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Freedom of Speech
The situation can be interpreted well by reviewing the First Amendment of the Constitution of the United States. According to Aitchison (2015), the Congress argue against cases of freedom of speech, the press and the right of the people to peaceably assemble among others under the Section 10b of the constitution. The First Amendment protected the accountant's speech and means that his actions were justified. Free speech is one of the most recognised liberties in the United States. However, free speech often tends to conflicts with other rights and liberties hence leading to the question of ‘’what are the limits of free speech?’’.
Free speech has attracted different definitions among many courts in the United States. One of the reasons why the First Amendment supported the accountant's speech is because pure speech is allowed. Pure speech is the expression of thoughts and opinions verbally before a willing audience (Aitchison, 2015). The intention of the activity is also important to consider during the judgment of the outcomes. The accountant provided the newspaper with enough evidence in support of his statement against his actions with hope to alert the public of possible misallocation of funds. However, the sheriff’s office defended these accusations arguing that the matter was related to job-related duties. Besides, the courts have generally protected pure speech from government regulation. This means that individuals can voice our thoughts and expressions to the media and public as long as they don’t cause violence or incitements. 
One aspect of the assigned reading that I found to be of particular interest is speech-plus. This is different from pure speech because it involves actions that may be characterised by demonstrations, violence and words that end up inciting the public. Besides, speech-plus is not protected generally wholly as the pure speech is. This is because of the actions and results of the speech-plus can be dangerous and threatening to the entire piece of the community. For that reason, the courts have asserted that peaceful demonstrations may not be dangerous to public safety or trespass illegally (Aitchison, 2015).
[bookmark: _GoBack]Moreover, one aspect that has not been alluded to me by my peers is the rights that the First Amendment fails to grant the public. According to Aitchison (2015), one of the rights that are not granted is the Right to Say Anything. Although freedom of speech is one of the pillars of American Democracy, it is limited in certain contexts and situations. Some of the situations include; blackmailing, true threats, perjury, fighting words as well as incitement to imminent lawless actions. This is because these situations are prone to cause violence among the public hence violating the peace of the whole community.
Do you think that the First Amendment is relevant as far as protection of the freedom of speech is concerned?
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