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Abstract:

Democracy Now! is an independently syndicated hour long daily audio and video

program that is broadcast on 1179 radio, television, and internet stations 

throughout the world, as well as being freely available on their website under a 

Creative-Commons License. They are a global news organization based in New York 

City, with the stated goal of providing “rarely heard” perspectives in their 

coverage. Democracy Now! was one of the early independent news organizations to 

provide continuous coverage of the Occupy Wall Street protest in New York's 

Zuccotti park. Their early coverage of the movement is relevant to the extent that 

it helps to obviate the demographics of the OWS movement as well as highlight the 

potential for a “radically-democratic agonistic pluralism,” as conceptualized by 

Ernesto Laclau and Chantal Mouffe.

Through the dual frames of discourse and intersectionality theories, this 

qualitiative study examines the coverage of Occupy Wall Street by Democracy Now!, 

in an attempt to understand the interplay of the movement's demographic 

heterogeneity and the manner in which its public antagonism is characterized by 

this independent media outlet. The sociopolitical and historical context provided 

by Democracy Now! is used to understand where the outlet exists with in the media 

as well as if this coverage can be part of “radical democratic possibilities.”
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Movements are social organisms, living phenomena that breathe in and 
adapt to their environments, not objects frozen into their categories 
while taxonomists poke and prod them. They come, go, mutate, expand, 
contract, rest, split, stagnate, ally, cast off outworn tissue, decay, 
regenerate, go round in circles, are always accused of being co-opted and
selling out, and are often declared dead. (Gitlin 2012: 204)

Introduction:

2011 and 2012 were eventful and tumultuous years for global democracy. Since 

the Tunisian revolution, numerous grassroots social and political movements have 

been active around the globe. While these movements often target specific national 

and regional concerns, many of them are in response to common grievances and share 

numerous tactical approaches. The “Occupy” movements that have taken place in 

myriad cities worldwide are one example of loosely-affiliated direct-democracy 

movements, which have employed various direct-action tactics to highlight income-

inequality and lack of political representation among a broad spectrum of 

socioeconomic demographics. While the specific issues highlighted by various 

localizations of the movement vary somewhat, there are many commonalities between 

groups. Media coverage has been diverse and often inconsistent; in attempting to 

understand some of the core grievances raised by the “Occupy” movement as a whole, 

it is useful to scrutinize this media coverage through the dual lenses of 

intersectionality and discourse theories.

Authors such as Carne Ross (2012) and Democracy Now!'s Amy Goodman (2012) 

have provided broad overview for “Occupy” and similar movements, yet investigations

into these phenomena remain largely underdeveloped. This is changing, however, as 

an increased academic and sociological interest in “Occupy” and other recent global

social movements, such as “the Arab Spring,” has created a resurgence in relevant 

publications, such as Todd Gitlin's Occupy Nation (2012). The purpose of this 

research is to examine the mediated representation of Occupy Wall Street (OWS), by 

Democracy Now! (DN!), in an attempt to develop an understanding of the movement and

its characteristic discourses. To do so, I will use the multifaceted lenses of 

discourse theory as applied to critical media politics as well as an 

intercategorical approach to intersectionality theory as characterized by Leslie 
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McCall (2005).

Intersectionality theory is well-suited to addressing a movement that 

champions itself as representative of “the 99%.” The implied heterogeneity of such 

a large demographic in major metropolitan areas, particularly in New York City, is 

well-suited to a theoretical approach that emphasizes the interplay between 

potentially overlapping social categories, including race, gender, sexuality, and 

class, among others. The dialectically constitutive and constituted nature 

(Jørgensen and Phillips 2002: 61-62) of discourse as a crucial element of the post-

Marxist approach of discourse theory is also appropriate here, as the “Occupy" 

movement exemplifies the weakness of rigid ontological separation of 

“meaning/signification and action” (Dahlberg and Phelan 2011: 4). In the minds of 

many participants, the discourses of the “Occupy” movement are the movement itself;

the movement is the “conversation” (discourse) (Germano 2011). By combining an 

intersectional approach with discourse theory to analyze specific media coverage of

the movement, I aim to problematize this recent mass phenomenon and its developing 

legacy.

Research Questions:

1. Does Democracy Now!'s coverage of Occupy Wall Street explicitly address 

issues relating to intersectionality and hierarchies of power and domination 

both within the movement as well as in a larger social context?

2. How is Occupy Wall Street (OWS) and its early discursive political agonism 

characterized by the online video coverage of Democracy Now! in New York City

during the first month of the protest encampment?

3. To what extent does this media coverage demonstrate the antagonism of the OWS

in New York City as a (counter)hegemonic project? 

Background:

On July 13 2011, Canadian anti-consumerist magazine Adbusters posted on its 

blog calling for an occupation of Wall Street:

#OCCUPYWALLSTREET / Are you ready for a Tahrir moment” / On Sept 17, 
flood into lower Manhattan, set up tents, kitchens, peaceful barricades 
and occupy Wall Street. (Adbusters 2011)
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On September 17, hundreds of protestors took up the call to protest and came with 

equipment and plans to camp out nearby (Pepitone 2011). Contrary to a common myth, 

however, Adbusters was not single-handedly and spontaneously responsible for the 

beginning of what would prove to be an ongoing global campaign. Rather, activists 

from both New York City and around the world, including Egypt, Spain, Greece and 

Japan had been meeting in New York in advance of the protests, with the goal of 

figuring out how to address some of our significant global problems (Kroll 2011). 

They had discussed strategies and tactics, and with the aid of some of the Spanish 

members of their small group, decided to bring the concept of the “General 

Assembly,” or GA, from the “15-M” movement in Spain (Ibid.), where since May 15, 

2011, numerous “indignados,” or outraged citizens, had been protesting throughout 

Spain citing issues of welfare cuts, lack of political representation, and high 

unemployment (Beas 2011). The General Assembly (GA) is “...a horizontal, 

autonomous, leaderless, modified-consensus-based system...” (Schneider 2011a), and 

would prove to be the main decision making process in “Occupy” encampments around 

the world (Schneider 2011b). This group of New York activists would also become 

known loosely as the New York General Assembly  and were instrumental in bringing 

the GA concept to the larger forum of the Occupy Wall Street protests (Schneider 

2011a, Kroll 2011). When Adbusters posted the call for protest on their blog 

(Adbusters 2011), this loose knit group of individuals discussed and decided to try

and mobilize people in the community for a protest on that date; these organizers 

were some of the first to become Occupy Wall Street, and were the seeds of the 

greater movement known loosely as “The Occupy Movement,” or simply “Occupy.”

With their humanistic focus, Democracy Now! appears immediately sympathetic 

to social and political causes and solutions that are typically championed by those

on the left of the political spectrum. While there may be an overlap between the 

perceived bias of DN!'s coverage and classical leftist politics, does this imply an

inherent, preconceived bias on the part of the program's journalists, or is their 

analysis a product of the facts that they uncover in the course of their 

investigation of a story? As correlation is not equivalent to causation, I would 

contend that a survey of their material, points more towards a compassionate 

understanding of the human condition, rather than a crusade to promote a particular

ideological agenda.
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As a New York based news program, which covers issues of global and 

geopolitical interest, throughout their reporting, DN! seeks interviews and comment

from those who feel unjustly treated, and are often ignored or avoided by more 

powerful groups. For example, in their coverage of the various “Occupy” encampments

around the country, Democracy Now! interviewed numberous protestors and community 

members, yet also sought comment from powerful individuals and organizations. While

protesters were often more than willing to talk to the press, the police were often

terse, and in some cases even directly targeted journalists (Stearns 2012). 

Furthermore, with the claims of police overreach, and allegations of brutality, in 

many cases, evidence seems to validate critical coverage of the police response to 

the movement (Friedersdorf 2012, Devereaux 2012). It is not immediately obvious, 

however, what the enduring legacy of the movement will be in the collective public 

memory, as support has oscillated among various establishment actors, with 

mainstream press coverage ranging from critical of police action to considering the

protestors to be a nuisance (Gitlin 2012, Mak 2011, Huffington Post 2011b, Tantaros

2011, Bingham 2011).

Theoretical Frame:

As it is unfeasible to research the entire "Occupy" movement, as well as its 

diverse representations across our vast global public media sphere, I have chosen 

to focus on the online video coverage by Democracy Now! of the early genesis of the

"Occupy" movement in New York. My goal is to examine the way in which different 

overlapping social categories have contributed to the perceived systemic and 

systematic inequalities and lack of representation that are at the center of the 

struggles addressed by the "Occupy" movement in the United States, with a critical 

examination of how this is addressed in DN!'s coverage. During the preparation for 

this research, I have had to come to terms with the fact that many media outlets 

provide, at best, severely incomplete coverage, and oftentimes ignore the important

and actualized concepts central to the movement. I have therefore chosen Democracy

Now! because I believe that they are emblematic of a type of journalism that seeks 

to understand democratic initiatives with a heavy focus on primary sources, as well

as the fact that they have a high degree of organizational and editorial 
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independence. Democracy Now! is funded by donations from listeners and viewers as 

well as grants from foundations; they do not accept any governmental money, 

advertisements or corporate sponsorship explicitly to maintain their independence 

(Democracy Now! 2013a). Democracy Now! is an independently syndicated hour long 

daily audio and video program that is broadcast on 1179 radio, television, and 

internet stations throughout the world, as well as being freely available on their 

website under a Creative-Commons License (Ibid.).

Democracy Now! seeks out the voices of people who are directly affected by, 

or active in, the story that they are reporting (Democracy Now! 2013a, Democracy 

Now! 2013b, Ratner 2005) as well as soliciting opinion and analysis from “experts” 

related to the issue at hand. Perhaps because Democracy Now!, as an organization, 

is situated somewhere outside of the mainstream media, establishment experts often 

refuse to appear on the show, although this is becoming an increasingly 

unsustainable tactic. Democracy Now! continues to break important stories, 

including its coverage of the Egyptian Revolution, by correspondent Sharif Abdel 

Kouddous, and events associated to the Edward Snowden National Security Agency 

(NSA) disclosures, and as a result is becoming a more high-profile organization. 

