Name: ____________________
	THE LANGUAGE OF JUSTIFICATION
How Laws Explain Power





	COMPELLING QUESTION

	How do governments justify laws that expand or restrict rights?
Supporting question: Does the language of a law reveal who it is protecting — and who it portrays as a threat?



	The Big Idea

	Laws rarely justify themselves by saying ‘we are restricting rights.’ Instead, they claim to protect order, prevent danger, and defend citizens. Your job today is to test whether that pattern actually appears in 175 years of real American laws.



VARIABLE DEFINITIONS
	🔴  THREAT LANGUAGE
Words that imply danger or harm coming from a specific group.
Example words:  danger  •  threat  •  crime  •  invasion  •  enemy  •  endangers  •  peril
Example from a real law:
	"Chinese immigration was described as something that endangers the good order of certain localities."
— Chinese Exclusion Act, 1882






	🔵  RIGHTS LANGUAGE
Words that emphasize rights, citizenship, or equality.
Example words:  rights  •  citizen  •  equal  •  vote  •  liberty  •  privilege  •  freedom
Example from a real law:
	"The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged… on account of sex."
— 19th Amendment, 1920






	🟡  ECONOMIC LANGUAGE
Words focused on markets, trade, or labor.
Example words:  commerce  •  trade  •  labor  •  monopoly  •  business  •  market  •  enterprise
Example from a real law:
	"Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce… is hereby declared to be illegal."
— Sherman Antitrust Act, 1890






	⬜  ORDER LANGUAGE
Words emphasizing stability, control, or social regulation.
Example words:  order  •  security  •  stability  •  lawfulness  •  regulate  •  control  •  public safety
Example from a real law:
	"It is expedient to regulate, limit, or suspend such coming… in order to maintain the good order within the territory of the United States."
— Alien & Sedition Acts, 1798 (paraphrased)






DATASET — Justification Language in 15 U.S. Laws (1790–1965)
Each number shows how many times that type of language appears in the key sections of that law. Higher numbers = stronger emphasis.

	LAW
	YEAR
	TYPE
	NUMBER OF TYPES OF LANGUAGE USED

	
	
	
	THREATS
	RIGHTS
	ECONOMIC
	ORDER

	Naturalization Act
	1790
	Restriction
	1
	1
	0
	0

	Alien & Sedition Acts
	1798
	Restriction
	4
	0
	0
	3

	Fugitive Slave Act
	1850
	Restriction
	3
	0
	0
	2

	Civil Rights Act
	1866
	Expansion
	0
	4
	0
	0

	14th Amendment
	1868
	Expansion
	0
	4
	0
	0

	Chinese Exclusion Act
	1882
	Restriction
	5
	0
	1
	3

	Sherman Antitrust Act
	1890
	Regulatory
	1
	0
	6
	1

	Immigration Act
	1917
	Restriction
	4
	0
	0
	2

	19th Amendment
	1920
	Expansion
	0
	3
	0
	0

	Emergency Banking Act
	1933
	Regulatory
	1
	0
	4
	1

	Social Security Act
	1935
	Expansion
	0
	2
	4
	0

	GI Bill
	1944
	Expansion
	0
	3
	3
	0

	Civil Rights Act
	1964
	Expansion
	0
	6
	0
	0

	Immigration & Nationality Act
	1965
	Expansion
	0
	3
	0
	0

	Voting Rights Act
	1965
	Expansion
	0
	5
	0
	0



	HIGHLIGHT TASK

	Using three colored highlighters or pencils, mark the cells in the dataset table:
· RED — any Threat Language score of 3 or higher
· BLUE — any Rights Language score of 3 or higher
· YELLOW — any Economic Language score of 4 or higher
After highlighting: look at the pattern. What type of laws are mostly RED? Mostly BLUE?


VISUAL PATTERN CHART — What the Totals Show
Total scores added across all laws of each type. What pattern jumps out?

