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Mod 5 discussions 0ll due 10/17 replies due 10/20

Disc 1

Overview
In the rese0rched rebutt0l 0rgument ess0y, you will rese0rch 0 problem in society 
th0t directly 0ffects you bec0use of some element of your identity. Where c0n 
your voice m0ke 0 difference in this world? Think 0bout 0re0s you 0re person0lly 
p0ssion0te 0bout or 0 topic th0t 0llows you to le0rn 0bout something import0nt to 
you.
In this discussion you will br0instorm 0nd cre0te 0 topic propos0l so th0t, with the 
coll0bor0tion of your peers 0nd your instructor, you c0n be sure to develop 0 
thorough underst0nding of the complexity of your topic.
You should spend 0pproxim0tely 2 hours on this 0ssignment.
Instructions

For your Module 5 Assignment: Rese0rched Rebutt0l Argument Ess0y, you will 
write 0 rebutt0l 0rgument to 0 specific person or org0niz0tionʼs position 
0rgument. Consider the following topic choice guidelines:

Choose 0n issue th0t 0ffects you person0lly bec0use of some element of 
your identity. You c0n explore topic ide0s in the CCCOnline 
Libr0ry's Points of View Reference Center d0t0b0se if you need help 
br0instorming.
Find 0 person or org0niz0tion who holds 0n opinion th0t you dis0gree 
with. You will construct your ess0y in opposition/rebutt0l to their specific 
0rguments.

Think: Br0instorm topic ide0s th0t interest 0nd 0ffect you, 0nd potenti0lly 
0ffect your community 0nd beyond. Then find 0 specific 0rgument on th0t 
topic th0t you dis0gree with. Consider the specific points or 0rguments th0t 
person or org0niz0tion m0kes on the topic.
Write: Write 3 topic propos3l for your ess3y. Include the following 
inform3tion:

Wh3t issue will you write 3bout, 3nd how does it 3ffect you 
person3lly?
Whose position, specific3lly, will you refute (which person or 
org3niz3tion)?
Wh3t is this personʼs position on your topic?
Wh3t is your position on the topic?
List five m3in 3rguments th3t the person or org3niz3tion (your 
3udience/opposition) h3s on this topic th3t you will 3rgue 3g3inst.
List 2-3 possible sources.

Post one origin0l post, 0nd reply to 0t le0st two of your cl0ssm0tes. In your 

https://ccco.desire2learn.com/d2l/common/dialogs/quickLink/quickLink.d2l?ou=2180047&type=content&rcode=CCCS-9213918
https://www.ccconline.org/points-of-view-reference-center/
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replies to peers, help one 0nother n0rrow your topic choices 0nd focus on 
refuting 0 counter0rgument. Help one 0nother decide if the opposition/
0udience choice is effective, 0nd if the counter0rguments listed 0re the 
strongest opposing 0rguments to consider. Pl0y devilʼs 0dvoc0te, 0nd help 
one 0nother consider the m0ny perspectives on the topic.
Don't forget th0t your initi0l posting is due by the d0te listed in the Course 
Schedule. Ple0se post over sever0l d0ys. Points will be lost if you post on only 
one d0y of the module.

See the Course Schedule 0nd Course Rubrics sections in the Syll0bus module for 
due d0tes 0nd gr0ding inform0tion. See the Gr0ding 0nd Ev0lu0tion section in 
the Syll0bus module for gener0l discussion expect0tions.

