Mr. Gunnar
AP English Language and Composition

Synthesis Cluster: High School Journalism

Directions:
The following assignment is based on the accompans@ven sources. This question requires
you to synthesize a variety of sources into a aaftewell-written essay. When you synthesize
sources you refer to them to develop your poskioa cite them accuratelyour argument
should be central; the sources should support this argument. Avoid merely summarizing sources.
Remember to attribute both direct and indirect citaions.

Introduction:
Recently the issue of how much freedom we shouldnigst) allow student newspapers was argued all the
way to the Supreme Court. Read the following cblogy of events:

1. The First Amendment to the Constitution of the BdiBtates of America states that "Congress sh&ikma
no law respecting an establishment of religiorprahibiting the free exercise there of; or abridgihe
freedom of speech, or of the press; or the righhefpeople peaceably to assemble, and to petit®n
government for a redress of grievances."

2. In 1983 the principal of Hazelwood East High Schalgjected to two articles in the proofs of the stutd
newspaper (one story described three unnamed Haadlstudents' experiences with pregnancy; the other
discussed the impact of divorce on students). prmeipal instructed the faculty advisor to deltte two
pages on which these articles appeared. The dtugead the school district on the grounds that Fiest
Amendment rights had been violated.

3. The district court concluded that school officialay impose restraints on students' speech in tiesithat
are "an integral part of the school's educationatfion.”

4. The court of appeals reversed the district coddtdsion, arguing that the school newspaper wasmigt
"a part of the school-adopted curriculum" but agaublic forum, "intended to be operated as a civrioiu
student viewpoint." Accordingly, the court helé@tlschool officials had violated the students'tFirs
Amendment rights.

5. The Supreme Court, in 1988, overruled the court oappeals, arguing in its majority opinion that a
school need not tolerate student speech that is masistent with its "basic mission," and that
Journalism Il (the class that produces the newspapgis a "laboratory situation" in which students
apply the skills they have learned in journalism. he Court concluded that educators do not offend
the First Amendment by exercising editorial controlin school-sponsored activities so long as these
actions are related to legitimate pedagogical conges.

6. In the dissenting opinion, three of the justiceguad that the principal had violated the First Adment,
as the deleted articles neither disrupted clas& wor invaded the rights of others. In additidreyt
pointed out that such censorship in no way furtleescurriculum purposes of a student newspapégssn
one believes that the purpose of the school nevespajpo teach students that the press ought riever
report bad news, express unpopular views, or prthbught that might upset its sponsors.

The Assignment:The issue of how much freedom we should (or malkiyv student newspapers was
argued all the way to the Supreme Court. Readbllving items carefully and then write an essay
presenting a logical argument supporting, refutingualifying the Supreme Court decision as congeye
in point #5.Synthesize at least three of the sources for supporRefer to the sources by their titles
(Source A, Source B, etc.) or by the descriptionthe parentheses.

Source A (Hazelwood) Source E (Escamilla)
Source B (Colorado) Source F (Lattimore)
Source C (Wynn) Source G (Survey)

Source D (Cienfuegos)



Source A

Hazelwood School District v. Kuhlmeier (No. 86-836)
795 F.2d 1368, reversed

Syllabus

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

484 U.S. 260

Hazelwood School District v. Kuhlmeier

ONWRIT OFCERTIORARITO THEUNITED STATESCOURTOFAPPEALSFORTHE
EIGHTHCIRCUIT

No. 86-836 Argued: October 13, 1987 --- Decideduday 13, 1988

Respondents, former high school students who wafersembers of the school's newspaper,
filed suit in Federal District Court against petiters, the school district and school officials,
alleging that respondents’ First Amendment riglgsewiolated by the deletion from a certain
issue of the paper of two pages that included triedescribing school students' experiences
with pregnancy and another article discussingnigaict of divorce on students at the school.
The newspaper was written and edited by a jourmatisiss, as part of the school's

curriculum. Pursuant to the school's practicetélaeher in charge of the paper submitted page
proofs to the school's principal, who objectedhi®s pregnancy story because the pregnant
students, although not named, might be identifiethfthe text, and because he believed that
the article's references to sexual activity anthlontrol were inappropriate for some of the
younger students. The principal objected to thew® article because the page proofs he was
furnished identified by name (deleted by the teaftoen the final version) a student who
complained of her father's conduct, and the praddyelieved that the student's parents should
have been given an opportunity to respond to thearks or to consent to their publication.
Believing that there was no time to make necesslaayges in the articles if the paper was to
be issued before the end of the school year, iheipal directed that the pages on which they
appeared be withheld from publication even thoutpe unobjectionable articles were
included on such pages. The District Court held tloaFirst Amendment violation had
occurred. The Court of Appeals reversed.

