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Note:  To Kill a Mockingbird challenges have fallen into two main categories: objections to language (with “liberals” taking offense at racial slurs and “conservatives” taking offense at swear words and profanity) and to racial portrayals (with “liberals” taking offense at portrayal of African Americans and “conservatives” taking offense at portrayal of white characters).
Seabrook/Rockville, MD (2006):  The NAACP Parent’s Council called for a school in Maryland to “immediately abstain from” teaching the novel and to “retrain from using materials that negatively depict African Americans.”  The problem stemmed from a class activity that preceded the class’s reading of the book, an activity called “Questionable Words” that was meant to prevent problems with the language in the book.
Rockwall, TX (2005-2006):  Challenged at Rockwall Heath High School in Heath, Texas because of “racial slurs” and “bigotry.”  Book was retained in the curriculum.  

Nova Scotia, Canada (2002, 2000):  Challenged in all Nova Scotia, Canada schools by members of the Black Educators’ Association.  An association report states that the novel presents to students “language that portrays all the stereotypical generalizations that demean [people of African descent] as a people.  While the White student and White teacher may misconstrue it as a language of an earlier era or the way it was, this language is still widely used today and the book serves as a tool to reinforce its usage even further. . . . There are many available books which reflect the past history of African-Canadians or Americans without subjecting African-Canadian learners to this type of degradation.” 
Burleson, TX (1997):  Initially challenged when Burleson, TX school trustees adopted a policy of banning books that contain profanity.  Concerned teachers countered that the policy would require them to drop such classics as To Kill a Mockingbird from the curriculum.  A “compromise” was reached in which teachers could teach “proven classics” that contain profanity, provided parents consented after receiving “detailed lists of reading materials at the start of each semester.”  The superintendent said the compromise addressed “both the conservative Christian parents who supported the ban and the teachers and parents who criticized it.”

Lindale, TX (1996):  Banned from Lindale, TX AP English reading list because book “conflicted with the values of the community.”  The principal explained, “You have to remember we’re in the heart of the Bible belt and this is a very conservative community that is supportive of the school system and our district has to answer to that and listen to their concerns.”

Moss Point, MS (1996):  Challenged at Moss Point, MS School District because of a complaint from a local minister about the use of racial epithets in the book.

Caddo Parish, LA (1995):  Removed from Southwood High School Library, Caddo Parish, LA because of language and content.

Santa Cruz, CA (1995):  Challenged at Santa Cruz, CA Schools because of racial themes.
Casa Grande, AZ (1985):  Retained on supplemental reading list for 8th graders at Casa Grande, AZ Elementary School District despite protests by African-American parents and NAACP, which charged book unfit for junior high use.  School officials placed book on supplemental reading list instead of required reading list.
Kansas City, MO (1985):  Challenged in Kansas City, MO junior high schools.

Park Hill, MO (1985):  Challenged at Park Hill, MO Junior High School because novel “contains profanity and racial slurs.”
Waukega, IL (1984):  Challenged in Waukega, IL School District because of racial epithets, racial slurs, and offensive language.
Warren, IN (1981):  Challenged at Warren, IN Township Schools because book does “psychological damage to the positive integration process” and “represents institutionalized racism under the guise of ‘good literature.’”  Challenge brought by three African-American parents, who subsequently resigned from township human relations advisory council.
Vernon-Vernoa-Sherrill, NY (1980):  Challenged in Vernon-Vernoa-Sherill, NY School District as a “filthy, trashy sex novel.”
Eden Valley, MN (1977):  Challenged and temporarily banned in Eden Valley, MN because of words “damn” and “whore lady.”
Hanover County, VA (1966):  Challenged in Hanover County, VA because book is “immoral.”
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