
free speech for me but not for thee

free speech for me but not for thee is a phrase often used to describe the contradictory and hypocritical
application of free speech principles in various social, political, and cultural contexts. It highlights situations
where individuals or groups advocate for their own right to express opinions freely while simultaneously
suppressing or criticizing opposing viewpoints. This phenomenon raises significant questions about the
consistency and fairness of free speech protections, as well as the challenges posed by censorship, bias, and
societal norms. Understanding the complexities behind "free speech for me but not for thee" requires an
exploration of its historical roots, legal frameworks, and contemporary implications in digital and public
spheres. This article delves into the nuances of this concept, examining how it manifests and the impact it
has on democratic discourse and individual rights. The following sections will provide a comprehensive
overview of the topic, including its origins, examples, and ongoing debates.
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Origins and Meaning of "Free Speech for Me but Not for Thee"
The phrase "free speech for me but not for thee" captures a longstanding tension within the concept of free
expression. Historically, it has been used to criticize situations where individuals or groups demand the
right to speak freely while denying that right to others. This contradiction reflects a double standard that
undermines the universal principles of free speech. The expression itself emphasizes the inconsistency in
applying freedom of expression, where one's own speech is protected but dissenting or unpopular views
are censored or marginalized. Understanding this phrase involves recognizing its role as a critique of
selective tolerance and the challenges in maintaining impartiality in public discourse.



Historical Context
The origin of the phrase can be traced back to various political and social debates where free speech became
a contentious issue. Throughout history, different regimes and movements have employed this double
standard to advance their agendas. For example, during periods of political repression, ruling authorities
often justified restricting speech that opposed them while promoting their own narratives. Similarly, social
groups have at times embraced free speech selectively to protect their interests while silencing critics. This
historical background demonstrates how "free speech for me but not for thee" serves as a warning against
the misuse of freedom of expression.

Legal and Constitutional Perspectives
From a legal standpoint, the concept of free speech is enshrined in various constitutions and international
human rights instruments, such as the First Amendment of the U.S. Constitution and Article 19 of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights. These legal frameworks aim to guarantee the right to express
opinions without undue government interference. However, the application of these rights often
encounters challenges related to the phrase "free speech for me but not for thee," especially when balancing
free speech with other societal interests.

First Amendment and Its Limitations
In the United States, the First Amendment protects freedom of speech but is not absolute. Courts have
ruled that certain types of speech, such as incitement to violence, defamation, and obscenity, may be
restricted. These limitations sometimes lead to debates about whether restrictions are applied fairly or
whether they disproportionately affect certain groups. The tension between protecting free speech and
regulating harmful content illustrates the complexity behind the selective enforcement echoed in "free
speech for me but not for thee."

International Human Rights Law
Internationally, free speech is recognized as a fundamental right, but it is also subject to restrictions
necessary for protecting public order, national security, and the rights of others. Different countries
interpret and implement these restrictions differently, which can lead to inconsistent protections and
accusations of hypocrisy. The phrase encapsulates these inconsistencies, highlighting the difficulty of
achieving a universal standard for free speech.



Examples in Political and Social Contexts
The phrase "free speech for me but not for thee" frequently arises in political and social arenas, where
competing interests and ideologies clash. It is often used to describe the behavior of political parties, activists,
and media outlets that defend their own speech rights while opposing those of their adversaries.

Political Partisanship and Speech
In highly polarized political environments, parties may accuse each other of censorship or bias, each
claiming to be the true defenders of free speech. For instance, one group might support open discourse
when it benefits their cause but advocate for restrictions when facing criticism. This selective approach
undermines democratic principles and fuels mistrust among citizens.

Social Movements and Cancel Culture
Social movements sometimes employ mechanisms such as "cancel culture," which critics argue exemplifies
"free speech for me but not for thee." While these movements promote awareness and accountability, they
may also silence dissenting opinions or unpopular perspectives. This raises questions about the limits of
tolerance within progressive or activist circles and the balance between free speech and social justice.