Held: Respondents' First Amendment rights were not iedla
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(a) First Amendmentights of students in the public schools are mbbatically coextensive
with the rights of adults in other settings, andstre applied in light of the special
characteristics of the school environment. A scin@ad not tolerate student speech that is
inconsistent with its basic educational missiorgrethough the government could not censor
similar speech outside the school.

(b) The school newspaper here cannot be charastiesiz a forum for public expression.
School facilities may be deemed to be public forumly if school authorities have, by policy
or by practice, opened the facilities for indisanate use by the general public, or by some
segment of the public, such as student organizatibthe facilities have instead been
reserved for other intended purposes, communicatiwherwise, then no public forum has
been created, and school officials may impose resdde restrictions on the speech of
students, teachers, and other members of the schowhunity. The school officials in this
case did not deviate from their policy that the spaper's production was to be part of the
educational curriculum and a regular classroonvigtinder the journalism teacher's control
as to almost every aspect of publication. The w@iscdid not evince any intent to open the
paper's pages to indiscriminate use by its studgrtrters and editors, or by the student body
generally. Accordingly, school officials were el#it to regulate the paper's contents in any
reasonable manner.

(c) The standard for determining when a school paysh student expression that happens to
occur on school premises is not the standard fiarehening when a school may refuse to lend
its name and resources to the dissemination oéstugkpressiorilinker v. Des Moines
Independent Community School Dist., 393 U.S. 503, distinguished. Educators do notnaffe

the First Amendment by exercising editorial contreér the style and content of student
speech in school-sponsored expressive activitielng as their actions are reasonably
related to legitimate pedagogical concerns.

(d) The school principal acted reasonably in tlisecin requiring the deletion of the
pregnancy article, the divorce article, and theeptrticles that were to appear on the same
pages of the newspaper.

WHITE, J., delivered the opinion of the Court, ihieh REHNQUIST, C.J., and STEVENS,
O'CONNOR, and SCALIA, JJ., joined. BRENNAN, J.etila dissenting opinion, in which
MARSHALL and BLACKMUN, JJ., joinedpost, p. 277.

http://supct.law.cornell.edu/supct/html/historicS8C_CR_0484_0260_ZS.html

Source B

Colorado Student Free Expression Law
Citation: Colo. Rev. Stat. Sec. 22-1-120 June 7, 1990

Summary: In addition to the First Amendment to the U.S. §dation, states can provide
additional free speech protection their own citzbg enacting state laws or regulations. The
Colorado Student Free Expression Law is such aigiamvand provides student journalists
attending Colorado public schools with added pitc@acagainst administrative censorship.
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Section 22-1-120 -- Rights of free expression fouplic school students

(1) The general assembly declares that studentegiublic schools shall have the right to
exercise freedom of speech and of the press, aeapression contained in a student
publication, whether or not such publication is@uksponsored, shall be subject to prior
restraint except for the types of expression deedrin subsection (3) of this section. This
section shall not prevent the advisor from encauaggxpression which is consistent with high
standards of English and journalism.

(2) If a publication written substantially by studie is made generally available throughout a
public school, it shall be a public forum for statkeof such school.

(3) Nothing in this section shall be interpretedtahorize the publication or distribution by
students of the following:

(a) Expression which is obscene;
(b) Expression which is libelous, slanderous, dachatory under state law;

(c) Expression which is false as to any person ishmot a public figure or involved in a matter
of public concern; or

(d) Expression which creates a clear and presemaitaf the commission of unlawful acts, the
violation of lawful school regulations, or the maaéand substantial disruption of the orderly
operation of the school or which violates the rigbit others to privacy or that threatens violence
to property or persons.

