Nativism & Immigration Packet
Readings:
1. Read and answer the questions for Immigration Act 1924 & North Carolina Justice 1929.
2. Then You will review the Mexican Immigration in the 1920’s Documents then fill out the graphic organizer on the next page.
Mexican Immigrants in the 1920’s Document Analysis
	Directions: Use Documents A, B, & C to answer the questions below.

	Hypothesis 1: Were Mexicans welcome in the United States in the 1920s?




If so, under what conditions? If not, why not?




What evidence from Documents A, B, and C support this claim?


	Directions: Use Documents D, E & F to answer the questions below.

	Hypothesis 2: Were Mexicans welcome in the United States in the 1920s?




If so, under what conditions? If not, why not?




What evidence from Documents D, E, and F support this claim?







Sacco & Vanzetti Case Analysis 

Introduction: At the culmination of the Red Scare era of the post-Great War period the prejudices and fears climaxed in the trial of Nicola Sacco and Bartolomeo Vanzetti. Devoted Anarchists, Sacco and Vanzetti were arrested for the robbery and murder of two men carrying the payroll for the Slater & Morrill Shoe Company in South Braintree, Massachusetts (Boston). Their trial portrays the influence of fear as a driving force in determining the actions of a society.
Directions: Read the evidence presented in the trial to the left and other related facts found to the right. Use the information to make a connection concerning how prejudice may have played a role in the trial. Finally, write your own decision using supporting evidence. Remember to always keep the historical context of the event in mind


	EVIDENCE PRESENTED AT TRIAL
1. A cap with a hole in it picked up at the crime scene resembled one owned by Sacco. Sacco denied ever owning the cap, or any cap with earlaps.
2. One of the recovered bullets could not have been fired from Sacco's Colt automatic. Ballistics expert Proctor testified that "Bullet 3" was "consistent with being fired through [Sacco's] pistol."
3. Several witnesses placed Sacco in or near Braintree around the time of crime. None of the seven eyewitnesses was at all times certain of his or her identification. No one claimed to have seen Vanzetti during the actual shooting.
4. Sacco was absent from his job at the 3-K shoe factory on the day of the crime. Sacco claimed to have been in Boston trying to get a passport from the Italian consulate.
5. The gun found on Vanzetti at the time of his arrest resembled one that paymaster guard Berardelli was thought to be carrying at the time he was shot. Vanzetti testified that he bought the gun from a friend.
	BACKGROUND FACTS
1917 – The two depart for Mexico with other Italian anarchists to avoid conscription.

1918 - Sacco and Vanzetti had written for and donated money to an anarchist newspaper.

1919 - Aa circular attributed to “The American Anarchists”-- appears throughout New England. In it, the American Anarchists, presumably the Italian-American Anarchists, threaten to “dynamite” officials in retaliation for the ongoing deportations and repression the anarchists are enduring.

1919 - In another round of bombings Carlo Valdinoci (who had been in Mexico with Sacco and Vanzetti two years earlier) blows himself up outside the home of Attorney General Palmer. Sacco and Vanzetti are rumored to have taken part in the bombing.



1. What was going on at the time that might have influenced the court’s and public’s decision?
2. Would you call the evidence and facts prejudicial or factual? Explain your reasoning.
3. [bookmark: _GoBack]How would you decide the case? Explain your reasoning.
