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Supreme Court

You are going to choose one of the ten Supreme Court cases listed below to write a Persuasive paper.  An effective persuasive composition must contain certain elements. Your first objective is to present both sides of the case.  When deciding which Supreme Court case to choose, you should list the pros and cons then choose a side that you want to defend in your paper.
Search Results

Web results

http://www.phschool.com/atschool/supreme_court.html
Pearson Prentice Hall: Supreme Court Cases

Supreme Court Cases # 1
Edwards v. South Carolina, 1963

Circumstances of the Case

Nearly 200 persons, mostly young African American students, marched on the South Carolina State capitol to protest segregation in South Carolina. They marched in small, orderly groups, from nearby Mt. Zion Baptist Church, and were permitted to enter the grounds of the capitol provided that they remained peaceful. One marcher held a sign that read, "Down with segregation!" Another sign read, "You may jail our bodies but not our souls." The demonstrators listened to a powerful speech by a local pastor, sang, stamped their feet, and clapped. A crowd of less than 300 people gathered to watch the demonstration. The onlookers were peaceful and appeared more curious than hostile. The absence of any threatening remarks, hostile gestures, or offensive language suggested that the situation would remain calm.

After about 15 minutes, local police officials directed that the demonstration be stopped and that the demonstrators leave the capitol area because they were causing a disturbance. As more onlookers continued to gather, Columbia police feared they would be unable to keep them from becoming angry and violent. Testimony, however, later revealed that no "fighting words" had been spoken at the time the order to disperse was issued.

Refusing to leave, many of the civil rights protestors were arrested and tried for "breach of the peace," including Reverend Edwards, one of the leaders of the demonstration. The city manager of Columbia described the protestors as having been "loud, boisterous and flamboyant." They were convicted and fined, and Edwards appealed.

Constitutional Issues

What protections did the 1st Amendment, as incorporated by the 14th Amendment into State constitutions, provide to the protest marchers? Were the protestors denied freedom of expression and the right to petition by being told to leave the capitol area? Were Columbia police abusing their power when they ordered the demonstration to disperse? Had South Carolina taken a very narrow view of exactly what constituted a "breach of the peace"? Were the convictions for "breach of the peace" unconstitutional? Was there any evidence to convict the marchers for "breach of the peace"? Had any breach of the peace been, in fact, committed?

Arguments

For Edwards: Local officials failed in their duty to the protestors. Their event was a peaceful assembly, protected by the 1st Amendment. No local police official should be able to decide what public speeches should be allowed. If such power were permitted, the 1st Amendment would protect only speech of which local officials approved, and no protests at all would take place. The convictions should be overturned and the South Carolina law made more specific.

For South Carolina: Every State has a clear right to regulate in order to protect public safety. The assembly was becoming disorderly, and the surrounding crowd had become excited and angry. If the police had not acted, violence would have erupted. The leaders of the march were guilty of breach of the peace when they failed to heed the lawful orders of local police to end the rally and disperse the marchers. The convictions should be upheld.

Supreme Court Cases # 2
California v. Greenwood, 1988
Circumstances of the Case
After learning from an informant that Billy Greenwood of Laguna Beach, California, might be trafficking in drugs, police investigator Jenny Jones observed several cars making brief nighttime stops at Greenwood's expensive home. Jones asked the local refuse collector to turn over Greenwood's brown plastic trash bags to police after the collector had picked up the trash at the Greenwood residence. Investigator Jones, however, had never filed for a warrant to conduct this "search."
Police examined the trash bags in detail and discovered a variety of drug-related items. A warrant was then obtained to search Greenwood's home, where police found cocaine and hashish. Greenwood was taken into custody.

Greenwood and an alleged accomplice were prosecuted, but a California State court of appeals dismissed the charge against Greenwood, citing State court precedents and previous Supreme Court rulings against the admission of evidence obtained in such a way. After the Supreme Court of California upheld the finding of the appeals court, the State of California appealed the case to the Supreme Court.