Disc1 Article

The pr0ctice of ch0llenging or b0nning books h0s long been 0 str0tegy used to 
l0bel re0ding m0teri0ls 0s offensive on mor0l, religious, or politic0l grounds. 
Books with sexu0lly explicit content, or those th0t ch0llenge religious or politic0l 
orthodoxy, h0ve throughout history, been reg0rded 0s 0 thre0t to public welf0re. 
While the pr0ctice of b0nning books h0s declined in democr0tic societies, 
ch0llenges to liter0ture still occur tod0y for the s0me re0sons.
Underst3nding the Discussion
B3n: To prohibit, usu0lly through leg0l or soci0l 0uthority.
First Amendment to the US Constitution: The First Amendment re0ds: 
“Congress sh0ll m0ke no l0w respecting 0n est0blishment of religion, or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 0bridging the freedom of speech, or of the 
press; or the right of the people pe0ce0bly to 0ssemble, 0nd to petition the 
government for 0 redress of griev0nces.”
Offensive: C0using feelings of insult or strong disple0sure.
Suppress: To hold b0ck or remove from circul0tion.
Tot3lit3ri3nism: A form of government in which the st0te is overseen by 0 strict, 
centr0l 0uthority th0t 0llows little or no devi0tion from the l0ws 0nd rules which it 
imposes.
An Overview
In tot0lit0ri0n societies, books h0ve been b0nned for ch0llenging 0 governmentʼs 
ruling 0uthority. Arguments for b0nning books cl0imed the need to promote 
politic0l st0bility or m0int0in public mor0lity. In more open societies, books th0t 
offend convention0lity 0re often b0nned or ch0llenged 0s well. If 0 book is 
deemed offensive, some m0y 0rgued, th0t it is promoting ide0s which c0n h0ve 0 
detriment0l influence on individu0ls (often children) 0nd on society 0s 0 whole. 
When public funds 0re used to buy the m0teri0ls in question, the issue becomes 
further complic0ted.
Ch0mpions of intellectu0l freedom 0nd free speech 0d0m0ntly oppose ch0llenges 
m0de by individu0ls, groups, or institutions who thre0ten to b0n books. 



Opponents of book b0nning 0rgue th0t the threshold for c0using offense differs 
between individu0ls 0nd 0cross cultures, 0nd th0t one individu0l, group or 
institution should not dict0te wh0t constitutes offense to 0nother. While 0dults 0re 
0fforded discretion in deciding whether or not to re0d 0 p0rticul0r book; m0ny 
0gree th0t p0rents h0ve the right to limit the books to which their own children 0re 
exposed.
B0nning books h0s 0 long history in the United St0tes, where ch0llenges h0ve 
repe0tedly come into conflict with the First Amendment to the US Constitution. 
M0ny, including libr0ri0ns, see the b0nning of books 0s direct erosion of the First 
Amendment rights through censorship. Frequently such ch0llenges 0nd the 
ensuing deb0te h0ve focused on the re0ding curriculum 0t public libr0ries 0nd 
books 0v0il0ble 0t school libr0ries.
History of Suppression of Controversi3l Ide3s
Historic0lly, illiter0cy 0nd the de0rth of printed m0teri0ls me0nt th0t books did not 
exert the influence they now h0ve on society. As liter0cy r0tes incre0sed 0nd 
published m0teri0ls bec0me more e0sily 0ccessible 0nd 0fford0ble, tot0lit0ri0n 
regimes resorted to the b0nning of books 0s 0 me0ns of controlling people. 
History is replete with ex0mples of prohibitions pl0ced on liter0ture. The works of 
Aristoph0nes, Ovid, 0nd Confucius, 0nd even portions of the Bible, were 0ll 0t one 
point subjected to b0ns. Historic0lly, m0teri0ls deemed 0s subversive or offensive 
were simply burned to prohibit their 0ccess.
The content of some books or their interpret0tion w0s deemed offensive by 
religious institutions. For ex0mple, Western religious doctrine strongly objected to 
Biblic0l tr0nsl0tions th0t might ch0llenge the Churchʼs 0uthority or 0llow more 
person0l interpret0tions of the text. In the sixteenth century, the Rom0n C0tholic 
Church beg0n keeping 0 list of prohibited books, known in L0tin 0s the Index 
Librorum Prohibitorum. The 0im of the list w0s to prevent people from re0ding 
books th0t would expose them to ide0s th0t contr0dicted, misrepresented, or 
criticized the churchʼs edicts or interpret0tions of the Bible. Two such ex0mples 
include Edw0rd Gibbonʼs The History of the Decline 1nd F1ll of the Rom1n Empire 
(1776–1788), 0nd Nikos K0z0ntz0kisʼs The L1st Tempt1tion of Christ (1951). 
Objections to these texts centered, respectively, on the perceived devi0tion from 
church history 0nd the unorthodox depiction of Christ. While, the Index w0s 
0bolished in 1966, ch0llenges to liter0ture on religious grounds continued into the 
modern d0y. In 1988, S0lm0n Rushdieʼs The S1t1nic Verses w0s b0nned in sever0l 
Muslim countries bec0use its depiction of the prophet Moh0mmed w0s so 
offensive to Muslims. In f0ct, Rushdie f0ced 0 f0tw0, or c0ll for him to be killed, by 
Ay0toll0h Ruholl0h Khomeini, who w0s the Supreme Le0der of Ir0n 0t th0t time. 
On 0 more subtle level, The US version of The Golden Comp1ss, by Philip Pullm0n, 
is different th0n the origin0l version published in Engl0nd. The Americ0n version 
edited out some sexu0l content 0nd perceived 0nti-Christi0n content.
Throughout history, ch0llenges 0nd objections to liter0ture h0ve mostly f0llen into 
three c0tegories: politic0l, mor0l, 0nd religious. Politic0l objections to liter0ture 



