
THE WASHINGTON REDSKINS SHOULD CHANGE THEIR NAME TO AVOID

BEING OFFENSIVE

I feel the Washington Redskins need to change their name because if The Washington Redskins Should Change Their
Name to Avoid Being Offensive.

It's the right thing to do. The September national poll found that 68 percent think the name is not disrespectful
of Native Americans, 19 percent say it shows "some" disrespect, and 9 percent say it is "a lot" disrespectful.
Many people now have made the obvious leap that this issue impacts people of color. President Obama said
last October that the Redskins should change their name. More importantly, dropping "Red" would altogether
eliminate the inherent racism from the team nameâ€”which is the goal here in the first place. For more
information on choosing credible sources for your paper, check out this blog post. Best Fit: Warriors or Braves
9 of 9 History, tradition and the color scheme are probably the most important factors in any potential switch.
When owner Daniel Synder was in the early stages of setting up an arena football team in Washington, he
trademarked "Warriors" with an arrow logo. They charge next to nothing for tuition and are entirely dependent
on outside donations. Neither is true and Dan Snyder can prove it. While some claim it represents the storied
history of Native Americans, others consider it to be a racial slur and highly offensive. He used it as a verb.
The logo wouldn't have to change drastically, nor would the colors. While certainly not a perfect answer is
there one? Senators, forty-eight Democrats and two Independents, sent a letter [] to NFL Commissioner
Goodell asking the league, referencing the Donald Sterling case, to "send the same clear message as the NBA
did: that racism and bigotry have no place in professional sports. While it's been a polarizing name for most of
its history, opposition really started to heat up in  Would you defend your right to free speech under the First
Amendment? There were protests in front of the stadium. California enacted legislation barring schools from
using the Redskins name for their mascots. The team rushed to celebrate the results, while name-change
activists noted this showed Native Americans' resiliency. Globe policy on the Redskins name is that as long as
it remains the official nickname of the Washington NFL entry, the paper will use it. It should be gone fast like
Redskins Hall of Fame cornerback Darrell Green on an interception return. It's that simple. Then there were
petitions to Twitter, Google and Facebook to remove the accounts belonging to the Redskins. Or Snyder might
consider giving some of his largesse to Teach for America, which sends elite college graduates to work in
some of the poorest Indian communities in the country. It's a simple and effective way to continue what is
appealing about the current setup while also moving on from the controversial Redskins moniker. Department
of Energy claiming that the agency racially discriminated against her by allowing other employees to discuss
the Washington Redskins football team and display Redskins paraphernalia at work. I don't agree with them,
and I don't agree that this is a valid way of surveying public opinion in Indian Country. I was young but knew
the word was wrong, and calling someone that word was really wrong. Most read on BostonGlobe. He was a
product of his time, upbringing, and environment, and therefore wrong in many ways, but he was right about
one thing: People do have the right to be called what they want to be called. It's a compromise both sides can
make with relative ease. Would you claim that political correctness has stifled individual opinion? Critics of
the Redskins name are mostly folks who know nothing about American Indians but think their problems can
be solved by more money and greater cultural sensitivity.