Constitutional Issues

The case involved the protections extended by the 4th Amendment and the limits of the exclusionary rule. What is the extent of a person's "penumbra of privacy"? When does a person's trash become "public property"? Is trash protected after it has been taken out of a person's home to a trashcan behind the home? Is it protected at the curb? Does a person's "penumbra of privacy" reach all the way to the trash dump? Can a person have a "reasonable expectation of privacy" for material exposed to public view at the curb? Can evidence gained from a trash bag at the curb be used as "probable cause" for a warrant?

Arguments

For the State of California: The trash at the curb is outside the "curtilage," or area of reasonable control, of the homeowner. It is not within the protection of the 4th Amendment, for any passerby could have access to it. The Mapp rule dealt with searches inside a building and is not applicable to this case. No one has an "expectation of privacy" when he or she has relinquished effective control of the trash by putting it out for collection. The trash was released for public view by the defendant. It provided "adequate probable cause" for the warrant to search the home, and the evidence gained by that search is admissible as part of the prosecution's case for illegal drug trafficking.

For Greenwood: California officers lacked "adequate probable cause" to search the trash; thus, that evidence should not be admissible. Without the evidence gathered through the search of the trash, police would have had no probable cause for the warrant to search the home. Therefore, the warrant and the evidence gathered should both be found inadmissible. There was not consent by the defendant to any search, and the defendant had "reasonable expectation of privacy" regarding his trash when it was put out for the trash collector. The search warrant was faulty because the evidence used to substantiate the warrant was illegally gained. The evidence gained from the house search should not be admitted to prosecution.

Supreme Court Cases # 3
Texas v. Johnson, 1989

Circumstances of the Case

During the 1984 Republican National Convention in Dallas, Texas, Gregory Johnson accepted a United States flag taken from a flagpole outside the convention center, doused the flag with kerosene, and set the flag on fire. Arrested by police officers on the scene, Johnson was prosecuted and convicted under a Texas law, which prohibited desecration of the Texas and United States flags. The law defined desecration as "physical mistreatment of such objects in a way which the [accused] knows will offend one or more persons likely to observe or discover the act." Several witnesses testified that they had been seriously offended by the flag burning.

Upon appeal, the State court conviction was upheld in the Texas 5th Court of Appeals. The conviction was overturned in the Texas Court of Criminal Appeals, however, which held that the statute was in violation of the 1st Amendment's guarantee of free expression. Texas then appealed the case to the Supreme Court.

Constitutional Issues

Does flag burning present so great an offense to public peace that it should be prevented? Should the State of Texas be able to "protect the flag as a symbol of national unity"? Was the Texas law a violation of Johnson's freedom of political expression as guaranteed by the 1st Amendment? Was the burning "symbolic speech"? Does the 14th Amendment "incorporate" a 1st Amendment protection in the Texas constitution and override the Texas law prohibiting desecration of the American flag?

Arguments

For the State of Texas: Flag burning as a means of political expression enjoys no protection under the 1st Amendment. Protecting the physical integrity of the flag and other "sacred objects," such as the State flag, cemeteries, and public monuments, is an appropriate use of the State's police power. There are many other less controversial ways for Johnson to express his displeasure with the government. Texas did not contest or reject his right to make protests, only the means with which he chose to do so. Burning an American flag has no more protection under the 1st Amendment than "fighting words" have.

For Johnson: The 1st Amendment was particularly crafted to protect unpopular speech. Consider the decision of the Court in Edwards v. South Carolina, 1963, in which the Court clearly upheld the protection of unpopular speech. Johnson deliberately chose to burn the American flag in order to demonstrate his deep distress over the nation's policies. His gesture was an attempt to cry out to the government for a redress of grievances, and not to commit an act of juvenile vandalism. The 1st and 14th Amendments protect Johnson's symbolic protest.

Supreme Court Cases # 4
Westside Community Schools v. Mergens, 1990

Circumstances of the Case

In 1985, Bridget Mergens requested permission to form a Christian student organization at the Westside High School in Omaha, Nebraska. James Finley, the school principal, denied Mergens's request.

Mergens appealed the principal's decision in the federal courts, claiming that the school's denial was a violation of a 1984 federal law requiring "equal access" for student religious groups. The 8th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals found that the principal had denied Mergens her free exercise rights as guaranteed by the 1st Amendment. The school district appealed to the Supreme Court.