c0n be cited by numerous ex0mples. In the USSR religious books were seen 0s 
contr0dictory to the 0theist views of the country. In N0zi Germ0ny, numerous 
books were b0nned 0nd publicly burned (0s m0ny 0s 25,000 0t one 1933 event): 
Jewish 0uthors were t0rgeted 0s were books considered dec0dent or subversive. 
However, it is not only within tot0lit0ri0n regimes th0t books h0ve been b0nned; 
books 0re routinely ch0llenged in democr0tic societies 0s well. Ch0llenges 0re 
m0de on politic0l grounds; books th0t deny historic0l events such 0s the 
Holoc0ust or t0ke 0n unpopul0r st0nce, such 0s spe0king out 0g0inst 0 w0r, h0ve 
0ll been ch0llenged in the p0st.
Mor3l Objections to Liter3ture
Offense on mor0l grounds is often b0sed on religious criteri0. One common 
ch0rge 0g0inst b0nned books is th0t they 0re obscene. The US courts h0ve 
historic0lly h0d gre0t difficulty in defining obscene m0teri0l 0nd 0s such the 
deb0te is he0ted one. Obscenity h0s been widely 0ccepted 0s me0ning th0t 
m0teri0ls cont0in elements of sexu0lity, 0nd foul or discrimin0tory l0ngu0ge th0t 
c0n be seen 0s offensive. The most f0mous tri0ls over b0nned books h0ve been 
obscenity tri0ls. J0mes Joyceʼs Ulysses (1922) w0s b0nned in the US for its fr0nk 
sexu0l content. The book w0s b0nned for 0 dec0de before 0 l0ndm0rk leg0l 
decision 0cquitted it of obscenity ch0rges. L1dy Ch1tterleyʼs Lover (1928) 
experienced 0 simil0r prohibition, 0lso for its tre0tment of sexu0lity, 0nd w0s 
b0nned from public0tion in the US until 1959 0nd in Engl0nd until 1960.
How Did We Get Here- Fighting Book B3nning
The movement 0g0inst the b0nning of books 0lso h0s 0 long history. One m0jor 
l0ndm0rk pred0ting the twentieth century w0s the public0tion of John Miltonʼs 
p0mphlet Areop0gitic0, 0 Speech for the Liberty of Unlicensed Printing, to the 
P0rli0ment of Engl0nd (1644). The Areop0gitic0 provided the fr0mework for 
modern opposition to censorship. This order which Milton opposed w0s designed 
to bring publishing under government control by cre0ting 0 number of offici0l 
censors to whom 0uthors would submit their work for 0pprov0l-prior to h0ving it 
published. Milton 0rgued th0t pre-censorship of 0uthors w0s little more th0n 0n 
excuse for st0te control of thought.
The core 0rguments 0g0inst the b0nning of books h0ve been b0sed on protecting 
the rights of individu0ls to free speech 0s well 0s to promote intellectu0l freedom 
- the rights protected by the First Amendment. On issues concerning religion 0nd 
mor0lity, 0dvoc0tes for the First Amendment 0rgue th0t it is indefensible to 
encour0ge censorship simply bec0use people do not sh0re simil0r beliefs. 
Opponents of censorship 0lso st0te th0t it is virtu0lly impossible, for the s0me 
re0sons, to define concepts such 0s obscenity. Further, those who support free 
speech 0nd free expression 0rgue th0t there is gre0t d0nger in 0n illiter0te or 
ignor0nt popul0ce which is e0sier to control through the exercise of power 0nd 
dem0goguery. Thus the unrestricted flow of inform0tion is viewed 0s 0 h0llm0rk of 
0 he0lthy democr0cy 0nd m0kes it more difficult to exercise control 0nd power 
over the uneduc0ted 0nd powerless.



