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Did the Court Get it Right?
The case, Walker v. Texas Division, Sons of Confederate Veterans, became a major test of the First Amendment, pitting freedom of speech against government authority.  Did the Supreme Court get it right? 
TASK: Perform a close reading of the two opinions and answer the accompanying questions below.  
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1. Identify one argument in support of the Court’s decision .
2. Identify one argument against the Court’s decision. 
3. What argument, in your opinion, is the strongest? Explain your answer.  
License plates are state property. They are not private property; they are not the property of the vehicle owner, and they are pretty clearly something that implies at least review and approval of the state before it’s issued.  It's long been a rule that states could disallow vulgar language in personalized plates, and not permitting a confederate flag seems to me to be consistent with that rationale -- that such content on a plate could reasonably offend some people, and that the state should not be required to approve such language or images.  ��If you want to proclaim your love for the "history of the South", you can throw on a bumper sticker or paint one on your car.  But you shouldn't expect the state to sponsor or further your own personal opinions.





Furthermore, without limits, states would be forced to permit conflicting messages. Justice Breyer said drivers can use bumper stickers to convey a personal message, but "placing it on the license plate would suggest, at least to some observers, that it is the state that is conveying the message."





"Texas offers plates that pay tribute to the Texas citrus industry. But it need not issue plates praising Florida's oranges as far better," Breyer said. "And Texas offers plates that say 'Fight Terrorism.' But it need not issue plates promoting al-Qaeda."











The immediate impact is a setback for the Sons of Confederate Veterans, which had challenged Texas' denial of its license plate. The group argued it was merely honoring those who fought for the South. Some state residents said the image of a Confederate flag symbolized racism and division.





"The idea of inclusion, diversity, and tolerance apparently does not apply under law to those of us whose heritage is unpopular in some quarters," said Charles Kelly Barrow, the organization's commander in chief. 





Ben Jones, national spokesman for the Sons of Confederate Veterans a former congressman from Georgia, called the decision "way wrong."  "Why are my ancestors being lumped in with Nazis and jihadists?" Jones said.





"This is a sad day for the First Amendment and for mutual respect and bridge-building among Americans of different viewpoints."





"The court's decision passes off private speech as government speech and, in doing so, establishes a precedent that threatens private speech that government finds displeasing," their dissent said. f governments are allowed to limit such speech, they said, it would lead to increased censorship, such as on college campuses or against religious minorities.