(4) The board of education of each school dissiall adopt a written publications code, which
shall be consistent with the terms of this sectind shall include reasonable provisions for the
time, place, and manner of conducting free expoassithin the school district's jurisdiction.
Said publications code shall be distributed, pgstedtherwise made available to all students
and teachers at the beginning of the 1991-92 sglemoland at the beginning of each school
year thereatfter.

(5) (a) Student editors of school sponsored stupleblications shall be responsible for
determining the news, opinion, and advertising eonof their publications subject to the
limitations of this section. It shall be the resgituility of the publications advisor of school-
sponsored student publications within each sclmsupervise the production of such
publications and to teach and encourage free aambnsible expression and professional
standards for English and journalism.

(b) For the purposes of this section, "publicatiadgisor" means a person whose duties include
the supervision of school-sponsored student puinics.
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(6) If participation in a school-sponsored publicatis part of a school class or activity for
which grades or school credits are given, the gioms of this section shall not be interpreted to
interfere with the authority of the publications/ebr for such school-sponsored publications to
establish or limit writing assignments for the stots working with the publication and to
otherwise direct and control the learning expemethat the publication is intended to provide.

(7) No expression made by students in the exeafifeedom of speech or freedom of the press
shall be deemed to be an expression of schoolyp@a no school district or employee, or
parent, or legal guardian, or official of such salhdistrict shall be held liable in any civil or
criminal action for any expression made or publishg students.

(8) Nothing in this section shall be construedratithe promulgation or enforcement of lawful
school regulations designed to control gangs. lrisrgurpose of this section, the definition of
"gang" shall be the definition found in section 1903 (52), C.R.S.

Source C
The Quill, April 2002 v90 i3 p40(1)
Threat of censorship has 'chilling effect’: High shool journalists try to continue work after
clash with administration. (Developing Minds).(Omaha Central High School Register)(Brief
Article) Matt Wynn.

Full Text: COPYRIGHT 2002 Society of Professional Journalists

Back in November, the Omaha Central High Schooli®tegwas in a lot of trouble.

Our principal, Dr. Gary Thompson, took offense éweyal of the stories in the October
issue of the student paper. Specifically, he teskié with a story about methamphetamine use
by students and another story about a varsity &bopilayer who had a fairly lucrative season --
despite the fact that he wasn't eligible for play.

The linebacker had recently been charged with &ssguhis ex-girlfriend, hitting her in
the face on two separate occasions.

To Thompson, this kind of work was simply deploglAs he saw it, the Register was
hurting Central High School's reputation. He clainigat the paper was becoming little more
than a supermarket tabloid. He said the schooldetiudillow a publication like the Register to
keep printing. He said the paper was too negadind,all of the journalism students spent too
much time on something that was still only one €last of the day.

Those were his arguments. Had he simply communidhtese worries to the staff, we
might have listened to the criticism and perhapneaken some of his advice. But he didn't do
that. Instead, he started making changes that reddbe publishing of the paper. First, he made
certain that the Register office be closed, witlstldents out, by 7 p.m. every day. Then, while
the staff was attending a convention in BostonNastember, he sent a letter to all journalism
parents stating his firm belief that changes wdade to be made to the journalism department.

After that, everything was kind of a whirlwind. Me®s were held, first between
journalism parents and Thompson, then between Teompur adviser Matt Deabler, and a
representative for the entire Omaha Public Schistict.
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Luckily for us, Deabler was extremely supportiveelieve he took the attacks on the
paper as a personal insult, but he was in a ppetiyarious position. As a teacher, he was under
the control of the district. But as a journaliste twvhole concept of censorship and prior review
was disgusting.

He decided that his best option would be to voedtis displeasure with the recent series
of events, but he was careful to follow all of Thmson's directions to a T, so as not to be let go
for insubordination.

Obviously, his stance on the issue worked. Helligls¢ adviser, and the Register is still
being printed, exactly as it has for more than radned years.

