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Introduction and summary
The U.S. education field rightfully prioritizes preparing students for college, their
career, and the future of work, but it’s also important for students to be prepared to
participate in their democracy.1 Active and engaged citizens have multiple things in
common, including, but not limited to, civic knowledge and literacy as well as civic
engagement through activities such as volunteerism, social-emotional learning, and
voter participation.2 Civics education in K-12 schools provides a critical opportunity to introduce these activities to and build knowledge for students. To adequately
prepare students to participate in their democracy, this civics education needs to, at
minimum, robustly cultivate civic knowledge, skills, and dispositions.3
Unfortunately, civics education across the country has not always increased students’
civic knowledge and engagement, as federal and state funding for civics education has
decreased over time.4 Although most states offer civics courses in middle school and
high school—and some even mandate civics projects—since 1998, overall test scores
on the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) civics exam have persistently shown that less than 25 percent of students are proficient in the subject.5 What’s
more, gaps persist between the scores of Black and Hispanic students and those of
their white peers as well as by English language learner, income, and disability status.6
These NAEP scores may be explained in part by white students’ disproportionate
access and exposure to civics education and engagement opportunities compared with
African American and Latinx students; higher incomes also lead to more opportunities
for engagement.7 It’s important to address this disproportionality, as improved civics
education can lead to greater civic engagement, including the increased likelihood of
voting.8 Subsequently, once a person votes, they are likely to become habitual voters.9
Civic engagement is defined as “working to make a difference in the civic life of one’s
community and developing the combination of knowledge, skills, values and motivation
to make that difference.” 10 This can include, but is not limited to, political activism, community and national service, volunteering, and service-learning.11 Specific opportunity
gaps in civic engagement are similar to the disparities in NAEP civics scores between
Black and Latinx students and white students as well as between students from lower-
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and higher-income families.12 For example, white youth are twice as likely as African
American youth and three times as likely as Latinx youth to contact a public official.13
Additionally, students from families with low-incomes are “30% less likely to report having experiences with debates or panel discussions in their social studies classes.”14 This is
not to say that communities of color or low-income communities are less interested in
civic engagement but rather to acknowledge that disproportionate exclusion from civics
education15—combined with other structural barriers such as voter suppression, voter
disenfranchisement,16 and an understandable distrust of government17—can lead to
decreased civic participation.18
Still, there are bright spots. While overall youth volunteerism rates have declined in the
past 15 years, youth interest in community and student engagement has increased.19
When channeled and organized, this interest can lead to a groundswell of significant civic engagement through student activism. In 2018, for example, more than
1 million people rallied against gun violence in the youth-organized March for Our
Lives20; in 2018, hundreds of thousands of young people participated in youth climate
strike marches across the country.21 Young voters are disproportionately subjected to
structural barriers to civic engagement such as voter suppression, voter registration
requirements, rigid voting hours, and more.22 However, youth participation should be
welcomed in our democracy, as it can inspire and cultivate immense change.
Youth voter turnout has historically been low in all elections but saw a 79 percent
increase from the 2014 midterm elections to the 2018 midterm elections.23 Advocates
for Youth described the phenomenon as a “youth wave … sweeping the nation,”24 and
the Center for Information and Research on Civic Learning and Engagement called
youth a “powerful voting bloc in the 2018 midterms.”25 Youth civic engagement through
protest, social movements, and voting illustrates how the United States and democracy only grow stronger when young people are civically engaged. In order to engage
students effectively, relevant decision-makers—including practitioners and policymakers—need to herald and support civics education at the local, state, and national levels.
In February 2018, the Center for American Progress published an issue brief on the
state of civics education in America, analyzing civics education requirements for all
50 states and the District of Columbia.26 With the wave of youth activism and engagement in 2018 and increased interest in civics education leading into the 2020 elections,
the time is right to reexamine the state of civics education and look deeper at promising approaches to increase civic engagement. This report provides an updated state-bystate analysis of civics education requirements and civic engagement measures.
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Key findings from the analysis
To garner a better understanding of the state of civics education, the authors examined state civics requirements based on several factors: whether states required a
civics and/or U.S. government course; states’ minimum number of required civics
course credits; if states required students to complete community service; states’
mean scores on the Advanced Placement U.S. Government and Politics (AP USGP)
exam; if states required students to take a civics exam; and whether civics and/or
U.S. government courses included five key elements of a robust curriculum. For
added context, the five key elements of this full curriculum are course materials
and/or standards that address the following: 1) an explanation or comparison of
democracy; 2) the U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights; 3) public participation; 4)
information on state and local voting rules; and 5) media literacy and the role and
influence of media. The first four categories were determined through research in the
2018 CAP brief cited above. To address the exponential increase of inaccurate media
sources and their effect on civics education, the authors of this report added the fifth
category to their analysis.
Tables 1 and 2 present the current civics education high school requirements by state.
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TABLE 1

Civic education measures in 2019
Civic education requirements by state
Requires
stand-alone
civics/U.S.
Government
course?

State

● = Standard Met

Minimum
number
of credits*

Advanced
Placement
U.S. government
and politics mean
score (2019)**

● = Standard Not Met

Meets full
curriculum
requirements?
(5 standards)***

Requires
community
services?

Requires
civics exam
to graduate?

● ● ● ● ●

N

Y

Alabama

Y

0.5

2.25

Alaska

N

0

2.66

N/A

N

N

Arizona

Y

0.5

2.88

● ● ● ● ●

N

Y

Arkansas

Y

0.5

3.04

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

Y

California

Y

0.5

2.64

● ● ● ● ●

N

N

Colorado

Y

0.5

2.76

● ● ● ● ●

N

N

Connecticut

Y

0.5

2.99

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

N

Delaware

N

0

2.75

N/A

Provides credit

N

District of Columbia

Y

1

2.39

● ● ● ● ●

Y

N

Florida

Y

0.5

2.58

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

N****

Georgia

Y

0.5

2.86

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

N

Hawaii

Y

1.5

2.62

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

N

Idaho

Y

1

2.96

● ● ● ● ●

N

Y

Illinois

Y

0.5

2.83

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

N

Indiana

Y

0.5

2.69

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

Y

Iowa

Y

0.5

2.82

● ● ● ● ●

N

N

Kansas

Y

1

2.97

● ● ● ● ●

N

N

Kentucky

N

0

2.72

● ● ● ● ●

N

Y

Louisiana

Y

1

2.25

● ● ● ● ●

N

Y

Maine

N

0

2.79

● ● ● ● ●

N

N

Maryland

Y

1

3.00

● ● ● ● ●

Y

Y

Massachusetts

N

0

3.03

N/A

N

N

Michigan

Y

0.5

2.85

● ● ● ● ●

N

N

Minnesota

Y

0.5

3.01

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

Y

Mississippi

Y

0.5

1.96

● ● ● ● ●

N

N

Missouri

Y

0.5

2.73

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

Y

Montana

N

0

2.85

N/A

N

N

Nebraska

N

0

2.51

N/A

N

N
continues
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Requires standalone civics/U.S.
Government
course?

