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A country without the First Amendment would be strict
and different than the one we are living in now. All around
the United States, adults and teenagers “tweet,” “snap”
and post statuses about their opinions present speeches in
public and even protest against something they do not think is
necessary or wrong for the community. People such as
journalists are able to let their voices out to improve or give idea
to their community. The First Amendment has protected the
media and allowed us to express ourselves without being persecuted.
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The Right to Speak
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The First Amendment is the foundation of the United States
Constitution; it ensures the people of the U.S. their natural rights.
However, some of these freedoms have their limits, such as the freedom of speech and the freedom of press. The extent of these limits has
been questioned multiple times. One of these limits is slander. In addition, the recent Charlie Hebdo shooting may have brought up more limits.
According to Troy Media , “ Outraged Westerners see this kind of censorship as a gross violation of established ‘rights’ because, in the liberal West,
freedom of speech is prized, often guaranteed in the national constitution.”
Unfortunately, the First Amendment cannot be exercised in a way where it
will offend another’s beliefs and start a hate crime. Publishing or speaking out against others is one of the wrongs when using the freedoms due to the damages that can be caused by them.
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On Jan. 7, two members of al-Qaeda assaulted the satirical weekly
magazine Charlie Hebdo in Paris. They killed 12 and injured 11 others. Since then, large rallies have been held in Paris, and France has
received support from other parts of the world as well. According to Mashable, the French government is helping by donating
roughly $1.2 million to help keep Charlie Hebdo afloat in the crisis.
82 countries have given their condolences to the families of the victims, or
condemnation to the actions of the shooters. According to Deutsche Welle,
Germany’s international broadcaster, 18,000 gathered in front of the
French embassy in Berlin. 20,000 in Brussels, mourners in Madrid, Montreal and Canada, demonstrations all over the world are being held in solidarity.
The shooters, brothers Saïd and Chérif Kouachi, have since been killed
by police and Charlie Hebdo is recovering with some assistance. In addition, Google has come to support them. According to The Guardian,
Google earmarks €250,000 to support the company in the aftermath
of the shooting, which is worth $290,220. The victims and survivors of
the shooting are receiving support from many people around the world.
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From natural disaster sites to areas torn apart by political conflict, journalists undertake journeys both literal and
metaphorical to display to the public aspects of life that would
otherwise remain unseen. A journalist’s role is to speak out about
issues that impact individuals, including matters that may be difficult to discuss candidly, such as sex, religion and race, to name a
few. Reporting a story involves interviewing key figures, maintaining
balance and costantly verifying facts, all while following a deadline.
However, above all else, a journalist must maintain integrity and honesty as key components to an article. A news story is meant to shed insight
on facts and public opinion, not express the writer’s own views; an opinions
piece must be fair, rather than created solely to shock or offend readers. The
crucial essence of any published work is that it must have a purpose, whether
it is to inform, entertain, spark thought or all of the above. While a journalist
cannot necessarily avoid touchy subjects, they must approach the idea with sensitivity. The right to freedom of speech and press does not automatically grant
anyone permission to violate basic ethical standards of journalism and unnecessarily offend people. A journalist must always critically examine whether their message
should be expressed despite the possibility of angering the audience: that is, does a
deeper purpose beyond eliciting a strong reaction and promoting sensationalism exist?

