The Martian Chronicles Essay Assignment
Ray Bradbury wrote The Martian Chronicles in the 1950s as a social awareness or protest novel.  A social awareness or protest novel takes a critical look at specific social issues in a way to reveal or address certain aspects of society that should be changed or improved.  The following aspects are some of the things on which Bradbury focused in his novel.

· Government expansion and overregulation 

· Racism

· Nuclear proliferation

· Awareness and appreciation of different cultures/Xenophobia
· Environmental protection
Assignment:  Write a well-developed essay according to Parkview Composition Standards that compares and contrasts three of the areas above in the novel to modern society.  You must first state the social issue in the novel and explain how Bradbury addresses the issue and the circumstances surrounding it.  You must also have a quote for each of the three issues from the book that includes an introduction to the quote, the quote itself, and a parenthetical citation for each quote.  Use only quotes in your essay that supports the topic sentence in your body paragraph.  

Next, after you have stated the issue from the book and provided a quote from the book to support it, then explain how that particular issue has improved or worsened in the fifty years since the book was published.  You must use a quote or paraphrase from three of the provided documents as well as specific examples from modern society to support your assertion that the issue has improved or worsened.
Examples of incorporating documents:  

1.  According to Document A, “Pink hippos that wear purple tutus have a serious mental disorder.”

2.  Some _____________ could argue, “Pink hippos that wear purple tutus have a serious mental disorder” (Document A).

3.  Document A claims that pink hippos that demonstrate an unorthodox fashion sense may have a mental problem.  
Writing Essentials
1. Stay in present tense when discussing events or characters in the novel.

2. Do not use contractions.

3. Use complete transitional phrases to begin your second and succeeded body paragraphs.

4. Use transitional words within body paragraphs.

5. Use a variety of ways to begin sentences to create sentence fluency.

6. Do not use first- or second-person pronouns.

7. Do not begin sentences with the words “it” or “there.”

8. Create a title for your essay that will serve as a hook.

9. Create a hook that will actually get the reader’s attention.

10. Conclude your introductory paragraph with a thesis statement created from the writing prompt.

11. Conclude your essay by connecting your topic to a broader issue than the book.
12. Combine short sentences for fluency.

13. Do not begin your sentences with conjunctions.

14. Use parenthetical citations to document your quotes.  Ex. “(Bradbury 98).

15. Introduce quotes by stating which character is speaking or that the narrator is providing information.  You can also introduce a quote that is not dialogue by saying that Bradbury wrote, “…”.   

16. Do not summarize the novel.  You may provide a brief summary of no more than three or four sentences in the introductory paragraph to create an image of the novel.  This should be placed after the hook and before the thesis statement.  

17. Your thesis statement can be a general statement that tells the reader that Bradbury’s novel is a social awareness novel, or it can specifically state the three areas you will compare and contrasts in the novel.

18. Run-on sentences and fragments are punishable by hanging until dead.

19. Make sure sentences components create parallelism.

20.  Put participial phrases next to nouns or pronouns they modify.  Try using participial phrases at the beginning of sentences followed by the noun or pronoun they modify.

Document A

The following is a list of states that have admitted the possession of nuclear weapons, the approximate number of warheads under their control, and the year they tested their first weapon. This list is informally known in global politics as the "Nuclear Club." With the exception of Russia and the United States (which have subjected their nuclear forces to independent verification under various treaties) these figures are estimates, in some cases quite unreliable estimates. Also, these figures represent total warheads possessed, rather than deployed. In particular, under the SORT treaty thousands of Russian and U.S. nuclear warheads are in inactive stockpiles waiting processing. The fissile material contained in the warheads can then be recycled for use in nuclear reactors.

From a high of 65,000 active weapons in 1985, there are now nearly 8,000 active nuclear warheads and more than 22,000 total nuclear warheads in the world in 2010. Many of the decommissioned weapons were simply stored or partially dismantled, not destroyed.  As of 2009, the total number was expected to continue to decline by 30%–50% over the next decade.

	Country
	Warheads active/total*
	Year of first test

	United States
	2,468 / 9,600
	1945 

	Russian Federation (former Soviet Union)
	4,650 / 12,000
	1949 

	United Kingdom
	160 / 225
	1952 

	France
	300 / 300
	1960 

	China
	180 / 240]
	1964 

	India
	n.a. / 60-80
	1974 

	Pakistan
	n.a. / 70-90
	1998 

	North Korea
	n.a. / <10
	2006 

	Israel
	n.a. / 80
	possibly 1979 


Document B

The planet is warming, from North Pole to South Pole, and everywhere in between. Globally, the mercury is already up more than one degree Fahrenheit and even more in sensitive polar regions, and the effects of rising temperatures are not waiting for some far-flung future. They are happening right now. Signs are appearing all over, and some of them are surprising. The heat is not only melting glaciers and sea ice, it is also shifting precipitation patterns and setting animals on the move.

Some impacts from increasing temperatures are already happening.

· Ice is melting worldwide, especially at the Earth’s poles. This includes mountain glaciers, ice sheets covering West Antarctica and Greenland, and Arctic sea ice. 

· Researcher Bill Fraser has tracked the decline of the Adélie penguins on Antarctica, where their numbers have fallen from 32,000 breeding pairs to 11,000 in thirty years. 

· Sea level rise became faster over the last century. 

· Some butterflies, foxes, and alpine plants have moved farther north or to higher, cooler areas. 

· Precipitation (rain and snowfall) has increased across the globe, on average. 