State

Advanced
Minimum length of
Placement U.S.
course (in school
government and
years; 0.5 = 1
politics mean score
semester)
(2019)*

Meets full
curriculum
requirements?
(5 standards)**

Requires
community
services?

Requires civics
exam to graduate?

Nevada

Y

1

2.59

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

Y

New Hampshire

Y

0.5

3.11

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

Y

New Jersey

N

0

3.16

N/A

Provides credit

N

New Mexico

Y

0.5

1.94

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

N

New York

Y

0.5

2.82

● ● ● ● ●

N

N

North Carolina

Y

1

2.78

● ● ● ● ●

N

N

North Dakota

Y

0.5

2.65

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

Y

Ohio

Y

0.5

2.88

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

Y

Oklahoma

Y

0.5

2.53

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

N

Oregon

N

0

2.83

N/A

Provides credit

N

Pennsylvania

Y

0.5

2.91

● ● ● ● ●

N

N

Rhode Island

N

0

2.65

N/A

N

N

South Carolina

Y

0.5

2.99

● ● ● ● ●

N

Y

South Dakota

Y

0.5

3.27

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

N

Tennessee

Y

0.5

2.62

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

Y

Texas

Y

0.5

2.71

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

N

Utah

Y

0.5

3.11

● ● ● ● ●

N

Y

Vermont

N

0

3.30

N/A

N

N

Virginia

Y

1

3.02

● ● ● ● ●

N

N

Washington

Y

0.5

2.99

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

N

West Virginia

Y

1

2.45

● ● ● ● ●

Provides credit

N

Wisconsin

Y

0.5

3.01

● ● ● ● ●

N

Y

Wyoming

Y

0.5

2.51

● ● ● ● ●

N

Y

* The number of credits determines the length of the course, with 0.5 credits equaling one semester.
** This column includes the mean score of every student in the state who took the Advanced Placement U.S. government and politics test in 2019.
*** “Full curriculum” includes course materials and/or standards that address: 1) “Explanation/Comparison of Democracy”; 2) “Constitution & Bill of Rights”; 3) “Public Participation”; 4) information on state and local voting
rules; and 5) media literacy and the role and influence of media. Sarah Shapiro and Catherine Brown, “The State of Civics Education” (Washington: Center for American Progress, 2018), available at https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/education-k-12/reports/2018/02/21/446857/state-civics-education/.
****Correction, December 19, 2019: This figure has been updated to clarify that Florida does not have a civics exam requirement in high school.
Sources: Authors’ calculations are based on data collected from state departments of education, the Education Commission of the States, Achieve, and the College Board. Data are on file with the authors.
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TABLE 2

Voter and volunteerism rates for young people in the United States
Civic engagement rates by state
State

Voter participation rate
in 2018 (ages 18 to 24)

Volunteerism rate in 2015
(ages 16 to 24)

Alabama

28.3

--

Alaska

35.5

25.9

Arizona

33.3

20.8

Arkansas

21.9

16.0

California

32.4

22.9

Colorado

38.0

24.0

Connecticut

32.7

28.9

Delaware

29.8

20.8

--

--

Florida

27.1

16.5

Georgia

34.6

16.4

Hawaii

21.7

16.6

Idaho

19.9

26.2

Illinois

28.3

23.2

Indiana

27.8

22.7

Iowa

30.9

24.1

Kansas

35.4

30.0

Kentucky

22.9

20.0

Louisiana

24.0

15.7

Maine

29.2

31.8

Maryland

33.7

25.7

Massachusetts

29.3

22.2

Michigan

33.2

22.1

Minnesota

39.9

--

Mississippi

26.7

21.4

Missouri

38.7

24.1

Montana

38.3

24.1

Nebraska

29.2

23.8

Nevada

29.7

14.3

New Hampshire

34.4

--

District of Columbia

continues
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State

Voter participation rate
in 2018 (ages 18 to 24)

Volunteerism rate in 2015
(ages 16 to 24)

New Jersey

29.2

20.5

New Mexico

27.4

--

New York

28.6

--

North Carolina

30.1

--

--

--

Ohio

21.9

23.6

Oklahoma

21.1

18

Oregon

38.2

24.2

Pennsylvania

31.9

24.8

Rhode Island

37.8

21.9

South Carolina

23.3

15.8

South Dakota

25.8

30

Tennessee

30.7

18.3

Texas

25.0

18.9

Utah

33.1

28.1

--

--

Virginia

35.8

28.9

Washington

32.2

27.7

West Virginia

21.3

19.0

Wisconsin

46.9

32.3

Wyoming

--

28.8

North Dakota

Vermont

Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, “Current Population Survey, November 2018,” April 2019, available at https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/
demo/voting-and-registration/p20-583.html; U.S. Census Bureau, “Table 4c, Reported Voting and Registration, by Age, for States: November 2018,”
April 2019, available at https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/demo/voting-and-registration/p20-583.html; Corporation for National
and Community Service, “State Rankings by Volunteer Rate,” available at https://www.nationalservice.gov/vcla/state-rankings-volunteer-rate (last
accessed December 2019).
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The main findings of the analysis are as follows:
1. Most states require at least a semester’s worth of standalone civics courses. Thirty
states require 0.5 credit, which equals one semester, while eight states and the
District of Columbia require one credit, or one full-year course. Hawaii goes
above and beyond with 1.5 credits. It’s important to note, however, that some
states such as Vermont27 employ proficiency-based graduation requirements, so
they do not require any standalone courses. The goal of these requirements is to
ensure that important standards are embedded in every grade from Kindergarten
through 12th grade.
2. Almost half the country requires students to take some sort of civics exam to
demonstrate competency. Since 2018, two states—Indiana and Nevada—have
passed new legislation to implement a civics exam graduation requirement,
bringing the total to 20 states as of 2019. Notably, Kentucky is the only state
without a civics course requirement; however, it still mandates that students
complete a civics exam.
3. About half of the country employs a robust civics curriculum and/or standards.
A deep dive on curricula found that only 26 states met all five standards of the full
curriculum, and 12 states met some variation of 4 out of the 5 standards. In total,
33 states addressed media literacy and the role/influence of media, something
that hopefully improves students’ ability to identify inaccurate media sources and
false content.
4. Community service is rarely required. As of 2019, 23 states offer some type of
academic credit for community service. However, as noted in the 2018 CAP
issue brief, Maryland and the District of Columbia are the only two entities that
mandate community service as part of their graduation requirements.
5. There does not appear to be a clear relationship between course requirements,
civics exam requirements, or curriculum standards and scores on the AP USGP exam.