The end of the entire dilemma was a little antielatic. After battling with the
administration for over two months, going on coes$l news programs, being featured in dozens
of newspapers and following every miniscule neve thiat was applied, there was a final
meeting between Thompson and the Register stafimplson said he had made up his mind not
to censor or impose prior review on the Registefatt, he said that had never even been an
option, as he was proud of the Register's recattess and in no way wanted to hinder what we
had started.

He outlined a few rules he hoped the publicatiomidollow (don't hurt anyone, don't
break the law, etc.). And then that was it. It waer.

Or at least we had moved on.

Since that final meeting was held at the end ofdbdzer, the Register has printed four
papers. The first, the one that was delivered whiehullabaloo was going on, was only 12
pages long with no color whatsoever. It was théclghing to do at the time; we had no idea
what was going to happen to our program, and aluofefforts were going into preserving what
we had going, not putting together another firaisslpublication.

After winter break, we were all a little rested apd we put out two 24-page, three-
section newspapers (the first one even contairg@age insert magazine). It was a step up
from what we had just released, but still not bagko what we were used to: 40-page, five
section newspapers and 32-page magazines.

The past issues have been different than the twputveogether at the beginning of the
year. All in all, the staff just seems wearied aogvntrodden, like we know we aren't really
wanted or appreciated at Central High.

After every issue, Deabler and Thompson have aingeetere they discuss the content
of the last paper -- specifically, what Thompsooutdht of it.

| think this and the events of the past few mothidnge led the Register to be a prime
example of the "chilling effect” at work. Now thiie issue of censorship has been raised, the
staff seems to be implementing self-censorshimiateempt to keep the publication going. | can
almost say without a doubt that if a spring spattdete beats up his girlfriend, it will not be
reported in the Register.

That is not to say we regret our actions in the.padact, | stand firmly behind our
decision to run that story. But the chance of Igshe Register is just too great, too much of a
risk. Unless we are writing stuff of almost Watdegkevel, | doubt many of our most
controversial stories will ever see any amountroétin print.

The Register still prides itself on hard-hittingageand interesting investigations, though.
Our January and February issues feature in-depitslat race and diversity at Central High, and
the school's dropout rate. The March issue wilhewnelude a six-page special section about the
effects of ending forced desegregation in Omahdi®8bhools.
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The Register has changed. Whether it is for bettéor worse, | am not sure. All | know
is that we will never allow the paper that we lewde muzzled. And if that means swallowing
our pride on some issues, than so be it.

The Register is bigger than anyone on it. It wiNays be at Central High, and hopefully,
it will always carry a reputation as one of the tabecorated high school newspapers in the
nation.

| refuse to be responsible for letting it die.

Matt Wynn is a senior at Omaha Central High School and editor in chief of the Register.

http://infotrac
college.thomsonlearning.com/itw/infomark/433/718066138w5/purl=rc1l_WAD_0_A85011130&dyn=12!xrn_24A85011130?sw_aep=olr
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Source D

"Let's git us some Mexicans!" "Remember, women and children are only
worth two points."

- Dialogue on a cartoon published in an Oregon kigjtool student newspaper
(April 15, 2005) -

by Ernesto Cienfuegos
La Voz de Aztlan _http://www.aztlan.net/kill meaits cartoon.htm

Los Angeles, Alta California - April 20, 2005 - AgMinutemen vigilante cartoon advocating
the killing of Mexican immigrants, including womend children, that was published in the Oregon City
High School student newspaper "The Elevator", cmets to anger Mexican-Americans in the state of
Oregon and across the nation. There are now a fangder of parents of Mexican-American students at
the school that are asking for the “firing" of t@wspaper teacher advisor that approved the "caithin
cartoon for publication. There have been a sefipai@nt meetings with school Principal Carol Keshu
and Superintendent Roger Rada concerning the naatteanother meeting has been scheduled for
tonight.

The vicious cartoon, shown at the bottom of theepabows two vigilantes with Minutemen t-
shirts on the Mexico/Arizona border. One of thdlgigtes says to another, who is armed with a rifle,
"Let's git us some Mexicans!". The armed vigilaatswers, "Remember, women and children are only
worth two points.” There is no question what theamn intends to communicate. The teacher who
approved the cartoon for publication should be @isad immediately. The school and district
administration has refused to release the nameeditaicher after La Voz de Aztlan telephoned the
principal and superintendent this morning.