The main host of the show, journalist Amy Goodman, has been the recipient of 

numerous awards, and the program itself recently won the Izzy Award recognizing 

independent media for the coverage of the Egyptian Revolution by correspondent 

Sharif Abdel Kouddous and the 2012 Gandhi Peace Award for its ongoing coverage 

promoting peace (Democracy Now! 2013b).

In choosing the material, I wish to pay particular attention to video 

segments that emphasize dialectics rather than merely fetishizing spectacular 

imagery. I want to critically focus on whether or not, in the process of their 

analysis, the journalists and editors of the piece superimpose familiar discursive 

constructions or narratives onto the material, in an attempt to provide the viewer 

with an element of familiarity. The objective here is to see if Democracy Now! 

merely rearticulates the neoliberal and/ or neoconservative assumptions of the 

current media hegemony, or if it has any potential to provide “a more participatory

media democracy that would challenge mainstream journalistic field norms (such as 

the ongoing identification with the principles of journalistic objectivity and 

neutrality)” (Phelan 2011: 144). In this, case I am referring to both the espoused 
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norms of professional journalism, but also the generally accepted practices of 

established media outlets, such as a heavy reliance on official sources, as well as

editorial discretion in matters of national security and issues of public unrest.

This is not to advocate an agenda of an unqualified rejection of professional

norms, but rather to examine some of the assumptions regarding whether or not it is

possible or even desirable to remain objective when covering issues which have 

substantial real implications for the operationalization of democracy around the 

world. Additionally, I wish to examine Phelan's observation that “political field 

agents who want to talk about substantive policies are structurally obliged  as –

are a wide range of social actors  to comply with often trivializing media –

scripts” (2011: 137). This is apparent in much mainstream coverage of the movement,

i.e. assertions that the protesters lacked a clear set of demands (McVeigh 2011a, 

Hoffman 2011, Reed 2011) as well as claims by politicians and pundits that 

protestors were just unemployed and unmotivated riffraff looking for government 

handouts (Gitlin 2012: 97, Mak 2011, Huffington Post 2011b, Tantaros 2011, Bingham 

2011).

To address some of the issues created by an overlap of categories of social 

identity shared by the participants of OWS, I will use intersectionality theory as 

informed by Leslie McCall and Jennifer Nash, among others. Intersectionality theory

is a comprehensive approach to the challenges posed by our diverse, modern society.

Rather than privileging one social category over another, intersectionality theory 

seeks to make sense of social hierarchies and uncover embedded dynamics of 

oppression and inequality by examining the interrelationships between class, 

ethnicity, gender, and sexual orientation (Nash 2008, McCall 2005, Hancock 2011: 

70, Taylor et al., eds. 2011). When used as an analytical perspective in media 

studies, intersectionality theory facilitates a critical deconstruction of 

different identities and value systems, as well as their resulting assumptions and 

biases (Hancock 2011, Taylor et al., eds. 2011). Due to the multifaceted nature of 

this approach, intersectionality theory is better suited than some other paradigms 

at helping to interrogate power dynamics and the often pervasive nature of 

systematic inequality and similar practices of “othering” (McCall 2005: 1778-1779, 

1785-1791).

McCall gives a good overview  to the three main methodological approaches 
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used in intersectionality theory to make sense of the inherent complexity of human 

social interaction (2005: 1772-1774). The first of these is anticategorical 

complexity, which eschews the use of categories as simplistic and reductionist 

(Ibid.: 1773). The second is called intracategorical complexity which deals with 

demographics of people who are not able to fit neatly into more traditional social 

categories, or may simultaneously exist in several (Ibid.: 1774). The third 

methodology is intercategorical complexity. McCall describes this as her research 

approach and states that it “...requires that scholars provisionally adopt existing

analytical categories to document relationships of inequality among social groups 

and changing configurations of inequality along multiple and conflicting 

dimensions” (Ibid.: 1773). This is the approach that I will use because it 

encourages deconstruction not by a blatant dismissal of the use of categories, as 

in anticategorical complexity, but rather fosters an awareness of the implications 

of our human need to find patterns as a way of organizing information.

According to Jennifer Nash, “The main work that this approach performs is to 

expose the relationships between inequality and the categories themselves, and to 

use categories strategically in the service of displaying the linkages between 

categories and inequality” (2008: 6). This is particularly relevant to the material

objectives of this study, as one of the fundamental aspects of any social movement 

is choosing whether or not to identify with different socioeconomic categories, as 

well as if these categories are part of identity creation or intrinsic to “..axial 

principles of social inequality and difference making...” (Shields et al. 2011: 

394). In the case of “Occupy,” this has been one of the more contentious discourses

in various media representations of the movement, especially as the demographics of

participants differ substantially depending on the geographical location of the 

protest (Johnson and Lopez 2011).

One significant threat to established systems of power and domination is the 

unity of the oppressed and/or underrepresented. This is why those with a vested 

interest in maintaining the status quo employ tactics to fragment and separate. The

concept of dividing and conquering is one of the many ways that politicians and 

other individuals who seek to maintain coercive power and/ or status, manipulate 

people who have a shared interest in holding accountable those with such power or 

status. In this way, people who may share a similar financial burden or social 
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class, may be portrayed by powerful stakeholders, as having disparate or 

conflicting interests, even if those interests can be addressed cooperatively and 

for mutual benefit. The media often reinforces this fragmenting narrative either 

intentionally or by simply by echoing the sentiment of those in power through the 

use of jargon and politicized terminology. This is extremely evident in the case of

the “Occupy” movement both in the United States and abroad. Many journalists 

employed establishment rhetoric when they repeated the assertion that the 

protesters had not made any concrete demands (Buckley and Moynihan 2011, Harrison 

and Nichols 2012), or echoed derisive commentary about the protesters being “dirty 

hippies” (Stafford 2011, Gelzinis 2011, Gitlin 2012: 97). Intersectionality theory 

provides a theoretical framework for understanding the ways that different 

demographics are constructed and overlap.

The “Occupy” movement, which began with “Occupy Wall Street,” was designed to

be more inclusive than the establishment it is a response to. One of the more 

immediate threatening and significant aspects of the OWS was its initial direct and

vocal challenge to notions of social class and demographically divisive politics, 

specifically with its slogan of “We are the ninety-nine percent.” This brand of 

“class warfare” as the establishment reactively labeled it (Kain 2011), needs to be

met with particular voracity by establishment agents, as having the large majority 

of citizens working to destabilize the sedimented power of a very select few 

presents a credible risk to hegemony (Levison 2011) or at least pressures this 

discourse towards a “contingent hegemonic rearticulation” (Laclau and Mouffe 2001: 

xii). Additionally, in part because of the complex stratification of American 

society, there are numerous other demographic factors that have contributed to the 

asymmetrical nature of actionable political capital among citizens and residents, 

as well as certain universal assumptions regarding the ability of the less 

fortunate to affect change. While many of these categories, such as gender, 

ethnicity, and sexual orientation, are arguably socially constructed, they are also

explicitly reinforced by legal and bureaucratic codification of concepts such as 

immigration and marriage statuses. The distinction between the de facto and de 

jure, however, is not ontologically absolute. In problematizing the fluid nature of

the palimpsest that is social categorization, a “...rejection of the 

thought/reality dichotomy must go together with a rethinking and interpenetration 
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of the categories which have until now been considered exclusive of one or the 

other” (Laclau and Mouffe 2001: 110). It is important to note how the notions of 

“intercategorical complexity” are relevant to the conception of these socially 

constructed, yet politically encumbered categories (Monro and Richardson 2011: 

114); any individual may identify in a way that may or may not be consistent with 

the manner that others would label the individual in each of these categories, 

which will shape the experience of that individual in society at large.

In considering “Occupy” as an antagonistic, didactically heterogenic 

movement, it is useful to define the concept of the political in the manner 

formulated by Chang and Glynos as “the contestability of existing power relations” 

(2011: 117). They further elaborate the political as being comprised of two facets:

moment and dimension. In their parlance, the political moment refers to the point 

in time where there is a realization that “the social order is a product of 

context-dependent and tension-ridden hegemonic struggles that are not subject to an

underlying law...” (Ibid.). Their concept of dimension is “the idea of publicly 

contesting a norm in the name of an idea...[which] enables and facilitates a 

process of mobilization in which an existing regime can maintain the visibility of 

contingency and thus keep alive the political moment” (Ibid.). Here we can regard 

the “Occupy” movement as a political dimension that has its roots in the continuing

global economic crisis as well as a growing disillusionment with the pervasive 

levels of socioeconomic inequality in the United States and around the world 

(Fontevecchia 2011, Rushing 2011, BBC 2012). At a further level of abstraction, we 

can characterize the political moment that the “Occupy” movement keeps alive as the

inclination to view modern western democracies, especially the United States, as 

not representative enough, which, in this case, has resulted in widespread 

affective as well as material disenfranchisement, potentially creating an 

opportunity for radical democracy (Chang and Glynos 2011: 122, Mouffe 1993, 2000).

Furthermore, while "Occupy" may be regarded as a political dimension, 

internally, at least, it behaves as the beginnings of a radically democratic 

possibility. “One radical approach would emphasize the need for the construction of

an antagonistic discursive frontier articulated in firm opposition to sedimented 

norms” (Phelan 2011: 143). As "Occupy" is definitively and publicly antagonistic, 

it is also reliant on discursive practices that transgress certain assumptions of 
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democratic practice in the United States, namely that in the various "Occupy" 

incarnations, decisions are made internally through a General Assembly, with a 

focus on consensus and direct-democracy, rather than on representation. Yet due to 

the heterogenic nature of "Occupy," it is relevant to point out that the discourses

that are prevalent within the movement are not always characterized by unqualified 

unity among participants.

