Facing History 2011-2012
Post: Hate.com: Does Freedom of Speech equal Freedom to Hate?

(due: Monday, October 3)

Today (Thursday) in class, you saw some very disturbing scenes documenting hate on the Internet.   

Lest you think this film is out of date, think again.  Here are two stories related to hate and violence that may send a chill down your collective spines.  The first two deal with events in 2007 at Jena High School in Jena, Louisiana:

Susan Roesgen and Eliott C. McLaughlin, "Residents: Nooses Spark School Violence, Divide Town," CNN (September 5, 2007)

http://www.learntoquestion.com/resources/database/archives/003313.html
Mike Baron, “Mychal Bell Conviction Tossed In Jena 6 Beating,” Houston Post-Chronicle (September 14, 2007)

http://www.learntoquestion.com/resources/database/archives/003314.html
And the third takes us to West Virginia, where a description of a vicious assault of a woman there is beyond words.

John Raby, “Details Emerge in W. Va. Torture Case; Woman's Ordeal in W. Va. Shed, Described As Week of Torture, Leads to Hate Crime Investigation” The Associated Press (September 12, 2007)

http://www.learntoquestion.com/resources/database/archives/003315.html
I dare say that the bottom line is: hate lives.

As disturbing as the actions of the people in this film are, they live in the United States and are therefore entitled to freedom of speech.   Freedom of speech is inviolate, yes?

But is that all there is to say about the hate and venom that they spout and propagate? What do you think about the actions of the folks and their websites in this film? Are these people just exercising their freedom of speech or do they go beyond that? Should they legally be permitted to spew hate in the digital universe?  

And just to complicate matters a little bit: what responsibilities do the creators of these websites have for the actions of people who are inspired and take actions because of what they read on these sites? Granted, people have to be responsible for their own actions, but can the creators of these websites legitimately argue that they have with total impunity-- on the grounds that they have the right to express themselves, irrespective of any effect their words might have on their readers/followers?  

Be specific in explaining your response.   

A reminder: your summer reading projects are also due on Monday!  A busy week/end ahead…