The lives of Mexican-Americans and Mexican immidgsaare being increasingly placed in
jeopardy by anti-Mexican propaganda in the primteglia and by the constant alarmist rhetoric heard o
national radio networks. This situation shouldiatg a massive response by all Mexicans, both drede
in Mexico. We should not just be "sitting ducks fale bigots who want to kill us.

The constant hate talk against Mexicans by radikggs like Sean Hannity, Roger Hedgecock,
Al Rantel, John and Ken, Bill Handle, Bill O'reil[gic], and many others has already resulted ieri@s
of vicious hate crimes against Mexicans. The latestirred on Sunday when a Mexican flower girl,
Pasquala Hernandez, was kidnapped by three Anglosd corner in Wheaton, Maryland. She has not
been located as of today. The state of Marylana sdsv the decapitation of three Mexican childrethin
month of May 2004. In Fremont, California in themtio of February 2004, a Mexican mother and
daughter were bludgeon to death on the street lay withesses described as an Anglo. Yet another

Gunnar 7



recent case occurred last September in Columbue,v@ten ten Mexican immigrants from Leon,
Guanajuato were burned to death when arsonistBeserented apartment building on fire in the garl
morning hours. None of these cases, nor many othgrsor years, have been solved by police
authorities.

Hate rhetoric against Mexicans broadcasted aches’$A by racist radio jockeys (and cartoons
like the one published in the Oregon City High Sdhrewspaper) lead [sic] to hate crimes against
Mexicans. We must act before the situation getsvearge. One strategy is to boycott the products and
services that are advertised on the anti-Mexicdioralk shows. We must gather a list of the adsers
and their contact information. We should than [8iédrm them that we will boycott their servicedan
products if they continue to support anti-Mexicadio programming. As Mexican-Americans, we have
immense purchasing power that we should learnrextintelligently.

These radio talk bigots are also lending directiserto the vile border vigilantes. Sean Hannity
for example has interviewed, on his program, the Minuteman vigilante Chris Simcox on six separate
occasions but has never allowed any Mexican-Amasiggith an opposing view. Yesterday, he
broadcasted [sic] from the US/Mexico border ancddéd the actions of the vigilantes. In additioh, A
Rantel of KABC radio in Los Angeles, recently urtdek a money raising campaign for Chris Simcox
and the vigilantes utilizing the ABC radio statiéi.Rantel, by the way, is an out of the closet
homosexual and a practicing sodomite. With theionl of Mexicans in Los Angeles, it should be an
easy matter to kick the sodomite off the air foingea hate monger.

With the increasing hostile political atmospherat thate radio is creating against Mexicans
across the USA, it is easy to understand why tbiews cartoon, at the bottom of the page, was plbd
in a student newspaper at an Oregon state pulglicdthool. We are not condemning the two junior
bigots that created the cartoon. We are, howewaidemning the teacher advisor of "The Elevator" who
approved the vile cartoon for publication and tbleo®l district administration that is supportinglan
protecting the teacher. This teacher must be fitadVoz de Aztlan is asking our readership to conta
the school and district administration and urgerthe dismiss the teacher immediately.

Published in the Oregon City High School student newspaper on 415105 |

Citizen Patrol Looks Out
for lllegal Immigrants
on the Arizona Border
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Source E

SEX ARTICLE IN WELLINGTON HIGH PAPER CENSORED
by Palm Beach Post Staff Writer
Tuesday, February 22, 2005

When Wellington High students get the latest issute school newspaper, they won't
know what they're missing.

Principal Cheryl Alligood sequestered copies of Wiave last week because she doesn't
want her 3,300 students to read a story aboutidexpapers had been printed already.

"Anytime you do a topic that could be somewhat cwrdrsial, | have to step back and
say, what are the possible reactions to this?'gétd said Monday.

Junior Amanda Escamilla's opinion piece appearderntte paper under the headline
"Let's talk about sex." Escamilla said she decidedrite about virginity and how sacred it is -
and isn't - to teens, after reading magazine adjahatching a television show that addressed the
topic and hearing her friends talk about it.