This represents both internally (within the broad movement called “Occupy”) 

and externally (within the context of society-at-large) what Chantal Mouffe refers 

to as “agonistic pluralism,” whereby democracy is necessarily enhanced through a 

process of antagonism and struggle towards the continuing rearticulation of shared 

values and mutual cooperation, while simultaneously allowing for significant 

differences in individual philosophies (1993, 2000). Even internally, the various 

“Occupy” encampments use the term “consensus” for their decision-making framework, 

they arrive at binding decisions not through the machinations of an elected 

representative body, but rather through a mutually accepted directly-democratic 

structure which allows for conflict in ideology while attempting to ameliorate 

conflict over the process itself.

Phelan continues with another powerful observation; symbolic violence is 

compelling to the extent that it obviates repression, which would otherwise remain 

obfuscated by cultural and political sedimentation (2011: 137.). This is a concept,

which is widely acknowledged by diverse social movements, especially those with an 

overall focus on nonviolence within their ranks. Consider the famous example of the

Civil Rights Movement in United States, and the resulting shifts in public opinion 

that can at least partially be attributed to the brutal imagery of police violence 

against peaceful demonstrators. In addition to being a moral conviction, it is 

often a strategic choice to be nonviolent, insofar as it helps clearly delineate 

the aggressors from the aggrieved (Gitlin 2012: 164-188). Symbolic violence can 

also be harnessed to propagandize, as it has been used on both sides of the 

conflicts of “The Arab Spring” to direct support to protestors or establishment 

actors, and even more recently in the case of the Syrian Civil War to garner 

support for Western interventionism in response to allegations of the use of 

chemical weapons by the Syrian government troops of Bashar al Assad (Bloomberg 

2013, The Economist 2013).
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Avoiding crippling cynicism, there is a baseline democratic assumption that 

the news media exists, at its most fundamental level, to educate and inform the 

populous about the world around them without being beholden to the interests of a 

powerful elite (Herman and Chomsky 2002 [1988]). It is possible then, that not 

every issue has merely two opposing sides of equal importance and social or 

political validity. At times it may be necessary to consider that one (or several) 

opinions have a greater material and affective validity than others. The focus of 

this research is to see how Democracy Now! frames and simultaneously contributes to

the discourse(s) made public by the "Occupy" movement, specifically in its coverage

of Occupy Wall Street in New York City.

Democracy Now!, as a media outlet and news organization, may be what Chris 

Atton refers to as “alternative media” (2002), yet while Democracy Now! certainly 

characterizes themselves as “independent” media (Democracy Now! 2013a), the use of 

the “alternative” label can be misleading. Although DN! certainly provides a 

platform for the opinions of those who often lack recognition in more mainstream 

outlets, the frustrations of the protestors are echoed globally (Adam 2011), and 

the protestors themselves claim to be members of the  ninety-nine percent (Groves 

2011, Stelter 2011), and in this way give the impression of being representatives 

for a much larger sample of society than are physically present at the encampment 

and its various demonstrations. If alternative media are to be defined as being 

“...oppositional in intent, having social change at their heart” (Atton 2002: 19), 

then Democracy Now!, may fit within this framework. However, if alternative media 

are defined by the proposals of the UK Royal Commission on the Press in 1977, as 

focusing on the minority opinion and diverging from hegemonic beliefs (Ibid.: 12), 

then this label is contraindicated, in this case, by the explicit claims of the 

"Occupy" Movement to represent the frustrations of a majority of people.

Additionally, the coverage of social movements by Democracy Now!, while 

grounded in a social an political analysis, is similar to the way that more 

mainstream outlets have treated such reporting in the past. Consider for example 

the treatment of The Pentagon Papers by the New York Times in 1971 after their leak

by Daniel Ellsberg (Frankel 1996). While the manner that this was handled by the 

times was criticized by establishment actors, notably Secretary of State Henry 

Kissinger, the decision by the New York Times to publish these documents classified
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as “Top Secret,” helped to galvanize public support for ending America's War in 

Vietnam, as well as provided information that was clearly in the public interest 

and evidence of government overreach and wrongdoing (Ibid.). 

Methods and Materials:

Regarding the video source material from Democracy Now!, I will utilize 

discourse theory as initially conceptualized by Ernesto Laclau and Chantal Mouffe 

in Hegemony and Socialist Strategy (2001 [1985]) and as further developed by 

Jørgensen and Phillips (2002) and Dahlberg and Phelan's edited volume: Discourse 

Theory and Critical Media Politics (2011). Although Laclau and Mouffe have a 

tendency to focus on the abstract, these theoretical concepts can be applied in the

empirical analyses of discourses  (Jørgensen and Phillips 2002: 49-50). In this 

case specifically, I intend to apply these theoretical frames to an analysis of 

Democracy Now!'s Early online video coverage of the “Occupy” movement in New York, 

known as “Occupy Wall Street.”

The insights provided by the overlapping categories in the intersectional 

framework are compatible with discourse theory's attempts to conceptualize 

discourse as a meta-process for identity creation and meaning making. While there 

is of course a risk of a tendency towards overreliance on what could be considered 

individualistic traits, indeed one of the potential caveats of post-structuralism, 

I hope to avoid that in my approach and analyses. Researching any demographically 

heterogenic movement provides specific methodological challenges (Doetsch-Kidder 

2012), and a comprehensive understanding of the relationship between "Occupy" and 

the complex media system it inhabits is beyond the scope of this project. However, 

with this research, I aim to problematize some of the media coverage of the 

(counter)hegemonic discourses surrounding the existence of the "Occupy" movement in

the United States as well as its relationship to diverse and overlapping 

socioeconomic demographics who seek to have a louder voice within the movement and 

in society.

To operationalize the analysis of this material, I will use the visual 

semiotics of Roland Barthes as described by Theo van Leeuwen (2001: 92-118) in an 

attempt to reconcile the visuals of source material within the context of its 

journalistic presentation. The focus on this type of analysis, according to van 
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Leeuwen is on “two fundamental questions: the question of representation...and the 

question of the 'hidden meanings' of images...” (Ibid.: 92). This can be simplified

as the didactic and latent meanings ascribed to visual imagery, or as Barthes and 

by extension van Leeuwen refer to them, as the denotation and connotation of images

(Ibid.). These two levels of meaning help to problematize the question of if there 

is a “correct” interpretation of a given visual sample. “Consequently, the content 

of the visual image is rarely shaped only by the constructive influences of 

recorders and subjects, a fact reflected in the frequent discovery of previously 

unseen phenomena, and relationships in the process of visual analysis” (Collier 

2001: 35). The Barthian concept of denotation assumes a certain cultural or social 

familiarity with the “visual syntax” of the imagery in question, but Barthes 

considers this at its most basic level “...a matter of almost anthropological 

knowledge. This message corresponds, as it were, to the letter of the image, and we

can all agree to call it the literal message, as opposed to the symbolic message” 

(Barthes cited in van Leeuwen 2001: 94). Here, we must consider the denotative 

signifiers, or symbols that we see, as well as what they denotatively signify, or 

what we interpret (Ibid.: 99). Barthes also describes the connotators as the 

integration of the different denotative signifiers (Ibid.: 98). What we read as 

their connotation will provide an enhanced, more contextually aware, picture of our

interpretative understanding of the imagery at hand, whereas our reading of any 

given denotative signifier may be more granular or even myopic, if removed from the

broader syntactical context of the integrated observational whole.

In the case of "Occupy"  or by extension, any large public protest movement–

 we are all familiar with the binary imagery of protesters clashing with security–

and law enforcement, and therefore recognize, at least denotatively, what is 

occurring, even if we are not immediately aware of the surrounding sociopolitical 

implications of, or reasons for, a particular material confrontation. This, 

however, is not meant to characterize the denotative meaning as monolithic; rather 

it is to say that at a basic level people within a certain sphere of mutual 

understanding will largely recognize a certain fundamental denotation in the 

presented imagery, and their level of shared experience implies a level of 

familiarity with the visual syntax used (Barthes cited in Van Leeuwen 2001: 94.). 

It is logical that media often depend to some degree on this assumption, which is 
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why coverage of events with similar denotative visual syntax may often, by 

extension, dangerously attempt to ascribe similar connotative meaning to the 

imagery whether explicitly or by an implied association, as has been exemplified by

coverage of the “Arab Spring,” which fails to explicate a more nuanced 

understanding of the particularities of the issues raised by the populaces of each 

individual country lumped under that common heading.

This brings us to the second element of Barthes's model: the concept of 

connotation “...the layer of the broader concepts, ideas and values which the 

represented people, places and things 'stand for', 'are signs of'” (Van Leeuwen 

2001: 96). This level of meaning is latent, as it is based on a more subtle and 

refined understanding of events that precedes or may follow the imagery in 

question, and is the ideological and perhaps ideologically motivated level of 

interpretation. It is also the one this research is most concerned with when 

attempting to understand the way in which the media coverage of “Occupy” 

characterizes its antagonistic relationship to hegemonic social and political 

discourses. Barthes considers both poses and objects to be especially relevant in 

considering the connotative meaning of imagery (Ibid.: 97). Objects can be both 

denotative and connotative signifiers, for example, The White House and the US 

Capitol both denote core government institutions, yet they may also connote the 

(bi)partisan nature of American Presidential and Congressional politics.

Different elements of framing will contribute to the connotatively 

interpreted meaning of any given imagery. Poses often may signal affect, in the way

that body language does in a personal conversation, but also in regards to the more

general atmosphere of the imagery being presented and/ or interpreted (Ibid.). In 

the case of journalistic material, the positioning of the reporter and camera can 

be instrumental in creating the experience of immersion or separation between the 

audience and the source material. Additionally, factors such as camera movement, 

while possibly and unintentional a product of the story's environment, may also 

contribute to the connotative interpretation of a given event. As is the case in 

Hollywood action movies, a shaky handheld camera will give a feeling of immersion 

that differs substantially from a the situational overview provided by a long 

tracking shot on a tripod.

