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Annotated Bibliography on Book Bans and Student Consequences
Scientific American. (2024, December). Book bans harm kids. https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/book-bans-harm-kids/
This editorial argues that removing books from schools and libraries harms children. The authors state that book bans limit the chance for students to learn about different people and develop empathy. They also state that students may feel hurt when books about their own lives are treated as wrong or dangerous. This source is credible because Scientific American is a well known magazine that uses expert writers and editors. The article is relevant to my research question because it names possible harms such as lower empathy, weaker critical thinking, and a lower sense of belonging. It gives me a clear starting point for the outcomes I need to measure. One limit is that the article is an opinion piece. It does not present new data from a study. This bias affects my argument because I cannot use it as proof of harm. I can only use it to frame the issue and to show what experts believe. I will need stronger evidence from research studies to support my claim.
Wilson, J. (2023, June 6). Moms for Liberty listed as "anti-government" group by extremism watchdog. The Guardian. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2023/jun/06/southern-poverty-law-center-moms-liberty-extremist
This news article reports that the Southern Poverty Law Center placed Moms for Liberty on its list of anti-government extremist groups. The article explains that the group supports book bans and opposes lessons about race, discrimination, and LGBTQ+ identities. The source is credible because The Guardian is a major news outlet, and the article quotes the SPLC, a respected civil rights group. This source is relevant because it shows who is behind many book challenges and which topics are targeted most often. That context matters because the harm to students may depend on which books are removed. If books about race or LGBTQ+ identities are removed, students who share those identities may feel that their lives are not welcome at school. This source has a clear point of view. It favors the SPLC and is critical of Moms for Liberty. This bias shapes my argument because it may make my essay seem one sided. To balance this, I will present the group's own defense. Moms for Liberty claims that parents have the right to decide what children learn. Including this view will make my argument stronger and more fair.
Salam, E. (2024, March 14). Book bans in US schools and libraries surged to record highs in 2023. The Guardian. https://www.theguardian.com/books/2024/mar/14/book-bans-us-schools-surge
This article reports data from the American Library Association. It states that 4,240 book titles were targeted in 2023. That number is higher than the two previous years combined. The article also states that many of the books are about LGBTQ+ people or people of color. The source is credible because it uses official numbers from the ALA, a national library organization. This source is relevant because it gives measurable evidence of the scale of book bans. It also shares the view of librarians, who are directly involved. The ALA president calls the bans an attack on the freedom to read. This source has a bias as well. It presents the library side and does not give much space to parents who support bans. This bias affects my argument because it may look like I am ignoring other views. I will address this by noting that the data itself is neutral. The numbers show a real trend even if the quotes are one sided. I will also seek sources that measure student outcomes directly.
Together, these three sources give different voices. One source speaks for children and experts. One speaks for a civil rights watchdog. One speaks for librarians. All three point to the same gap. They focus on groups and institutions, not on students themselves. My research question asks about real and measurable consequences for students. These sources show that the debate is large and serious, but they do not prove how students are harmed. For that, I will need studies and first hand accounts from students, teachers, and school librarians. My annotated bibliography shows that the topic is important, but the evidence must go further to answer my question.

