
To Speak or Not to Speak?


A deliberation about free speech and national security








Greater Restrictions in the Interest of Security


Although free speech has played a beneficial role in society, it has also been a hindrance to national security. The Espionage Act of 1917 limits free speech at the point where it creates a “clear and present danger” to our national security.  Whistleblowers Manning and Snowden, have been charged under the Espionage Act in an effort to protect national security. Other threats come from media as evidenced by the recent incidents of Sony and Charlie Hebdo hostage situation. This approach proposes upholding the Espionage Act and imposing stricter regulations on the media. 








 Full Exercise of Free Speech 


The First Amendment is clear: citizens and the press have a right to speak freely.  Freedom of speech is a fundamental tenet of a democracy. It is in the expression of unpopular ideas that important movements for justice have been formed and the government’s wrongdoings have been called into question. In order to ensure an open and just society and to return America to its foundation of unabridged free speech, recently instituted legislation needs to be revoked, particularly the Espionage and Patriot Acts. 








The Issue


The First Amendment grants every American citizen the fundamental right of freedom of speech, religion, press, and assembly. In today’s “online era,” information is easily accessible to the masses, which forced new consideration about freedom of speech, especially when national security is put at risk. Such a concern was forced to prominence when Edward Snowden, whistleblower and former NSA employee, unveiled classified NSA documents to the public, raising the question about what constitutes protected speech. The recent terrorist response to Charlie Hebdo magazine in France and the cyber attack inflicted on Sony by North Korea have reasserted the question of how to balance rights of free speech with the security of nations and their citizens.








Media Must Self-Regulate


In the United States, we rely on the media to provide us with information that helps us make informed decisions and shape us into globally aware citizens. Thus, the media hold much power; and with this power comes great responsibility. The media must exercise caution in their dissemination of news and ideas because of the globalization of information and the increase in radical responses that could affect the safety and security of citizens.  The media must take into consideration the seriousness of their broadcasting responsibility and put in place a policy of self-regulation in order to prevent threats to national security. But does this self-regulation give the media too much power? Does it compromise the premise of the First Amendment? 