The content of each of the eleven videos in this sample was measured against 
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ten criteria. These criteria were chosen based on the key concepts of the research 

questions, as well as their relevance to the thematic imagery endemic to a large, 

public, protest movement. Each video was scoured for content that could fit into 

each of the criteria, either mentioned in the audio component of the video sample, 

or present in the visual imagery itself. The criteria are: sociopolitical 

inequality, social identity, protestor demands, alternative solutions (proposed and

in practice, both within the movement and in the broader context of society), 

police overzealousness, police restraint, protestor violence/ unrest, protestor 

restraint, arrests, and media and public reaction.

Selection of Material:

Democracy Now! has a strong presence on the Internet, focusing mostly on its 

daily news hour “The War and Peace Report,” broadcast every weekday at 08:00 

Eastern Time, although it often has special live coverage for significant events, 

both domestic and international. For the purposes of this research, I have selected

my source video material from the topic page on its website entitled “Occupy Wall 

Street,” which serves as an archive of specific coverage of the movement since its 

inception, with the latest video being dated April fourteenth, 2013. In total, the 

topic page has over 150 videos, but the sample used in this study contains most of 

the videos of the initial month of OWS, focusing on the coverage of the movement on

site, and avoiding examples that only contain studio guests and no reporting from 

the field.

From this starting point, I must reduce the total number of videos to a 

workable sample. My particular emphasis is on videos that portray the "Occupy" 

movement in New York City, where Wall Street is located and the first protest was 

held. To further narrow the scope of my research material, I have chosen videos 

that pertain the the initial establishment of the movement in this city, before the

forceful eviction of the physical encampment, by riot police in November of 2011. 

The videos in the sample are all from the first month of the Occupy Wall Street 

encampment, in Zuccotti Park/ Liberty Plaza, and are a cross-section of a time 

period where the movement was shaping its discourses, as the public and journalists

were simultaneously trying to understand its goals and structure. New York remains 

crucial to the momentum and influence of the movement as a whole, as was 
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demonstrated with the mutation of OWS into “Occupy Sandy,” in response to the 

massive storm of the same name.  OWS and affiliated initiatives in New York 

continue to be demographically significant to the social and political discourses 

highlighted by “Occupy” and its scions.

The source material for this study is a sample of eleven videos from the 

topic page on the Democracy Now! website. The length of videos in the selection 

range from about five minutes to slightly more than twenty minutes. ten of the 

videos are pulled from the daily news show “The War and Peace Report,” with their 

length being a function of how much of the show was focused on the Occupy Wall 

Street protests. The remaining video is a web-exclusive interview with Cornel West,

Ph. D., professor of African-American Studies at Princeton University, where he 

outlines the challenges and successes of the movement to Amy Goodman, and then 

speaks to the General Assembly of the Occupy Wall Street encampment in Zuccotti 

Park/ Liberty Plaza. 

Results and Analysis:

Sample Order

The sample used in this research is the eleven (11) following videos from 

Democracy Now!'s archive. All videos originally aired between Monday, September 19,

2011, and Friday, October 14, 2011. With the exception of the video from September 

29, 2011, which prominently features Professor Cornel West, all videos are excerpts

of the daily “War and Peace Report,” Democracy Now!'s flagship news hour, which 

airs Monday to Friday at 08:00 Eastern Time. The videos are referred to, in the 

text, by the number assigned to them in the following list. They are ordered 

chronologically.

1. "Occupy Wall Street": Thousands March in NYC Financial District, Set Up 

Protest Encampment 2011.9.19

2. Occupy Wall Street Protest Enters Second Week; 80 Arrested at Peaceful March 

2011.9.26

3. Cornel West on Occupy Wall Street: It's the Makings of a U.S. Autumn 

Responding to the Arab Spring 2011.9.29
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4. Inside Occupy Wall Street: A Tour of Activist Encampment at the Heart of 

Growing Protest 2011.9.30

5. 700 Arrested on Brooklyn Bridge as Occupy Wall Street Enters Third Week, 

Protests Grows Nationwide 2011.10.3

6. As Unions, Students Join Occupy Wall Street, Are We Witnessing Growth of a 

New Movement? 2011.10.5

7. Occupy Wall Street March Gets Massive Turnout, 28 Arrested in Police 

Crackdown 2011.10.6

8. "We Have Come Together": Inspired by Occupy Wall Street, Unions Join 

Activists for Historic March 2011.10.6

9. Occupy Wall Street Emerges as "First Populist Movement" on the Left Since the

1930s 2011.10.10

10. Occupy Wall Street Organizer: Protest Expands Despite Police Effort to 

"Silence" Demonstrators 2011.10.11

11. NYC Withdraws Cleaning Evacuation Order in Face of Defiant Occupy Wall 

Street Protesters 2011.10.14

Sample Criteria:

sociopolitical inequality: explicit mentions of the income-gap and 

other questions of economically tangible 

influence/representation

social identity: references to gender, race, class, sexual-

orientation, (dis)ability, age, and the 

intersections thereof

protestor demands: mentions of specific protestor demands or 

the lack thereof

alternative solutions: mentions of or a focus on protestor and 

community actions that are designed to 

directly address specific problems and 

challenges

police overzealousness: coverage that characterizes the police 

response as excessive or overzealous
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police restraint: coverage that characterizes the police 

response as appropriate or reserved

protestor violence/unrest: coverage that characterizes the police 

response as excessive or overzealous

protestor restraint: coverage that characterizes the protestor 

response as appropriate or reserved

arrests: coverage of arrests of people involved in 

the protests, regardless of whether they are

characterized as justified or not

media and public reaction: coverage of non-participant reactions of community

members, policymakers, and other media 

organizations, both sympathetic and critical

Democracy Now!'s reporting of Occupy Wall Street is chiefly concerned with 

the underlying causes of affective material disenfranchisement that has led to the 

a feeling among many working people that the federal government has failed to 

regulate adequately financial markets and provide them an acceptable standard of 

living. DN!'s coverage also looks at community initiatives that seek to rectify 

some of the perceived problems and excesses of the power elite. The sample videos, 

while containing much imagery of protestor and police clashes, are dialogue and 

analysis heavy and tend to emphasize positive responses to perceived inequality 

especially in regards to issues of income disparity.

In the process of sifting through the video coverage of the movement by 

Democracy Now!, I have looked for patterns in their use of imagery. For instance, 

are there archetypes of protester, police officer, politician, etcetera, or 

alternatively are these human subjects treated with nuance and deference? What kind

of representations of race, class, gender, and the intersections of these, compose 

the narrative that we see on screen? In their search for newsworthy material, in 

what ways does this media organization treat their subjects? The construction of 

the audio-visual narrative, which comprises the totality of a broadcast, often 

consists of background imagery of the events being discussed with a voiceover that 

may or may not be synced to the video at any given moment. This is an important 
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consideration in the way in which discourse is constructed, both in the sense of 

the events subject to analysis and the analysis itself, as well as the way in which

different layers of meaning are conferred to and interpreted by the viewing 

audience.

In the case of Democracy Now!, which frequently features live coverage, they 

also heavily rely on prerecorded, both recent and archival, footage, which is 

juxtaposed with live analysis of, and interviews relating to, the events in 

question. This is because of their broadcast schedule: eight AM Eastern Time, which

they only occasionally deviate from, adding live coverage of particular scheduled 

events, such as international meetings and upper-echelon political events. 

Democracy Now!'s correspondents file reports from the field, which follow a more 

traditional format, where a presenter or correspondent is often speaking to the 

camera with events unfolding in his or her immediate background. Additionally, 

their journalists are often conducting on the spot interviews with members of the 

community/ event, regardless of the time of day. These interviews are often cut in 

such a way that the journalist is not in the film at all, and his or her questions 

are only evident from the responses of the individual being interviewed. However, 

in spontaneous or tense situations, this editing is forgone, perhaps for 

expedience, but also often providing context when it seems difficult to get a long 

answer from individuals participating in ongoing events. In the specific case of 

"Occupy,” this means that Democracy Now! journalists are often only on film while 

friction is happening between demonstrators and police, whereas in moments of 

relative calm it seems that protestors are given more of a chance to speak their 

minds as the journalists fade out of the frame or are missing entirely.

Discursive Agonism:

The Canadian magazine Adbusters is partially credited with the launch of the 

Occupy Wall Street movement, specifically for calling for a protest on Saturday, 

September seventeenth, 2011 (Elliott 2011, Flemming 2011). Democracy Now! Released 

its first video coverage of the protests the following Monday, September 

nineteenth. After this initial coverage, they followed the story continuously, and 

it quickly became one of the stories, which they devoted substantial time to on the

daily episodes of “The War and Peace Report.” 
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Democracy Now!'s War and Peace Report provides our audience with access 
to people and perspectives rarely heard in the U.S. corporate-sponsored 
media, including independent and international journalists, ordinary 
people from around the world who are directly affected by U.S. foreign 
policy, grassroots leaders and peace activists, artists, academics and 
independent analysts. (Democracy Now! 2013a)

As their stated mandate is providing “rarely heard” perspectives, much of their 

coverage explicitly addresses issues of sociopolitical inequality, social identity,

and alternative solutions to the myriad global challenges we face. In addition to 

this, Democracy Now! is based in New York City, so it is physically convenient for 

it's journalists to visit the Occupy Wall Street encampment at Zuccotti Park/ 

Liberty Plaza, and bear witness to the actions of police and protestors alike. 

Finally, as an organization, Democracy Now! is often openly critical of coverage by

other, larger media organizations, especially in instances where such organizations

seem to be sourcing their news from the media as opposed to seeking interviews with

specific individuals and affected groups.

