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Banning Hate Speech
Unlike many Western nations, the US does not ban hate speech. The freedom of speech is protected under the First Amendment to the US Constitution, which states that the law should not prohibit the free exercise of speech and expression (Chakraborti & Garland, 2015). Hate speech can be defined as any form of expression that maligns an individual or a particular marginalised or vulnerable group (Gerstenfeld, 2018). Given that hate speech is a criminal offence in most of the democratic societies, many US citizens have been promoted to argue for its legal restriction.  Essentially, the issue of banning hate speech has polarized opinions of many people, including legislators (Ekins, 2017). However, hate speech should not be prohibited, especially in the current age. Hate speech should not be banned because a truly democratic society should allow its citizens the freedom to be free to express and discuss any idea or opinion that they hold.
Democracy promotes the freedom of expression, which makes it unreasonable to restrict speech in a democratic country. By definition, a democracy is a regime in which the citizens can discuss and set the laws for themselves (Gerstenfeld, 2018). Therefore, the US exemplifies the spirit of true democracy by refusing to deny its citizens the freedom of expression ("Why hate speech should not be banned", 2019). If the citizens’ right to expression is suppressed, they might dissipate that energy through other channels such as violence in order to have their message heard, and that is more dangerous (Nossel, 2014). Therefore, people citizens must be free to voice their opinions no matter how repugnant they may seem.
Refusing to ban haste speech is a way of respecting the citizens’ autonomy by letting them convey who they are and what they stand for or against (Nossel, 2014). Even if we vehemently disagree with the ideas of others, there is no reason to silence them and let our own ideas prevail (Bissinger, 2014). By granting people the freedom to any form of expression, the law treats them as adults, which can only happen if people are allowed to express their good or bad ideas, and leave the listeners to make up their minds for themselves.
Additionally, any law that restricts speech is counter-productive, since it antagonises the citizens’ freedom by forcing them to remain suppressed ("Why hate speech should not be banned", 2019). At the same time, the state might misuse the power to restrict speech, by either misrepresenting about what is genuinely dangerous or simply doing it for political motives (Chakraborti & Garland, 2015). Therefore, by maintaining peoples’ freedom for any form of expression, we are better positioned to recognize their threat and be able to counter them more effectively. 
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