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	 The First Amendment of the U.S. 
Constitution guarantees Congress shall 
make no law abridging the right of the 


people peaceably to assemble, and to 
petition the government for a redress of 
grievances.  Our nation was founded on 1

 "The Constitution of the United States." Constitution US, edited by George W. Baltzell, MMIII - MMXIV. U.S. 1

Constitution. Art./Amend. I.


Image 1-Levinson, Lauren. "Millions of Americans Participated in the Women's March - Now, What's Next?" 
POPSUGAR News. N.p., 29 Jan. 2017. Web. 23 Feb. 2017. 

�1

Image 1



freedom and liberty, freedom of speech 
being one of these main principles. 


	 People throughout history have taken 
advantage of this constitutional right to 
create change. For example, the Civil Rights 
Movement of the 1950s and 60s was 
successful in reforming race relations after 
hundreds of years of struggle. But in recent 
months, political tensions have increased 
which has led to a rise in protests. While 
many have just been a display of discontent, 
a few radical protests have gotten out of 
hand. 


	 In the past few years, a significant 
number of protests that have gained media 
attention are primarily centered around 
police brutality incidents. Especially 
prominent in these demonstrations, the 
Black Lives Matter Movement seeks to fight 
anti-black racism by speaking out against 
the ways in which Black lives feel they are 
deprived of their basic human 
rights and dignity.  This movement 2

has justified motives and a non-
threatening basis. The gatherings 
are meant with peaceful intention, 
but there are individuals that 
identify under the Black Lives 
Matter organization that have 
incited violence and given 
outsiders a negative view of their 
mission. For example, a 
demonstration in Charlotte in 2016 

resulted in a protest that escalated out of 
control, so much so, that the governor 
declared it a state of emergency. Governor 
Pat McCrory of North Carolina responded to 
the incident by saying, "I understand 
concerns and I understand frustration and 
anger but I will never respect violence. 
Violence is unacceptable."  This is just one 3

of many occurrences that has escalated in a 
negative way. While Americans are 
guaranteed the right to assemble and 
protest, it is not acceptable to have them go 
as far as causing destruction in communities 
and inciting violence against fellow citizens. 
There needs to be a healthy medium 
between expressing discontent and ensuring 
safety and respect. How do we encourage 
positive civic engagement in our community 
to communicate a need for change? 
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Approach 1: Reducing Violent 
Protests by Applying More 
Stringent Law Enforcement  

Abdulla Naouf and Christianna Otto 

Early Governmental Interference 
Could Prevent Violence 

	 From State College to Berkeley, 
protests have always catalyzed riots. The 
problem in curbing a violent protest lies in 
addressing the issue of when should the 
government interfere. More often than not, 
riot police utilize dispersion methods only 
after it’s too late – only when stores have 
been looted, or only when people were hurt.  
How is violence measured, and how much is 
needed for the government to start utilizing 
dispersion methods? To answer that 
question requires us to quantify violence, 
and determine a measure at which arrests 
should be made, what dispersion methods 
be used, etc. Due to the subjective nature of 
violence, it would be impossible to quantify 
it. Thus, the government should be able to 
control riots by using preventative measures 
during demonstrations.


	 For instance, during the Dakota 
Access Pipeline protests, protesters didn’t 
resort to physical violence. However, the lack 
of violence was accounted to the stringency 
of the riot police on site. This isn’t to say the 
“NoDAPL” protesters weren’t aggressive – 

according to the Morton Country Sheriff's 
Department, the protesters were extremely 
aggressive, and have tried to “flank and 
attack the law enforcement line.”  Thus, 4

hadn’t riot police met them with extreme 
force, the level of violence would have 
escalated greatly. 