Discursive agonism or agonistic pluralism is the concept that Laclau and 

Mouffe first explored in Hegemony and Socialist Strategy (2001 [1985]). The central

idea of this concept is that power relations are axiomatic in the process of 

identity creation, and hegemony is the “point of convergence...between objectivity 

and power” (Mouffe 2000: 99). The relationship between protestors and establishment

actors such as the NYPD is publicly antagonistic and also what Mouffe would refer 

to as constitutive (2000, 1993). In the context of OWS, the relationship between 

these two opposing factions is one of the factors that potentially creates space 

for radical democracy to occur. “Radical Democracy” here, is the concept of 

expanding “liberty” and “equality” into increasing areas of society to give voice 

to those who lack political capital through a process of “hegemonic articulation” 

(Phelan and Dahlberg 2011: 30). Retrospectively, the current developing legacy of 

the “Occupy” movement seems to be the its reframing of the way that Americans 

conceptualize and discuss the issues of class and other elements of social identity

as being a constitutive reason for various levels of sociopolitical inequality. 

This represents a shift in the way class is conceptualized in the United States in 

regards to people's potential ability to earn within specific income demographics, 

as well as their ability to have certain opportunities for social mobility.
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Of the videos in the sample, all of them mention sociopolitical inequality, 

both explicitly as one of the prevailing causes of the movement itself, as well as 

providing a broader context for the rising income gap within the United States and 

around the world. The social identity of protestors and affected groups is also a 

prevalent topic throughout the various narratives and discussions. This social 

identity is often rooted in the class-based nature of the aforementioned income 

gap, and further contextualized through discussions about “fringe benefits” such as

access to employer-subsidized health insurance especially in regards to “The 

Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act,” (often referred to as “Obamacare” in 

the mainstream media and by Obama's political opponents). Additionally, all of the 

videos in the sample provide footage of the occupation itself, generally grounded 

with images of Zuccotti Park/ Liberty Plaza. There is also extensive coverage of 

the various associated marches, including the march on the Brooklyn Bridge on 

October First, 2011, which culminated with the arrests of over 700 protestors 

(Baker et al. 2011).

In discussing protestor demands within their coverage, Democracy Now!, in 

many of the samples, addresses the criticism echoed by mainstream media that the 

lack of protestor demands is potentially problematic for the movement. Nathan 

Schneider, an independent reporter and activist gives his initial impression of the

protest as follows:

The demands [of the protesters] have not been articulated in any concrete
way. They’re carrying signs saying 'Wall Street is our street,' 'Hungry, 
eat a banker,' 'Smash capitalism.' It’s a broad range of demands and 
slogans. But the general idea is that they’re fed up with what Wall 
Street has represented in this country, and they want a change. (video 1)

The denotative imagery of the initial video coverage centers around a typical 

nonviolent street protest; people are marching in a large group chanting different 

slogans and carrying signs, as they make their way from a meeting point to a 

symbolic target of their grievances, in this case Wall Street, in Manhattan, New 

York. As Occupy Wall Street becomes further entrenched in Zuccotti Park/ Liberty 

Plaza, the protestors and police clash with increasing fervor. The number of 

arrests by the NYPD is reflected even in the titles of three of videos in the 

sample: “Occupy Wall Street Protest Enters Second Week; 80 Arrested at Peaceful 

March ” (video 2), “700 Arrested on Brooklyn Bridge as Occupy Wall Street Enters 
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Third Week, Protests Grows Nationwide” (video 5), “Occupy Wall Street March Gets 

Massive Turnout, 28 Arrested in Police Crackdown ” (video 7).

The language used in the titles of these videos is certainly asymmetrical. 

Even as the protestors are characterized as “peaceful,” and part of a “growing,” or

“massive” protest, police are described as “cracking-down.” This is also reflected 

in the coverage in each of these videos, as police are shown “kettling” protestors 

on the Brooklyn Bridge, a process whereby the NYPD uses orange construction netting

to coral protesters facilitating group arrests and preventing escape. Goodman 

reported that some protestors had claimed that the police led them on the bridge 

before arresting them en masse: “can you talk about this issue of people who 

came... feeling like the police were ushering them onto the bridge, not knowing 

they were in violation of some order” (video 5). The struggle between activists and

the police is what helps to define the movement, in terms of its ability to provoke

a greater conversation. Without the heavy police response, it is unlikely that the 

protestors would get as much media coverage, and by extension, public support. The 

visibility of the Occupy Wall Street, and the “Occupy” movement as a whole is 

increased precisely because of the establishment response. This is what Mouffe 

refers to as “hegemony;” where power and social objectivity meet (Mouffe 2000, 

1993). Analytical context, such as this, in combination with the visual imagery of 

protestors being physically encircled and then pushed together by police, provides 

viewers of DN! with the impression that the police are the aggressors in this 

circumstance. Although it is likely that the NYPD would make a countervailing claim

regarding protestor behavior, the footage within the various Democracy Now! samples

seems to support protestor version of events.

This kind of conflict between protestor and police helps to define the 

protestors, as well as to reveal the oppression they seek to expose. By 

understanding that “...every identity is relational and that the condition of 

existence of every identity is the affirmation of a difference...; it is possible 

to understand how antagonisms arise” (Mouffe 1993: 2). The constitutive nature of 

antagonism is what helps to define the policies and politics of one group in 

comparison to another, a fact well understood by media organizations, in general, 

and, in the case of Democracy Now!, a defining element of their mission to give a 

voice to the underrepresented. While the concrete and often stark example of what 
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could be characterized as the imagery of physical repression, certainly goes a long

way toward achieving this goal, there are also more subtle forms of antagonistic 

discourse present in their reportage. Consider, for example, the way in which 

questions of the organizational structure of Occupy Wall Street are dealt with. 

Much broadcast time is dedicated to explicating the conceptual framework of the 

General Assembly, or GA, the only official decision-making body for the encampment 

at Zuccotti Park/ Liberty Plaza. Four of the eleven videos explicitly mention the 

General Assembly concept, and at least two of the remaining videos prominently 

feature the GA in footage, such as when Professor Cornel West addresses the General

Assembly in video number three.

The concept of the General Assembly is a direct response to a feeling that 

representative democratic decision-making  the backbone of the American political–

system  is either ineffective and ineffectual or fails to take into account the –

needs of the minority. The relative prevalence of this alternative mode of 

decision-making as embodied by the GA, in the footage, creates a space for a meta-

discourse that calls into question the effectiveness of one of the pillars of 

American Democracy. This is something that is unlikely to occur without an 

antagonism such as providing an alternative mode of decision-making. Whether the 

modified-consensus system embodied by the GA is well-suited to a particular forum, 

it is an example of the necessity of “agonistic pluralism,” that Mouffe (1993) puts

forth as a requirement for the evolution of democratic practice.

Systemic inequality and a question of demands:

It appears that there is neither a main organization backing this protest, 

nor a single issue (such as the right for women to vote, or the insistence on 

public racial desegregation, or the withdrawal of troops from a foreign nation) 

that is the focus of Occupy Wall Street. While it may be tempting to reduce the 

goal of the movement to comprehensive reform of the American financial system as 

personified by Wall Street, this does not account for the more militant and radical

proponents of OWS, and it disregards the numerous other desires of various 

contributing demographics. Additionally, the tactic of physical occupation of 

public space, which is allegorical to a mass sit-in, is the hallmark of the 

movement and is unique in its scope and application. Instead of an explicit list of
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demands, what we encounter is a sort of milieu of disaffection and dissatisfaction,

and this loose-knit group has decided to target Wall Street, the epicenter of 

global finance, as the syndicate and locale responsible for their various problems.

It is here that we encounter the novelty of this movement within the 

potential assumptions of the program's audience, which would be reiterated by 

numerous mainstream media outlets throughout 2011 and 2012: namely that the Occupy 

Wall Street movement is hard to categorize and dissect, because of the scope of its

complaints as well as their frequently disparate nature. Democracy Now! approaches 

this challenge similarly to the way they reported on “Arab Spring,” a term which is

highly problematic because of the specific and localized demands and goals of the 

protesters in various Middle-Eastern countries. By talking to people involved 

directly, Democracy Now! has largely avoided the problem of citing themselves, or 

relying almost exclusively on secondary and establishment sources for their 

coverage of an amorphous social movement. Their main challenge is to parse what was

going on in a way that can be presented in an hour long video digest to their 

viewers, both around the country and around the world, one aspect of which is to 

provide context for those unfamiliar with a particular development, perhaps because

of a geographical or cultural detachment from a given story.

The range of the messages carried by the protestors represents a departure 

from recent historical discourse, specifically regarding the framing of 

socioeconomic inequality as a class issue, and even going as far as to question the

economic system of capitalism that has been increasingly unregulated in the United 

States since the Reagan Era of the 1980s. A biting critique of theses issues is 

provided by Professor Gerardo Renique from the City University of New York (CUNY) 

who has recently returned from a visit to Spain. He conceptualizes the protest as a

discursive response to the current state of the western-driven global economy:

What we're going through, I think, is the consolidation of a particular 
economic model that it's grounded in financial  in the financial sector,–
in a sort of casino capitalism. And I don't see in the near future, you 
know, an economic structure that is going to be creating enough jobs, you
know, to absorb the number of young people that comes out of high 
schools, you know, universities. So it's a  well, I think one of the –
questions that this type of demonstration raises is the fact that we need
to start thinking, you know, of a new alternative, you know, to want to 
come out of the crisis, and I would say an alternative model of 
civilization. (video 4)
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Renique is not alone in his observations regarding the perceived unsustainability 

of the current economic model; this is one of the fundamental grievances that OWS 

seeks to address, and as a movement, is a response to. There is not, however, a 

consensus amongst protest participants regarding whether or not capitalism in all 

its forms is intrinsically flawed, or if the main problem is just a lack of 

effective regulation at the current historical moment. DN! addresses the multitude 

of convergent and divergent protestor grievances through its variety of interview 

subjects.