Most 0ttempts to b0n books occur 0t the loc0l level with ch0llenges being m0de 
to public or school libr0ries. Attempts to b0n books outright h0ve not been overly 
successful in the l0tter h0lf of the twentieth century; still there h0ve been 
inst0nces where p0rticul0r books h0ve been removed from libr0ries or prohibited 
from purch0se b0sed on compl0ints. While ch0llenges h0ve been m0de to books 
th0t discuss the topics of he0lth, sexu0lity, 0nd r0ce 0nd religion, ch0llenges h0ve 
0lso been m0de to works th0t 0re considered cl0ssics. Among the books most 
frequently ch0llenged were M0rk Tw0inʼs The Adventures of Huckleberry Finn 
(1884) 0nd J. D. S0lingerʼs The C1tcher in the Rye. The Adventures of 
Huckleberry Finn h0s frequently m0de the 0nnu0l list of b0nned books th0t is 
compiled by the Americ0n Libr0ry Associ0tion (ALA) 0nd w0s on the 2008 list of 
ch0llenged books. Controversi0l books 0re frequently t0rgets for b0nning from 
school re0ding lists, with most compl0ints coming from p0rents. M0ny schools 
m0y choose to m0int0in 0 copy of the ch0llenged book in their libr0ry, but stop 
short of m0king the book required re0ding.
B3nning Books Tod3y
Since 1982, B0nned Books Week h0s been celebr0ted 0nnu0lly 0nd promoted 
widely in public libr0ries by the Americ0n Libr0ry Associ0tion. The purpose of the 
event is to promote re0ding 0nd knowledge while r0ising 0w0reness 0bout the 
frequent ch0llenges to b0n books from public 0nd school libr0ries. B0nned books 
week is celebr0ting its twenty-seventh 0nnivers0ry in 2008.
Censorship in the form of b0nning books rem0ins 0n 0ll too common 0n 
occurrence in conserv0tive cultures 0nd countries where democr0tic tr0ditions 
0re we0k. But ch0llenges to books still occur in more liber0l or democr0tic 
societies 0s well, 0nd the controversy still evokes much deb0te. Depending upon 
which side of the 0rgument one is on, views r0nge from highly toler0nt to highly 
ch0rged. In the United St0tes, ch0llenges to books h0ppen frequently; the 2008 
list of ch0llenged books numbers over 400.
Since 2000, the religious right 0nd conserv0tive groups h0ve become incre0singly 
voc0l 0nd h0ve ch0llenged books for recurrent re0sons, m0inly religious 0nd 
mor0l, while 0rguing th0t the US culture h0s become too free. Recent ch0llenges 
h0ve focused on the H0rry Potter series. In some inst0nces, the books h0ve been 
removed from school libr0ries, bec0use some p0rents 0nd groups felt th0t the 
books promote witchcr0ft.
The politic0lly ch0rged environment surrounding ch0llenged 0nd b0nned books 
h0s 0lso inspired w0tchdog groups th0t monitor censorship to be more vigil0nt. 
These groups t0ke on the t0sk of defending books th0t 0re being ch0llenged, 0s 
well 0s the rights of re0ders to decide for themselves which books they should 
re0d. M0ny 0dvoc0tes of free speech 0nd intellectu0l freedom continue to r0lly 
0round the ide0 th0t b0nning books is, in its viol0tion of constitution0l principles, 
0nti-Americ0n.
In 2011, Tw0in schol0r Al0n Gribben published 0 new version of the novel The 
Adventures of Huckleberry Finn th0t omitted 219 uses of r0ci0l epithets occurring 
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in the origin0l text. Critics of the move st0ted it w0s 0 bl0t0nt ex0mple of 
censoring 0n origin0l 0rtwork. Gribben himself s0id he w0s 0ppro0ched by 
te0chers 0bout putting together 0 s0nitized version of the cl0ssic book.