	 The Constitution of the United States 
currently affirms the “right of the people to 
peaceably assemble” in the First 
Amendment. While the amendment provides 
citizens with the opportunity and the ability 
to protest government or civil actions, the 
government is still legally permitted to 
impose restrictions on the manner of these 
protests. Restrictions from the government 
can include limits on the time, the location, 
and the way in which citizens propose to 
assemble. All restrictions are legally 
permitted so long as they are “justified 
without reference to the content of the 
regulated speech,” are “narrowly tailored to 
serve a significant governmental interest,” 
and “leave open ample alternative channels 
for communication of the information."  5

Therefore, the First Amendment does not 
make any provision for protests to be 
conducted in a way that presents a clear and 
present danger of riot, disorder, interference 
with traffic on public streets, or any other 
such threat to public safety and general 
order, because all violent actions and 
endangerment of the public serves the 
governmental interest in general safety. 
6
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Potential Downside: Under-Regulated 
Power Will Spin Out of Control  

	 Increased security and augmented 
police authority may serve to curb 
unpredictable acts of violence by protesters, 
but these changes are not made without 
inherent risk to the constitutional freedoms 
and rights of the American public. 


	 Limitations on the right of the people 
to assemble should be placed under strict 
scrutiny, as the power granted to authorities 
through these limitations innately contains 
potential for abuse. In fact, exploitation of 
power by authorities governing protests has 
already been documented in cases like 
Jones v. McMahon (2006). On May 18, 1997, 
after ten days of peaceful 
protests, a few proponents of the 
assembly began to gather near 
the I-81 highway in order to 
distribute literature pertaining to 
their event. Consequently, NYSP 
began to enact actions seemingly 
validated through the 
aforementioned restrictions 
allowed by the Constitution: They 
formed a protest detail to assess 
the dangerous roadside situation. 
It soon became apparent that the 
officers involved in what was 
known as the “Indian Detail” were taking the 
control of roadside protest to the extreme. All 
seventy officers who arrived at the scene 
were dressed in full riot gear, and many were 

videoed making cavalier remarks detailing 
how trooper has “gotta have a [riot] stick” or 
snidely pronouncing that protestors needed 
to “get their asses kicked.” Officers on duty 
paid little attention to affirmations by a 
protest leader that wayward protestors 
would be drawn away from the highway 
immediately. When the officers were given 
the order to restrain the protestors by the 
commanding officer, all protesters were 
gathered around a ceremonial fire on private 
property far from the highway’s boundaries. 
Nevertheless, officers assaulted all persons 
in the vicinity, beating them with batons, 
kicking some, and dragging others across 
the ground by their hair. One man was 
choked while he was praying, an eleven-


year-old girl and an elderly woman were 
“manhandled,” and one infant was tossed 
from a stroller. 
7
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	 Additionally, interpretation of what 
constitutes a public danger can be affected 
by the perspective of the participants. Police 
intervened during a North Dakota protest in 
November of 2016 after interpreting fires set 
by the protestors as a clear and present 
danger to society. Contrary to the beliefs of 
the police, protestors alleged they merely set 
the fires to keep warm during the sub-
freezing temperatures. Despite the relatively 
peaceful nature of the protest, authorities 
employed the use of water cannons on fires 
and protestors, resulting in the 
hospitalization of seventeen protesters, 
some of which were later diagnosed with 
hypothermia. 
8

Longer Sentences Could Deter People 
From Any Future Violent Act 

	 Increasing prison sentences and fines 
could set an example for future protesters. 
Over the last ten years, crime rates have 
fallen as prison sentences increased. While it 
isn’t a direct causation, the correlation 
provides enough evidence that tougher 
sentences caused the decreased crime rate. 
Not only do tougher sentences and fines act 
as deterrents for crime, they also keep 
dangerous people off the streets for longer 
periods of time; this is especially important 
due to the fact that 77 percent of prisoners 
released were arrested within five years per 
the Bureau of Justice Statistics.


	 Considering recurrent riots and acts 
of public disturbance, such as the Penn 
State students’ riots in State College. Ever 
since 1998, Penn State riots have resulted in 
hundreds of thousands of dollars in 
damages. Thus, if the government were to 
be more stringent with the rioters, the 
occurrence of such events would decrease 
significantly.


Tougher Methods of Riot Control Stop 
Riots Faster and Safer 

	 Being in a democratic state where 
freedom of speech and protest is a 
fundamental right to all, it’s almost 
impossible to prevent riots from happening 
indefinitely. Consequently, a system that 
aims to subdue rioters in a more efficient 
way must be placed and ready to go at any 
time. 