There are only 11 states with scores at or above a 3.0 on the AP USGP, and there
is no commonality between their civics education measures. Additionally, the
two states with the lowest scores both have a mandated course and meet the full
curriculum requirements. There may be several reasons why there is no clear
relationship between these factors, one of which being that AP courses are not
offered in every high school.
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Case study: Maryland’s successes in youth civic engagement
Maryland shines as an early investor in youth civic education and engagement. To
demonstrate its commitment to civics education, Maryland codifies civics courses
and content in social studies standards from pre-K to 12th grade.28 The state also
mandates that specific civics course and project requirements be completed before
students are eligible to receive their high school diploma. Public school students
in Maryland must take at least one year of civics or government courses; complete
75 hours of community service; and achieve a passing score on the Maryland High
School Assessment in American Government.29 Maryland is the first U.S. state to
incorporate service-learning experiences into graduation requirements via its State
Board of Education;30 this mandate incorporates student preparation and reflection
to integrate existing academic course content into a project to aid students’ learning.31
Examples of previous projects include a drive to collect animal food and toys to combat animal cruelty32 as well as time spent fundraising for cancer research and advocacy efforts for the Leukemia & Lymphoma Society.33 Maryland’s average AP USGP
score is a 3.0, placing it among the first quintile of states in the country.
Maryland’s efforts to increase youth civic engagement extend beyond civics education. Maryland was one of the first states in the country to preregister 16 and 17 years
old to vote, ensuring that teenagers “are eligible to cast a ballot when they reach 18.”34
According to the National Conference of State Legislatures, 23 states and the District
of Columbia offer some form of preregistration before an individual turns 18 years
old.35 The impetus behind preregistration is to involve prospective voters early and,
subsequently, increase voter turnout for 18 to 29 year olds.36
In addition to preregistration, several Maryland cities have lowered the voting age
to 16. While the voting age for federal elections is 18, the cities of Takoma Park,
Greenbelt, and Hyattsville passed local measures to allow 16 and 17 year olds to vote
in local elections. In 2013, Takoma Park made history as the first U.S. city to lower its
voting age to 16.37 After the measure was passed that year, the voting rate of 16 and
17 year olds was double the rate of voters aged 18 and older.38 Hyattsville passed its
measure in 2015,39 and Greenbelt followed suit in 2018.40 These actions came after
youth lobbied and galvanized supporters and testified at their local city council meetings to encourage adoption of the measures.41 After Hyattsville passed its measure, the
city created a Teen Advisory Committee to cultivate youth interest, strategize around
youth-related issues, and develop recommendations for high-impact partnerships to
serve youth and the Hyattsville community.42
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Similar to advocates of preregistration, supporters of lowering the voting age argue
that cultivating consistent voting habits among high school students will help
improve overall voter participation when those students become adults.43 Maryland’s
civics education investments and policy changes could be one component of a larger
strategy to help improve engagement among Generation Z. The state’s 2018 youth
voter participation rate was 33.7 percent, placing Maryland 12th among all states
and the District of Columbia, and its 2015 youth volunteerism rate was 25.7 percent,
placing the state 11th in the nation.44 Maryland stands out due to its legislative and
curricular commitment to consistent civics education for students in every grade.
Additionally, Maryland’s strategy to incorporate active civic engagement through service learning shows that civics education should turn into civic action, as discussed in
the section below.
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Strategies to strengthen
civic engagement
Civics education is not limited to learning the branches of government or the U.S.
Constitution. To be sure, state-required civics education is only one component of a
multipronged effort to create an engaged and active citizen.45 While policymakers and
practitioners can design civics courses to build civic knowledge and skills, they should
also uplift strategies to strengthen student civic engagement and prepare students to
fully participate in democracy.

Student strategies: Youth participatory action research and activism
Once students garner a robust civics education, it’s important that they are able to
transform that knowledge into civic engagement inside or outside of schools through
strategies such as youth participatory action research (YPAR) and youth-led activism.
YPAR and its principles are effective for all students, but they particularly uplift
students of color and other traditionally marginalized identities such as students who
identify as LGBTQ.46 Typically, teachers or community members train students to
develop research questions around an issue of oppression in their schools or communities. These issues can range from Islamophobia in America47 to Black girls’ experience in the school-to-prison pipeline.48 Students conduct research through interviews,
data collection, or another relevant method then analyze the results and develop
adequate solutions.49 Afterward, students advocate for those solutions to relevant decision-making bodies, including school administrators and local and state policymakers.
In addition to YPAR, students can utilize another form of civic engagement:
activism through protest. For decades, youth-led political activism in the United
States has garnered social change. From the Freedom Riders protesting segregation
policies in the early 1960s to Vietnam War protestors in the late 1960s and early
1970s, to anti-apartheid protesters in Los Angeles in the 1980s, youth civic engagement illuminates vital political issues. This is especially true for youth of color, who
have been at the forefront of activism despite limited access to civics education and
formalized civic engagement opportunities.50 Before the 2018 midterm elections,
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hundreds of thousands of students gathered across the country to elevate the need
for gun violence prevention legislation through the March for Our Lives.51 In 2019,
millions of young people in the United States and around the world gathered for
the Youth Climate Strike to advocate for governmental action to address the climate
crisis through both executive action and legislation, focused on eliminating fossil
fuel use, reducing national and global greenhouse gas emissions, increasing K-12
education on climate change, and more.52
Sometimes activism starts with just one voice, as evidenced by Amariyanna (Mari)
Copeny and Xiuhtezcatl Roske-Martinez. In 2016, at just 8 years old, Mari wrote a
letter to then-President Barack Obama to protest the lead-contaminated drinking
water in Flint, Michigan.53 Her individual civic engagement led to increased national
attention on the Flint water crisis and played a large role in President Obama’s visit
to the city.54 In 2015, at the age of 15, Xiuhtezcatl Roske-Martinez, an indigenous
climate activist from Boulder, Colorado, testified before the U.N. General Assembly
on the urgency of climate change.55 Xiuhtezcatl is the current youth director of Earth
Guardians, a Colorado-based nonprofit that works across six continents to “train
diverse youth to be effective leaders in the environmental, climate and social justice movements.”56 Xiuhtezcatl works with youth across the country and transforms
their civic engagement into “action to protect the planet.”57 Both YPAR and activism
through protest prepare students to become dynamic citizens as they channel youth
civic engagement into social change both inside and outside of their schools.