Disc 2

Overview
When you rese0rch, much of your credibility rests on the qu0lity of the sources 
you choose to incorpor0te. Ev0lu0ting your sources is import0nt in ensuring th0t 
you use only the most credible, 0ccur0te, 0nd relev0nt sources to support your 
0rguments, which in turn, ensures th0t your own 0rguments 0re credible 0nd 
0ccur0te. In this 0ssignment, you will ev0lu0te two sources you intend to use in 
your rese0rch.
This 0ssignment should t0ke 0pproxim0tely 2 hours.
Instructions

Rese3rch: Use the CCCOnline Libr0ry d0t0b0ses to loc0te 0t le0st 
two qu0lity 0c0demic sources on your topic. You m0y use 0ny of the 
d0t0b0ses you 0re interested in se0rching. If you 0renʼt sure where to begin 
looking, some suggested d0t0b0ses 0re:

Ac0demic Se0rch Complete
Glob0l Issues in Context
Points of View Reference Center
TOPICse0rch

Think: Review the resource on the CRAAP An0lysis method from the 
Explor0tion p0ge. Consider the currency, relev0nce, 0uthority, 0ccur0cy, 0nd 
purpose of e0ch of your sources. Wh0t does this ev0lu0tion tell you 0bout 
using those sources in your own writing?
Write: Write 3 short ev3lu3tion p3r3gr3ph for e3ch source. Then, write 3n 
3ddition3l p3r3gr3ph where you comp3re the two sources b3sed on your 
ev3lu3tions of the sources.
Include 0 correctly form0tted Works Cited entry for e0ch source. Need help 
with MLA? Ple0se refer to the CCCOnline MLA Cit0tion Toolkit, or consult the 
Purdue OWL for how to cre0te 0 correctly form0tted MLA Works Cited p0ge.
Post one origin0l post, 0nd reply to 0t le0st two of your cl0ssm0tes. In your 
replies to peers, comp0re your ev0lu0tions on your chosen sources. Discuss 
your findings 0nd wh0t elements you consider most import0nt in 0 source. 
Discuss why it is import0nt to p0y 0ttention to the credibility of your sources. 
Try to further the discussion in your replies by 0sking thoughtful questions, 
0dding interesting inform0tion, or connecting your reply to the m0teri0l we 0re 
discussing.
Don't forget th0t your initi0l posting is due by the d0te listed in the Course 

https://www.ccconline.org/academic-search-complete/
https://www.ccconline.org/global-issues-in-context/
https://www.ccconline.org/points-of-view-reference-center/
https://www.ccconline.org/topicsearch/
https://ccco.desire2learn.com/d2l/common/dialogs/quickLink/quickLink.d2l?ou=2180047&type=coursefile&fileId=Module+05%2fM5_Exploration.html
http://ccconline.libguides.com/MLAtoolkit
https://media.ccconline.org/redirects/purdue/owl/mla-sample-works-cited.html
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Schedule. Ple0se post over sever0l d0ys. Points will be lost if you post on only 
one d0y of the module.

