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    A Clear Line Between Free and Hate 

 The First Amendment guarantees its beneficiary natural rights to 

the freedom of speech, protecting an individual’s opinion from acts of 

censorship and retaliation by the government. Yet what happens when 

that supposed “freedom” curtails another individual’s rights? Or when 

its intentions develop into horrific acts of violence? The issue that arises 

from protecting any type of hate speech through the First Amendment is 

that this “freedom” may motivate individuals to instigate harm such as 

discrimination and violence because they feel as though the law permits 

them to. When public hate speech is left unaddressed and unnoticed, it 

can often lead to much bigger conflicts that develop into hate crime. 

Repercussions set to challenge the presence of hate speech in these 

places have had little to no effect on preventing the spread of hate 

speech illustrated through Pittsburgh's Synagogue Shooting and a local 

high school party that sparked outrage for its anti-semitic displays. By 
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limiting hate speech, society can reduce the probability of similar events 

from occurring. 

The most recent Supreme Court hearing in regards to hate speech 

came in 2017, when it was unanimously reaffirmed that hate speech lies 

within the legal basis of free speech and is protected under the First 

Amendment. However, this legal basis allowed mass murderer and 

Pittsburgh's Synagogue shooter, Robert Bowers, to post anti-semitic 

posts on Gab.com. Bowers had published several racist posts on Gab, a 

social media platform that advocates free speech with nearly no 

restrictions on its content (CNN), before entering the Tree of Life 

Synagogue, killing 11 and injuring seven in what would be known as the 

deadliest attack on a Jewish community in the United States. The blurry 

line between free and hate speech allowed Bowers express a deep hatred 

for Jews which eventually led him to massacre innocent people as he 

gained a public following on Gab where he discovered similar-minded 

individuals. If the slightest restrictions and a process that filtered user’s 

content had implemented, then the derogatory slurs that Bowers uses as 
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motivation for his act of terrorism may have been deleted and prevented 

the preceding acts of horror. The freedom of speech allows individuals 

to express their opinions to a degree where some have even written 

manifestos to explain their views through means of hateful speech. The 

justification of hate speech through the freedom to express is simply 

unnecessary and unethical as it wields an enormous influence to commit 

hate crimes. 

Similarly, a local high school party that sparked outrage around 

the nation for its disturbing scene of students posing near anti-semitic 

imagery makes a case for the line between hate speech and the freedom 

to express. High school students from Newport-Mesa Unified District 

schools were photographed around the construction of a Swastika made 

out of red cups (ABC7). An issue that arises from the balance of free and 

hate speech is that minors are also granted this freedom. Although 

minors are highly unlikely to express a form of resentment through 

violent hate crimes, the exposure that they receive from numerous social 

media platforms is a cause for concern. With frequent exposure to a 
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myriad of hate expressions that they encounter on a daily basis, minors 

become brainwashed into thinking that hate speech is acceptable, a 

possible motive for the party goers’ anti-Jewish displays. Allowing hate 

speech to run rampant amongst teens can have a devastating effect on 

their brains as they begin to develop core and fundamental values 

(Kare11). The spread of hate speech is surprisingly easy, thanks to the 

protection of the First Amendment, as it is found in video games, 

streaming platforms, and even photos that are intended to be comical.    

In reality, the blurry line caused by the balance between free 

speech and hate speech should not exist. And although some may see 

how restricting hate speech as an infraction on their natural rights and 

freedom to express, the harm that is instigated by such “freedoms” tips 

the scale further than that of benefit. It is crucial to understand how 

limiting hate speech could have prevented a series of tragedies resulting 

in bloodshed and serves to argue how these catastrophes can be 

prevented. For children, it is a matter of how devastating the influence of 

hate speech can be. Only when expressions that are meant to demoralize, 
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dehumanize, and attack others ends up into the wrong hands, can society 

witness how horrific the extent of such “freedoms” are. 