Classroom strategy: News and media literacy education
To ensure students are prepared to be active citizens in the digital age, schools and
policymakers need to help them cultivate media and news literacy with robust curricula. The Center for Media Literacy defines media literacy as the “ability to access,
analyze, evaluate and create media in a variety of forms.”58 News literacy more specifically “focuses on growing engagement with the news, awareness of current events,
and a deeper knowledge of the role of journalists.”59 Both news and media literacy
are pertinent to students’ civics education today, as students may be inundated with
unreliable information through social media and the internet, which harms their ability to effectively engage on key issues.60
With the increased availability of information online, students must be extra savvy
to determine a source’s reliability, but it’s a difficult task. Discernment is not just a
student problem, however: A 2016 Pew Research Center survey found that around
51 percent of U.S. adults see “at least somewhat inaccurate” information online,
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and about 16 percent of U.S. adults admitted to inadvertently sharing false political
news online.61 Different efforts have been made to advance media literacy education,
but students are still vulnerable to fake news.62 A 2016 Stanford University study
found that middle school, high school, and college students struggled to discern the
credibility and veracity of sponsored content and news sources.63 As of 2017, more
than 150 million robot accounts on social media platforms have helped promote
fake news.64 According to nonprofit organization Avaaz, fake news stories amassed
about 159 million views in 2019, and interactions with fake news from August 2019
to October 2019 are around 1.5 times more than the media reported in the three to
six months before the 2016 election.65 The increase of inaccurate news and lack of
general civic knowledge on how the government functions allow disinformation campaigns to succeed, especially online.66 For example, a 2016 survey by the Annenberg
Public Policy Center found that only 26 percent of Americans could name the three
branches of government.67 A 2017 survey by C-SPAN found that almost 60 percent of participants were unable to name a justice on the U.S. Supreme Court.68 Yet
students can be taught the necessary media literacy skills to effectively and carefully
consume and produce news.69
California has passed legislation requiring the State Department of Education to offer
school districts a list of online media literacy resources, instructional materials, and
media literacy professional development programs for teachers.70 The bill will affect
all K-12 students as of July 1, 2019; it aims to reduce confusion caused by fabricated
news and increase access to media literacy education for underrepresented communities.71 On a national scale, the News Literacy Project (NLP), a national education
nonprofit based in Washington, D.C., partners with more than 30 media organizations
to offer students and teachers resources to increase news literacy.72 The organization
offers teachers in-person and virtual professional development, connecting educators
with journalists with whom they can discuss news literacy to increase students’ civic
engagement.73 The NLP also offers Checkology, an online interactive platform that
teaches students to identify source credibility and reliability. In the 2018-19 school
year, 69 percent of students who used the platform could identify quality journalism,
and 68 percent noted that they planned to be more civically engaged in their communities.74 In addition to creating a more robust civics education, components of news
literacy show potential to increase current events knowledge, internal political efficacy,
and cultivate positive relationships with civic life.75
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National strategy: Increasing voter registration and participation
Besides preregistration for 16 and 17 year olds, strategies to cultivate youth civic
engagement through voting can include high school registration drives, larger business
strategies, and organizing to combat voter suppression tactics.
Organizations such as the League of Women Voters Education Fund offer training
manuals on how to implement high school voter registration programs while centering historically underrepresented populations such as those without a college education and those in communities of color.76 Virginia even offers a high school voter
registration challenge in which high schools across the state compete to register the
largest percentage of voting-age students and receive a certificate from the governor.77
These efforts bring K-12 civic education to life by underscoring the importance of
being an informed, active citizen.
On a larger scale, businesses such as Snapchat, a mobile messaging app, turned youth
engagement into civic action by registering voters before the 2018 midterm election.
Snapchat added links for voter registration to users’ profiles and sent them video
reminders which resulted in more than 400,000 new voter registrations.78 Additionally,
in response to increased misinformation, Snapchat—unlike other social media
platforms—currently checks political ads for accuracy.79 Relatedly, Spotify, a music
streaming service, exerted its own civic engagement efforts to get voters to the polls by
providing customized state playlists as Election Day approached in November.80 While
Snapchat and Spotify are organizations that exist outside of schools, they overwhelmingly capture the attention of Generation Z81 and Millennials,82 the current and next
generation of youth voters.83
While increased civics education and engagement can improve voter registration
rates among young people, these efforts are futile if voter suppression measures—
which disproportionately affect young people and people of color—prevent them
from voting once they turn 18.84 Young people and voting advocates have joined
forces to fight back against nefarious attempts to depress youth turnout by challenging many discriminatory voting laws in the courts. For example, a Wisconsin
law making it harder for college students to rely on their student IDs as a form of
identification prior to voting is currently being challenged in court.85 Similarly,
students at Prairie View A&M University, a historically Black university in Texas,
are suing Waller County after noticing that their school was restricted to only three
days of early voting in 2018, compared with the two weeks allotted to other parts
of the county and the nearby majority-white Texas A&M University.86 In Florida,
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officials tried to ban early-voting sites at state universities in 2014, but their efforts
were blocked by a federal court in 2018 after being deemed unconstitutional.87 Strict
voter ID laws, polling closures, and voter purges particularly affect youth voters,
especially those who are Black, Native American, and Latinx.88
Despite these efforts, organizations such as Fair Fight aim to combat voter suppression
through civics education activities, lobbying, and voter registration and outreach programs.89 Fair Fight specifically highlights the voter suppression tactics that target communities of color and young voters as insidious efforts to subvert the U.S. democracy.90
Although the organization’s work is based in Georgia and the upcoming 2020 election,
Fair Fight is expected to target 20 states that have also historically disenfranchised
communities of color and/or young people.91 Challenging voter suppression tactics
is a prime use of civic skills that can be taught in K-12 schools. Creating strategies to
increase voter registration and access to polling locations illuminates the importance
of civics education’s role in perpetuating civic behaviors and engagement.
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Conclusion
Our democracy is facing an unprecedented challenge. With an increased amount of
fake news online and continued voter suppression efforts, it is imperative that students
have a robust civic education. This includes a combination of offering standalone civics
and/or government courses; a full curriculum that includes news and media literacy;
and concretized opportunities for civic engagement. Additionally, when K-12 schools
enable civics education to turn into civic action, students see the importance of becoming effective citizens and active participants in their democracy. Although Black and
Latinx students and students in low-income communities have to navigate barriers
to civic life and civic engagement that include voter suppression efforts and disenfranchisement, civics education can help ease these barriers through the cultivation
of strong civic skills and dispositions. Moreover, by utilizing strategies such as YPAR,
schools are more likely to engage historically marginalized students and communities
to help increase civic participation. Students can build on the civic knowledge they have
gained in the classroom by volunteering or demonstrating activism through protest.
Cities and states can help empower youth and civic participation by lowering the voting
age, offering preregistration, and maintaining high school voter registration drives.
As the 2020 elections approach, there will be continued disinformation campaigns,92
and prioritization of news literacy by educational institutions is one component of a
promising strategy to combat them.93 American youth must be civically educated in
order to discern fact from fiction and remain invested in the state of their democracy.
They must also be adequately prepared to lead the nation toward essential civic and
social change at the local, state, and national levels.