Videos number six and seven are heavily focused on the support of union and 

student groups, and contain interviews, and footage, both at street-level, and in 

the studio, with Union Leaders. Chris Shelton of the Communication Workers Union is

seen speaking before a march of OWS allied with these key groups: “Every one [sic] 

of us is here because of corporate greed...Well we are the 99 percent, and it's 

time that the one percent make the sacrifices that they have been telling us we 

have to make” (video 8). George Gresham of the 1199, United Healthcare Workers 

East, is also at the same rally, and raises the issue of the recent bank bailouts, 

calling instead for bailouts that provide jobs, healthcare, and education, as well 

as a desire for future generations to have enough autonomy to avoid becoming part 

of a servile underclass to the superrich.

While one of the key elements of the OWS movement is an acknowledgement of 

class-based socioeconomic identity, certain high-profile Republican politicians and

pundits quoted by Democracy Now!, in their coverage, have made incongruous 

statements alleging “class warfare” on the part of the establishment, especially 

the Obama Administration. For example, speaking with Chris Wallace of Fox, 

Representative Paul Ryan (R, Wisconsin), Chairman of the House Budget Committee and

future Republican Vice Presidential nominee said: “Class warfare, Chris, may make 

for really good politics, but it makes for rotten economics.” This was in reference

to legislation proposed by the Obama Whitehouse entitled The Buffett Rule: A Basic

Principle of Tax Fairness, which would require individuals making more than one 

million dollars a year to pay a minimum federal income tax rate of thirty percent 

(The National Economic Council 2012). In response to this, David Graeber, Professor

at Goldsmiths College, London, retorted: “Well, generally speaking, when you hear a

Republican talking about 'class warfare,' you know they're waging it” (video 1). 
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This exchange highlights the antagonistic nature of Democracy Now!, where as an 

organization, they avoid shying away from contentious debate, even on issues as 

removed from mainstream discourse as “class warfare.” Contrapuntally, this direct 

criticism of Ryan, by Graeber, could also be characterized as a biased ad hominem 

on the part of Democracy Now!, as at least connotatively, it presupposes an 

identification with what could be described as a liberal agenda on the part of the 

organization. Upon closer examination of the relevant imagery, however, it appears 

that Democracy Now! is sincere in their attempt to provide multiple sides to the 

issues, as their sample of effected people extends beyond the author and professor 

Graeber to include other members of the community, such as seventy-two year old 

Mary Ellen Marino, who's children are unable to afford their housing contracts, and

comedian Rosanne Barr, who's also claims “These are the people that decimated our 

economy; they're on Wall Street” (video 1).

While the signs carried by the protestors are diverse and often sarcastic in 

their message, carrying messages from “Wall Street is our street,” to “Hungry, Eat 

a banker!” the rising tide of support from organized labor and community groups 

suggest that a general dissatisfaction with the status quo is shared by all 

participants who make up the core of OWS as well as those lending their support to 

the protestors. This diversity of opinion is very apparent throughout the eleven 

videos used in this sample, as those interviewed include young members of the 

precariat, as well as established members of higher education and organized labor, 

such as Jackie DiSalvo of The Professional Staff Congress (union for City 

University of New York employees) (video 4). DiSalvo is quoted discussing the 

recent Transit Workers Union endorsement of Occupy Wall Street:

I have to say that this [Occupy Wall Street] is a working-class group, by
and large. They’re described as middle class in the bourgeois press, but 
a lot of these young people are unemployed, underemployed, underpaid, 
working a couple of part-time jobs, so they identify very easily with the
labor movement. Many of them wish they had a union.

In the context of statements, such as this, the prevalent discursive approach, at 

least within the movement, is one of democratic participation, and collective self-

representation, and this is reinforced through Democracy Now!'s coverage, as such 

statements are accompanied by imagery of marching OWS protesters as well as the 

more uniformed presence of the unions endorsing them.
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Physical Antagonism:

Of the eleven video segments analyzed, nine of them are concerned with police

overzealousness, either through explicitly mentioning it in interviews and 

analysis, or through imagery of police and protestor clashes associated with the 

broadcast. While in many cases, the reportage documents images of physical police 

brutality in the form of beatings and pepper spray, three of the segments refer to 

preemptive police actions, such as the closing down of Wall Street itself, or the 

conspicuous inaccessibility of Chase Bank's Manhattan Plaza. This led to the 

initial OWS organizers' decision to occupy Zuccotti Park, and occurred  immediately

after an historic donation by JP Morgan Chase of 4.6 million the the New York City 

Police Foundation, the largest private donation in its history (video 5). This is 

addressed explicitly by Marina Sitrin, and attorney with the Occupy Wall Street 

Legal Working group:

...when the Occupy Wall Street began, it was not, at first, going to 
occupy the Liberty Plaza, it was actually Chase Plaza. And preemptively, 
the police closed off that plaza. Even though it was publicly announced, 
and it was supposed to have public access, they closed it off to 
protesters. So that's a potential lawsuit there already. This is 
unprecedented. And this relationship, though, I think, is a political 
question of how clear it is, the relationship of the banks to [the NYPD] 
(video 5)

The interview between Sitrin and Goodman, is echoed by the other two women being 

interviewed in the same panel, OWS organizer and independent journalist Marissa 

Holmes, and British independent journalist and author Laurie Penny. The broad 

consensus among those present is that the police, especially in cases of civil 

unrest, seem to approach their mandate to protect the citizenry as well as public 

and private property asymmetrically, with more priority given to those with 

financial power and political influence. Images substantiating this view are 

present throughout the various sample videos, as the police are shown blocking off 

numerous points of public egress with steel barricades and large contingent of 

officers.

This imagery of the New York Police Department (NYPD), standing together in 

groups and behind barricades, waiting for the potential escalations that often 

happen among crowds who feel disenfranchised and upset, is familiar. We immediately
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perceive these uniformed individuals as distinct from the throng of citizens (Van 

Leeuwen 2001: 94) and most of us would know that they were representatives of 

authority, specifically the NYPD. Upon cursory examination, the protest could be an

antiwar, anti(alter)-globalization, or civil-rights protest, nothing unfamiliar to 

an average American who has seen the television news at any point in his or her 

lifetime. This provides the target audience with the level of syntactical 

familiarity necessary for Barthes's assertion about dennotative visual meaning (van

Leeuwen 2001: 94-96).

However, when the imagery is viewed in the context of the journalistic 

analyses provided by both host Amy Goodman, and the people who are speaking on the 

video footage and over the phone, a more complex picture begins to emerge, one that

challenges certain assumptions regarding the dynamics of binary public protest. The

symbolism contained within both the visual elements and the journalistic treatment 

of them become more relevant here, as an understanding of social and cultural 

history will provide the backdrop for a common cursory interpretation of the 

imagery at hand. Interpreting the connotation of the sequential images that we are 

presented with is necessarily motivated by ideological and historical understanding

of mass movements in the United States and globally, even if the "Occupy" movement 

would like to see itself as a temporally unique phenomenon (Gitlin 2012: 233), 

while acknowledging its relationship to, and inspiration from, other mass 

movements.

A connotative analysis of the coverage of Professor Cornel West's address to 

the General Assembly of OWS on September twenty-ninth 2011, is useful in analyzing 

the greater discourses brought to the forefront by OWS. In the segment, he is first

interviewed by Goodman where he discusses the impossibility of translating the 

issue of Wall Street greed and its impact into minimum demands, suggesting instead 

that the importance of the movement is “...about raising political conciousness so 

it spills over all parts of the country...because in the end we're really talking 

about what Martin King would call a revolution: a transfer of power from oligarchs 

to everyday people of all colors” (video 3). It is important to note that this 

quote expresses a sentiment that is not addressed in much of the establishment 

media; the perceived lack of demands had not usually been framed as one of Occupy 

Wall Street's potential strengths by more mainstream sources. While he is not 
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specifically calling for insurrection, the subtext of this quote is a pretty direct

afront to the status quo.

By encouraging those in Zuccotti Park to think of themselves as carrying 

forward the unfinished work of the Civil Rights Movement, West is providing a 

context for what has been criticized by opponents as an inchoate demonstration. 

West then speaks directly to the protesters, using the “human mic,” a technique 

utilized by the OWS protesters to amplify the voice of a speaker, as they were 

banned from using any source of powered amplification by the NYPD, as the 

protestors lacked the required permits (Kim 2011). In his speech, West makes 

specific references to the spread of Occupy Wall Street to other cities across the 

country, naming Atlanta, Georgia, the birth place of Martin Luther King, Jr., as 

well as invoking the late Civil Rights' leader's name. West then reiterates the 

necessity of a power transfer from

...the oligarchs to ordinary citizens, beginning with the poor children 
of all colors and the orphans and the widows and the elderly and the 
working folk, that we connect the prison-industrial complex with the 
military-industrial complex, with the Wall Street-oligarchy complex and 
the corporate media multiplex (video 3).

This quote is especially relevant as it directly addresses issues of 

intersectionality within the movement, in addition to explicating some of the 

systemically powerful institutions which are crucial to the broader discourse and 

social critique that certain elements of OWS would like to explore. As both the 

prison system and the military have a disproportionate effect on poor people and 

especially people of color,  it is important to mention this in the context of the 

current institutional power hegemony.

West also draws parallels between Occupy Wall Street and the numerous 

concurrent protest movements in the Greater Middle East, stating that OWS is the 

“...U.S. fall responding to the Arab Spring” (video 3). The framing of Occupy Wall 

Street within a broader sociological and geopolitical context, is important to 

Democracy Now!'s coverage, as it creates space for a sympathetic response on the 

part of the viewers, as many American politicians had openly, if belatedly, 

expressed their support for the revolutions in Tunisia and Egypt (Amanpour et al. 