Impact on Digital Platforms and Social Media
The rise of digital platforms has transformed the landscape of free speech, introducing new challenges
related to moderation, censorship, and expression. Social media companies play a crucial role in determining
what content is permissible, often navigating between protecting free speech and preventing harm.

Content Moderation Policies
Social media platforms enforce content guidelines that can lead to the removal or restriction of posts. These
policies sometimes reflect inconsistent applications of free speech, where certain voices are amplified while
others are suppressed. Debates around transparency, bias, and accountability in content moderation
exemplify the dilemma of "free speech for me but not for thee" in the digital age.

The Role of Algorithms and Echo Chambers
Algorithms that curate content on social networks can contribute to selective exposure, reinforcing users'
existing beliefs and limiting exposure to diverse viewpoints. This phenomenon can exacerbate the
perception of unfairness in free speech, as opposing views may be algorithmically marginalized, fostering



division and misunderstanding.

Challenges and Criticisms
The concept of "free speech for me but not for thee" highlights several challenges and criticisms related to
the practical implementation of free speech in society. These challenges include balancing competing
rights, addressing hate speech, and avoiding censorship while protecting vulnerable groups.

Balancing Competing Rights
Free speech often conflicts with other rights, such as the right to privacy, protection from discrimination,
and public safety. Striking an appropriate balance requires careful legal and ethical considerations, as
overprotection or underprotection of speech can lead to accusations of hypocrisy or bias.

Addressing Hate Speech and Harmful Content
One of the most contentious areas is the regulation of hate speech, which some argue should be restricted to
prevent harm, while others claim such restrictions infringe on free expression. The phrase "free speech for
me but not for thee" emerges when hate speech restrictions are perceived as unevenly applied or used to
silence legitimate dissent.

Balancing Free Speech with Responsibility
Maintaining a healthy democratic society requires balancing the right to free speech with social
responsibility. This balance involves ensuring that speech does not incite violence, spread misinformation,
or undermine the rights of others, while preserving open dialogue and diverse viewpoints.

Principles for Fair Application
To address the issues highlighted by "free speech for me but not for thee," several principles can guide fair
application:

Consistency in enforcing speech protections and restrictions

Transparency in decision-making processes

Respect for diverse perspectives and minority voices



Accountability for abuses of free speech rights

Promoting media literacy and critical thinking

The Role of Education and Public Discourse
Education plays a pivotal role in fostering an understanding of free speech rights and responsibilities.
Encouraging respectful dialogue and critical inquiry can help mitigate the contradictions inherent in "free
speech for me but not for thee" and promote a more inclusive and equitable public sphere.

Frequently Asked Questions

What does the phrase 'free speech for me but not for thee' mean?
The phrase 'free speech for me but not for thee' refers to a hypocritical stance where individuals or groups
support free speech only when it aligns with their own views, but oppose it when others express differing
or opposing opinions.

Why is 'free speech for me but not for thee' considered problematic in
democratic societies?
It is problematic because it undermines the principle of equal expression and open dialogue essential for
democracy. Selective free speech limits diverse perspectives and can lead to censorship, polarization, and
erosion of trust in institutions.

How does 'free speech for me but not for thee' manifest on social media
platforms?
On social media, this phrase manifests when users or platform administrators enforce content moderation
unevenly, allowing certain viewpoints while censoring or banning others, often influenced by political or
ideological biases.

Can 'free speech for me but not for thee' impact academic freedom?
Yes, it can restrict academic freedom by creating an environment where scholars feel pressured to conform
to prevailing opinions and avoid controversial topics, thereby limiting intellectual diversity and critical
inquiry.



What are some historical examples of 'free speech for me but not for
thee'?
Historical examples include regimes or movements that promote free speech for their supporters while
suppressing dissenters, such as authoritarian governments censoring opposition voices while allowing
propaganda supporting the regime.