Constitutional Issues

The doctrine of separation of church and state holds that schools must adopt a neutral position in regard to religion. However, what is meant by "neutral position"? Would student religious clubs meeting in the school building, perhaps during school hours, violate that neutrality? If stamp clubs, political clubs, and chess clubs are allowed, was prohibiting a Bible study group discriminatory? Was the equal access law constitutional? If so, had Mergens been denied her free exercise rights? Does the equal access law put schools in a position in which they would have to provide access to any group?

Arguments

For Westside Community School District: The Westside Community School District and the high school principal did not fear a few dedicated students forming a prayer or Bible study group. What was feared was a loss of the school's ability to prevent any group from demanding "equal access" to school facilities once the door was opened to a religious group. How does a school keep out Satanists if it allows access to a Christian prayer group? Can a ruling be fashioned to admit "accepted" religious groups and exclude groups having unpopular beliefs?

For Bridget Mergens: Mergens was denied her right of free exercise when she was not permitted to meet and pray with other students on a voluntary basis. "Neutrality toward religion" in the public schools had become "discrimination against religion." Student religious groups that did not interfere with the school program should be allowed the same access to facilities given to other interest groups. If a school district permits clubs and activities not related to the school program on campus, it must also permit religious interest groups.

Supreme Court Cases # 5
School District of Abington Township, Pennsylvania v. Schempp, 1963
Circumstances of the Case

A Pennsylvania law required that "At least ten verses from the Holy Bible shall be read, without comment, at the opening of each public school on each school day. Any child shall be excused from such Bible reading, or attending such Bible reading, upon the written request of his parent or guardian."

The Schempp family were Unitarians who objected to some ideas presented by a literal reading of the Bible. However, they did not want to ask that their children be excused, because the children would have to stand out in the hallway during the reading and would probably miss the school announcements that followed. So the Schempps, husband, wife, and two of their three children, brought suit to block the enforcement of Pennsylvania's Bible-reading statute. A State appeals court agreed with the Schempp family, declaring that the statute violated the Establishment Clause of the 1st Amendment "as applied to the States by the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment…" Defeated, the Abington Township School District appealed.

Constitutional Issues

Did the Abington School District and the State of Pennsylvania violate the 1st Amendment by sponsoring required Bible reading during the school day? Was the reading of the Bible a "religious activity"? Did this activity violate the Establishment Clause, and therefore make the State law unconstitutional?

Arguments

For the School District: The Framers did not intend the 1st Amendment to forbid all government aid to religion, but only such aid as favored one religion over another. No persuasive historical case could be made for proving that the writers of the Constitution had in mind an absolute separation of church and state. The Establishment Clause was intended merely to prevent the creation of a national church, such as the Church of England. The required Bible-reading exercise was a legitimate and valid exercise of State authority in creating an appropriate learning atmosphere for students. The lower federal courts were in error in finding the Bible reading unconstitutional.

For the Schempp family: The Bible-reading exercise violated the individual rights of citizens under the 1st Amendment as applied to the States by the 14th Amendment. The Engel ruling made the separation of church and state quite clear. The Court should apply the Engel standard to this case and find the Bible-reading activity improper and unconstitutional. Public schools should be "neutral" on the subject of religion, and conducting Bible readings in the schools was tantamount to an endorsement of the beliefs contained in the text.

Supreme Court Cases # 6
In re Gault, 1967

Circumstances of the Case

A woman in Gila County, Arizona, named Mrs. Cook called the county sheriff after having received an obscene phone call. When a sheriff's officer came to her home and took her statement, Mrs. Cook accused Gerald Gault, a 15-year-old neighborhood boy, of having made the call. Young Gault had a bad reputation and was serving probation for a prior offense. The sheriff's officer went to the Gault home, placed Gerald Gault in custody, and took him to the juvenile detention center. The sheriff's department failed to notify Gault's parents that their son had been taken into custody. Gault's mother eventually got word of a hearing for her son scheduled for the following afternoon at the juvenile detention center. She attended the hearing, where the sheriff's officer who had conducted the investigation recounted Mrs. Cook's accusation. Mrs. Cook herself was not present, nor was any record made of the proceedings. No one was sworn in before giving testimony, Gault had no attorney with him, and he had not been advised of his rights. The judge decided that Gault was "involved" in the offense and ordered him detained.