Her approach was to the point and read in part:

"High school students think 'turning in their v-dateenage code for losing one's
virginity, is the popular census and see no harih fDur parents, grandparents, and great-
grandparents definitely wouldn't agree with this ddtitude towards this defining moment."

"We're supposed to be able to write about what @&etwo write about,” Escamilla said.
"They can censor us if it's going to cause riotingnjure our school.”

School board rules say just that, and Alligooddéads the article would be disruptive,
especially the week before students tackle theimgachath and science sections of the FCAT.

The Miami-Dade County School District is one of tae in the nation that protects
student journalists’ freedom of speech and exmessiany school publication.

Escamilla’s article suggests that students thingetlwefore having sex, but Alligood said
that message doesn't come until the last line naendy won't read that far.

The final sentence reads:

"Make sure, when that time comes, you truly wargwipe your v-card, because this
purchase is non-refundable.”

"l serve students from ultraconservative familied altraliberal families,” Alligood said.
"l have to walk the middle of the road. | also extpse have kids in ninth grade whose maturity
level isn't ready to handle this."

Besides, there is enough chatter about sex at kchoo

"l watch the young people here talk and gossip et slept with whom, how many
guys she slept with," Alligood said. "l don't nesatlarticle to create more controversy about
this."

Last month, Escamilla and newspaper editor Katkdfieniere came to Alligood with
the story and a request to do a sex survey at schlligood said she rejected both.

The girls say they were waiting for a final answabout the article. When they didn't hear
anything, they went with the story. Typically, thegn't give the principal advance copies of
stories; a teacher oversees the paper and OKesstori

For this edition, the newspaper staff sold $650tkvof ads to pay for printing and had
3,000 copies made with their teacher's blessiniigadd said it is teacher Kristi Gibbins' first
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year overseeing the paper and that the story shmavdr have been printed. The principal
offered the students half the cost to reprint pages

That is the least of the students' concerns.

"If she makes us do that, | want to take my nanfi¢hef staff list,” Freniere said.

"We're very fluffy as a newspaper," Escamilla saithat's what every person tells us:
We don't write about real topics."

As of late Monday, the article was going to be aept with an ad.

Escamilla said she hopes to become a professiomadglist. Alligood hopes this
experience doesn't discourage her.

"You have to learn that you can't just write whateyou want,"” Alligood said. "I did
what was best for the student body - to ensureestudarning."

The controversial article:
Let's talk about sex
by Amanda Escamillalhe Wave [Wellington High School, Palm Beach FL]

"If you have sex, you'll get pregnant and diekagpso maybe this line from the popular
movie Mean Girls is exaggerating just a tiny bitit Bex is a bigger deal than most kids make it.

These days fessing up to not yet having expegktitat magic moment is something
kids don't know whether to be proud or ashame@uér the past few years losing one's
virginity has become a nonchalant and casual act.

Many teenagers have thrown out most of the maaies that their parents attempted to
instill in them.

Prom night, Valentine's Day and graduation nagletall cliché days that somehow
undermine the moral thought process of teenagausijmtg them to feel more compelled than
usual to give up the "big V."

Then again it also doesn't help that every time toirns on the television or go to the
movies your celebrity role models are in the midufla steamy love scene.

There is no way that 50 years ago one would kaea Lucy and Ricky Ricardo even
sleeping in the same bed.

The value of a person's virginity has been deg@@ver the last couple of decades
tremendously.

High school students think "turning in their w@d teenage code for losing one's
virginity, is the popular census and see no harit fDur parents, grandparents, and great
grandparents definitely wouldn't agree with this ddtitude towards this defining moment.

The average percent of teenagers who are stiiing is less than it was twenty years ago
when our parents were going through their bloonhiigly school years.

Present day teenagers spend a lot less timarmpbefore doing the deed. Of course
some teens may be "emotionally” ready to embarthanmature journey, but most kids
definitely are not. Many teens felt one's virgirstyouldn't be taken lightly.

"Your virginity should mean something to you, sm®ering that once it's gone you can
never get it back,” Jane Doe*, a junior from Wajtion High School said.

