
Synthèse (type CCINP): BOOK BANS  

 

Propositions de corrigé 1: 

Book bans: child protection versus free speech 

The new culture war in the US: protecting children or silencing voices? 

Introduction: 

Supporters explain they are necessary measures to protect children…. whereas critics argue that such 

restrictions result in the suppression of diverse voices, experiences and ideas. 

Do book bans protect children or do they undermine freedom of expression? / Do book bans protect children 

or restrict essential voices?  

 

I. Book bans as a protective measure: a parental effort to regulate their children’s exposure to 

sensitive content: 

- rising parental concern and growing demands to restrict what children read in school libraries (doc 1) 

- sexual or explicit content as the main justification for the bans (doc 1 and 4) but debates over what “sexual 

content” means 

 

II. Consequences for young readers (and society): the cost of book banning 

- marginalised voices silenced: (doc 4 and 3) 

- depriving vulnerable teenagers of stories / tools that support them (doc 3) 

- limiting cultural understanding and the development of critical thinking: “tyranny of the minority” 

restricting access to diverse ideas (doc 2) 

- book banning narrows the educational landscape and reduces exposure to complex social realities (doc 2,3) 

 

III. Book bans as a political and ideological tool to limit free expression: 

- a break from traditional American attitudes toward reading freedom (Renkl recalls a childhood with 

unrestricted access to books where exploration was encouraged + libraries viewed as safe places …): doc 2 

- coordinated, politically driven censorship rather than spontaneous parental concern (doc 2, 3)  

- actions disproportionately target books dealing with race, LGBTQ+ identity or trauma (doc 2, 3) 

- expending restrictions beyond schools (doc 2 and 5): an attempt to influence cultural narratives  

- “a crime against democracy” (doc2)  

 

 

 



Proposition de corrigé 2: 

1. Debates about the parents’ role in restricting children's exposure to certain ideas / contents (especially 

sexual content): doc 1 VS doc 2, 3, 4 

2. The role of school and libraries in children’s education (doc 1,2,3) 

3. Political / ideological context: the hidden reason (doc 2,3,5) 

 

Fahrenheit 451* reaches American schools 

In recent years, book banning has been on the increase in the US as highlighted by the three piecharts in this 

file. Additionally, while two New York Times opinions pieces respectively published in May and October 

2023 strongly oppose such practices, the Editor of the Diamond in January 2024 argues for them. Although 

protecting the innocence of children may be a valid argument to ban specific books, other hidden reasons 

seem at play: to what extent is book banning acceptable? 

The debate over book banning reflects deep concerns about children's exposure to certain ideas. For 

Document 1 schools have a responsibility to protect children from explicitly sexual content that they are not 

mature enough to understand, and parents should have control over when and how their children are 

introduced to such topics. Indeed, Document 4 shows sex education as one reason why books were 

challenged by a Republican Texan State Representative in 2021. While parents' consent is acknowledged as 

possibly necessary for some material in Document 2, the writer emphasises that access to a wide range of 

literature is critical to develop a child's understanding of the world and imagination. Document 3 agrees with 

this stance, claiming that it can even empower youngsters and help them reveal their personal trauma. 

The debate over book banning is also questioning the role of schools and libraries in children's education. 

For Document 2, libraries have historically been safe spaces for intellectual exploration, guided by 

knowledgeable librarians. Document 1 however, draws a distinction between books accessible from school 

v. other libraries. It particularly supports recent laws that restrict sexual content in school libraries, to 

maintain children's innocence and align with some values. For Document 2, these are laughable concerns as 

proven by the author's own Republican Catholic education. While acknowledging there may be valid 

reasons to place restrictions on specific books in schools, Document 3 argues these ought to be thoughtfully 

debated. 

Finally, the debate over book banning seems mostly rooted in today's political context. Document 5 reflects 

how the efforts to challenge books have lately “expanded” as regards number of books but also type of 

libraries. This trend is also noted in Documents 2 and 3 which argue the current wave of book bans is part of 

a systematically engineered conservative effort to suppress inclusiveness and diversity, a claim Document 4 

seems to corroborate. For Document 2, such manoeuvres are antithetical to democratic values and for 

Document 3 detrimental to youngsters' mental well-being. 

If protecting children is a worthy cause, banning books under false pretence is likely to do more harm than 

good to society in limiting access to sometimes life-saving literature and stifling the development of 

empathy and understanding in future adults. 
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* Reference to Ray Bradbury's book - https://www.sparknotes.com/lit/451/plot-analysis/ 