2011, Branigin 2011). Secretary of State, Hillary Clinton, ardently employed 

establishment rhetoric claiming that the protestors nonviolent actions in these 



Thesis JMK Masters in Media and Communications - VT2013 Schirmer 33

countries would be protected under a “real democracy” (Baldour 2011), and urged 

against internet censorship (BBC 2011). While the police response characterized 

throughout the eleven videos, in this sample, may tell a different story, Mayor 

Michael Bloomberg made the same parallel, although from a less-positive 

perspective: “You have a lot of kids graduating college, can't find jobs. That's 

what happened in Cairo. That's what happened in Madrid. You don't want those kinds 

of riots here” (video 1). 

Video two opens with update from Goodman, discussing the arrests of eighty 

protesters the Saturday prior, mentioning what was perceived as protestors to be 

overly aggressive actions by police as well as the fact that protesters had 

publicly expressed a desire to have a dialog with the New York Police Commissioner,

Ray Kelly. This initially is set against the studio backdrop, but quickly 

transitions to imagery of the protests, including those depicting physical clashes 

between police officers and protestors, which are heavily laden with “object signs”

(Van Leeuwen 2001: 95), such as picket signs, police uniforms, and other symbols of

protest and order. Then the film transitions to independent correspondent Nathan 

Schneider at the site of the "Occupy" encampment describing to members of DN! the 

events on Saturday, including a description of police busing away those they 

arrested and an estimation that the number of arrestees was about 100 people, an 

objectively large number for an instance of constitutionally-protected speech in 

the United States.

Videos four, five, and eleven all make specific mention of what would become 

a famous incident, where an NYPD officer pepper-sprayed several “kettled” (or 

netted and functionally trapped) female protestors on the sidewalk, in what was 

alleged to be an excessive use of force (Wells 2011, McVeigh 2011b). The NYPD 

employee responsible for the pepper-spraying, Officer Anthony Bologna, had 

previously been the target of allegations of civil rights violations in 2004 

(Huffington Post 2011a), and 2008 (McVeigh 2011b). Two of these samples contain 

brief interviews with one of the women who was sprayed by the officer; in both 

cases she states that it will take a lot more to scare her from continuing to 

protest, as well as that the incident has strengthened her resolve (video 4). The 

incident was recorded on video from multiple angles, and went viral shortly after 

its occurrence (Daily Mail 2011). During the Democracy Now! broadcast, the video is
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played in the background. It is possible to here the women screaming as they get 

faces full of pepper-spray at close range, and their body language does not appear 

particularly threatening before, during or after the incident, as they are 

surrounded by NYPD Officers on all sides, and encircled by an orange net on the 

sidewalk. While most people are probably not enthusiastic about seeing several 

screaming young women getting chemicals sprayed in their faces at close range, the 

way that the footage is embedded in the broadcast certainly capitalizes on the 

disturbing nature of the imagery, and comes across as a harsh indictment of the 

NYPD. Many of the other videos also include interviews with protestors claiming 

police abuse; one young woman describes being arrested and held in the back of a 

police van for sixteen hours, with a man who had an acute laceration on his head, 

while the police denied his and other arrestees pleas for water. Here, we encounter

familiar discursive constructs of reactive police violence with OWS protestors 

representing the oppressed in this case.

Much of the footage from videos two, five, seven, and ten, are heavily 

focused on protestor claims of police violence. They contain both closeup shots 

depicting specific incidents referenced by those interviewed, as well as more 

distant ones, showing imagery of the protests in general and of the police display 

of force. At first, it may appear that DN!, is trying to construct a narrative 

through selective reporting of the events. However, the followup interviews are set

in Zuccotti Park, in what appears to be a relatively serene, if crowded ,occupation

of public space, with little evidence of clashes between police and protestors, 

despite a strong police presence. It is notable that the Democracy Now! 

Correspondents are not seen on camera at all, rather the footage is cut in such a 

way that all we see is what appears to be answers to interview questions, although 

those being interviewed are apparently given open-ended questions, as they 

describe, often in great detail, the events of which they have been a part.

Intersections of social identity:

Democracy now often implicitly addresses the demographic heterogeneity of its

topics, which is evident through the various people that they seek out both in 
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interviews and on the street. In the case, of Occupy Wall Street, the samples used 

in this research demonstrate the broad range of socioeconomic, cultural, and 

ethnically divergent groups affected by the global economic crisis. Questions of 

social identity, in this case a reference to class, race, gender, sexual 

orientation, (dis)ability, age, and the intersections thereof, are acknowledged 

both denotatively as well as connotatively in the footage used in DN!'s reporting. 

Professor Cornel West addresses the General Assembly of Occupy Wall Street stating:

“I am so blessed to be here. You got me spiritually breakdancing on the 
way here, because when you bring folk together of all colors and all 
cultures and all genders and all sexual orientations, the elites will 
tremble in their boots. Yeah! ” (video 3)

He, as an African-American, scholar, and activist, has a nuanced understanding of 

the challenges facing all Americans in the 99 percent; the challenges facing people

of color are also particular to the American experience. Widespread poverty and 

unemployment, coupled with the enduring legacy of the history of slavery in the 

United States has created a particularly harsh environment for those who face 

multiple layers of oppression at the hands of the white establishment.

These concerns are echoed by Kai Wright of colorlines.org when he discusses 

the difficulties of those facing foreclosure on their homes as a result of the 

“housing bubble,” which was one of the major factors in the 2008 economic collapse.

In his indictment of Occupy Wall Street, Wright states:

The crisis we're in and the giant wealth gap we're looking at didn't just
occur. It was the result of very specific decisions by key players in the
financial industry and their cohorts in both Washington and in state 
government to prey upon working people, and, not for nothing, 
specifically working communities of color. (video 6)

He further elaborates by saying that “race-blind politics create race-blind 

solutions” and that for the “Occupy” movement to be successful, it must work to put

those most affected by failed socioeconomic policies in the forefront of any 

potential solutions.

On the other hand, Arun Gupta, editor of The Indypendent, takes the point of 

view that OWS has created a political space where the discussion of these kind of 

issues can occur, at least more openly than in society as a whole. He argues that 

the strength of Occupy Wall Street lies precisely in its amorphousness, suggesting 
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that its success comes from its lack of specific demands (video 6). His view, 

however, seems to be the minority view in regards to people of color and 

immigrants, as some of the criticism consistently leveled at the movement by 

members of minority communities is that OWS needs to work harder at facilitating 

self-determination for immigrants and communities of color. This is supported by 

video nine, where Wanda Knox, an African American woman, expresses outrage that 

none of the bailout money “trickled down” to her community. Additionally, Sam 

Coleman, a third grade teacher in a dual-language program in Sunset Park, Brooklyn,

describes the hardships felt by his largely immigrant community, calling for an 

increase in taxes on the wealthy: “Money needs to flow from the top down, not the 

bottom up” (video 9).

Community organizer, Ester Wang, also echoes the sentiment of Kai Wright and 

others when she states: 

We're really here to say that black, brown, Asian, Native communities 
need to be at the forefront of any movement, right when we're talking 
about reforming corporate America, right when we're talking about taking 
back our democracy. (video 9)

Community-supported antagonistic (counter)hegemony:

For Laclau and Mouffe, the concept of hegemony is the “...the confluence 

between objectivity and power...” (Mouffe 2000: 21). In their view, power relations

are constitutive; the democratic relationship between antagonistic forces is 

defined by the extent that they recognize each others' limits (Mouffe 2000: 21-22).

With this view, Mouffe stresses that democratic politics should be concerned not 

with trying to eradicate power, but rather with trying to “...constitute forms of 

power which are compatible with democratic values” (2000: 22).

Video number four is a tour inside OWS. The video is a montage of the 

encampment, which highlights diverse images of people around the protest, including

people of various ages, genders, and ethnicities. There is very little coverage of 

police in this footage, as the focus is on the interior of the encampment. The 

representation of the protestors and their environ is characteristically similar to

the long history of civil dissent in the United States, even if the specific 

tactics of their protest seem to diverge somewhat from historical methods. DN! 
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journalist Mike Burke interviews Marissa Holmes of the New York General Assembly, 

one of the groups instrumental in the formative organization of the protest that 

started thirteen days prior. She is young, twenty-four or twenty-five (Binelli 

2012), noticeably happy and encouraged by the turnout and the resolve of her fellow

protestors: 

Just the incredible momentum and support that I've been getting from 
around the world...we have an Occupy Chicago, an Occupy L.A., an Occupy 
Milwaukee, an Occupy Atlanta, an Occupy Tampa...international support 
from Spain, Greece, Egypt, Tunisia. And so, hearing all of their stories 
and their actions, realizing that this is a global movement, keeps me 
coming back. 

The feelings of legitimacy of their grievances, as well as the overlap with the 

struggles of geographically and culturally disparate individuals, has legitimized 

the movement for her.

At one point in the segment, Burke calls the protest “unprecedented,” in its 

scope. He proceeds to interview the protestors, including a member of the Press 

Relations Working Group, which is a collection of various media savvy individuals 

responsible for documenting the movement from within, as well as providing the 

public media outreach of the movement both online and through more traditional 

venues. Throughout the sample footage, we are presented with the idea that the 

protesters are trying something radically different than the status quo, in terms 

of their decision-making process and outreach. While the denotative imagery is 

familiar to us, the clear lack of specific leadership, as evidenced by the 

conspicuous absence of any self-proclaimed leaders from the various interviews, 

creates a more complex, unfamiliar, and potentially confusing narrative.

Although individuals such as Marissa Holmes may seem to take a leadership 

role, they would prefer to be seen as contributors, providing their skills for the 

benefit of the large group (Gitlin 2012: 233). This is an example of democratic 

pluralism; while the general assembly uses a form of consensus for its decision-

making process, this structure is designed to allow for significant differences in 

people's positions on any given issue. Mouffe argues that this is what comprises 

modern democracy, and that we should embrace political dimensions that cultivate 

space for significant diversity of opinion (2000: 4).