A week later, Gault appeared at a dispositional hearing to determine what should be done with him. Again, no record was kept, nor was he informed of his right to remain silent or of his right to legal counsel. Neither he nor his parents were informed of the exact charges against him. During the hearing, Gault admitted that he had dialed Mrs. Cook's phone number, but that a "friend had done the talking." The hearing judge found Gault to be a "child in need of supervision" and assigned him to the Arizona Youth Industrial School until he reached age 21. While a person 18 years of age or older would have faced a maximum penalty of a $50.00 fine and jail term of two months, Gault was sentenced to reform school for six years. He had no right to an appeal under Arizona law. Gault's parents filed a petition for his release, which eventually reached the Supreme Court.

Constitutional Issues

The case centered on the 14th Amendment and the due process rights of minors under the law. Did juveniles facing criminal charges have the same protections under the Constitution as adults? Was the State's effort to protect juveniles an unconstitutional infringement on their rights?

Arguments

For Gerald Gault: Any effort by the State of Arizona to justify the sequence of events leading to Gerald Gault's placement in a State institution only serves to underline the weaknesses of the Arizona juvenile justice system. Gault's parents were not adequately notified of the charges. Gault and his family were allowed no legal help. The judge had no restraints or guidelines in determining the fate of the boy. The lack of a right to appeal (under Arizona law) was outrageous.

For Gila County, Arizona: Two different hearings were held. Gault, who was already on probation, admitted his guilt. His parents could have requested legal aid but did not. For the protection of the child, juvenile proceedings are confidential and not subject to review. Therefore, appeals by a juvenile were not possible under Arizona State law.

Supreme Court Cases # 7
Island Trees School District v. Pico, 1982

Circumstances of the Case

Several school board members of the Island Trees School District, Long Island, New York, attended a conference sponsored by Parents of New York United, an organization of parents concerned about the general "permissiveness" of the New York public schools. At the conference the board members obtained lists of books described as "objectionable for youth." Upon their return home, they found nine books from the lists in their junior and senior high school libraries. The books included: Slaughterhouse Five, The Naked Ape, Down These Mean Streets, Laughing Boy, Soul on Ice, Best Short Stories of Negro Writers (edited by Langston Hughes), and Black Boy. Calling these books "anti-American, anti-Christian, anti-Semitic, and just plain filthy," the members moved that they be pulled from the library shelves. In February 1976, they were removed.

A group of the high school's students sued the school board to have the books returned, saying that the books were removed because "passages in the books offended their social, political, and moral tastes and not because the books, taken as a whole, were lacking in educational value." In short, the students claimed that their 1st Amendment rights had been denied. The Supreme Court of New York agreed with the students. The School District then appealed that decision to the Supreme Court.

Constitutional Issues

The case involved the censorship power of the school board and whether that power violated the rights of the students as guaranteed by the 1st Amendment. Do school boards have the authority to censor school libraries? Would censorship of school libraries violate the 1st Amendment rights of students? Is the censorship of libraries different from the censorship, or "deselection," of curriculum materials? Does the fact that library use is "voluntary" give school libraries more freedom from "censorship" than curriculum materials, whose use by the students is not voluntary?
Arguments

For Island Trees School District: Duly elected and empowered by State law, the local school board is vested with the authority to regulate and operate the schools. No one thinks that public school libraries are operated free from any regulation. Librarians are employees; thus they will follow school board instructions. The fact that a book is in print does not by itself make it worthy of inclusion in a high school library. No reasonable parent wants obscenity in a school library. Some standard must be set, and the school board must set the standard. Students do not have a "right to read" anything. Offensive literature may be removed at the discretion of publicly elected officials.

For Pico and other students: The arbitrary actions of the school board in removing books from the school library reminded the students of the fictional situation in the book Fahrenheit 451, by Ray Bradbury. In that book "firemen" looked for "illegal literature" and burned the "illegal" books. Students in high school need wide access to literature from a variety of perspectives. A library book, moreover, unlike a book assigned in a course, is not compulsory reading. If students find the content offensive or disturbing, they may choose to stop reading it at any point. The development of a cultivated mind requires encounters with divergent and sometimes even offensive views. What sort of citizen is produced when the whim of a school board member can proscribe books that have an important, but controversial, message?

