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Kent University Shootings
Students started protesting against the bombing of Cambodia by the military forces of the United States of America. Students engaged in fights that were defined by violence, injuries and murder with guards of Ohio near the University of Kent. Initially, the protests were peaceful hence there was no destruction of property or even violation of human rights. After four days, several gunmen stormed the university and killed 4 students and injuring 9 others in broad daylight (Givens, 2010).  The fight resulted in extreme negative implications since it was triggered by political factors. As a matter of fact, the Vietnam War can be attributed to beingthe main cause of the Kent State shootings. 
Many citizens in the United States had been active hence trying their best to protest the Vietnam War. In addition, the American citizens were moved by the fact that president Lyndon Baines had given incorrect information to the United States citizens regarding the Tonkin incident. According to Cottrell (2016), Tonkin incident forced the military of the United States to start a war with Vietnam. Again, evidence was presented to people that college deferments had come to an end thus excluding Vietnam college students from the service and draft. Therefore, this angered a lot of Vietnam citizen’s thus starting rivalry and protests with America. During this time, protests were peaceful because they were characterized by burning the cards that were used for draft and escaping to Canada. At times, the towns turned violent since the people protested and there were parades that marched around the towns in the United States. In addition, the states in the United States of America were divided thus threating peace simply because America involved itself in the Vietnam War. 
President Nixon’s announced that the troops of America have been invading Cambodia in order to attack the headquarters of Viet Cong on Friday, May 1st. For that reason, the universities and campuses around America held anti-war campaigns in order to try to reduce the frequent attacks. It is in this case that Kent state university was affected since the protests had been incited for four days in its premises. This event propelled a national student strike thus forcing a lot of universities and colleges to down their tools and refrain from learning. There was a lot of students engaging in peaceful protests around the busy cities with written banners as they attempted to voice out their grievances but the media ignored them (DcBrosse, 2013).Bad reputations and the overall administration of Nixon were clearly stipulated in order to show why it was to be eliminated. In addition, the constitution of the United States was buried in order to show the violation of human rights by the government. In the same noon, there was another meeting in Kent University but it did not end up peacefully. The protestors and the police crushed thus destroying billboards and blocking the main roads.
 In addition, the local bars began to be closed and a lot of people were pushed into Kent University because of the tear gas that was used by the police. As a result, the mayor who managed Kent declared a state of emergency since he could not handle the situation anymore and also called Rhodes for help from the national government.
On Saturday, May 2nd, rumors were spreading in the entire campus about some planned activities that were to destroy the property of the campus. The university leaders and officials tried to restrict this planned actions by distributing leaflets and peaceful bannerspleading with students not to engage in violent activities. In the evening, a lot of protestors surrounded the university premises and set fire on the Army Reserve Training Corps (ROTC) that was wooden (Givens, 2010). At around 10 p.m., firemen began stopping the fire using fire horses but protestors were hostile and would not allow them to stop the fire. The National Guard arrived on Kent campus with rubber bullets and tear gas in order to disperse people and gain access to the campus since they were turning more violent. Later in the evening, many protestors were arrested and charged for fuelling violence. At this time, violence was erupting day by day and a sour relationship was being formed between the National Guard services and the protestors.
On Sunday, May 3rd, Governor Rhodes gave a statement and demanded a court order that would aid in the declaration of a state of emergency. The purpose of the state of emergency would allow Kent University to have unlimited powers such that the National Guard would not control them anymore. According to Hatzenbuehler (1996), Rhodes was not given a court order in the real sense since there erupted misunderstandings among the government and university officials over the extents and levels of power and control that would be used. The environment was calm on Sunday afternoon both in the city and in the Kent university premises because the National Guard had full control of the place. After some hours, an aggressive crowd crowded around the Victory Bell that was situated on the commons. The crowd shouted and threw objects as they discouraged the actions of the National Guard using leaflets and banners. Again, the crowd did not disperse and tear gas was used by the National Guard against them. This triggered rivalry and political instability that was governed by the protests and the National Guard that received orders from the government. 