	RESTRICTION LAWS
🔴  Threat Language    ████████████░░░░░░░░░░  17
⬜  Order Language     ███████░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░  10
🔵  Rights Language    █░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░   1

EXPANSION LAWS
🔵  Rights Language      l ██████████████████████  30  ← highest!
🟡  Economic Language  █████░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░   7
🔴  Threat Language       ░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░   0  ← none

REGULATORY LAWS
🟡  Economic Languagel ███████░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░  10
⬜  Order Language        █░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░   2
🔴  Threat Language       █░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░░   2



What do you see in 10 seconds? Write what you notice (don’t explain it yet, just name the pattern):




PATTERN DETECTION — Answer the Questions

1. Which type of law (restriction, expansion, or regulatory) uses the MOST threat language?

Evidence (use actual numbers from the chart):



2. Which type uses the MOST rights language?

Evidence:



3. What overall pattern do you notice between law type and language used? Complete the sentence:
I notice that ___ laws use the most ___ language, which suggests that…




	★ NEW — Question 4: Find the Outlier

	Find ONE law in the dataset that does NOT fit the pattern you described in Question 3. Name it and explain why it’s an outlier.
The outlier is: ___________________________
It doesn’t fit the pattern because:



What does this outlier tell us about the limits of the pattern?






PRIMARY SOURCE EVIDENCE — What Do Real Laws Actually Say?
For each excerpt: (1) Underline the key word or phrase. (2) Write which variable it belongs to. (3) Complete the sentence.

	SOURCE A — Chinese Exclusion Act, 1882

	“In the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming of Chinese laborers to this country endangers the good order of certain localities within the territory thereof.”
Variable category: ___________________
This language frames Chinese immigrants as ___ in order to justify ___.








	SOURCE B — 19th Amendment, 1920

	“The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of sex.”
Variable category: ___________________
This language frames women as ___ in order to justify ___.








	SOURCE C — Civil Rights Act, 1964

	“All persons shall be entitled to the full and equal enjoyment of the goods, services, facilities, and privileges… without discrimination or segregation on the ground of race, color, religion, or national origin.”
Variable category: ___________________
This language emphasizes ___ in order to justify ___.








	SOURCE D — Alien & Sedition Acts, 1798

	“Whenever there shall be a declared war between the United States and any foreign nation… it shall be lawful for the President of the United States to direct the conduct of all alien enemies… as he shall find the public safety may require.”
Variable category: ___________________
This language uses ___ language to justify ___.







DATASET LIMITATIONS — How Much Can We Trust This Pattern?

	Question
	Your assessment

	How big is this dataset?
	15 laws across 175 years. Is that enough to trust the pattern?



	What types of laws are missing?
	State laws, executive orders, and court decisions are not included. How might adding them change the pattern?



	Who chose these 15 laws?
	Someone curated this list. What might be different if different laws had been chosen?



	Can word counts capture full meaning?
	A single word counts the same whether it’s the title of a law or buried in a footnote. What does that mean for our conclusions?





Which limitation most affects how confident we can be in the pattern? Circle one and explain why:

Sample size (15 laws)       Missing law types       Who chose the laws       Word counts strip context

Because:









HISTORICAL ARGUMENT

	ARGUMENT PROMPT

	Why does the justification language of a law matter historically — not just what it does, but how it explains itself?



	Build Your Argument

	CLAIM
	State your argument in one sentence. What does the language of laws reveal? Governments use ___ language in restriction laws in order to ___.





	EVIDENCE
	Cite at least one specific law + score from the dataset AND one quote from a primary source. For example: The Chinese Exclusion Act has a Threat score of 5, and its text states that…





	REASONING
	Explain HOW the language accomplishes the government’s goal. Don’t just describe — analyze. This type of language works because…





	DATA LIMITATION
	Name one specific limitation of this dataset. Then explain why your argument still holds despite it. This dataset is limited because ___, but the argument still holds because…







	EXIT TICKET

1. Which type of law uses the most threat language?




2. Name one specific limitation of this dataset and explain why the argument still holds despite it.





3. Why do governments justify laws using threat and order language?