Others felt sex wasn't a big deal. "Virginity'tsmbig deal,” John Doe said, "People make
such a big deal over nothing."

Make sure, when that time comes, you truly warswipe your v-card, because this
purchase is non-refundable.
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Source F
The Quill, April 2000 v88 i3 p36
Journalists, protect our young.LAURIE A. LATTIMORE.

Full Text: COPYRIGHT 2000 Society of Professional Journalists
High school journalism curriculums need supportrirthe professional world.

A 17-year-old girl was found dead of carbon monexmbisoning in a Berkeley, Calif.,
apartment building last November. The San Frand®@wuwmnicle headline - "Malfunctioning
heater leads to tragedy in Berkeley; carbon moreokills girl, hurts sister" - indicated an
accidental death until some reporters did someeatdapestigation.

They wondered why they could not find the youndiggimame in any high school records.
Curiosity and solid reporting led to a breakinggtabout the exploitation of illegal Indian
immigrants thriving in the Berkeley community.

While this slave trade is newsworthy enough, thetnmpressive aspect is that the story
was uncovered by student journalists writing foe Diacket, Berkeley High School's newspaper.
Jacket editor Steven Barrie Anthony said the stustaff wondered why the young victim was
not registered in any local high school. Becaust®ftudents' inquisitiveness, several people
from the Indian community, including a teacher atk&ley High, went to the student newspaper
staff to reveal the reality of the highly rumoresfate ring."

"They just trusted us more than the local papé&artie-Anthony said, noting that once
The Jacket ran the breaking story in its Dec. $Qasthe local professional press picked up on
the investigation. Currently, reporters are lookimg possible sex servitude as well. The Jacket
is continuing to investigate the death of the yogimh

Without the assertive reporting by this student sgaper staff, the tragic death of the
teenager could have been just another routine aeypart. Instead student reporters have
reminded their professional counterparts how ingrdré journalist's job can be if taken
seriously. Thanks to the newspaper reports, Lalirdhli Reddy and his son, Lakireddy Vijay
Reddy, have since been indicted by federal authsrior using high-tech fake visas to bring
thousands of Indian immigrants to Berkeley. The®sdwn more than $70 million worth of
real estate in the Berkeley community.

Unfortunately, success stories such as this risk&on unless journalism education is
taken seriously in our nation's high schools. Rigkrs, in his fifth year as adviser for The
Jacket, is most certainly taking his job seriouBlgfore students serve on The Jacket staff, they
must take his semester-long Journalism | coursdetdtanding rights as well as responsibilities
of the press are emphasized in his course, whitlsts on the fundamentals of choosing
newsworthy topics, reporting facts and writing dseaeports. Students learn the power of the
First Amendment but also the tremendous amourgsgansibility that must accompany such
freedom and power in self expression.

It is this model we must seek to emulate in ouhlgghool journalism programs - a
trained adviser with a curriculum plan aimed athéag student reporters to consider themselves
members of the professional press.

Censorship grabs most of the headlines when it samstudent press issues, but the
reality is that a stronger emphasis on trainingafisers and students will improve the chances
for a hands-off policy by school administrators. Zdviser well versed in basic journalistic
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principles, access to public information and ldgmitations on the First Amendment's guarantee
of a free press will more easily earn the respebisor her student staff and the trust of the
school administration. A staff that believes itsiadr understands First Amendment rights and
will fight for them will trust the adviser when ctwaversial legal issues arise. Likewise, a
principal who believes the adviser is operatinghimithe law and for the benefit of the students
is less likely to interfere in the production oéthewspaper.

For these two reasons, the need for a journaligncalum and well-trained advisers
could never be more necessary. As professionahgdigts and/or journalism educators who reap
the benefits or suffer the consequences of thegsaakds of our young reporters, it should be a
priority to train our high school students well.

