WORKSHEET
FIRST AMENDMENT -FREEDOM OF SPEFCH

YOUR GROUP HAS BEEN ASSIGNED THE TOPIC OF FREEDCM OF SPERCH. TO ANSWER QUESTIONS -3, YOU WLL NEED TO DO SOME RESEARCH. OEE I DEFENSE OF
LBERTY, CHAPTER U [STARTS ON PAGE L3) THE COBBLESTONE ISSUE OF OUR FIRST AMENDVENT PREEDCM OF SPEECH PAGES 121 OR CLASSROCM TEXTBOOKS OR
ENCYCLCPEDIAS THAT DEAL WITH THE EARLY DAYS OF THE COLONES ANMD CREATION OF THE BAL OF RIGHTS.  INTERVET SOLRCES WOULD ALSO BE HELPFUL, PARTICU-
LARLY THE NATIONAL CONSTITUTION CENTER (INTERACTIVE CONSTITUTION) HITR:/ AV CONSTITUTIONCENTER ORG NDEY ASP AND NEWSELM HTTP:/ fRIN/NEWSELM
ORGfEDUCATIONCENTER/TEACHNGTOOLS/INDEX M MRITE YOLR ANSWERS ON THE BACK OF THE PAGE OR ATTACH A SHEET OF PAPR.

1 \WHAT DOES "FREEDOM OF SPEECH MEAN? VWY WAS IT IMFORTANT TO THE COLONISTS?

2. EYPLAN HOW THE ALFEN AND SEDITON ACTS (79) PLACED LIMTS ON FREEDOM OF SPEECH,

3. INWHAT KINDS OF STTUATIONS DO YOU THR T WOULD BE ACCEPTABLE TO LMIT FREEDCM OF SPEECH?  (GME EXAVPLES,

Ll READ THE FOLLOWNG SUMMIRY OF THE SUPRIME OOURT CASE TIMGER V. DES MONES NDEPENDENT COMAUNTTY SchooL DISTRET 393 US. 503 (1949)

DEC. 16, 1965, WHRY BETH TIWER. 13, FROM DES MONES, |OWA WORE A BLACK ARVBAND WITH A PEACE SWBOL TO CLASS AT WARREN HARDING JR HGH. [T WAS A
PROTEST FOR THOSE WHO DIED IN VIETNAM AND TO SUPPORT A TRUCE. T HAD BEEN AMMOUNCED BY THE SCHOCL TWO DAYS FARLIER THAT ANY STUDENT WHO WORE
AN ARM BAND TO SCHCOL AND REFUSED TO REMOVE IT WOULD BE SUSPENDED. BOTHMARY BETH AND ANOTHER STUDENT, CHRISTOPHER ECKHARDT, WERE SUSPENDED.
MRY BETHS BROTHER JOHN WAS ALSO SUSPENDED THE FOLLOW DAY FOR WEARNG ONE.

AFTER THE WANTER BREAK, THESE STUDENTS DIDN'T WEAR THE ARM BANDS, BUT CHALLENGED THE RUNG THROUGH THER FATHERS. THE SUT FAED N US. DISTRICT
COURT CLAMED THAT CHILDREN HAVE THE SAVE OCNSTITUTIONAL RGHTS TO FREE SPEECH IMSIDE SCHCOL AS THEY DO OUTSDE OF T, THE U, S, DISTRCT COURT
DISAGREED, THEY ACKNOWEDGED THAT ARM BANDS WERE A FORM OF SPEECH BUT DECIDED THAT IT WAS THE 'DISCIPLVED ATMOSPHERE OF THE CLASSROCM" NEEDED
TO BE PROTECTED OMER THE STUDENT'S FREE SPEECH RIGHTS. THE STUDENTS APPEALED BUT THE S, QOURT OF APPEALS. THE JUSTICES OF THIS COURT WERE
W%@MOEPMCASESOMN&GK?MMMRMMDNM. THE NEXT STEP WAS THE SUPREME OOLRT, WHO ISSUED TS RULNG
O F¥B. 20, 1969,

How WOULD YOU DECIDE THIS CASE?