How can society address the issue of 'free speech for me but not for thee'?
Society can address it by promoting consistent free speech principles, encouraging respectful dialogue across
differences, implementing transparent moderation policies, and educating individuals about the importance
of protecting all voices.

Is 'free speech for me but not for thee' related to cancel culture?
Yes, the concept is often linked to cancel culture, where individuals or groups call for the silencing or
ostracizing of those with opposing views, while expecting their own speech to be protected and free from
criticism or consequences.

Additional Resources
1. Free Speech, But Not for Me: The Paradox of Censorship in Modern Democracies
This book delves into the contradictory nature of free speech rights in contemporary democratic societies. It
explores how individuals and institutions often champion free expression until it conflicts with their own
beliefs or interests. Through case studies and legal analysis, the author reveals the tensions between
universal rights and selective enforcement of speech freedoms.

2. The Hypocrisy of Free Speech: When 'Your Right to Speak' Means 'Not My Problem'
Examining the double standards surrounding free speech, this book highlights instances where people
defend their own right to speak freely while suppressing opposing views. It discusses the cultural and
political implications of this selective tolerance and questions the true meaning of free speech in polarized
environments.

3. Speech Police: How Free Expression is Policed for Some but Silenced for Others
This title investigates the enforcement of speech regulations that disproportionately affect marginalized
groups while protecting privileged voices. The author critiques the role of government and social
institutions in perpetuating inequalities under the guise of maintaining public order and decency.

4. Say What You Want—Unless We Disagree: The Limits of Free Speech in Practice
Focusing on real-world applications, this book documents how freedom of speech is often curtailed
depending on who is speaking and what they are saying. It explores legal battles, social media moderation,
and workplace policies to illustrate how free speech rights are unevenly applied.



5. The Free Speech Dilemma: Advocating for Expression Until It Conflicts with Power
This work analyzes how power dynamics influence the defense or suppression of speech. It argues that
those in authority frequently support free speech only when it aligns with their agendas, revealing a
pattern of inconsistency that undermines democratic principles.

6. Voices Silenced: The Unequal Application of Free Speech Rights
This book shines a light on marginalized voices whose speech is often censored or ignored despite
constitutional protections. Combining sociological research and personal narratives, it underscores the gap
between the ideal of free speech and its reality for minority communities.

7. Free Speech for Thee, Not for Me: The Politics of Selective Censorship
Investigating political rhetoric and policy, this title examines how governments and political groups
manipulate free speech principles to silence dissent while promoting their own narratives. It provides a
critical look at the strategic use of censorship in contemporary politics.

8. The Illusion of Free Speech: When Rights are Contingent and Conditional
This book argues that free speech is often presented as an absolute right but is actually contingent on social,
political, and economic factors. It critiques the notion of universal free speech by highlighting the conditions
and limitations imposed on different groups.