One of the main problems in scholastic journalisogpams is that no preliminary course
is required before serving on the newspaper $a#n if the newspaper is an extracurricular
activity, a journalism course as an elective inli&mgshould be a prerequisite. Students need a
venue to learn the principles of good reportingting and editing. The "newspaper production”
class is bombarded with deadlines that prevend saditruction and mentoring in the basics.
Furthermore, students need a class to discussdadatthical issues before being given the
power of voice in their newspaper. Serving on tla# should not be a class or activity any
student can sign up to take without proper origaiOtherwise, the newspaper staff becomes
nothing more than "that free period after lunch rehgu get to sit around and write
controversial columns.”

A lecture-driven course using a textbook and reqgiwriting assignment in various
journalistic forms will prepare future journaligts their first deadlines. Discussions on the
ethics and legality of using certain photos, sosiragormation, names, etc., will prevent a lot of
hindsight mistakes when some go on to the newssipkr

It is no wonder we have some paranoid school adtnators who will jump at the
chance to take advantage of the 1988 Hazelwoodurimeier Supreme Court decision and
censor their student publications. They understapérhaps better than we give them credit for
-- the potential good or harm student journalisis imvoke through their freedom of the press. If
we convince high school administrators to strivedio informed staff trained in ethics and legal
responsibilities, we will go a long way in develogia trusting relationship that will lead back to
a student-controlled scholastic press.

Of course, the underlying factor for a planned icutum and a well-trained newspaper
staff is a journalistically inclined adviser. Itusirealistic to think all newspaper advisers are
coming in with a journalism background. Many are tiewest English teachers assigned the
newspaper because they have the least amount @i powefuse. Sometimes the advisers are
teachers in other disciplines who have an intdresho real knowledge of the student press.
Unfortunately, unfounded fear of student newspafmroften prevents a school from allowing
one.

But the low number of journalism majors or minaadhing in our schools does not
mean seeking trained advisers is a lost causeJdimmalism Education Association has worked
hard toward legitimizing the student press in theseof administrators and school board
members through two adviser certification progran@Gertified Journalism Educators and
Master Journalism Educators. Since starting thesgrams in 1990, 553 teachers have earned
their CJE while 97 have gone on to receive the MBEEoming certified involves taking an
exam or completing a certain amount of coursew@r more information about the
certification programs, check out JEA's Web sitenatv.jea.org.)
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As professional journalists and/or journalism edoisa we should offer more
opportunities to help local advisers -- hosting ketvops and seminars (for continuing education
credit if possible) on various aspects of jourmalimewspaper production, publication design,
Web site development, etc.; talking to studentpalism staffs about our experiences; critiquing
their newspapers to give tips for improvement aniting constructive criticism from them
about the local newspaper; teaching a beginninghgism class if none exists at the local high
school; and providing a teen page of some sottaridcal paper.

Journalism education at the collegiate level id @deVeloped, but we need the same
consistency in instruction at the high school le#eldos to Rick Ayers, Steven Barrie-Anthony,
The Jacket staff and all other student newspapatshtive accomplished similar feats. We need
to encourage that as the norm in scholastic pregghe exception.

Laurie A. Lattimore isa journalisminstructor at The University of Alabama at Tuscal oosa.

http://infotrac-
college.thomsonlearning.com/itw/infomark/433/718066138w5/purl=rc1 _WAD_0_A62360839&dyn=16!xrn_42A62360839?sw_aep=olr
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Source G
Excerpt: “Future of the First Amendment” 2006 Student Survey Update

19e. High school students should be allowed torteqmmtroversial issues in their student newspapers
without the approval of school authorities.

_ 2004 2006
. Strongly agree 13% 13%
. Mildly agree 26% 27%
. Mildly disagree  27% 28%
. Strongly disagree 33% 31%
. Don’t know 1% 1%

20. Do you agree or disagree with the followindesteent? “Americans don't appreciate First
Amendment freedoms the way they ought to.”

_ 2004 2006
. Strongly agree 30% 32%
. Mildly agree 43% 47%
. Mildly disagree  14% 12%
. Strongly disagree 5% 4%
. Don’t know 7% 5%

21. Are the rights guaranteed by the First Amendraemething you personally think about or are they
something you take for granted?

_ 20042006
. Personally think about 50%  49%
. Take for granted 46% 47%
. Don’'t know 4% 4%

From: http://www.firstamendmentfuture.org/surveydae91806.pdf
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