Supreme Court Cases # 8
Wallace v. Jaffree, 1985

Circumstances of the Case

Beginning in 1978, the Alabama State legislature enacted a series of laws that some people believed were designed to encourage prayer in the public schools, despite the Supreme Court's previous restrictions on such activities. One 1978 law authorized a period of silence at the beginning of the school day "for meditation." In 1981, a second law authorized that the time be used for "mediation and voluntary prayer." Then, in 1982, the legislature authorized teachers to lead "willing students" in a State-written, prescribed prayer to "Almighty God…the Creator and Supreme Judge of the World."

In an unusual decision, the federal district judge hearing the case declared the laws constitutional, stating that "Alabama has the power to establish a State religion if it chooses to do so." The Jaffrees appealed. The Federal Court of Appeals overturned the judge's findings about a State religion for Alabama and also found the two laws in conflict with the Establishment Clause of the 1st Amendment. Alabama then appealed to the Supreme Court.

Constitutional Issues

The case did indeed involve the Establishment Clause of the 1st Amendment. Could a State in the United States establish Christianity as the "State church"? Does the 1st Amendment, as applied to the States by the 14th Amendment, override any State rule about religion? Did the Alabama prayer have a "secular purpose"? Did a State-authorized, voluntary prayer to be recited "by willing students" violate the "separation of church and state"?

Arguments

For Wallace (State of Alabama): Jefferson and Madison, strong Bill of Rights advocates, had no intention of isolating government from religion. Instead, they sought to prevent the establishment of a national church with a favored status, and to prevent discrimination against various religious groups. The Court must not forbid Alabama from endorsing prayer as a "favored practice." The law allows children to pray if they wish and not pray if they wish. The school cannot tell children that they cannot pray. The finding of the Federal Appeals Court should be reversed.

For Jaffree: There is a clear effort underway by the State of Alabama to "bring religion back into the public schools." Every public statement by the author of the Alabama law has restated that idea. The law places the force of the State of Alabama behind voluntary prayer; thus the State is no longer "neutral." The law has no "secular purpose" as established by the test created in Lemon, 1971. The moment of prayer is unconstitutional and the finding of the Federal Appeals Court should be upheld.

Supreme Court Cases # 9
Weeks v. United States, 1914

Circumstances of the Case

Weeks was arrested by a San Francisco policeman at his place of business. At the time of arrest, the officer conducted a search of Weeks's office without a warrant. The search revealed evidence about a suspected use of the U.S. mail to transmit lottery tickets, which was prohibited by federal law. The police then also searched Weeks's home, finding other papers that were irrelevant to the prosecution. Motivated by the results of the searches, the United States marshal, accompanied by local police and a federal postal inspector, returned to Weeks's home and searched his room in a third warrantless search, carrying away more letters and documents. Weeks filed suit to have the papers that were not relevant returned, and also petitioned to have the evidence excluded, or thrown out at the trial, because it was gained by an illegal search.

Constitutional Issues

The case raised an essential 4th Amendment question: What protection does the 4th Amendment provide to a citizen? What use can be made of evidence gained by an illegal search? What penalty can be brought against officers who gain evidence by an illegal search? Was the evidence gained by an illegal search "tainted"? Should courts use the evidence but punish law enforcement officers by some means other than excluding the evidence?

Arguments

For Weeks: The 4th Amendment is meaningless unless it provides some real protection. To state that people are safe from unreasonable searches and seizures has little value unless it is clear that evidence from such searches cannot be used in federal court. Federal officials should not be able to break the law in order to enforce the law.

For the United States: The Weeks prosecution proceeded logically: an arrest was made in connection with a search, and further searches produced further evidence of wrongdoing. At all times the officers were acting upon a growing body of evidence which suggested Weeks's involvement in illegal activity. He was guilty, he was in possession of evidence which was incriminating, and he should be punished.