9. Double Standards in Free Speech: Protecting Some Voices While Muzzling Others
Exploring legal cases and public discourse, this book reveals how societal double standards affect whose
speech is protected and whose is punished. It calls for a reevaluation of free speech norms to ensure more
equitable protection for all voices.
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  free speech for me but not for thee: Free Speech for Me--but Not for Thee Nat Hentoff,
1992 It is rather a wide-ranging report on - and analysis of - the many kinds of conflicts throughout
our country between the illusion that this is a land of unfettered free speech and the reality when
that illusion is acted upon. It is a book of many stories - of the continuing efforts to deprive students
of Mark Twain's masterpiece, Huckleberry Finn, and of attempts to deprive other students of the
right not to read books that offend them; of the well-intentioned rulings that result in speech codes
and loyalty oaths; of the wide-spread lack of understanding, over the years, of such basic concepts as
the marketplace of ideas and of the overriding value of untrammeled speech. Free Speech for Me -
But Not for Thee is a book about fear, duplicity, some courage, a lot of hypocrisy, and a good deal of
irony. It is a book of dramatic confrontations, of people acting, for better or for worse, on one of the
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most important of our domestic battlefields.
  free speech for me but not for thee: The Mind of the Censor and the Eye of the
Beholder Robert Corn-Revere, 2021-11-04 The book explores the importance of free speech in
America by telling the stories of its chief antagonists - the censors.
  free speech for me but not for thee: The Case Against the Democratic House
Impeaching Trump Alan Dershowitz, 2019-01-01 New York Times bestselling author! One of
America’s most respected legal scholars—a Democrat—explains why impeachment proceedings
against Donald Trump would be a bad idea for America. In the 2018 New York Times bestseller The
Case Against Impeaching Trump, Alan Dershowitz lamented how American political discourse has
devolved into hypocrisy and the criminalization of political differences in the rush to impeach
President Trump. Arguments to impeach Trump failed Dershowitz’s “shoe on the other foot test,” or
his political golden rule: Democrats must do unto Republicans what they would have Republicans do
unto them, and vice versa. Since then, we’ve only become more divided—and the impeachment
power wielded by the Democratic majority in the House of Representative threatens to further
polarize the country. The Case Against the Democratic House Impeaching Trump includes and
expands upon Dershowitz’s 2018 book. It puts recent political events, including the hyper-partisan
Kavanaugh hearings, the unrestrained power of the Mueller investigation, and the generally
intolerant current political discourse, into context. American democracy, Dershowitz argues, is
suffering from political hypocrisy. And two years of impeachment proceedings brought by the House,
and the media circus that would undoubtedly surround them, is clearly not the answer. This book is
Alan Dershowitz’s plea for honest dialogue, for arguments that would be made even if the shoe was
on the other foot.
  free speech for me but not for thee: The Case Against Impeaching Trump Alan
Dershowitz, 2018-07-09 A brilliant lawyer...A new and very important book. I would encourage all
people...to read!—President Donald J. Trump “Absolutely amazing…. If you care about justice...read
this book.”—Sean Hannity “Maybe the question isn’t what happened to Alan Dershowitz. Maybe it’s
what happened to everyone else.”—Politico Alan Dershowitz has been called “one of the most
prominent and consistent defenders of civil liberties in America” by Politico and “the nation’s most
peripatetic civil liberties lawyer and one of its most distinguished defenders of individual rights” by
Newsweek. Yet he has come under partisan fire for applying those same principles to Donald Trump
during the course of his many appearances in national media outlets as an expert resource on civil
liberties and constitutional law. The Case Against Removing Trump seeks to reorient the debate over
impeachment to the same standard that Dershowitz has continued to uphold for decades: the law of
the United States of America, as established by the Constitution. In the author’s own words: “In the
fervor to impeach President Trump, his political enemies have ignored the text of the Constitution.
As a civil libertarian who voted against Trump, I remind those who would impeach him not to run
roughshod over a document that has protected us all for two and a quarter centuries. In this case
against impeachment, I make arguments similar to those I made against the impeachment of
President Bill Clinton (and that I would be making had Hillary Clinton been elected and Republicans
were seeking to impeach her). Impeachment and removal of a president are not entirely political
decisions by Congress. Every member takes an oath to uphold the Constitution of the United States,
and the Constitution sets out specific substantive criteria that MUST be met. I am thrilled to
contribute to this important debate and especially that my book will be so quickly available to
readers so they can make up their own minds.”
  free speech for me but not for thee: Campus Hate Speech on Trial Timothy C. Shiell, 2009
Ban it! the initial arguments for campus speech codes -- Wayne dick's plea: the critics fight back --
See you in court: the campus hate speech cases -- Hostile environment takes a front seat -- The
attack on hostile environment -- And the verdict is -- The debate: 1998-2008.
  free speech for me but not for thee: Men of Money Lynn Horton, 2022-04-26 In this book,
sociologist Lynn Hortonexplores how the most dynamic sectors of the global economy—finance and
technology—are shaping new forms of elite masculinity. She offers fresh insights into the often