	 Riots don’t stop at disturbing the 
public and blocking traffic, they also account 
to physical harm, vandalism, and looting. For 
example, during the Newark Riots in 1967, 
25 people were killed, in addition to a ten 
year old child. Or we could take a sooner 
account, like the Baltimore Riots which 
resulted in 350 businesses being damaged, 
hundreds of fires, and 130 officers injured. 
The riots were then stopped after the city 
declared a state of emergency, and 
thousands of National Guard troops were 
deployed. 
9
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Potential Downside: Potential Initiation of 
a Police State in America  

	 The development of a “police state” 
in the United States is a plausible risk 
associated with the increasing authority of 
the police. A police state is defined as:


	 “A political unit characterized by 
repressive governmental control of political, 
economic, and social life; usually by an 
arbitrary exercise of power by police and 
especially secret police in place of regular 
operation of administrative and judicial 
organs of the government according to 
publicly known legal procedures.” 
10

	 While some characteristics of a police 
state, including that of the secret police, are 
unlikely to occur in the near future, instances 
distinctive of police states already exist 
through continued violation of basic fourth 
amendment rights. Between the years 
2002-2015, 4.4 million people were stopped 
on the streets of New York City and 
“frisked” (i.e., harassed) by police with little 
to no known probable cause. Eighty-eight 
percent of these stops neglected to require 
any further action to be taken by the police. 
Federal Judge Shira Scheindlin commented 
on the situation, stating that the policy 
“demonstrated a widespread disregard for 
the Fourth Amendment, which protects 
against unreasonable search and seizures by 
the government.”  If such clear violations of 11

people’s constitutional rights can be 
sustained for more than ten years in 
America’s largest and most famous city, it is 

not unreasonable to conclude that increased 
leverage and flexibility among the police 
force of America would result in further 
exploitations of the American people and 
their basic constitutional rights.


 


 "Police State." Merriam-Webster. Merriam-Webster, n.d. Web. 19 Feb. 2017.10
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Approach 2:  Civic 
Engagement Through 
Alternate Means  

Kevin Crust and Mital Joshi 

How can we keep civic engagement 
high while reducing the number of 

protests? 

	 Many people consider protesting to 
be the ultimate form of civic engagement.  
While it certainly civically engaging to 
participate in a protest, it is by no means the 
only nor the best way to do so.  By 
promoting other methods of civic 
engagement, citizens could maintain or even 
increase their interaction with the 
government without needing to resort to 
protesting.  In effect, the other forms work to 
replace protest, as protests that do not occur 
can inherently not be violent.  However, a 
similar sense of involvement in the 
government will still be possible.


Increase Voter Turnout 

	 The importance of the most basic 
form of civic engagement is often overlooked 
by too large of a proportion of the 
population.  The form being referenced is 
voting, and the proportion is the 40.7% of 
the voting-eligible population that did not 
vote in the November 2016 General 
Election.   When only three-fifths of the 12

population that can vote actually shows up 

to do so, it becomes easier to question 
whether or not the elected officials truly 
represent the consensus will and opinions of 
the people.  


	 This trend is not a new one, either.  
According to fivethirtyeight, voter turnout at 
a presidential election has not eclipsed 70% 
since the 1900 election.  It has remained 13

approximately constant since 1940, even 
though the entire population of the country 
has more than doubled in that time period.  


	 This raises the clear question:  how 
does increasing voter turnout affect 
protests?  To begin with, it would put an end 
to protests against election results where 
protesters argue that the will of the people 
was not properly represented. If voter 
turnout was higher, some of these protesters 
would come to the understanding that they 
simply disagree with the true majority of the 
country, and this type of protest would 
decrease in popularity.  


Potential Downside 

	 First and foremost, increasing voter 
turnout is clearly a difficult task to 
accomplish.  Efforts have been made 
throughout the previous century, with no 
indication of statistically significant 
improvements being made.  Additionally, 
every election has a losing side, and the 
voters on that side may still feel disappointed 
or upset by election results regardless of 
voter turnout.  They would ideally 

 McDonald, Michael P., editor. "Voter Turnout." Election Project, Department of 
12

     Political Science. Accessed 16 Feb. 2017.