16

Center for American Progress | Strengthening Democracy With a Modern Civics Education

About the authors
Ashley Jeffrey is a policy analyst for K-12 Education Policy at the Center for

American Progress.
Scott Sargrad is the vice president of K-12 Education Policy at the Center.

Acknowledgments
The authors would like to thank Danielle Root, Lisa Smith, Morgan Spivey, and
Andrew Wilkes for their invaluable input toward this report.

17

Center for American Progress | Strengthening Democracy With a Modern Civics Education

Endnotes
1 Scott Sargrad and others, “A Quality Education for Every
Child: A New Agenda for Education Policy” (Washington:
Center for American Progress, 2019), available at https://
www.americanprogress.org/issues/education-k-12/reports/2019/07/02/471511/quality-education-every-child/.
2 Generation Citizen, “Home,” available at https://generationcitizen.org/ (last accessed December 2019); Elizabeth
Mann Levesque, “What does civic education look like in
America?”, Brookings Institution, July 23, 2018, available
at https://www.brookings.edu/blog/brown-center-chalkboard/2018/07/23/what-does-civics-education-look-likein-america/.
3 Michael Hansen and others, “The 2018 Brown Center
Report on American Education: How Well are American
Students Learning?” (Washington: Brookings Institution,
2018), available at https://www.brookings.edu/wpcontent/uploads/2018/06/2018-Brown-Center-Report-onAmerican-Education_FINAL1.pdf.
4 Rebecca Burgess, “Civic Education Professional Development: The Lay of the Land” (Washington: American
Enterprise Institute, 2015), available at https://www.aei.
org/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Civics-EducationProfessional-Development.pdf.
5 The Nation’s Report Card, “2014 Civics Assessment:
Overall Civics Scores,” available at https://www.nationsreportcard.gov/hgc_2014/#civics/scores (last accessed
December 2019).
6 Dana Harris and Andrew Wilkes, “Through an Action Civics
Lens: Policy and Advocacy to Support Effective Civics Education Across the 50 States” (New York: Generation Citizen,
2018), available at https://generationcitizen.org/wpcontent/uploads/2018/11/Through-an-Action-Civics-Lens.
pdf; The Nation’s Report Card, “2014 Civics Assessment.”
7 Joshua Littenberg-Tobias and Allison K. Cohen, “Diverging Paths: Understanding Racial Differences in Civic
Engagement Among White, African American, and
Latina/o Adolescents Using Structural Equation Modeling,”
American Journal of Community Psychology 57 (1-2) (2016):
102–117, available at https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/
doi/pdf/10.1002/ajcp.12027; The Leonore Annenberg
Institute for Civics of the Annenberg Public Policy Center
at the University of Pennsylvania and the Campaign for
the Civic Mission of Schools, “Guardian of Democracy: The
Civic Mission of Schools” (Philadelphia: 2011), available
at https://www.carnegie.org/media/filer_public/ab/dd/
abdda62e-6e84-47a4-a043-348d2f2085ae/ccny_grantee_2011_guardian.pdf.
8 Youth.gov, “Civic Engagement,” available at https://youth.
gov/youth-topics/civic-engagement-and-volunteering#_
ftn (last accessed December 2019); Peter Levine and Kei
Kawashima-Ginsberg, “The Republic is (Still) at Risk—and
Civics is Part of the Solution” (Medford, MA: Jonathan M.
Tisch College of Civic Life, Tufts University, 2017), available
at https://www.civxnow.org/static/media/SummitWhitePaper.fc2a3bb5.pdf.
9 Levine and Kawashima-Ginsberg, “The Republic is (Still) at
Risk—and Civics is Part of the Solution”; Danielle Root and
Liz Kennedy, “Increasing Voter Participation in America:
Policies to Drive Participation and Make Voting More
Convenient” (Washington: Center for American Progress,
2018), available at https://www.americanprogress.org/
issues/democracy/reports/2018/07/11/453319/increasingvoter-participation-america/.

18

10 Youth.gov, “Civic Engagement.”
11 Ibid.
12 Connor Maxwell, “5 Ways to Increase Voter Turnout in African American Communities,” Center for American Progress,
July 18, 2018, available at https://www.americanprogress.
org/issues/race/news/2018/07/18/453663/5-waysincrease-voter-turnout-african-american-communities/;
Vann R. Newkirk II, “Voter Suppression Is Warping Democracy,” The Atlantic, July 17, 2018, available at https://www.
theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/07/poll-prri-votersuppression/565355/; Dave Grossman, “Unlocking Latino
Civic Potential: 2016 and Beyond” (Washington: The Aspen
Institute, 2015), available at https://assets.aspeninstitute.
org/content/uploads/2016/01/unlocking-latino-civicpotential.pdf?_ga=2.156509305.338760447.15746927411288749936.1574692741.
13 Littenberg-Tobias and Cohen, “Diverging Paths.”
14 Harris and Wilkes, “Through an Action Civics Lens.”
15 Ibid.
16 Maxwell, “5 Ways to Increase Voter Turnout in African
American Communities.”
17 Littenberg-Tobias and Cohen, “Diverging Paths.”
18 Harris and Wilkes, “Through an Action Civics Lens.”
19 Robert T. Grimm and Nathan Dietz, “Good Intentions,
Gap in Action: The Challenge of Translating Youth’s High
Interest in Doing Good into Civic Engagement” (College
Park, MD: University of Maryland Do Good Institute,
2018), available at https://dogood.umd.edu/sites/default/
files/2019-07/Good%20Intentions%2C%20Gap%20in%20
Action_Do%20Good%20Institute%20Research%20Brief.
pdf; Sarah D. Sparks, “Volunteerism Declined Among
Young People,” Education Week, July 17, 2018, available
at https://www.edweek.org/ew/articles/2018/07/18/
volunteerism-declined-among-young-people.html.
20 German Lopez, “It’s official: March for Our Lives was one
of the biggest youth protests since the Vietnam War,” Vox,
March 26, 2018, available at https://www.vox.com/policyand-politics/2018/3/26/17160646/march-for-our-livescrowd-size-count.
21 Somini Sengupta, “Protesting Climate Change, Young
People Take to Streets in a Global Strike,” The New York
Times, September 20, 2019, available at https://www.nytimes.com/2019/09/20/climate/global-climate-strike.html.
22 Root and Kennedy, “Increasing Voter Participation in
America.”
23 Jordan Misra, “Voter Turnout Rates Among All Voting Age
and Major Racial and Ethnic Groups Were Higher Than
in 2014,” U.S. Census Bureau, April 23, 2019, available
at https://www.census.gov/library/stories/2019/04/
behind-2018-united-states-midterm-election-turnout.
html#:~:targetText=Voter%20turnout%20went%20
up%20more,group%20%E2%80%94%20a%2079%20
percent%20jump.
24 Advocates for Youth, “A Youth Wave Sweeping This Nation,” available at https://advocatesforyouth.org/media/ayouth-wave-sweeping-this-nation/ (last accessed
December 2019).

