oasstmilation — the process by which 1m-
migrants become like the people around them, adopting the attitudes and cultural patterns of
the society @multiculturalism — the belief that 1t 1s important and good to mnclude people and
ideas from many different countries, races or religions @group rights — referring to the e-
qual nghts for different minonties)

Blame the rising cost to taxpayers on the welfare policy and federal mandates, not on 1mmi-
grants. — ZNBL A FAAHA B0 5 T F B A BOR B BUF W BOR, TANERBR,

... to be part of the American (and not least the Califorman) Dream. — ... take part in the
Amenican (and especially the Californian) Dream. (@D American Dream — EE%F, XEAH
B EEP - BRAEETEE2RELETT 1931 FEHEFEGEL LX) PE LM
H. HEXN M EXEAEH . FER . EZENEEHNWEEWARE . XEFKAT
(EEREMNES, N TF. HH. RE FERAMABRERYEEE NFE, Othe Cal-
fornian Dream — a nonce word based on the American Dream, which stresses Cahforma’s at-

traction to immugrants for its better opportunities and higher chance of achieving success)
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IV. Language Features

FRXERE

KIEH AT % F 5 . 4 ¥ 18 | &K (newspaper) , 4% # 5] ¢ % (news magazine), £ # &
F #& 4 (electronic newspaper, & # e-paper) #7 #, F ¢ & (electronic magazine, & ¥ e-zine) o 3 4%
¥ 4 4% A B 4% (day newspaper), & #& (morning newspaper), % # (evening newspaper), 3 /& 4§
(semiweekly), | #& (weekly) 7 X & 1% (biweekly) ; 3% 7 #& (metropolitan newspaper), %} X 3}
(suburban newspaper) # % #} 4% (rural newspaper) ; ™ # (& % ) # (quality newspaper) 7 & 14 /)
# (tabloid) o

BARKEKMNEL LI, SR —ARAKFTEXECR LR LA LW . AU F AR
(straight news report), ## % $£ #} # (interpretative report), ¥ 2 ¥ % @ (investigative report), 1%
# £ % & (precision report), & # 4% 5 (feature), 7 1 (editorial), 12 # % 1% (letters to the editor)
fu '~ 4 (advertisement) ,

TRHFAANDEFE RS, TAXBXELETEEES G, Eib, TEH 1A 7
MEEEREEE2ERL. XE RN A EAREFAT DR AL L B R RN
¥ FEmE, MEEEREEFTARE,

FEAKEZTEZIUTENMERF G ARKE, TN, Bk, R ENK,

RAURBARGEE, SELRELT KEH KT, EELAAB G %,

RE+HZERE, ERFASEAREARNEBNRERTHINEL, 2HERD
ot E, FEARENHAFEFTENGEE, XHEFEHASTEARFRXFEN S 09 R,

BrHER - EEmRMY, RAX GRS HEERGE Ak, ERERLF
IR EE AN, AUHARELAE R EHHE,

MHEEEHRANEL - HARBERERF HENE N EEETHXOFE. kA,
AOHRAERARA TR XENRIN A, EEE LR EXH, B AXELAHFE LY
e,

BEUMEREH A RETEEG AN, REEAYE, REFEZH TS, ok EiEE,
FRBEERE ARE X F ALK, #FFREEMEKF &,

MBERXREBRINOAEE2BERSER, TN, TEZFEA RN RAI KL EE S
THRIS, Fw, FEFRENR EARXPA A LBEARGESF R, X, FEARE
ATHHRE, XA — R FREGE KGEAR. RELHWANER L F A E FWEAME
WE AHEREN ERX FHEE, B, W EET4ASH A RAEEERA LR REEAF
Bo HAAHFAREREHANEN TEHRBEAHANREANBEFHERANEAT ",
RUBARBEETRERLENESR, Y THH R E A REILAR, KB EFAXEREL
RETHE, B8R R, Z-#TN4E,

V . Analysis of the Content

1. According to the article, the most divisive subject 1n America 1s

A. racial bias B. gender bias
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