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• "You know also that the beginning is the 
most important part of  any work, especially 
in the case of  a young and tender thing; for 
that is the time at which the character is 
being formed and the desired impression is 
more readily taken. Quite true. And shall we 
just carelessly allow children to hear any 
casual tales which may be devised by casual 
persons, and to receive into their minds 
ideas for the most part the very opposite of  
those which we should wish them to have 
when they are grown up? We cannot. Then 
the first thing will be to establish a 
censorship of  the writers of  fiction, and let 
the censors receive any tale of  fiction which 
is good, and reject the bad; and we will 
desire mothers and nurses to tell their 
children the authorized ones only."  
 

• — Plato (The Republic) 



 
•“It is only just that 
anything that grows up 
on its own should feel it 
has nothing to repay for 
an upbringing which it 
owes no one.”  
 

• ― Plato, The Republic 



•“Do you mean that the 
tyrant will dare to use 
violence against the 
people who fathered him, 
and raise his hand 
against them if  they 
oppose him? So the tyrant 
is a parricide, and little 
comfort to his old 
parent.”  
 

• ― Plato, The Republic 



 
•“Excess of  liberty, 
whether it lies in state or 
individuals, seems only 
to pass into excess of  
slavery.”  
 

• ― Plato, The Republic 



•"All over the world, 
wherever there are 
capitalists, freedom of  
the press means freedom 
to buy up newspapers, to 
buy writers, to bribe, buy 
and fake "public 
opinion" for the benefit 
of  the bourgeoisie."  
 

• — Vladimir Lenin (Revolution!: Sayings of  
Vladimir Lenin) 



•"It is the press, above all, 
which wages a positively 
fanatical and slanderous 
struggle, tearing down 
everything which can be 
regarded as a support of  
national independence, 
cultural elevation, and the 
economic independence 
of  the nation."  
 

• — Adolf  Hitler (Mein Kampf) 



• "The liberty of  the press is indeed 
essential to the nature of  a free state: 
but this consists in laying no 
previous restraints upon 
publications, and not in freedom 
from censure for criminal matter 
when published. Every freeman has 
an undoubted right to lay what 
sentiments he pleases before the 
public: to forbid this, is to destroy 
the freedom of  the press: but if  he 
publishes what is improper, 
mischievous, or illegal, he must take 
the consequence of  his own 
temerity."  
 

• — William Blackstone (Commentaries on the 
Laws of  England, Volume 4: A Facsimile of  
the First Edition of  1765-1769) 



 
•"The price of  freedom 
of  religion or of  speech 
or of  the press is that 
we must put up with, 
and even pay for, a good 
deal of  rubbish."  
 

• — Robert H. Jackson 



•"[T]he artillery of  the 
press has been leveled 
against us, charged with 
whatsoever its 
licentiousness could 
devise or dare. These 
abuses of  an institution 
so important to freedom 
and science are deeply to 
be regretted..."  
 

• — Thomas Jefferson 





• “In Denmark when the author of  a biography of  
Muhammad wanted a drawing on his book jacket that 
represented the Prophet,  all the artists he approached said, 
No, . . . we fear Muslim reprisals and would fear for our lives.  
The daily newspaper Jyllands-Posten asked cartoonists to 
depict the Prophet as a test of  whether freedom of  
expression had been limited in Denmark . . . . Twelve 
cartoonists agreed. . . Muslim organizations immediately 
demanded an apology . . . the editor-in-chief  refused,  . . . 
saying a democracy makes use of  all means of  expression, 
including satire, and the images were not intended to insult 
the Prophet or Muslims. Nonetheless, 3,000 of  the 187,000 
Muslims living in Denmark protested the paper, which had 
to post guards as a result of  death threats.  . . . In January 
2006, Muslim countries began to boycott Danish products. 
The Danish economy lost some 90 million euros in about a 
week. . . . In February, newspapers in other European 
countries published the images in support of  Denmark and 
freedom of  the press. Islamic extremists attacked and 
burned the Danish embassy in Beirut; one person was killed. 
Other European embassies in Islamic countries were 
attacked."  
 

• — Ayaan Hirsi Ali (The Caged Virgin: An Emancipation Proclamation 
for Women and Islam) 











• New York Times Co. v. United States, 
403 U.S. 713 (1971) 

 
• The First Amendment overrides 

the federal government’s interest 
in keeping certain documents, 
such as the Pentagon Papers, 
classified. 
 

• The United States, which 
brought these actions to enjoin 
publication in the New York 
Times and in the Washington 
Post of  certain classified 
material, has not met the "heavy 
burden of  showing justification 
for the enforcement of  such a 
[prior] restraint." 
 