Center for American Progress | Strengthening Democracy With a Modern Civics Education

25 The Center for Information and Research on Civic Learning
and Engagement, “Young People Dramatically Increase
their Turnout to 31%, Shape 2018 Midterm Elections,”
November 7, 2018, available at https://civicyouth.org/
young-people-dramatically-increase-their-turnout-31-percent-shape-2018-midterm-elections/.
26 Sarah Shapiro and Catherine Brown, “The State of Civics
Education” (Washington: Center for American Progress,
2018), available at https://www.americanprogress.org/
issues/education-k-12/reports/2018/02/21/446857/statecivics-education/.
27 State of Vermont Agency of Education, “Proficiency-Based
Graduation Requirements,” available at https://education.vermont.gov/student-learning/proficiency-basedlearning/proficiency-based-graduation-requirements (last
accessed December 2019).
28 Requirements for Social Studies Instructional Programs
for Grades Prekindergarten – 12, Title 13A Subtitle 4,
State Board of Education, Code of Maryland Regulations,
(November 6, 2019), available at http://mdrules.elaws.
us/comar/13a.04.08.01.; Maryland State Department of
Education, “Maryland Social Studies State Standards,”
available at http://www.marylandpublicschools.org/
about/Pages/DCAA/Social-Studies/MSSS.aspx (last accessed December 2019).
29 Maryland State Department of Education, “Graduation Requirements for Public High Schools in Maryland: Overview
and Frequently Asked Questions” (Baltimore: 2018), available at http://www.marylandpublicschools.org/programs/
Documents/Testing/GraduationsRequirements2018.pdf.
30 Student Service, Title 13A Subtitle 3, State Board of Education, Code of Maryland Regulations, (November 6, 2019),
available at http://mdrules.elaws.us/comar/13a.03.02.05/.
31 Maryland State Department of Education, “Maryland
Service-Learning Graduation Requirement,” available at
http://marylandpublicschools.org/programs/pages/servicelearning/graduation-requirement.aspx (last accessed
December 2019); Maryland State Department of Education,
“Service-Learning Fact Sheet,” available at http://marylandpublicschools.org/programs/pages/service-learning/graduation-requirement.aspx (last accessed December 2019).
32 Queen Anne’s County Public Schools, “Service-Learning
Project Middle and/or High School Direct Service,” available at https://www.qacps.org/cms/lib/MD01001006/Centricity/Domain/74/servicelearningunits.pdf (last accessed
December 2019).
33 North East High School, “Service Learning,” available at
https://www.ccps.org/domain/284 (last accessed December 2019).
34 National Conference of State Legislatures, “Preregistration
for Young Voters,” February 12, 2019, available at http://
www.ncsl.org/research/elections-and-campaigns/preregistration-for-young-voters.aspx.
35 Ibid.
36 FairVote, “Voter Pre-Registration,” available at https://www.
fairvote.org/voter_pre_registration (last accessed December 2019).
37 Lindsay A. Powers, “Takoma Park grants 16-year-olds right
to vote,” The Washington Post, May 14, 2013, available at
https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/takoma-parkgrants-16-year-olds-right-to-vote/2013/05/14/b27c52c4bccd-11e2-89c9-3be8095fe767_story.html.
38 FairVote, “Lower the Voting Age for Local Elections,” available at https://www.fairvote.org/lower_the_voting_age
(last accessed December 2019).

19

39 Arelis R. Hernandez, “Hyattsville becomes second U.S.
municipality to lower voting age to 16,” The Washington Post, January 14, 2015, available at https://www.
washingtonpost.com/local/md-politics/hyattsvillebecomes-second-city-in-the-us-to-lower-voting-age-to16/2015/01/07/24a7c8be-95c7-11e4-aabd-d0b93ff613d5_
story.html.
40 Michelle Basch, “Greenbelt lowers voting age to 16,” WTOP,
January 8, 2018, available at https://wtop.com/princegeorges-county/2018/01/greenbelt-lowers-voting-age-16/.
41 Powers, “Takoma Park grants 16-year-olds right to vote.”
42 City of Hyattsville, “Teen Advisory Committee,” available at
https://www.hyattsville.org/652/Teen-Advisory-Committee
(last accessed December 2019); Vote16USA, “Lowering the
Voting Age for Local Elections in Takoma Park and Hyattsville, MD” (New York: Generation Citizen, 2016) available at
http://vote16usa.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/FinalMD-Case-Study.pdf.
43 Elena Schneider, “Students in Maryland Test Civic Participation and Win Right to Vote,” The New York Times, January 9,
2015, available at https://www.nytimes.com/2015/01/10/
us/politics/students-in-maryland-test-civic-participationand-win-right-to-vote.html.
44 U.S. Census Bureau, “Voting and Registration in the Election
of November 2018,” April 23, 2019, available at https://www.
census.gov/data/tables/time-series/demo/voting-andregistration/p20-583.html; Corporation for National and
Community Service, “State Rankings by Volunteer Rate,”
available at https://www.nationalservice.gov/vcla/staterankings-volunteer-rate (last accessed December 2019).
45 Root and Kennedy, “Increasing Voter Participation in
America.”
46 Spencer Foundation, “How can youth participatory action
research promote civic learning and engagement?”, available at https://www.spencer.org/learning/how-can-youthparticipatory-action-research-promote-civic-learningand-engagement (last accessed December 2019); M. Alex
Wagaman, Rae Caballero Obejero, and James S. Gregory,
“Countering the Norm, (Re)authoring Our Lives: The Promise Counterstorytelling Holds as a Research Methodology
With LGBTQ Youth and Beyond,” International Journal of
Qualitative Methods 17 (1) (2018), available at https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/1609406918800646.
47 Danielle Renee Filipiak, “Tracing Agency in a Middle
School, Youth Participatory Action Research Class” (New
York: Columbia University, 2018), available at https://academiccommons.columbia.edu/doi/10.7916/D86M4JR3.
48 Stacey Michelle Ault, “Queens Speak - A Youth Participatory
Action Research Project: Exploring Critical Post-Traumatic
Growth among Black Girls within the School to Prison
Pipeline” (San Francisco: The University of San Francisco,
2017), available at https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/a98d/2
6e5341f6a947a5e1c86718e327ae5fb2b8d.pdf.
49 Meg Benner, Catherine Brown, and Ashley Jeffrey,
“Elevating Student Voice in Education” (Washington:
Center for American Progress, 2019), available at https://
www.americanprogress.org/issues/education-k-12/
reports/2019/08/14/473197/elevating-student-voiceeducation/.
50 Harris and Wilkes, “Through an Action Civics Lens.”
51 Lopez, “It’s official: March for Our Lives was one of the
biggest youth protests since the Vietnam War”; The New
York Times, “March for Our Lives Highlights: Students
Protesting Guns Say ‘Enough Is Enough,’” March 24, 2018,
available at https://www.nytimes.com/2018/03/24/us/
march-for-our-lives.html.

