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Talking Poi1ﬁs in Opposition to HB 477

English-only laws are based on the myth that the primacy of the
English language is under threat. In fact, more than 92% of our
country’s population speaks English well, according to the last Census.
We can all agree that learning English is critical to participating in,
contributing to and succeeding in American society. An
overwhelming majority of Latinos—92%-- believes that teaching
English to the children of immigrants if very important.

But English-only statutes do nothing constructive to advance the
important goal of English proficiency for Latino and other immigrants.
Contrary to false stereotypes, these immigrants are learning English as
quickly or more quickly than previous generations of immigrants.
Instead, these laws interfere with and undermine local government’s
ability to communicate quickly and effectively, leaving English
language learners and the community at large more vulnerable to
threats to public health and safety.

While HB 477 includes an exemption to protect or promote the public
health, safety or welfare, who would determine when something
should be translated? There is a risk that local officials may not
understand, until it is too late, that a threat to health and safety is
possible and will not therefore communicate effectively to English
language learners.

English-only laws and policies erect a barrier between English
language learners and their government, interfering with their ability to
petition and communicate with agencies that provide essential
programs and services. Would you not want local schools to be able to
communicate effectively with parents in order to increase the student’s
success? What good can come of hampering the ability of the police
department and other agencies to communicate with the public about
issues of community safety?

The Supreme Court, in striking down an English-only provision in
Meyer v. Nebraska, noted that “[t]he protection of the Constitution
extends to all, to those who speak other languages as well as to those
born with English on the tongue.” Meyer v. Nebraska, 262 U.S. 390
(1923).

It is unconstitutional to deprive Limited English Proficient individuals
of access to information about the government when multilingual
access may be available and may be necessary to ensure fair and
effective delivery to limited or non-English speaking persons. Ruiz v.
Hull, 191 Ariz.441,453 (Ariz.1998)
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English-only laws also violate the First Amendment by depriving
elected officials and public employees of the ability to communicate
with constituents and the public.

The agencies providing English as a Second Language (ESL) classes
often have overflow classrooms and wait-lists. The best way to
encourage greater numbers of people to learn the English language
more quickly is to increase funding for ESL and similar programs,
rather than cutting off barriers to communication while individuals
wait in line for the opportunity to learn English.

The requirement of the proposed legislation to track expenditures for
interpreters, translation, printing or recording separately will
encourage public bodies and agencies to limit their use of such
methods of reaching limited English proficient Ohioans.