overlooked links between economic inequalities and the identity politics of gender and race.
Through analysis of the lives and discourse of utra-visible male billionaires, Horton examines how
extreme accumulations of wealth are both imbued with gendered celebrity and moral authority and
harshly contested. She identifies the ways neoliberalism as an ideological project, advanced by
elite-funded networks of think tanks and advocacy groups, draws on such masculinities to amplify
and naturalize market-centered assumptions, values, and practices. Gender systems—relational and
ranked constructs of masculinity/femininity—permeate neoliberal discourse of markets, the state,
and the household. Horton also details the tensions and ties between technocratic elite masculinities
which eschew open sexism and discrimination and rightwing populist mobilization of gendered and
racialized anti-elite discourse.
  free speech for me but not for thee: Dare to Speak Suzanne Nossel, 2020-07-28 A must
read.—Margaret Atwood A vital, necessary playbook for navigating and defending free speech today
by the CEO of PEN America, Dare To Speak provides a pathway for promoting free expression while
also cultivating a more inclusive public culture. Online trolls and fascist chat groups. Controversies
over campus lectures. Cancel culture versus censorship. The daily hazards and debates surrounding
free speech dominate headlines and fuel social media storms. In an era where one tweet can
launch—or end—your career, and where free speech is often invoked as a principle but rarely
understood, learning to maneuver the fast-changing, treacherous landscape of public discourse has
never been more urgent. In Dare To Speak, Suzanne Nossel, a leading voice in support of free
expression, delivers a vital, necessary guide to maintaining democratic debate that is open,
free-wheeling but at the same time respectful of the rich diversity of backgrounds and opinions in a
changing country. Centered on practical principles, Nossel’s primer equips readers with the tools
needed to speak one’s mind in today’s diverse, digitized, and highly-divided society without resorting
to curbs on free expression. At a time when free speech is often pitted against other progressive
axioms—namely diversity and equality—Dare To Speak presents a clear-eyed argument that the
drive to create a more inclusive society need not, and must not, compromise robust protections for
free speech. Nossel provides concrete guidance on how to reconcile these two sets of core values
within universities, on social media, and in daily life. She advises readers how to: Use language
conscientiously without self-censoring ideas; Defend the right to express unpopular views; And
protest without silencing speech. Nossel warns against the increasingly fashionable embrace of
expanded government and corporate controls over speech, warning that such strictures can
reinforce the marginalization of lesser-heard voices. She argues that creating an open market of
ideas demands aggressive steps to remedy exclusion and ensure equal participation. Replete with
insightful arguments, colorful examples, and salient advice, Dare To Speak brings much-needed
clarity and guidance to this pressing—and often misunderstood—debate.
  free speech for me but not for thee: Advocacy Journalists Edd Applegate, 2009-05-11 In all
likelihood advocacy journalism is the oldest form of reportage. It appears frequently whenever
journalists desire to advocate their beliefs or ideas about major political or social problems. In
Advocacy Journalists: A Biographical Dictionary of Writers and Editors, Edd Applegate identifies the
most notable figures in this field. Each entry contains biographical information about a writer or
editor who either wrote advocacy journalism or edited one or more publications that featured such
material. Entries consist of discussions of the journalists' lives, professional careers, major works,
and, in some cases, commentary on those works. Among those profiled here are such notables as
Ambrose Bierce, William F. Buckley Jr., Eldridge Cleaver, Daniel Defoe, Germaine Greer, Pete
Hamill, Karl Marx, H. L. Mencken, George Orwell, Thomas Paine, Wilfrid Sheed, Gloria Steinem, and
Jonathan Swift. Unlike other books that focus on the form of advocacy journalism itself or how and
why it developed, this book focuses on the lives of journalists and editors and their contributions to
advocacy journalism. For scholars, teachers, and students of journalism, along with general readers
who wish to discover more about advocacy journalism, this volume is an important and accessible
resource.
  free speech for me but not for thee: Piety & Politics Reverend Barry W. Lynn, 2006-10-03