Center for American Progress | Strengthening Democracy With a Modern Civics Education

52 The Action Network, “Youth Climate Strike,” available
at https://actionnetwork.org/event_campaigns/youthclimate-strike (last accessed December 2019).
53 Mary Pauline Lowry, “This Is How One Sixth Grade Girl
Helped Improve Flint’s Water Crisis,” The Oprah Magazine,
December 11, 2018, available at https://www.oprahmag.
com/life/a25383285/mari-copeny-barack-obama-flintwater-crisis/.
54 Ken Meyer, “Asked and Answered: President Obama
Responds to an Eight-Year-Old Girl from Flint,” The Executive Office of President Barack Obama, April 27, 2016,
available at https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/
blog/2016/04/27/asked-and-answered-president-obamaresponds-eight-year-old-girl-flint.
55 Earth Guardians, “Xiuhtezcatl Martinez,” available at
https://www.earthguardians.org/xiuhtezcatl (last accessed
December 2019); Caroline Steyer, “15-Year-Old Climate
Activist Speaks To UN General Assembly,” HuffPost, July
2, 2015, available at https://www.huffpost.com/entry/
xiuhtezcatl-speaks-to-un_n_7715192.
56 Earth Guardians, “Home,” available at https://www.earthguardians.org/ (last accessed December 2019).
57 Earth Guardians, “Xiuhtezcatl Martinez.”
58 Center for Media Literacy, “Media Literacy: A Definition and
More,” available at https://www.medialit.org/media-literacy-definition-and-more (last accessed December 2019).
59 Lauren Brown-Hulme, “Information Disorder and the Need
for News Literacy Education in the Digital Era,” (Lincoln, NE:
University of Nebraska-Lincoln, 2018), available at https://
digitalcommons.unl.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1021
&context=honorstheses; Jennifer Fleming, “Media Literacy,
News Literacy, or News Appreciation? A Case Study of the
News Literacy Program at Stony Brook University,” Journalism & Mass Communication Educator 69 (2): 146–165,
available at https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177
/1077695813517885?journalCode=jmcb.
60 Levine and Kawashima-Ginsberg, “The Republic is (Still) at
Risk—and Civics is Part of the Solution.”

66 CivXNow, “Coalition Policy Menu,” (Cambridge, MA: iCivics,
2016), available at https://civxnow.org/sites/default/files/
basic_page/CivXNow%20Policy%20Menu%20-%20FINAL.
pdf; The News Literacy Project, “Give Facts A Fighting
Chance” (Washington: 2019), available at http://newslit.
org/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/NewsLiteracyPlaybook-1.pdf.
67 Annenberg Public Policy Center, “Americans’ Knowledge
of the Branches of Government Is Declining,” September
13, 2016, available at https://www.annenbergpublicpolicycenter.org/americans-knowledge-of-the-branches-ofgovernment-is-declining/.
68 Robert Green and Adam Rosenblatt, “Supreme Court
Survey” (Washington: C-SPAN, 2017), available at https://
static.c-span.org/assets/documents/scotusSurvey/
CSPAN%20PSB%20Supreme%20Court%20Survey%20
COMPREHENSIVE%20AGENDA%20sent%2003%2013%20
17.pdf.
69 Joseph Kahne and Benjamin Bowyer, “Educating for Democracy in a Partisan Age: Confronting the Challenges of Motivated Reasoning and Misinformation,” American Educational
Research Journal 54 (1) (2016): 3–34, available at https://
journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.3102/0002831216679817;
Levine and Kawashima-Ginsberg, “The Republic is (Still) at
Risk—and Civics is Part of the Solution.”
70 Pupil Instruction: Media Literacy: Resources, S.B. 830,
Chapter 448 (September 17, 2018), available at https://
leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill_
id=201720180SB830.
71 Ibid.
72 The News Literacy Project, “Media Partners,” available at
https://newslit.org/about/media-partners/ (last accessed
December 2019).
73 The News Literacy Project, “For Educators: Professional
Development,” available at https://newslit.org/educators/
professional-development/ (last accessed December
2019).
74 The News Literacy Project, “Give Facts A Fighting Chance.”

61 Michael Barthel, Amy Mitchell, and Jesse Holcomb, “Many
Americans Believe Fake News Is Sowing Confusion,” Pew
Research Center, December 15, 2016, available at https://
www.journalism.org/2016/12/15/many-americans-believefake-news-is-sowing-confusion/.

75 Seth Ashley, Adam Maksl, and Stephanie Craft, “News
Media Literacy and Political Engagement: What’s the Connection?” (Boise, ID: Boise State University, 2017), available
at https://scholarworks.boisestate.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cg
i?article=1101&context=communication_facpubs.

62 Stephen Sawchuk, “Students Are Really, Really Bad at
Spotting Fake News, Misleading Websites,” Education Week,
November 19, 2019, available at http://blogs.edweek.org/
teachers/teaching_now/2019/11/students_cant_spot_
fake_news_websites.html.

76 League of Women Voters Education Fund, “Empowering
the Voters of Tomorrow: Developing Effective High School
Voter Registration Programs” (Washington: 2018), available
at https://www.lwv.org/sites/default/files/2018-06/empowering_the_voters_of_tomorrow.2018.final_.pdf.