Supreme Court Cases # 10
Wisconsin v. Yoder, 1972

Circumstances of the Case

Jonas Yoder and Wallace Miller were members of the Old Order Amish church. Adin Yutzy was a member of the Conservative Amish Mennonites. All lived in Green County, Wisconsin. Their children Frieda Yoder (15), Barbara Miller (15), and Vernon Yutzy (14) had all graduated from a public elementary school in the Amish community. The Amish refused to comply with a State law requiring that their children attend school until age 16, which would have entailed sending their children to a public high school some miles away from the Amish community. The children did not attend any alternative school, but worked actively in the Amish community. When Wisconsin brought the parents to court in 1971 for failure to send the children to school, the parents were fined. On appeal, the Wisconsin State Supreme Court found in the parents' favor, overturning the fines. Wisconsin school officials then appealed that decision to the U.S. Supreme Court.

Constitutional Issues

The "Amish case" centered on the 1st and 14th amendments, specifically on the incorporation of the Free Exercise Clause into State constitutions. Can a State law, enacted for the benefit and protection of children, override the deeply held religious beliefs of a traditional community? Does the Free Exercise Clause of the 1st Amendment—as applied to the States by the 14th Amendment—provide the Amish protection against a compulsory attendance law that subjects their children to influences they consider harmful?

Arguments

For Wisconsin: As Thomas Jefferson pointed out, some degree of education is necessary to prepare citizens to participate effectively and intelligently in our open political system. To accept the Amish position is to accept ignorance. It is the State's duty to protect children from ignorance. Additional years of compulsory high school education would aid any Amish child who chose to leave the community and enter the larger world.

For Yoder: If the Old Order Amish sent their children to the public school, "they would not only expose themselves to the danger of the censure of the church community, but…endanger their own salvation and that of their children." Forcing them to do so would clearly violate their free exercise rights. The Wisconsin Supreme Court ruling should be allowed to stand.

Vocabulary Unit 24 – Pronounce, define & paragraph
1. Persuasive 

2. Counter agreement

3. Rebuttal

4. Counterclaim

5. Petitioner

6. Respondent

7. Opening statement

8. Closing statement

9. United States Constitution

10.  Constitutional amendments

11.  Establishment Clause
12.  Compulsory
13.  Omnipotent
14.  Exclusionary
15.  Implication
Take a few minutes to plan and prepare before you begin to write.  You need to gather evidence that will provide proof to support your claim.  You will need to explore both sides of the case then prove why your position is best.
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Persuasive or Argumentative Essays   (100 points)
Elements Toward Building A Good Persuasive Essay

1.
Have the confidence to communicate your "persuasion" in writing

2.
Establish the facts to support your argument/claim

3.
Clarify the relevant information 

4.
Prioritize/edit the facts in order of importance 

5.
Persuade the audience to take your side. 

In a persuasive or argumentative essay, you are trying to convince others to agree with your facts, share your values, accept your argument, and adopt your way of thinking.  An effective persuasive composition must contain an introduction, body, counter argument, and conclusion.

Introduction Paragraph:

1. Introduce the case by starting with an interesting quote, dialog, question, or surprising fact to grab the reader’s attention.
2. Entice the reader to continue reading with a brief history of your case.
3. Inform the reader of your point of view/claim.
4. Focus on three main points of the case to develop in your body paragraphs.

Introduce your case with an attention grabber then provide background information. All persuasive papers must have a good thesis statement. What is your issue or claim for the persuasive paper and where do you stand? Your thesis should define your claim in a clear, coherent way so the reader knows where you stand. 
Example:
Issue: Does Grammar still matter in an age of social media?

Present your claim:  I believe that Grammar still matters even in this age of social media.

Thesis statement: Grammar matters even in this age of social media.
30 points
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Helpful Tips:

1.
Establish flow from paragraph to paragraph 

2.
Keep your voice active 

3.
Quote sources to establish authority with citation
4.
Stay focused on your issue/claim

Body Paragraph:

Subtopic 1 and elaboration

Subtopic 2, elaboration, and so on …

Each subtopic in a body paragraph should highlight the facts and elaborate of one the topic.  The body paragraph should include facts, statistics, examples, direct quotations, analogies... Remember to cite the source of your information. Use a transitional sentence to end one paragraph and begins the next paragraph.