 Bialik, Carl. "No, Voter Turnout Wasn’t Way Down From 2012." FiveThirtyEight, Nate Silver, 15 Nov. 2016. Web. 16 13
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acknowledge that the will of the people had 
been carried out in the election, but ideal 





behaviors do not always correspond to real 
actions or beliefs.


       


Encourage Communication with Elected 
Officials 

	 Many people feel as though 
contacting their local or state representatives 
is only a waste of time. Their thought 
process may be something similar to 
thinking these representatives will not 
implement a change that is suggested by 
one person. Either their phone call or letter 
will be buried under many other missed calls 
and mail, or their ideas will be ignored 
because it may seem like a minor issue for a 
representative to act on.


	 Our representatives may definitely 
have busy schedules and may take some 
time to respond to their citizens’ concerns, 

but this is the patience that people should 
learn to have if they wish to make a change 
in their areas. Communicating with Elected 
Officials should technically be a major aspect 
of being civically engaged because it is one 
of the most direct ways of suggesting 
changes to how our government functions. 
Unfortunately, it is actually publicly 
considered ineffective because it is now 
assumed that nothing will happen if 
someone takes the time to contact their local 
officials. If people become more informed 
and motivated to contact their Elected 
Officials, there would be less people who feel 
the need to protest to make themselves 
heard. 


	 Why is it that people feel it may be 
very difficult to implement any changes in 
how their government works by talking to 
their representatives? For one, many may 
not even know how to effectively contact 
their representatives. Simply searching on 
the Internet for your state representatives will 
give you the contact information you need. 


	 One also must be aware of the fact 
that more times than none you will not be 
able to talk to your representative right away. 
According to The Leadership Conference, 
when you dial 202-224-3121 you are 
supposedly directed to an operator that will 
later direct you to a legislative assistant or 
either one of your representatives.  Once 14

you do get forwarded to who you would like 

 "Tips on Calling Your Member of Congress." The Leadership Conference, Leadership Conference on Civil and 14

Human Rights/The Leadership Conference Education Fund 2017. Accessed 16 Feb. 2017
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to talk to, it is important for you to directly 
tell them why you are calling, and what exact 
issue you are trying to address.


	 Once people are well informed of 
how to effectively and efficiently call their 
representatives, the need to protest will 


significantly decrease due to the fact that 
their opinions have already been directly 
heard by those who represent them in the 
government. 


Potential Downside 

	 Although it seems the most effective 
to contact those who can directly implement 
changes you would like to see in the 
government, it is important to be 
knowledgeable of some drawbacks of taking 
this approach. First, you must be patient 
when trying to contact a representative due 
to the fact that it seems like a slightly long 
process to follow before you can actually talk 
with them. Also, if when calling your 
representatives you are not clear with the 
issues you would like to present, your 
representative’s assistants may not feel the 
need to forward your call to a representative.


Centralized Database for Donations 

	 In the days following the 2016 
election, numerous articles were published 
with messages similar to Time’s piece, 
“Upset About the Results of the Election? 
These Charities Could Use Your Help.”  

Although each had 
their own lists and 
reasons for 
donating, the 
general point of 
them was the same:  
donating money is 
both civically 

engaging and 
critically important.  In the Time article, for 
example, writer Kerry Close describes 11 
organizations that advocate for various 
issues that may be supported by people who 
disapproved of Donald Trump’s election to 
the presidency.  
15

	 The general goal of these 
organizations is rather simple:  support the 
interests of the citizens of the United States 
who may not have the time or the knowledge 
of how to fight for those interests 
themselves.  Unfortunately for the 
organizations, donating money is far more 
confusing and complicated than it needs to 
be in modern America.