· Spruce bark beetles have boomed in Alaska thanks to twenty years of warm summers. The insects have chewed up four million acres of spruce trees.

Other effects could happen later this century, if warming continues.

· Sea levels are expected to rise between seven and twenty-three inches by the end of the century, and continued melting at the poles could add between four and eight inches. 

· Hurricanes and other storms are likely to become stronger. 

· Species that depend on one another may become out of sync. For example, plants could bloom earlier than their pollinating insects become active. 

· Floods and droughts will become more common. Rainfall in Ethiopia, where droughts are already common, could decline by ten percent over the next fifty years. 

· Less fresh water will be available. If the Quelccaya ice cap in Peru continues to melt at its current rate, it will be gone by 2100, leaving thousands of people who rely on it for drinking water and electricity without a source of either. 

· Some diseases will spread such as malaria carried by mosquitoes. 

· Ecosystems will change—some species will move farther north or become more successful; others won’t be able to move and could become extinct. Wildlife research scientist Martyn Obbard has found that since the mid-1980s, with less ice on which to live and fish for food, polar bears have gotten considerably skinnier.  Polar bear biologist Ian Stirling has found a similar pattern in Hudson Bay.  He fears that if sea ice disappears, the polar bears will as well.

Document C

In 2010, the Environmental Protection Agency was on the verge of declaring that naturally occurring dust is a pollutant. This means they will penalize farmers whose livestock and horticultural operations create what the Washington bureaucrats consider to be too much of it. Needless to say, the proposal has become a huge issue in farm states. Twenty-one senators signed a letter to the EPA stating, “We respect efforts for a clean and healthy environment, but not at the expense of common sense. These identified levels will be extremely burdensome for farmers and livestock producers to attain. Whether it's livestock kicking up dust, soybeans being combined on a dry day in the fall, or driving a car down the gravel road, dust is a naturally occurring event.”
Fertile soil is the most precious asset a farmer possesses. Modern agricultural practices are already designed to keep soil erosion to a minimum. One wonders what the EPA thinks farmers are supposed to do in a drought -- allow an already meager crop to go unharvested lest they raise any more dust? Is a rancher to allow his cattle to starve in place rather than move them to better grazing? That a bunch of desk-bound theorists would presume to second-guess those whose very livelihood depends on soil conservation is beyond mind-boggling. 

If labeling dust as a pollutant to be regulated by the government seems overreaching, others would argue that the government requiring healthy young people to purchase expensive health care is equally overreaching.  Still, others argue that requiring airline passengers to submit to a full-body scan or an invasive body search violates the Constitution that says Americans cannot be subjected to searches and seizures without probable cause.  Those same critics argue that the average American airline passenger does not fit the profile of a terrorist and therefore should not be subjected to what some would describe as a degrading experience and illegal search before boarding an airplane.  

Thomas Jefferson said, “The government that governs least, governs best.”  However, the federal and state governments seem to regulate more and more aspects of people’s lives than ever before.

Document D

Xenophobia has two main objects:

The first is a population group present within a society that is not considered part of that society. Often they are recent immigrants, but xenophobia may be directed against a group which has been present for centuries, or became part of this society through conquest and territorial expansion. This form of xenophobia can elicit or facilitate hostile and violent reactions, such as mass expulsion of immigrants, pogroms or in other cases, genocide.  The treatment of Native-Americans in the United States and Jews in Nazi Germany are examples of mass expulsion and genocide caused by xenophobia.

The second form of xenophobia is primarily cultural, and the objects of the phobia are cultural elements which are considered alien. All cultures are subject to external influences, but cultural xenophobia is often narrowly directed, for instance, at specific elements of a culture.   Xenophobia sometimes leads to aggression against individual persons, but it can also result in political campaigns for cultural purification. Cultural purification is a dominant cultural group’s devaluation and systematic removal of anything deemed worthless or undesirable in a minority group’s culture. In addition, entire xenophobic societies tend not to be open to interactions from anything "outside" themselves, resulting in an isolationism that can further xenophobia.  Some would argue that traditional Muslim cultures in Middle Eastern countries today are examples of isolationism due to extreme xenophobia against Western culture.

Although many Americans consider the United States a melting pot of cultures from around the world, each successive wave of immigrants encountered xenophobia by some native-born Americans upon arrival in this country.  This was true for the Irish, Italians, Germans, Chinese and others in earlier periods of American history, and it remains true today for Mexicans, Muslims, and others today.  

Document E

Excerpt of "Racism" 
by Ayn Rand 

(An article published in the September, 1963 issue of The Objectivist Newsletter 
and included as a chapter in the book, The Virtue of Selfishness ) 

   Racism is the lowest, most crudely primitive form of collectivism.  It is the notion of ascribing moral, social or political significance to a man's genetic lineage -- the notion that a man's intellectual and characterological traits are produced and transmitted by his internal body chemistry.  Which means, in practice, that a man is to be judged, not by his own character and actions, but by the characters and actions of a collective of ancestors? 

  Racism claims that the content of a man's mind (not his cognitive apparatus, but its content) is inherited; that a man's convictions, values and character are determined before he is born, by physical forces beyond his control.  This is the caveman's version of the doctrine of innate ideas -- or of inherited knowledge -- which has been thoroughly refuted by philosophy and science.  Racism is a doctrine of, by and for brutes.  It is a barnyard or stock-farm version of collectivism, appropriate to a mentality that differentiates between various breeds of anmials, but not between animals and men. 