1. In each body paragraph discuss a different topic
2. Arrange your supporting detail in order of importance.
3. State your first reason and support it with evidence, facts, statistics, anecdotes, analogies, or expert opinions. (cite your sources)
4. Make sure your reasons and evidences reflect the point of view in your thesis statement.
5. Use transitional words and phrases to end one paragraph and start another.

Rebuttal or Counterargument Paragraph:

The purpose of the rebuttal is to overcome opposing evidence and reasoning by introducing evidence and reasoning that will discredit the opposition’s viewpoint. You must present both sides of the issue. The opposing view is the rebuttal or counterclaim. The counterargument refutes the opposition’s point of view.
1. Introduce opposing evidence then disprove or contradict the opposition's point of view by writing a response to the counterclaim that shows why it is wrong or unimportant. 
2. Address the opponent issues, concerns, and opinions then shoot them down. 
3.  Address your opponent’s counterclaims then write a sentence that contradicts their claim and determines that your side is the best conclusion.
Example:  

Counterclaim:  Homework is the greatest source of stress for students.
Counterargument: Studies show that homework improves student achievement in terms of improved grades and test results.
Rebuttal:  Although homework is the greatest source of stress for students, studies show that homework improves student achievement in term of better grades and test results (ProCon.org, page 1).
Remember to cite your source in a parenthetical citation.

Conclusion:

Restate the main issue or claim in your introduction. 

Summarize your reasons in one or two sentences.

Call to action or write a closing statement that supports your point of view.
Parenthetical Citation:

What is Parenthetical Citation?

Parenthetical citation is when a writer directly puts into the text a note from where he or she got the information. Parenthetical or “in-text” citation allows your reader to know from what source each idea/fact came.

This is how it looks in the text of your paper:

“In 2007, 37 percent of American adults sought medical information from the internet regarding a health problem they were experiencing before consulting a doctor” (Smith, 38).

In the example above, notice that the author’s name and the page number on which this fact was found are set off from the text within parenthesis. Note also that the punctuation of this parenthetical citation is also important. The reader would understand from this citation that on page 38 of Smith’s book, this fact is mentioned. Furthermore, since the words are contained within quotes, the above example illustrates that this is a direct quote from that page.

Here is an example of the same idea presented as an indirect quote: Instead of going to a doctor right away, a recent study found that 37 percent of Americans are now turning to the internet for medical information (Smith, 38).
You must have at least two Parenthetical Citations in your paper.
Bibliography using MLA format      (25 points)

What is a “Works Cited” Page?

A “Works Cited” page is the name that MLA gives to a bibliography. It is a listing of all the sources you cited in the body of your paper.

Here are a few things to keep in mind about the “Works Cited” page:

1. The “Works Cited” page is always going to be the last page of your essay or report. You should type the words “Works Cited” and center it on the page.

2. Each entry must be complete and accurate. To see examples of common sources in correct bibliographic format click here.

3. Each entry reads like one long sentence. What this means is that it does not matter where the second line begins in an entry; it begins on the second line only because you ran out of room on the first line.

4. The second and subsequent lines are always indented five spaces.

5. The sources are listed alphabetically by the first word or name of the entry. This first word or name should be what you use in your parenthetical citation.

Forms of Sources for Citation:

Online Database—Articles provided through Infohio.org Databases

Last Name, First Name. “Title of Article.” Original Print Source Title. Date. Online source name. Date accessed <URL link>.

Example:

Freeman, Gregory A. “Code Alpha: The President is Coming!” American    History. October 2006. Academic Search Premier. 6 October 2006

Click Here for More Examples.

Internet Website

Last Name, First Name. Title of Website. Date last updated. Author (if given). Name of organization that sponsors the site. Date accessed <URL link>.

Examples:

Flannery O’Connor Collection. 7 July 2006. Georgia College and State University.31 August 2006. <http://library.gcsu.edu/~sc/foc.html>. Walker, Gary. “The Effects of Radiation.” Hiroshima Atom Bomb. 15 Mar. 2000. Los Alamos Research Facility. 14 Oct. 2008

Click Here for More Examples.

CONTINUE READING YOUR ACCELERATED READER BOOK FOR THE NEXT ASSIGNMET.
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