 Burke's reporting does not recycle an official narrative, and is not a 
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regurgitation of “trivializing media scripts” (Phelan 2011: 137). It is, however, 

mostly uncritical of the protestors and their actions. He noticeably complements 

the bravery and dedication of the protestors for remaining in the park, even after 

they were told they would not be allowed to have tents by the NYPD. While sleeping 

out in the cold for a cause may be considered admirable, it is aruably 

counterproductive for Democracy Now!, as a news outlet to express explicit verbal 

support for the protestors “roughing it" in the park. Additionally, there is no 

mention of issues of sexual assaults or other problems that would undermine some of

the more utopian coverage of the OWS protest (Newcomb 2011).

Videos six through nine deal largely with the increasing public support for 

Occupy Wall Street from unions and students, among others. Dorrian Warren of 

Colombia University states that the “Occupy” movement is the first populist 

movement on the left since populism was coopted by the right after Franklin Delano 

Roosevelt's “New Deal” policies (video 9). Additionally, while labor leaders began 

to back OWS, they did not try to takeover the decision-making process, which 

remained in the hands of the General Assembly, prompting Warren to say “It is the 

first anti-authoritarian populous movement of this country...and also they have a 

commitment to inclusivity and leaderlessness” (video 9).

More critical of the direction that OWS could be headed with the backing of 

powerful established political organizations, such as the unions, were those who 

felt that the movement was in danger of being overtaken by “progressive” groups 

with ties to the democratic party (video 9). Others were more encouraged, including

the OWS website which claimed that the protestors were:

...people of many colors, genders, political persuasions. The one thing 
we all have in common is that We Are the ninety-nine percent that will no
longer tolerate the greed and corruption of the one percent (video 5).

Overall, at this early stage in the protests, the solutions to various problems 

which the movement sought to address were in their infancy. The organizational 

infrastructure of Occupy Wall Street in October 2011 was such that there was a 

procedure in place  the General Assembly  and many decisions that had yet to be – –

made.

Conclusions and Discussion:
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Democracy Now!'s coverage provides sociopolitical context and analysis for 

its reportage, and while the program may seem to be overtly sympathetic to the 

narratives as constructed by members of the “Occupy” movement, the show actively 

seeks to qualify its on-the-ground coverage with studio interviews of individuals 

who are both active in the movement, as well as members of the greater community. 

Additionally, the focus of their reporting, while often highly critical of actions 

taken by law enforcement and organizations targeted by the "Occupy" movement, 

remains grounded in the discourse of basic human rights, as well as the 

disenfranchisement of less fortunate groups, who often lack a platform to voice 

their opinions and tell their stories. Studio guests have been frequently critical 

of elements of Occupy Wall Street, even if they share some of the movement's broad 

goals. The most common critiques offered on Democracy Now! have included a lack of 

intersectional agency on the part of organizers, such as Kai Wright's critique that

the most disenfranchised people need to be directing the movement. The other common

thread among studio guests has been the amorphous nature of the protest's 

structure, or perceived lack thereof, although this is arguably one of its defining

elements.

The early discursive political agonism of Occupy Wall Street is evident in 

Democracy Now!'s coverage of the movement. Democracy Now!'s spotlight on protest 

imagery is qualified by their in-depth interviews with movement participants as 

well and their analysis and follow-up interviews with “experts” and community 

organizers within their studio, both at home in New York and at various locations 

on the road. Their use of expert sources extends beyond the typical (over)reliance 

on establishment sources, and often, perhaps because they are seen as a non-

mainstream news organization, members of powerful executive organizations, such as 

the New York Police Department, respond to Democracy Now!'s request for comment 

with official statements or press releases, rather than opting to appear in the 

studio for an interview.

While this may seem potentially problematic, the self-described mandate of 

“The War and Peace Report” is to provide a space for community members and affected

parties to provide their views and opinions to an extent that is often lacking in 

more mainstream media outlets. (Democracy Now 2013a). This, however, does not mean 

that Democracy Now! provides an uncritical platform for the disenfranchised. Their 
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analysis of various social movements is corroborated by their fact-based approach 

to news reporting, as well as the debates within the studio, where they seek to 

represent both or many sides of any given issue by the people they seek for 

comment. Additionally, while Democracy Now! does often locate their coverage within

the broader media sphere, by referencing coverage from other media organizations, 

they reach out to primary sources whenever possible, and disclose when they have 

been denied an interview or a request for comment. Occupy Wall Street has 

galvanized community support and fostered connections with a broad coalition of 

established groups such as labor unions and student groups; this is evident through

the broad range of union organizers present in DN!'s coverage, as well as the 

corroborative assertions of studio guests and people like Jackie Disalvo in video 

four.

Regarding the question of intersectionality, an increase in community support

also certainly diversifies the movement's composition. With the backing of working-

class (or in American parlance “middle-class”) people of color, some of the issues 

surrounding demographic representation within the movement could be addressed, 

although it is hard to determine from the coverage in this study what the material 

results of this support was. The pledges of assistance from various unions seemed 

to be encouraging at this stage nonetheless, and the form of direct democracy 

practiced by the General Assembly should be compatible with the different tactical 

and strategic approaches that would be employed by the various community groups in 

order to broadcast their varios messages and demands for change.

Democracy Now! as an independent media source, provides important social, 

political, and historical context for the coverage it creates. In doing so in the 

context of social movements such as OWS, DN! is providing not alternative media, 

but media that we as informed citizens can use to understand contemporary issues in

a specific sociopolitical historical framing. While it is evident that Democracy 

Now! prides themselves on providing an alternative to much of the mainstream, they 

are broadly more representative of a journalism that seeks primary sources and 

analysis than many of today's most popular media outlets. In this way, they should 

not be relegated to the subclass of media known as “alternative media,” because 

doing so undermines their professionalism as well as their topical relevance. If 

this is an increasing trend, perhaps there is hope for the democratic project. If, 
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however, we continue to see major outlets using their media platforms for celebrity

gossip and partisan hackery, there will be serious implications regarding for the 

potential for a “radical democracy.”

Democracy Now!'s coverage of Occupy Wall Street demonstrates a public 

antagonism on the part of the movement, composed of a loosely-knit group of people 

who are upset with the status quo and are seeking to change it through a radical 

rearticulation of the public discourse. These protestors have succeeded at least 

insofar as their public framing of issues regarding sociopolitical inequality and 

their success in getting media organizations to address the issues of the 

increasing income disparity in the United States. Their frustration is echoed 

globally and in solidarity with similar movements arround the globe such as the 15M

movement in Spain and participants in the Egyptian Revolution. Most importantly, 

perhaps, is the fact that the “Occupy” movement as a whole was committed to the 

ideal of strategic nonviolence. This has arguably democratized access to the 

movement, as well as continuing the legacy of the Civil Rights Movement in the 

United States.

Theorists of revolution tend to overlook the power of nonviolence as such
because they prefer to think about class structures, parties, vanguards, 
divided elites, and other social forces. This is a retrograde habit. 
Certainly, the tactics can grow stale with repetition, but committed and 
creative practitioners can renew it. The Occupy movement has been, so 
far, a seedbed of creativity. Its future rests in no small part on 
whether it can continue to learn from experience, deepen its tradition 
and funnel it into new soil (Gitlin 2012: 164).
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Appendix I: Sample Order

The sample used in this research is the eleven (11) following videos from 

Democracy Now!'s archive. All videos originally aired between Monday, September 19,

2011, and Friday, October 14, 2011. With the exception of the video from September 

29, 2011, which prominently features Professor Cornel West, all videos are excerpts

of the daily “War and Peace Report,” Democracy Now!'s flagship news hour, which 

airs Monday to Friday at 08:00 Eastern Time. The videos are referred to, in the 

text, by the number assigned to them in the following list. They are ordered 

chronologically.

1. "Occupy Wall Street": Thousands March in NYC Financial District, Set Up 

Protest Encampment 2011.9.19

2. Occupy Wall Street Protest Enters Second Week; 80 Arrested at Peaceful March 

2011.9.26

3. Cornel West on Occupy Wall Street: It's the Makings of a U.S. Autumn 

Responding to the Arab Spring 2011.9.29

4. Inside Occupy Wall Street: A Tour of Activist Encampment at the Heart of 

Growing Protest 2011.9.30

5. 700 Arrested on Brooklyn Bridge as Occupy Wall Street Enters Third Week, 

Protests Grows Nationwide 2011.10.3

6. As Unions, Students Join Occupy Wall Street, Are We Witnessing Growth of a 

New Movement? 2011.10.5

7. Occupy Wall Street March Gets Massive Turnout, 28 Arrested in Police 

Crackdown 2011.10.6

8. "We Have Come Together": Inspired by Occupy Wall Street, Unions Join 

Activists for Historic March 2011.10.6

9. Occupy Wall Street Emerges as "First Populist Movement" on the Left Since the

1930s 2011.10.10

10. Occupy Wall Street Organizer: Protest Expands Despite Police Effort to 

"Silence" Demonstrators 2011.10.11

11. NYC Withdraws Cleaning Evacuation Order in Face of Defiant Occupy Wall 

Street Protesters 2011.10.14
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Appendix II: Sample Criteria

sociopolitical inequality: explicit mentions of the income-gap and 

other questions of economically tangible 

influence/representation

social identity: references to gender, race, class, sexual-

orientation, (dis)ability, age, and the 

intersections thereof

protestor demands: mentions of specific protestor demands or 

the lack thereof

alternative solutions: mentions of or a focus on protestor and 

community actions that are designed to 

directly address specific problems and 

challenges

police overzealousness: coverage that characterizes the police 

response as excessive or overzealous

police restraint: coverage that characterizes the police 

response as appropriate or reserved

protestor violence/unrest: coverage that characterizes the police 

response as excessive or overzealous

protestor restraint: coverage that characterizes the protestor 

response as appropriate or reserved

arrests: coverage of arrests of people involved in 

the protests, regardless of whether they are

characterized as justified or not

media and public reaction: coverage of non-participant reactions of community

members, policymakers, and other media 

organizations, both sympathetic and critical


