‘Assimilation Blues’ (The Lot) Practice Language Analysis
Australian values have always been a powerful force in Australia, particularly for immigrants who believe that assimilating to these mainstream values is important for fitting in with Australian society. In response to this issue an article written by Michael Leung titled ‘Assimilation Blues’ (The Lot, September 2006) was published in response to this issue, targeting immigrants- those new to Australian society. Adopting a gentle tone, the article then shifts to a direct and confronting tone stating that ‘Assimilation is not only unnecessary, it might well be a miserable waste of time, if not absurdly impossible’ and that ‘You may not assimilate but you can be one of nature’s divine creatures here’.
From the onset, Leunig opts for a calming, gentle tone and presents Australia in a positive, welcoming light with a metaphorical personal anecdote. Using comforting language such as warm, cosy and wondrous and making references that the audience is able to identify with, readers are made to feel less intimidated as well as more connected to the article and Leunig. The language used is descriptive, stimulating the audience’s imagination by generating a visual they can refer to. Leunig then continues his personal anecdote, describing his younger self with language such as ‘sincere’ and ‘young’ which makes the audience view him as a powerless victim and increases their belief in him as well as subtly builds mistrust in the ‘opposition’.
Following this, Leunig then shifts to a direct and confronting tone stating that he had ‘failed’ in assimilation. He uses emotive language and utilizes words such as ‘insane’, ‘outrageous’ and ‘disgusting’ to describe his situation which jolts the audience from a comfortable place back in to reality. The article continues, making several somewhat sarcastic statements ‘Oh, the embarrassment and shame of being yourself, the painful death of being known for who you really are, and the suicide of speaking your peculiar mind’ (P.129). This creates annoyance and disbelief in the reader towards this unreasonable idea, further opening their minds to Leunig’s contention and thoughts.
Sustaining his forthright tone, Leunig introduces politicians in to the article, presenting them as the opposition who promote and  advocate assimilation in to mainstream australian culture. He then turns his attention on the intended audience and addresses them directly as well as poses a request that ‘if there is a Muslim immigrant out there who learns what these Australian values are, that they please write me a letter and tell me’ (P.130). This captures the audience’s attention and makes them feel valued while still generating doubt and uncertainty.
Following this, Leunig continues generating mistrust towards politicians by using a simile to compare the prime minister’s words to a ‘wet, mushy romantic’. Highlighting his behaviour using words such as ‘constricted’ and ‘clinging’, he denegrates John Howard’s authority and portrays him as someone that cannot be trusted. After gradually building up mistrust and disgust in the audience, Leunig ends with a pleasant tone which makes the audience feel respected and open towards his contention. He concludes describing the reader using positive language such as ‘glorious’, ‘divine’ and ‘brilliant’ and asks immigrants not to assimilate but to ‘be one of nature’s divine creatures here’. 