•Our Government was launched in 
1789 with the adoption of  the 
Constitution. The Bill of  Rights, 
including the First Amendment, 
followed in 1791. Now, for the 
first time in the 182 years since 
the founding of  the Republic, the 
federal courts are asked to hold 
that the First Amendment does 
not mean what it says, but rather 
means that the Government can 
halt the publication of  current 
news of  vital importance to the 
people of  this country. 
 
• Justice Black 



• The dominant purpose of  the First Amendment 
was to prohibit the widespread practice of  
governmental suppression of  embarrassing 
information. It is common knowledge that the 
First Amendment was adopted against the 
widespread use of  the common law of  seditious 
libel to punish the dissemination of  material that 
is embarrassing to the powers-that-be. . . .  The 
present cases will, I think, go down in history as 
the most dramatic illustration of  that principle. A 
debate of  large proportions goes on in the Nation 
over our posture in Vietnam. That debate 
antedated the disclosure of  the contents of  the 
present documents. The latter are highly relevant 
to the debate in progress. 
 

• Secrecy in government is fundamentally anti-
democratic, perpetuating bureaucratic errors. 
Open debate and discussion of  public issues are 
vital to our national health. On public questions, 
there should be "uninhibited, robust, and wide-
open" debate.  
 

• Justice Douglas 



• Why should the United States Government, from 
whom this information was illegally acquired by 
someone, along with all the counsel, trial judges, and 
appellate judges be placed under needless pressure? 
After these months of  deferral, the alleged "right to 
know" has somehow and suddenly become a right 
that must be vindicated instanter. 
 

• Would it have been unreasonable, since the newspaper 
could anticipate the Government's objections to 
release of  secret material, to give the Government an 
opportunity to review the entire collection and 
determine whether agreement could be reached on 
publication? Stolen or not, if  security was not, in fact, 
jeopardized, much of  the material could no doubt 
have been declassified, since it spans a period ending 
in 1968.  
 

• The course followed by the Times, whether so 
calculated or not, removed any possibility of  orderly 
litigation of  the issue. If  the action of  the judges up 
to now has been correct, that result is sheer 
happenstance. 
 

• Chief  Justice Burger - Dissent 



• These are difficult questions of  fact, of  
law, and of  judgment; the potential 
consequences of  erroneous decision 
are enormous. The time which has 
been available to us, to the lower 
courts, and to the parties has been 
wholly inadequate for giving these 
cases the kind of  consideration they 
deserve. It is a reflection on the 
stability of  the judicial process that 
these great issues -- as important as 
any that have arisen during my time on 
the Court -- should have been decided 
under the pressures engendered by the 
torrent of  publicity that has attended 
these litigations from their inception. 
 

• Justice Harlan - dissent 



• With such respect as may be due to the 
contrary view, this, in my opinion, is not 
the way to try a lawsuit of  this magnitude 
and asserted importance. It is not the way 
for federal courts to adjudicate, and to be 
required to adjudicate, issues that allegedly 
concern the Nation's vital welfare. The 
country would be none the worse off  were 
the cases tried quickly, to be sure, but in 
the customary and properly deliberative 
manner. The most recent of  the material, it 
is said, dates no later than 1968, already 
about three years ago, and the Times itself  
took three months to formulate its plan of  
procedure and, thus, deprived its public for 
that period. 
 

• Justice Blackmun - dissent 



• I think there can be but one answer to 
this dilemma, if  dilemma it be. The 
responsibility must be where the power 
is. If  the Constitution gives the 
Executive a large degree of  unshared 
power in the conduct of  foreign affairs 
and the maintenance of  our national 
defense, then, under the Constitution, 
the Executive must have the largely 
unshared duty to determine and 
preserve the degree of  internal security 
necessary to exercise that power 
successfully. It is an awesome 
responsibility, requiring judgment and 
wisdom of  a high order.  
 

• Justice Stewart – Concurring, joined by Justice White 



• I should suppose that moral, political, and 
practical considerations would dictate that a 
very first principle of  that wisdom would be 
an insistence upon avoiding secrecy for its 
own sake. For when everything is classified, 
then nothing is classified, and the system 
becomes one to be disregarded by the 
cynical or the careless, and to be 
manipulated by those intent on self-
protection or self-promotion. I should 
suppose, in short, that the hallmark of  a 
truly effective internal security system 
would be the maximum possible disclosure, 
recognizing that secrecy can best be 
preserved only when credibility is truly 
maintained.  
 

• Justice Stewart – Concurring, joined by 
Justice White 