As a result, demonstrators organized themselves in groups that were used to block all main roads and the intersections between Lincoln and east main streets.This was evident that the crowd had turned violent hence the National Guard using more tear gas to disperse the aggressive crowd. Both the protestors and guardsmen got fatal injuries as a result of the collision. The political stability of the country continued to worsen day by day thus creating tension between the two groups. Therefore, collisions and confrontations between the demonstrators and the National Guard services symbolized a university that was tensed.
When the anti-war neared conclusion on 1st May, Friday, students who directed the demonstrations had alerted their university followers that there will be another rally at commons area on May 4. University officials were against this rally and tried to inform the student’s leaders that they had no permission to host the rally. However, a crowd began to gather in the commons areas around noon ready for the rally. In total, the commons had around 3000 people who had already gathered ready to attend the rally. Around 500 people were assembled in the Victory Bell, another 1000 people incited others through shouts and banners while 1500 were just spectators who stood in the walls of commons. In addition, around 100 Ohio National Guardsmen who had dangerous M-1 guns stood across the walls of the commons near the burned army reserved training corps building (Morelock, 2017). Moreover, there were substantial reports that assert that the participants in this rally were protesting because of the presence of the National Guards who were at Kent state university. As a matter of fact, this demonstration was successful and peaceful since there were no casualties reported.
General Canterbury who was the leader of the National Guards service finally ordered the crowd to disperse some minutes before noon. This was followed by an announcement that was made by a Kent police officer by a bullhorn. However, the demonstrators did not respond since they were already fed up with the National Guardsmen. For that reason, the officer and other National Guards officers used a jeep in which they used to drive in the walls of commons notifying the crowd that the rally that was to happen has been banned. This meant that the crowd had to disperse in order to protect any eruption of violence and further demonstrations. According to O’Hara (2006), the crowd turned violent by throwing stones and shouted against the National Guard officers since they were not willing to surrender and disperse. The jeep retreated because of the stones that had started breaking its window panes. Again, Canterbury became irritated and demanded his officers to load and uncork their weapons ready to strike. Canisters of tear gases were thrown to the people who were around the areas of victory Bell and the officers started to march across the walls of the commons to disintegrate the rally. Things now took a different turn as the protestors began running towards the direction of the steep hill that was known as Blanket Hill. Consequently,other protestors run down the Prentice parking hall towards the football field that was adjacent to the walls of commons. 
The officers followed the students threatening them with tea gases and shooting in the air. Students were scared and found themselves trapped in the midst of a fence that was covered on all sides. By this time, shouting and the throwing of stones was no more since the students were now filled with fear since they did not know their fate. After ten minutes of silence, guardsmen pointed guns to students who had already surrendered since they had become helpless. Fortunately, there was no use of military weapons at this moment. Some of the Guardsmen started going back to the direction that they had come while they were heading towards the top of the hill. When they were on the hilltop, they clearly saw many students who were gathered since they were stranded. Immediately, twenty-eight guardsmen among the many officers turned to the direction that students were and started firing using their pistols and rifles. Furthermore, other officers fired into the ground and in the air. It is important to note that the 61 to 67 shots that were fired, they lasted only 13 seconds meaning that the shootings had severe implications (Cottrell, 2016).
Four students from Kent University died as a result of the mass shootings by the Guards (DcBrosse, 2013). Jeffrey Miller was the closest student who was near the National Guards services during the demonstration. In addition, he was shot in the mouth while standing near the Prentice parking hall, approximately 270 feet from the Guard who shot him.  Another student who was a casualty was Allison Krause. She was also shot in her left side of the abdomen around Prentice parking hall, approximately 330 feet from the guards. William Schroeder was approximately 390 feet from the guards in the Prentice parking hall. She was shot from her back and died immediately. Sandra Scheuer was about 390 feet too when a bullet penetrated through her neck on the left side of her body.
