JUDGEMENT		2

Name
Instructor
Course
Date	
The case of Snyder vs Phelps deals with the demonstration of Westboro Baptist Church at the memorial of a Marine murdered in Afghanistan. The case revolved around the first amendment that whether or not picketing a funeral should be protected by this law. The family of Marines opposed that they must have been banned from the memorial. They were kept 300-1000 ft. away from it at all times, and the father never really saw more than the top of the signs. He was later told what they said and sued for "emotional distress" and interruption into his secrecy.
Do you agree with the Supreme Court that demonstration at a funeral, no matter how distasteful should be protected by the free speech clause of the first amendment?
Yes, I agree with the Supreme Court decision because Westboro did not violate anyone and they followed the rules. The strikers grouped lawfully, in a public zone under the direction of police, and did not interfere with the procession. They forewarn authorities of their intentions and did not directly attack the Snyder family. Their attack was more of a public issue as it attacks the military as a whole for the enlistment of homosexuals. It did not mention Mathew Snyder whatsoever. 
In this case, the court took the mandate of holding the speech on a public sidewalk that was linked to a public issue that had taken place. The court asserted that the public issue would not be held answerable for an offence of emotional suffering even if the speech was found to be much shocking. In this case, the court ruled for Phelps in an 8-1 decision-making the justification that their speech was linked to a public matter. The court also reaffirmed that the speech was spread on a public sidewalk.
Do you think this is consistent with the “intent of the framers” when they wrote the first amendment? Or is it important for the court to stay consistent with its previous rulings (precedents), which have generally stated that the government shouldn’t censor speech simply because of the majority degrees with the message?
I think this is important for the court to stay consistent with its previous rulings. The government should not censor speech simply because the majority disagree with the message. The US constitution of the first amendment gives the right to the American people for the freedom of speech. The Snyder v. Phelps case was a groundbreaking case for our First Amendment right, freedom of speech. This case came into play after Fred Phelps and a group of protesters from Westboro Baptist Church staged a demonstration at Lance Corporal, funeral of Matthew Snyder’s that was murdered in Afghanistan on duty in 2006.
Should the court make an exception to the free speech clause in this case?
“Congress shall make no law with respect to formation of either religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or abridging the liberty of speech, or of the press, or the right of the individuals peacefully to assemble, and to request the government for a redress of grievances.” (U.S. Constitution.). The court can make an exception to the free speech clause in this case. The liberty of speech clause of the First Amendment is not much straightforward and transparent, that is the cause that this clause has been inferred by number of courts in several ways, which has led to numerous ambiguous and contradicting precedents to be set. A typical matter when understanding the First Amendment in a court case is the question of if morality and common sense are high enough causes to command an exception to liberty of speech. This query of liberty of speech being taken “too far” is obvious in the Snyder v. Phelps case.
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