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The following excerpt is taken from Glenn Greenward’s article, “In Solidarity with a
Free Press: Some More Blasphemous Cartoons, ” published on Jan. 9, 2013 upon the
shooting attack of a cartoon journal and its staff in Paris. Please read the excerpt

carefully and write in response to Greenward'’s views. (What is he trying to say in o
this piece? What is the significance of his views here? ') ' N:m

Defending free speech and free press rights, which typically means defending the _ § ‘
right to disseminate the very ideas society finds most repellent, has been one of R _Ji
my principal passions for the last 20 years: previously as a lawyer and now as a B
journalist...Usually, defending free speech rights is much more of a lonely task. For
instance, the day before the Paris murders, I wrote an article about multiple
cases where Muslims are being prosecuted and even imprisoned by western
governments for their online political speech — assaults that have provoked relatively
little protest, including from those free speech champions who have been so vocal this
week.

Central to free speech activism has always been the distinction between
defending the right to disseminate Idea X and agreeing with Idea X...... One defends
the right to express repellent ideas while being able to condemn the idea itself. There
is no remote contradiction in that: the ACLU vigorously defends the right of
neo-Nazis to march through a community filled with Holocaust survivors in Skokie,
Tilinois, but does not join the march; they instead vocally condemn the targeted ideas
as grotesque while defending the right to express them.

But this week’s defense of free speech rights was so spirited that it gave rise to a
brand new principle: to defend free speech, one not only defends the right to
disseminate the speech, but embraces the content of the speech itself. Numerous
writers thus demanded that to show “solidarity” with the murdered cartoonists, one
should not merely condemn the attacks and defend the right of the cartoonists to
publish, but should publish and even celebrate those cartoons......

It is self-evident that if a writer who specialized in overtly anti-black or
anti-Semitic screeds had been murdered for their ideas, there would be no widespread
calls to republish their trash in “solidarity” with their free speech rights...... When we
originally discussed publishing this article to make these points, our intention was to
commission two or three cartoonists to create cartoons that mock Judaism and malign
sacred figures to Jews the way Charlie Hebdo did to Muslims. But that idea
was thwarted by the fact that no mainstream western cartoonist would dare put their
name on an anti-JTewish cartoon, even if done for satire purposes, because doing
so would instantly and permanently destroy their career, at least. Anti-Islam and
anti-Muslim commentary (and cartoons) are a dime a dozen in western media
outlets...... And this messaging — this special affection for offensive anti-Islam
speech — just so happens to coincide with, to feed, the militaristic foreign policy
agenda of their governments and culture.

This underscores the key point: there are all sorts of ways ideas and viewpoints
are suppressed in the west.  'When those demanding publication of these anti-Islam -
cartoons start demanding the affirmative publication of those ideas as well, I’ll believe
the sincerity of their very selective application of free speech principles.