	 The primary problem with donating 
money is that it can be difficult for potential 
donors to find the right organization to 
support.  According to the National Center 
for Charitable Statistics, there are over 1.5 

 Close, Kerry. "Upset About the Results of the Election? These Charities Could 
15

     Use Your Help." Time Money, 16 Nov. 2016. Web. 16 Feb. 2017.
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million nonprofit organizations in the United 
States.  Although websites like Google have 16

made it easier to narrow the search, the 
process can still feel like finding a needle in a 
haystack to some.  An additional concern 
arises from fears over the security of 
transactions made over the internet.  In a 
survey completed by the NCC Group, it was 
found that only 8% of those surveyed 
strongly agreed that they were comfortable 
sharing financial details and completing 
financial transactions online.  While this 17

number will go up over time, it is still a hurdle 
to the donation process in present times.  


	 These two problems could at the very 
least be helped, if not completely solved, by 
the existence of a national database for 
nonprofit organizations through which the 
organizations could be searched for and 
donated to.  This would streamline the 
process of finding the correct organization, 
as the site would be dedicated to such a 
task.  Additionally, the database could have 
stronger security than any individual 
organization could have on its own.  This 
would promote a feeling of safety when 
donating to organizations over the internet, 
thereby increasing the number of donations.


	 This promotion of donating money 
would both work to facilitate civic 
engagement while diminishing the necessity 
of protest. If potential protesters had instead 
donated money, the same feeling of 
supporting their cause would be present 
without the possibility of a protest turning 
violent.


Potential Downside 

	 Donating money has some delay 
between the civic engagement happening 
and the effects being observable.  This may 
be a deterrent for some people from 
participating in this manner.  Another 
problem that could arise is that no website is 
completely secure, and even the national 
website would face the threat of attack and 
the possibility of a security breach, which 
could harm a much larger number of people 
than any individual organization’s website 
could.


Promote Effective Discussion about 
Politics 

	 When it comes time for family 
gatherings during the holidays, the last topic 
most people want to bring up at the dinner 
table is politics. So much controversy exists 
in the decisions made by our representatives 
that even in a family gathering, family 
members can go from having a great time to 
erupting in anger because of disagreements. 
Healthy communication definitely does not 
involve screaming and yelling in 
disagreements, and it is for these reasons 
why many people tend to avoid talking about 
the taboo of politics. 


	 The only reason for politics to 
become a taboo is due to the fact that this 
discussion usually takes a turn into the 
wrong direction because of one point that 
should not have been said by someone. Our 
faults in discussing politics comes from how 
we approach the topic. Learning how to 

 Quick Facts About Nonprofits. (2013).16

 Trust in the Internet 2014 Survey. (2015, March 3).17
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appropriately discuss a touchy subject about 
politics to anyone is an important aspect that 
should be taught to a population like ours— 
one that is so invested in the outcomes of 
politics. 


	 According to The Washington Post, 
one of the major ways to effectively talk 
about your views in politics and controversial 
current events itself is to acknowledge and 
discuss the opinions you agree or disagree 
with if it comes up in your conversation.  If 18

you clearly state that you disagree with an 
opinion and that you are uncomfortable 
talking about it, you can avoid that specific 
topic in the conversation to avoid any 
misunderstandings or issues later in the 
conversation. Clearly stating what you want 
and do not want from this upcoming 
conversation makes for an easier and 
smoother one. 


	 Another huge tactic to have a healthy 
conversation about politics is take it as an 
opportunity to become more enlightened on 
the topic by learning other people’s points of 
view. It should be a goal to learn what 
thought processes different people use to 
get to the mindset they are at. As Harvard 
Business Review intelligently suggests, 
“Think, I’m going to come out of this 
dialogue with empathy for people, new 
ideas, or a new understanding of how other 
people think.”  To convince a person that 19

you are genuinely curious about different 
perspectives, be sure to be asking questions 
about what triggered their opinions to be 

what they are. It is essential to understand 
their opinions rather than to constantly use 
rebuttals. 


	 If people solely discussed politics to 
learn more about the issue itself, there would 
be less who felt the need to spread their 
opinions on the streets because they felt that 
they were not being heard effectively. 
Beginning to share your thoughts to those 
who are close to you is much more efficient 
than being destructive until you feel that you 
are finally being acknowledged. 