63 Brooke Donald, “Stanford researchers find students have
trouble judging the credibility of information online,”
Stanford Graduate School of Education, November 22,
2016, available at https://ed.stanford.edu/news/stanfordresearchers-find-students-have-trouble-judging-credibility-information-online; Camila Domonoske, “Students Have
‘Dismaying’ Inability To Tell Fake News From Real, Study
Finds,” NPR, November 23, 2016, available at https://www.
npr.org/sections/thetwo-way/2016/11/23/503129818/
study-finds-students-have-dismaying-inability-to-tell-fakenews-from-real.

77 13News Now, “ Governor Northam announces high school
voter registration challenge,” September 26, 2019, available
at https://www.13newsnow.com/article/news/education/
virginia-high-school-voter-registration-challenge/2919cff375a-98cf-459f-8d1d-c39da691b3dc.

64 Center for Information Technology & Society, “How is Fake
News Spread? Bots, People like You, Trolls, and Microtargeting,” available at https://www.cits.ucsb.edu/fake-news/
spread (last accessed December 2019).

78 Cecilia Kang, “Snapchat Helped Register Over 400,000
Voters,” The New York Times, October 23, 2018, available
at https://www.nytimes.com/2018/10/23/technology/
snapchat-voter-registration-midterms.html.
79 William Feuer, “Snapchat fact-checks political ads, unlike
Facebook, says CEO Evan Spiegel,” CNBC, November 18,
2019, available at https://www.cnbc.com/2019/11/18/
snapchat-fact-checks-political-ads-unlike-facebook-ceoevan-spiegel.html.

65 Avaaz, “US 2020: Another Facebook Disinformation Election?” (New York: 2019), available at https://avaazimages.
avaaz.org/US_2020_report_1105_v04.pdf.

20

Center for American Progress | Strengthening Democracy With a Modern Civics Education

80 Josh Glicksman, “Spotify Creates Playlists For Every State
as Part of Its Midterm Elections Initiative,” Billboard,
October 31, 2018, available at https://www.billboard.com/
articles/business/streaming/8482580/spotify-state-playlists-midterm-elections; Sofia Gross and Ashley Spillane,
“Civic Responsibility: The Power of Companies to Increase
Voter Turnout” (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University, 2019),
available at https://ash.harvard.edu/files/ash/files/harvardcasestudy-report-digital_copy.pdf.
81 Alyssa Golden, “Generation Z Re-Defining the Business of
Music,” Music Business Journal, available at http://www.
thembj.org/2019/09/generation-z-re-defining-the-business-of-music/ (last accessed December 2019); Snapchat,
“Business,” available at https://forbusiness.snapchat.com/
(last accessed December 2019).
82 Carrie Cummings, “Infographic: 72% of Spotify Listeners
Are Millennials. Here’s How They Use the Service,” Adweek,
April 17, 2016, available at https://www.adweek.com/
brand-marketing/infographic-what-marketers-need-knowabout-millennials-music-habits-170869/.
83 Snapchat, “Business.”
84 Danielle Root and Aadam Barclay, “Voter Suppression During the 2018 Midterm Elections: A Comprehensive Survey
of Voter Suppression and Other Election Day Problems”
(Washington: Center for American Progress, 2018), available at https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/democracy/reports/2018/11/20/461296/voter-suppression2018-midterm-elections/.
85 Laurel White, “Group Files Federal Lawsuit Against
Wisconsin Student Voter ID Laws,” Wisconsin Public Radio,
November, 20, 2019, available at https://www.wpr.org/
group-files-federal-lawsuit-against-wisconsin-studentvoter-id-laws.

87 Michael Wines, “The Student Vote Is Surging. So Are Efforts
to Suppress It,” The New York Times, October 24, 2019, available at https://www.nytimes.com/2019/10/24/us/votingcollege-suppression.html; Gary Fineout, “Judge strikes
down Florida’s campus ban on early voting,” Associated
Press, July 24, 2018, available at https://www.tallahassee.
com/story/news/2018/07/24/judge-strikes-down-floridascampus-ban-early-voting/829956002/.
88 Root and Barclay, Voter Suppression During the 2018
Midterm Elections.”
89 Fair Fight, “Our Story,” available at https://fairfight.com/
about-fair-fight/ (last accessed December 2019).
90 Fair Fight, “Why We Fight,” available at https://fairfight.
com/why-we-fight/ (last accessed December 2019).
91 Vanessa Williams, “Stacey Abrams chooses building a national voter protection program over running for president
In 2020,” The Washington Post, August 13, 2019, available
at https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2019/08/13/
stacey-abrams-launch-voter-protection-program-battleground-states-ahead-election/.
92 Mike Isaac, “Facebook Finds New Disinformation Campaigns and Braces for 2020 Torrent,” The New York Times,
October 21, 2019, available at https://www.nytimes.
com/2019/10/21/technology/facebook-disinformationrussia-iran.html.
93 Darrell M. West, “How to combat fake news and disinformation” (Washington: Brookings Institution, 2017), available
at https://www.brookings.edu/research/how-to-combatfake-news-and-disinformation/.

86 Danny Hakim and Michael Wines, “‘They Don’t Really
Want Us to Vote’: How Republicans Made It Harder,” The
New York Times, November 3, 2018, available at https://
www.nytimes.com/2018/11/03/us/politics/votingsuppression-elections.html; Amy Gardner, “In rural Texas,
black students’ fight for voting access conjures a painful
past,” The Washington Post, September 24, 2019, available
at https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/in-ruraltexas-black-students-fight-for-voting-access-conjuresa-painful-past/2019/09/24/fa18e880-ca69-11e9-a1feca46e8d573c0_story.html.

21

Center for American Progress | Strengthening Democracy With a Modern Civics Education

Our Mission

Our Values

Our Approach

The Center for American
Progress is an independent,
nonpartisan policy institute
that is dedicated to improving
the lives of all Americans,
through bold, progressive
ideas, as well as strong
leadership and concerted
action. Our aim is not just to
change the conversation, but
to change the country.

As progressives, we believe
America should be a land of
boundless opportunity, where
people can climb the ladder
of economic mobility. We
believe we owe it to future
generations to protect the
planet and promote peace
and shared global prosperity.

We develop new policy ideas,
challenge the media to cover
the issues that truly matter,
and shape the national debate.
With policy teams in major
issue areas, American Progress
can think creatively at the
cross-section of traditional
boundaries to develop ideas
for policymakers that lead to
real change. By employing an
extensive communications
and outreach effort that we
adapt to a rapidly changing
media landscape, we move
our ideas aggressively in the
national policy debate.

And we believe an effective
government can earn the
trust of the American people,
champion the common
good over narrow self-interest,
and harness the strength of
our diversity.

1333 H STREET, NW, 10TH FLOOR, WASHINGTON, DC 20005 • TEL: 202-682-1611 • FAX: 202-682-1867 • WWW.AMERICANPROGRESS.ORG

