US/AZ GOVERNMENT
1st Amendment: Freedom of Speech
Questions concerning freedom of speech.

1.  Should Snoop Doggy Dogg be under lock and key?

Nowhere has the generation gap been more deeply felt than in the opinions about gangsta rap and its language of violence, sex, drugs, and disrespect for women.  Some young people eat it up, sending sales soaring and modeling the way they wear their clothes after Snoop and other rappers.  Many parents, however, find the message reprehensible and believe gangsta rap should be taken off the air and off the shelves.  Even fervent defenders of the First Amendment have to swallow hard when they think about Snoop’s “Doggystyle” and its popularity.

General Questions:
A.  What are the different kinds of media in the United States?

B.  What type of influence does the media have?

C.  Does the media dictate trends or behaviors or does it merely reflect existing trends?

Specific Questions:
A.  Is the content of gangsta rap—drugs, violence, sex and gangs—enough reason to take it off the airwaves and out of stores?

B.  Imagine that we could prove a direct connection between violent behavior and gangsta rap:  Would there be First Amendment implications if the government sought to ban this music?

C.  How can people who find gangsta rap offensive or dangerous let their views be known?

2.  Should the Red Hot Chili Peppers carry a warning label?

Speech comes in various forms, but the voices many teenagers are listening to today are on CD’s and tapes.  As lyrics become more provocative and violent, the debate over which is acceptable for young people to listen to continues.

General questions:
A.  What is censorship?

B.  Does a warning label constitute censorship?

C.  Are there justifications to support warning labels?

· Were Jim’s constitutional rights violated?

· Explain why there was or was not a violation of Jim’s constitutional rights in this case.

CASE 2:  The Georgia state legislature has passed a law which allows teachers to have a voluntary prayer at the beginning of each school day.  A teacher in Georgia allowed a student to say a non-denominational prayer in his class to start the day.  Another student, Jane, protested, saying that she should not have to listen to a prayer in a school supported by tax money.

· Were Jane’s constitutional rights violated?

· Explain why there was or was not a violation of Jane’s constitutional rights in this case.

CASE 3:  The Mormon religion, in the past, has allowed for the practice of polygamy within their church doctrine.  Mr. Jim Smith, a practicing Mormon, believes in this policy and therefore concludes that it is his right to have two wives.  The federal government prohibits the practice of polygamy and bring charges up against Mr. Smith.

· Were Mr. Smith’s constitutional rights violated?

· Explain why there was or was not a violation of Mr. Smith’s constitutional rights in this case.

CASE 4:  Meagan, a student at Island Trees High School, asked school officials for permission to form a Christian Club at Island Trees.  Meagan told the officials that membership would be voluntary and open to all students.  The club’s main purpose was to permit students to read and discuss the Bible, have fellowship, and pray together.  School officials denied the request.  

· Were Meagan’s constitutional rights violated?

· Explain why there was or was not a violation of Meagan’s constitutional rights in this case.

Judgments in Cases:

CASE 1:  Jim’s rights were not violated in this case.  The reason would be because the actions of Jim affect others.  Jim not getting immunized would be considered a violation of social duty.  The court upheld a similar decision in Jacobson v. Massachusetts, 1905.

CASE 2:  Jane’s constitutional rights were violated.  Schools, agencies of government, cannot sponsor religious activities.  The court upheld a similar decision in Engel v. Vitale, 1962.

CASE 3:  Mr. Smith’s rights were not violated.  The Constitution does not give a person the right to violate the law, offend public moral, or otherwise threaten the health, safety, or welfare of the community.  The court upheld a similar decision in Reynolds v. United States, 1879.

CASE 4:  Meagan’s constitutional rights were violated.  A school that allows a student initiated and student run club to meet after school does not convey a message of State approval or endorsement of that particular religion.  Upheld by a recent decision in Westside Community Schools v. Mergens, 1990.   The Equal Access Act also plays a part in this decision.   