Potential Downside 

	 Sometimes, those you are having a 
conversation with may not understand how 
to have a healthy one about politics. Once 
you attempt to have a discussion about a 
touchy subject, it is on you and those you 
are conversing with to be respectful with 
each other. If the conversation accidentally 
takes one wrong step, you could 
unknowingly put your entire relationship at 
risk of being destroyed because of a small 
disagreement. For this reason, it is important 
to control your conversations before they get 
heated.


 Bump, Phillip. "A guide to talking politics with your family this Thanksgiving." Washington Post, 26 Nov. 2015. 18
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Approach 3: Changing Public  
Perception  

         Katie Leite and Ally Stone        
     

   

Can negative views towards protests 
be changed, and how? 

	 Traditionally, protests have had a 
negative connotation in the minds of the 
general public because of the angle from 
which they are presented by various media 
sources. However, protests themselves are 
meant to be a positive act of expressing 
oneself and enacting our Constitutional 
rights. Every once in awhile, a protest will 
turn violent after the acts of one agitator 
spread throughout the crowd and start a riot. 
When media presents violent acts such as 
these and labels them as protests, it causes 
people to lose touch with what protests are 
really all about, which is peaceful 
demonstration aimed at making a change. 
Therefore, it is important to find a way to 
promote the positives of protests and their 
generally peaceful acts so that people 
associate protests with affirmative, 
encouraging change rather than violent, 
negative actions. By capturing the highlights 
of protests, promoting consistency through 
media outlets and how they present these 
events, and working to change the general 
public’s view of protests, progress can be 
achieved towards meeting this goal. 


Capturing the Highlights of Protests 

	 After every major protest, there are 
dozens of articles written to recap the event 
and share its message and impact with the 
rest of the world. This may seem to be great 
promotion of the event, however, often times 
these articles end up capturing only the 
negative aspects of protests. They may 
include some positive aspects, but they will 
be sure to highlight any flaw of the event. 


	 For example, on January 24, 2017, 
the Washington Times posted an article 
about an anti-Trump protest that occurred 
directly after his inauguration . Although 20

they were, for the most part, expressing their 
thoughts of Trump peacefully, the media 
chose only to capture this destructive image. 
There is a fine line between a protest and a 
riot. According to Merriam-Webster, a protest 
is defined as “an act of objecting or a 
gesture of disapproval”  whereas a riot is 21

defined as “a public violent disorder; 
specifically: a tumultuous disturbance of the 
public peace.by three or more persons 
assembled together and acting with a 
common intent.”  It is very evident that 22

these two terms are completely different 
actions, despite the common misconception 
that they are the same. The anti-Trump rally 
that was mentioned above started as a 
protest, and soon became a riot, which was 
the only part of the event that the media 
chose to display. This is the major problem 


  Pena, Stephanie. "Protest Media Coverage and the False Narrative." Media Bias/Fact Checking. MBFC, 29 Jan. 20

2017. Web. 14 Feb. 2017.

  “Protest.” Merriam-Webster. Merriam-Webster, n.d. Web. 14 Feb. 2017.21

  “Riot.” Merriam-Webster. Merriam-Webster, n.d. Web. 14 Feb. 2017.
22
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with the media’s coverage of protests- 
although it is necessary that they display 
coverage of protests, they need to display 
the peaceful acts of the protests instead of 
the violent acts when protests turn into riots. 
Recently, many people have been 
showcasing protests on Twitter in order to 
share their message. This means of 
coverage has been very successful so far in 
capturing the true messages of protests and 
peacefully promoting change. Upon 
searching “#protest”, thousands of tweets 
appear instantly, all of which show only 
positive acts of expression. If the media 
starts to convey the positive aspects of 
protests such as Twitter has been, their true 
messages will shine and they will have much 
more power and influence in enacting the 
change that they desire. 
23

Potential Downside 

	 Although supportive media coverage 
must be shown, it is also important to 
capture the downfalls of any act of revolt. It 
would be equally unfair to the public if the 
media would only show the peaceful acts of 
rallies, because there is a lot of violence that 
occurs at such events. However, it is 

important to make the distinction between 
protests and riots when covering such 
violence.


