
"schools that dictate behavior destroy 
the opportunity for students to think 
critically, act responsibly, and react sen 
sitively Schools that stringently control 
freedom of speech, therefore, not only 
destroy present human rights, but also 
threaten the existence and the proper 
use of those rights in the future " 19 She 
joins many other educators, parents, stu 
dents, and legislators in believing that 
efforts to restore First Amendment 
rights to high school students are con 
sistent with the Constitutional protec 
tion against the suppression of ideas.

"The public school conveys to our 
young the information and tools re 
quired not merely to survive in, but to 
contribute to, civilized society It also 
inculcates in tomorrow's leaders the 
fundamental values necessary to the 
maintenance of a democratic political 
system."20 In other words, a major 
purpose of American education is to 
help students become socially respon 
sible adults. Only a free student press 
can make a significant contribution to 
this noble goal D
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Response to Robert Shoop:
But School Newspapers Are

Part of the Curriculum
Why should student journalists possess a broader 

scope of rights than their adult counterparts?

"O Ison, I have to admit that 
this is a pretty good piece 
of reporting." Perry White, 

editor-in-chief of the Daily Planet, laid 
the sheaf of papers on his desk, clasping 
his hands behind his head. Jimmy Ol- 
son, cub reporter, sat nervously in front 
of White's great desk.

"I don't know where the idea came 
from," White continued, "but a piece 
about the troubled children of unwed 
professional women, especially with 
the human interest angle of contrast 
ing interviews with the mothers and 
children, is appealing. There are pos 
sibilities here for a series of articles "

Jimmy Olson relaxed a little Maybe 
he had finally hit on something his 
boss liked. His satisfaction, however, 
was short-lived

"But—Great Caesar's ghost, Olson!" 
shouted the editor, punctuating his 
remark by slapping his desk "Did you 
have to include the publisher's daugh-
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ter? And Lois Lane?"
"But, Chief, I disguised their identi 

ties," Jimmy Olson feebly offered.
"Olson, you idiot! Anyone who 

knows either of them will recognize 
them immediately," said White. "Lois 
Lane will want your head, you know, 
and I've got a good mind to let her 
have it."

Olson hung his head. 
Of course," continued White re 

signedly, as a journalist you have a 
constitutional right to a free press, so 
we'll have to go ahead and print it. I 
don't like it, but we'll do it ..." 

* * *
An unlikely scenario? Perhaps, but it 

does illustrate something usually left 
unmentioned by those who champion 
a free student press. That is, the pro 
fessional journalists, whose rights are

The best resolution 
may well lie in 
journalism sponsors' 
working closely with 
principals to 
channel student 
efforts into 
constructive articles 
and editorials.

often brandished about like an impen 
etrable shield, are constrained not 
only by copyright and libel laws, but 
also by the whims and judgments of 
desk editors, editors-in-chief, publish 
ers, and, occasionally, advertisers.

Freedom of the press may indeed 
mean the freedom to criticize and op 
pose, as Robert Shoop suggests, but 
how often does Tom Brokaw criticize 
on the air the divisional heads and pro 
gramming decisions at NBC? Those who 
would argue that student journalists 
should be responsible only to their ad 
visors are, in effect, providing their 
adults-in-training with a broader spec 
trum of rights than their real-life coun 
terparts enjoy.

In addition, while journalism stu 
dents may well be bright, conscien 
tious, and honorable, as Shoop sug 
gests, we should not forget that they 
are not yet adults That they do enjoy a 
limited scope of rights is illustrated 
well by the fact that most high school 
students are not yet old enough to 
vote. In fact, we should not lose track 
of the fact that while most journalism 
students are juniors and seniors, espe 
cially in the larger schools, nearly two- 
thirds of the high schools across the 
country are small- or medium-sized 
schools, which may well have 14-year- 
old freshmen working along side their 
18-year-old colleagues.

As I read the Haze/wood decision, the 
Court likens the role of the principal to 
that of an editor-in-chief. That is a role, 
given the responsibilities imposed by 
the courts and communities on princi 
pals, with which I am comfortable.

As a building administrator for 11 
years, I make no apologies for my 
concerns about "running a smooth 
ship." The effective schools research 
emphasizes the need for a safe and 
orderly environment. Even without 
the research, however, the expecta 
tions of the superintendents, board 
members, parents, and patrons are 
more concerned with the orderly 
management of their schools than 
with issues such as student free press 
concerns. While this view may seem 
repressive to some, without first estab 
lishing a degree of order in a school, 
the principal will seldom be given the 
time or support to implement pro 
grams of his or her own

What Do You Think?
We welcome your comments on 

articles in Educational Leadership. 
Please send letters to: Executive Ed 
itor, ASCD, 1250 N. Pitt St., Alexan 
dria, VA 22314-1403. Letters selected 
for publication may be edited for 
brevity and clarity.

For those who wish to legislate stu 
dent free press rights, I would ask that 
they consider whether there is any 
reason to expect that attempts to leg 
islate encouragement "to explore a 
variety of subjects and develop their 
powers of creative expression" will be 
any more successful than attempts to 
legislate morality? There is reason, I 
submit, to expect exactly the opposite 
effect. Because they are part of the 
curriculum and not an open forum, 
loss of editorial control may lead 
boards and principals to eliminate or 
curtail school newspapers and plays, 
thus offering students fewer opportu 
nities to express themselves.

The best resolution for everyone 
concerned may well lie in journalism 
sponsors' working closely with princi 
pals to channel student efforts into 
constructive articles and editorials. For 
those who wish only to criticize or for 
topics inappropriate for school news 
papers, there remains that bastion of 
free expression open to all citizens, 
the Letters to the Editor columns in 
local newspapers, if their editors will 
print them.

School newspapers will, under the 
guidelines established by Haze/wood, 
remain part of the curriculum, and, 
while there should be no reason to 
expect them to become house propa 
ganda organs, neither should there be 
any reason for them to become open 
forums for students to criticize other 
students, faculty, or programs.D
J. Michael Aytes i.s Assistant Superinten 
dent, Unified School District No. 333, Board 
of Education, 217 W 7th, Concordia, KS 
66901 He was formerly Principal of Concor 
dia High School in Concordia, Kansas
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