Research Paper - Outline I
Opening hook: Confederate Statues should be left standing since America has been holding together with them for many years therefore, they cannot be seen as being a reminder of the suffering. No single item or idea on earth can make everyone happy.
Brief Background/Context/Overivew: The confederate statues are being demolished on the account that they remind Americans of the suffering and bitter happenings of the days of the personalities honored by the confederate statuses such as Lee. Some arguments have been made that these statues remind Americans of the dark side of the American history. However, the statues are seen by others as honorable symbols that signify the braveness of the people who fought for what they believed was right. Therefore, the questions of whether the statues should be demolished or not has been a debated question and there seem to be two opposing views to the issue of confederate statues.
Setting Up Your Argument as a Response: Even though some people claim that confederate statues is a dark side of the American history which needs to be erased, the fact is the confederate statues, just like any other statues hold its importance both symbolically and meaningfully to those who think they should remain standing and therefore bringing them down might have unexpected negative effects that can destabilize the national cohesion that already exists.
Thesis Statement: Confederate statuses should be left standing since the fear for which the effects for which they are feared to elicit has not been felt for many years that America has lived with them. Furthermore, the statues, help Americans to remember where they came from and therefore avoid repeating the mistakes that led to civil war; there are descendants of the statues personalities who cherish them and also, the statues can be used as a significant lesson for the current leaders and those in power of the obligation they have in writing better history for America.
Claim #1: Confederate statues have not led to any mistrust between the various states and various groups that live within the Unite States of America and therefore the fears that they remind Americans of the dark history which leads to mistrust between different races is null and void.
	Evidence (information, reasoning, examples that support your claim, including what others say)
	Warrant (explain why evidence supports your claim)

	
People have been living with the statues for years and have never had mistrust among them.


	Since there has been peace among various residents of various states including those that engaged in confederate war and those that did not, it is only natural to think that these statues cannot start bringing problems of mistrust now since they have been there for many years.



Possible Objection(s) to Claim #1: There has always been tension between occupants of the states that supported confederate’s wand those that did not.
_____________________________________________________________________________________
	Evidence (what exactly “they say” and why “they say” this)

	Those in support of the demolition argue that the statues remind Americans of the mistreatment that people face during the confederate war.


	
They say this because of the facts that some people have memories of the events that are brought alive through history.


	Rebuttal (your response to this argument—with evidence)

	
Memories of the confederate war brought live by the confederate statues serve as a warning to the country never to go back to that state of affairs again and this makes it a better country because people avoid any possibilities of engaging is such kind of civil war.



Claim #2: The confederate statues, help Americans to remember where they came from and therefore avoid repeating the mistakes that led to civil war and they should therefore be left standing.
	Evidence (information, reasoning, examples that support your claim, including what others say)
	Warrant (explain why evidence supports your claim)

	
I many occasions, the confederate statues have been referred to as enhancing the understanding of where the American society has come from in terms of building the cohesion that exists now.


	
Since some people appreciate their significance, it would be detrimental to bring them down.



Possible Objection(s) to Claim #2: That confederate statues remind Americans of the misunderstandings of Civil War and therefore propagates the opposing views and that can easily through the country into turmoil.
_____________________________________________________________________________________
	Evidence (what exactly “they say” and why “they say” this)

	
Mitch Landrieu has insisted that the Statues remind Americans of the darkest past of their history and this affects national cohesion among the residents of his state. 



	
He says this because he believes that the confederate statues can mislead Americans into civil war.



	
Rebuttal (your response to this argument—with evidence)

	
If the statues were capable of causing such kind of negative effect in the area, then such would have been seen happening in the arear where the statues are erected long time ago.





Claim #3: There are descendants of the statues personalities who cherish the confederate statues and therefore demolishing them can cause ripples and discontent among such people and lead to even more hatred than that feared to be brought by the statues.
	Evidence (information, reasoning, examples that support your claim, including what others say)
	Warrant (explain why evidence supports your claim)

	
Some of the people that got involved in the confederate war have descendants who think that what they did was a noble act and these descendants are residing in the United states of America.
Such people can be provoked by the demolition of the statues.
Some have written about the confederate war in a manner that indicate they fully identify with it.

	
They may think that such demolition is a way to erase their roots from the history of the nation and rebel against such moves.



Possible Objection(s) to Claim #3: The general need for demolition of the confederate statues is overwhelming in the areas that have the statues and therefore, there is no need to have them standing.
	
Evidence (what exactly “they say” and why “they say” this)

	Mitch Landrieu as Mayor is doing the demolition of the confederate statues in his areas due to the seemingly overwhelming backing from residents of his area.



	

This means that many people want the statues to be demolished.


	Rebuttal (your response to this argument—with evidence)

	
Lack of resistance does not mean that there does not exist any people who are against the demolition. They could be present and watching from a distance but the impact of their discontent might be seen if they decide to protest against the demolition of the confederate statues.



	The existence of the heated debate about this issue is a clear indication that there are those who don’t buy the idea of demolition of the statues.






Claim #4: The statues can be used as a significant lesson for the current leaders and those in power of the obligation they have in writing better history for America.
_____________________________________________________________________________________
	Evidence (information, reasoning, examples that support your claim, including what others say)
	Warrant (explain why evidence supports your claim)

	
Experience is the best teacher. The experience that the statues remind the American people is that of the confederate war and its effects on the American people


	
This kind of experience is good for avoiding such mistakes as those that led to the war that led to the existence of such people now marked by the confederate statues.

	
Hate speech and divisive politics can learn from these experiences and refrain from such.


	
This being the case, the statues need to stand.



Possible Objection(s) to Claim #4: The statues can instill rebellious behavior in the mind of American leaders.
_____________________________________________________________________________________
	Evidence (what exactly “they say” and why “they say” this)

	
Some of the confederate war fighters gave up their country and fought for their states. This can mean being rebellious to the government of the day.



	
They say this because in the modern day, giving up a country in a fight for a state might mean something else such as rebellion to the federal government.



	Rebuttal (your response to this argument—with evidence)

	
Protecting the history that reminds Americans of the past that they have gone through is in no way being rebellious to the federal government because it is protecting the history to serve as a lesson for the current US society and particularly, leadership.





Reviewing (but not repeating) your thesis: Therefore, since the statues serve as great lesson for the country about the effects that can come from civil war, it would be better to live them standing o as to maintain peace and harmony so that the national cohesion can continue growing.
_____________________________________________________________________________________
[bookmark: _GoBack]“So What?” answer: Demolition of confederate states should not be demolished. Instead, they should be left standing and maybe as time goes by, the memories that they elicit in people might just fade away. After all, their importance is great especially in the creation of national cohesion as people avoid going back to the days of the confederate war.
Reader take-away: Don’t you think that confederate statues demolition can cause discomfort among some Americans who might protest against it and this can raise serious opposing views that can grow huge to elicit the same effects as those of the confederate war?