Reducing Bias in the Media  

	 The right to gather and protest is 
something given to all Americans in our Bill 
of Rights, but this liberty certainly does not 
come without its limitations. These events 
are meant to be, by definition, peaceful, 
reverent, and benevolent. Many past 
American protests have consisted of nothing 
but citizens coming together, despite race, 
religion, or viewpoint, in order to support a 
common cause, and contain little to no 
violence. The first and most famous example 
of an American protest was the Boston Tea 
Party, in which displeased revolutionaries 
took matters into their own hands in order to 
bring about change. From women’s suffrage 
protests in the early 20th century, to Civil 
Rights protests in the 1960s, Americans 
have always demonstrated an incredible 
ability to unite as a single group. Yet, these 
non-violent protests rooted in goals of action 
and reform remain somewhat trivial in the 
minds of people when compared to those 
remembered by acts of violence and hatred. 
The Los Angeles Riots that occurred in 1992 
following the acquittal of four LAPD in the 
beating of Rodney King resulted in 53 
deaths, the injury of over 3,000 people, and 

 "News about #protest on Twitter." Twitter. Twitter, 04 Feb. 2017. Web. 14 Feb. 2017.
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a loss over $1 billion in city property.  When 24

riots such as this become the product of 
what was meant to be a simple protest, 
many media sources jump on the 
opportunity to report such “news-worthy” 
stories and, in turn, they become distorted 
and cause people to assume that similar 
events taking place have been formed on the 


same values. While modern day protests 
seek very similar goals as those seen in the 
past, their portrayal to the general public 
through media is often either discriminatory, 
narrow-minded, or negative. Changing the 
public’s opinion of protests and how they are 
associated with riots is a responsibility that 
would lie primarily within media and how 
different outlets cover these incidents. Media 
outlets are more prosperous when they 
present more controversial stories because 
they draw in more attention, so by presenting 
protests in a more violent light, they are able 
to gain more followers, but do nothing to 
change the way that the public is viewing 
protests. As long as the media controls the 
connection of the average American to 

current events, views will always be aimed 
towards more negative aspects of protests 
rather than what they are supposed to 
represent, which is affirmative, encouraging 
change. 


Potential Downside 

	 The problem with this solution is that 
it would be next to impossible to restrict the 
freedom of the press, which is what gives 
media the ability to present bias and 
sometimes completely false realities of what 
protests are all about. There is hardly 
anything that the government could do to 
enforce a less biased media without violating 
their First Amendment right. Also, while 
media doesn’t always do its part in being 
reliable, it is responsible for presenting an 
event in its entirety, which includes their 
benefits and fallbacks. This would make it 
difficult for a protest that becomes a riot to 
be covered because obviously at some 
point, the coverage would have to get messy 
in order for the story to be reliable. 


Changing the General Public’s View of 
Protests 

	 Although the media has a big 
influence on the public’s view of protests, the 
public also influences the media’s coverage 
of protests. Any event that the media 
chooses to cover is chosen mostly because 
these events are the ones that the audience 
wants to learn more about. The public, 
whether they realize it or not, are continually 

 Nati, Michelle. "10 Famous Riots That Changed History (riot, Revolt, Protest)." Oddee. N.p., 24 Aug. 2014. Web. 24
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twisting the media based on what their 
interests are. For example, there are many 
sources of media that are heavily biased 
towards one political party or another. These 
sites choose to display protests that are 
either positive towards their party or negative 
against the other party because these are 
the types of protests that their viewers want 
to see and read about. They focus on 
making their audience happy, and for this 
reason choose only to convey their 
audience’s message. However, this ends up 
skewing the actual message and purpose of 
many protests held. 


Potential Downside 

	 It is very difficult to change the 
public’s view on a topic without the help of 
the media to persuade them. There is 
constantly a viscous cycle of the media 
being influence by the public opinion, and 
vice versa, and there is no easy way to break 
this cycle. In the case of media sources that 
are biased towards political parties, this may 
be impossible to fix only because there will 
always be some sort of dividing factor 
between parties that causes them to present 
certain events in the ways that they see 
them. 
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