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Introduction:
The Negative case states that minority groups should not be put above the national culture. The resolution, When in conflict, the preservation of minority cultural values ought to be  valued above the preservation unified culture. I demand that this is not true when minority groups want more rights and benefits than the national culture. In this negative case minority groups will be defined as religious and ethnic groups while national culture will be defined as law and government amongst others that do not belong to a minority group.


Value/ Judging:
When judging take into consideration that the national culture has benefited the nation more than those minority groups for the following reasons.

Contention1: The national culture has more support from the people than the minority groups. A good example would be the new law of Arizona called the Immigration law. In this situation minority groups are the immigrants they are basically taking the jobs from those who should have them. Those that should have them are Americans that have lived there all their life. According to the New York Times Newspaper, “The law, which proponents and critics alike said was the broadest and strictest immigration measure in generations, would make the failure to carry immigration documents a crime and give the police broad power to detain anyone suspected of being in the country illegally.” This is clearly stating that national culture has taken over because the minority groups were taking advantage of being able to come to the US illegally.


Contention 2: Minorities should not be given any special treatment that will put them above and give them more rights than the national culture. One perfect example would be the Makah tribe, they've been given special treatment when it comes to fishing. They have hunted whales for many years and they are going to continue if we the national culture don't put a stop to them. The keep killing them in such brutal way, knowing that they are endangered animals. According to Northwest Regional Office, “NOAA Fisheries continues to review the Makah Tribe's proposal to hunt eastern north Pacific gray whales. Of particular relevance to the Tribe's request is recent information on stock structure.” This is definitely putting minority groups over national culture. Since it is considered illegal to hunt whales why should they have benefits if they are a minority.


Contention 3: The affirmative might state that minority cultures make up the national culture, but in fact, without a national culture minority groups would take over. A perfect example would be  9/11. Although the real people behind it all were not living in the US, but the people that actually created the plan and executed the plan were. This has to do a lot with the minority groups such as the 9/11 hijackers because they  were living in the US and this is a direct example of the contention mentioned. The National Commission on Terrorist Attacks says, “Hazmi and Mihdhar came to the United States to learn English, take flying lessons, and become pilots as quickly as possible.” This meaning that the attackers were living in the US, therefore as a minority groups, rebelled and attacked the US. If minority groups are put above national culture events like this can happen again.



Conclusion : 
Having this said minority groups should never be put above the national culture, because over the years the have been given a lot of support and special treatment and if we continue giving them more freedom they are going to want more and more and know they are already crossing the line between legal and illegal. The last thing is that in the future they are going to do whatever they want because they are given special treatment. For these reasons you should vote for the negative case.
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