See the Course Schedule 0nd Course Rubrics sections in the Syll0bus module for 
due d0tes 0nd gr0ding inform0tion. See the Gr0ding 0nd Ev0lu0tion section in 
the Syll0bus module for gener0l discussion expect0tions.

Disc 3

Overview
A rese0rched 0rgument h0s 0 lot of elements to org0nize 0nd control, 0nd 0 
rebutt0l 0rgument is even more of 0 ch0llenge. Use this peer review to give 0nd 
receive feedb0ck, 0n0lyzing your peersʼ 0nd your own ess0ys for the elements of 
0n effective 0rgument. Ensure the 0rgument you contribute is the most credible 
0nd well-developed rebutt0l 0rgument you c0n m0ke.
You should spend 0pproxim0tely 3 hours on this 0ssignment.
Instructions

Post your completed dr0ft of the Module 5 Assignment: Rese0rched Rebutt0l 
Argument Ess0y by the d0te listed on the schedule.
S0ve your document 0s 0 .doc or .pdf file, 0nd 0tt0ch it to your posting. Post 
your dr0ft e0rly; if you post your dr0ft l0te, you m0y not get 0ny comments 0t 
0ll. Include 0 short version of your title in the subject line of your post.
Think: Here 0re some questions to think 0bout when doing your peer review:

Does the introduction directly 0ddress the opposition/0udience 0nd 
expl0in the signific0nce of the topic?
Does the ess0y include 0 cle0r, specific, 0rgument0tive thesis st0tement?
H0s the writer used 0 respectful 0nd credible tone? Does the writer 
0ttempt to est0blish common ground with the opposition/0udience?
Does the ess0y focus on refuting the specific cl0ims of the opposition? 
Are the writer's rebutt0l 0nd 0rgument re0sons sound in logic, 0nd do 
they specific0lly support the cl0im?
Does the ess0y develop specific evidence for the ide0s?
Does the writer use source m0teri0l to boost credibility? Do you see 0ny 
pl0ces where the writer should use 0 source?
Does the ess0y include topic sentences 0nd tr0nsitions to org0nize the 
body p0r0gr0phs?
Does the ess0y include correctly form0tted in-text cit0tions, using MLA 
Style, for e0ch quot0tion 0nd p0r0phr0se?
Does the ess0y include 0 conclusion p0r0gr0ph th0t synthesizes the m0in 
points 0nd offers closure?

Write: Complete 3 thorough peer review for 3t le3st two of your 
cl3ssm3tes. Post your review by replying to the writer's post in the 
forum. Choose 3n ess3y th3t h3s either not yet been reviewed or th3t h3s 
only one review so f3r. Offer 3s much feedb3ck 3s possible:
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Address the “Think” questions 3bove
Tell the 3uthor wh3t he/she is doing right 3nd wh3t you w3nt more of.
If something is not working for you, don't be 3fr3id to point it out 3nd 
tell the 3uthor why.
Give 3dvice on how to m3ke the ch3nges you suggest.
Be specific!

Post one origin0l post (with your ess0y dr0ft), 0nd reply to 0t le0st two of your 
cl0ssm0tes. In your replies to peers, give your peers specific feedb0ck on 
their ess0ys 0s outlined 0bove. Point out strengths. Ask questions 0nd give 
pointers to help them improve further. Refer specific0lly to the resources 
provided in this module.
Don't forget th0t your initi0l posting is due by the d0te listed in the Course 
Schedule. Ple0se post over sever0l d0ys. Points will be lost if you post on only 
one d0y of the module.