The Reverend Barry Lynn explains why the Religious Right has it all wrong. In the wake of the 2004
presidential election, the Religious Right insisted that George Bush had been handed a mandate for
an ideology-based social agenda, including the passage of a “marriage amendment” to ban same-sex
unions, diversion of tax money to religious groups through “faith-based initiatives,” the teaching of
creationism in public schools, and restrictions on abortion. Led by an aggressive band of television
preachers and extremist radio personalities, the Religious Right set its sights on demolishing the
wall of separation between church and state. The Reverend Barry Lynn is a devout Christian, but
this propaganda effort disturbs him deeply. He argues that politicians need to stop looking to the
Bible to justify their actions and should consult another source instead: the U.S. Constitution. When
the Founding Fathers of our great nation created the Constitution, they had seen firsthand the
dangers of an injudicious mix of religion and government. They knew what it was like to live under
the yoke of state-imposed faith. They drew up a model for the new nation that would allow absolute
freedom of religion. They knew that religion, united with the raw power of government, spawns
tyranny. Yet the Religious Right now seems distrustful of those principles inherent in the
Constitution, viewing the separation of church and state only as a dangerous anti-Christian principle
imposed upon our nation. In reality, the separation between church and state has been an important
ally to religion: with the state out of the picture, hundreds of religions have grown and prospered.
Religion doesn’t need the government’s assistance, any more than it is practical or appropriate for
religious doctrine to be fostered in the government or taught in public schools. As an explicitly
religious figure speaking out against the Religious Right, Lynn has incurred the wrath of such
personalities as Pat Buchanan, Jerry Falwell, and Pat Robertson, who once said Lynn was “lower
than a child molester.” Lynn has continuously taken on these radicals of the Religious Right calmly
and rationally, using their own statements and religious fervor to prove that when they attack the
constitutionally mandated separation, they’re actually attacking freedom of religion. In Piety &
Politics, the Reverend Barry Lynn continues the fight—educating Americans about what is at stake,
explaining why it is crucial that we maintain the separation of church and state, and galvanizing us
to defend the honor of our religious freedom.
  free speech for me but not for thee: Vaccination Panic in Australia Brian Martin, 2018-02-20
In 2009 in Australia, a citizens' campaign was launched to silence public criticism of vaccination.
This campaign involved an extraordinary variety of techniques to denigrate, harass and censor
public vaccine critics. It was unlike anything seen in other scientific controversies, involving
everything from alleging beliefs in conspiracy theories to rewriting Wikipedia entries. Vaccination
Panic in Australia analyses this campaign from the point of view of free speech. Brian Martin
describes the techniques used in the attack, assesses different ways of defending and offers wider
perspectives for understanding the struggle. The book will be of interest to readers interested in the
vaccination debate and in struggles over free speech and citizen participation in decision-making.
  free speech for me but not for thee: The Works of Shakespeare William Shakespeare, 1880
  free speech for me but not for thee: The Works of William Shakspeare William Shakespeare,
1896
  free speech for me but not for thee: The Works of William Shakspere William
Shakespeare, 1873
  free speech for me but not for thee: Complete Works William Shakespeare, 1838
  free speech for me but not for thee: A New and Complete Concordance Or Verbal Index
to Words, Phrases, & Passages in the Dramatic Works of Shakespeare John Bartlett, 1889
  free speech for me but not for thee: Michigan Law Review , 2000
  free speech for me but not for thee: The Works of William Shakspere [sic] William
Shakespeare, 1878
  free speech for me but not for thee: American Government Walter E. Volkomer, Carolyn D.
Smith, 1995 A concise study of the basics of American Government. This edition features two or
three Close Up boxes in each chapter, designed to capture student interest and provide an in-depth
look at the issues. The discussion of issues relating to women and minorities has also been



expanded.
  free speech for me but not for thee: The Dramatic Works of Shakspeare Printed from
the Text of Johnson and Steevens. Complete in One Volume William Shakespeare, 1824
  free speech for me but not for thee: The Plays and Poems of William Shakspeare William
Shakespeare, 1853
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