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Burn a flag, let’s see what happens

W

E HERE AT THE MARQUETTE
Messenger hate the United States of
America. We despise it. Everything about
this country: the president, the president-elect, our
morals and values, and anything else in between.
Did you believe us when we said this? Did you feel
anger when you read these published words? Or did
you accept what we wrote because it’s our right?
Although we don’t believe the words above, people who do are allowed to state their beliefs.
As long as what’s being said falls under your First
Amendment rights, the world of words is open to
everyone. You, the reader, can exercise this right.
We are now living in a time where the right to
express oneself is being jeopardized. President-elect
Donald Trump tweeted on Nov. 29 that burning the
American flag should have major consequences like
loss of citizenship or jail time. But in 1958, the Supreme Court prohibited the practice of stripping citizenship as punishment. And in both 1989 and 1990,
the Supreme Court ruled that desecration of the flag
was allowed under the First Amendment.
Our country is built on the foundation of free
speech and being able to express ideas that may be
uncomfortable, controversial or contentious. Our
president elect has repeatedly attacked the rights of

press to voice their views.
Part of any job as president is handling extreme
scrutiny under the eyes of the press in the United
States. In a tweet on Nov. 20, Trump scrutinized the
long time standing comedy show Saturday Night Live
(SNL). The episode mocked Trump’s presidential duties, and he retaliated by calling the show “one-sided”
and “biased.” On Oct. 16, Trump also accused SNL of
“rigging the election” and that it was time to “retire
the boring and unfunny show.”
How does it look if our own president-elect is unable to handle criticism from a comedy show that airs
once a week? Our presidents have forever accepted
our inalienable right to free speech and Trump should
be no different. If one show can’t project their opinions without criticism from the president-elect, how
can the rest of Americans do so?
At the Standing Rock Indian Reservation in North
and South Dakota, the rights to protest and speak
freely presented themselves every day at the construction of the Dakota Access Pipeline (DAPL). Due
to a reroute of DAPL, the pipeline would have gone
through sacred Native American burial grounds and
possibly contaminate the Missouri River, which is the
main source of water for the population. The grassroots movements starting in spring of 2016, known as

#noDAPL, brought in thousands of protesters from
around the country who stood near the construction
site and voiced their concerns.
On Dec. 4, the US Army Corps of Engineers
denied a permit for the construction of a key section
of the pipeline and announced that there would be an
investigation in possibly rerouting DAPL.
Right there in the Midwest, a group of people
exercising their First Amendment rights were heard
and granted a promising start to their solutions. Everyone standing in the frigid weather of South Dakota
chose to be there and practice their free speech. They
believed in something larger than them.
A year ago, students at the University of Missouri-Columbia protested the university’s handling of
issues such as race, workplace benefits and leadership. Their voices were heard. That was seen again
at the University of Texas-Austin in a protest against
guns on campus.
As students growing up in the United States, we
learned from a young age of the rights we possess.
Part of our job in having these rights is protecting
them. Whether or not you choose to use the rights
you have to uphold your morals and values, millions
of others in America deserve to practice their rights
too. So, let’s protect the First Amendment.
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