Nine students from Kent University were injured within the thirteen seconds. According to O’Hara (2006), a lot of students were standing in the Prentice parking hall while a few were around the Blanket Hill area when the shootings occurred. Joseph Lewis was very close to a guard who was pointing a gun towards the direction that he was. He was sixty feet from the guard when bullets penetrated his abdomen and his lower part of the foot. Thomas grace was standing about sixty feet from the guardsmen and was shot in the ankle of his leg. John clearly was about a hundred feet from the guardsmen and he was shot in the upper part of his chest. 
Again, Alan Canfora was about two hundred and twenty-five feet from the guardsmen and was shot in his waist. Dean Kahler was the student who was most injured as a result of the mass shootings since he was shot in the spine of back approximately three hundred feet. In addition, he was paralyzed from the waist downwards. Furthermore, Douglaswrentmore was injured in his right knee from three hundred and thirty feet from where the guardsmen were standing. James Russell was also shot in his both thighs from a distance of three hundred and seventy-five feet. Robert stamps were around five hundred feet from where the guardsmen were standing when he was struck in his back. Lastly, Donald Mackenzie was the student who was the farthest from where the guardsmen fired from at a distance of seven hundred and fifty feet, and he was shot in the neck. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Immediately after the thirteen seconds, the traumatizing events were over. The scared guardsmen began to back down as they retreated towards the direction of the commons. The crowd was nervous and they even threatened to attack the guardsmen hence risking their lives more in order to revenge for the students who had died. However, the crowd decided not to attack the guardsmen due to the fear that more people would be killed again. Again, some university marshals like professor Glenn Frank played crucial roles in preventing more tragedy during the shootings (Kelner & Munves, 1982). Professor Glenn Frank urged the National Guard leaders to let them plead with the demonstrators not to risk their lives since it would be risky. After about twenty-five of urging and negotiations with the students, they managed to convince them to leave the commons area. Consequently, ambulances and other healthcare personnel had already arrived at the shooting scene. They gave first aid to the students who were critically injured and also care for the less injured ones. Ambulanceshad lights and were loud in order to alert people as they took the victims to the nearby hospitals.
The university was closed indefinitely for six weeks by President Robert White following the mass shootings. In addition, county prosecutor Ronald Kane together with the Albert Caris who was a judge also ordered the closure of Kent state university. Many investigative commissions together with court trials that aimed at evaluating the actual reason as to why the National Guardsmen opened fires to unarmed students followed. However, the officers of the Ohio National Guard defended the shootings claimed that they feared for their lives and did it for self-defense (Morelock, 2017).For that reason, there have a lot of discussions and questions whether the Ohio National Guard officers were indeed under threats in order to use force. After the majority of the students began to get recovery, they filed a civil suit against the Ohio National Guard demanding for compensation. Fortunately, the Ohio National Guard agreed to pay the students who were injured during the demonstrations a total of $675,000.
The Kent state university shooting remains as the perfect example of what wars and divisions in a given context can result to. The Vietnamsaga is the core reason that the Kent State shootings occurred in the first place. This war could have been avoided by simply holding discussions in order to ensure that demands of both parties were considered. In addition, the United States of America believed and embraced the fact that it failed in protecting the war from happening. For that reason, it is always cautious on the demonstrations that involve the law enforcement and protestors and do anything possible to prevent such an occurrence. Again, it is important to note that leaders who give negative speeches that are characterized by hatred can propel wars in a given country. Therefore, speeches that trigger violence and demonstrations that destroy property should be avoided at all costs since they have negative implicationsfor the public and the entire country. Hence, it is the responsibility of the government to solve issues, debates and accommodate grievances that the public presents. This is fundamental since it will protect violence and protests from re-occurring like the Kent state university killings.
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