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Kindly Inquisitors/Open Casket essay
Kindly inquisitors is fascinating, revitalizing as well as a resounding article by Rauch that directs a provocative view on the raging debates over political correctness and multiculturalism. His work try's to identify the recent developments in a historical perspective by supporting the system of free intellectual acquisition as a productive means of connecting wrong actions. The issue of free speech due to the regulation of hate speech have increased worldwide where there is no First Amendment to serve as a meaningful check. According to his article, he says that bias and prejudice is pluralism and not purism. The move to legislate biases and prejudice out of existence and driving them underground need to be opposed against one another to promote a more active and fruitful discussion. Rauch argues that this is the only process that will enable our society to replace hate with knowledge, both ethical and empirical perspective (Goodman, 2019).
Liberalism defines that knowledge comes only from a public process of critical exchange, in which wise and unwise alike participate (Goodman, 2019). According to Rauch, the risks associated with the concerns over free speech and artistic expression are diversified to understand the concept of liberal systems. Its effect is best demonstrated in political and economic sectors which represent the government and free market economies respectively. On the flip, progressive science is like identifying the liberal intellectual system. This aspect brings into clarity a better understanding of the scientific knowledge broadly (Goodman, 2019).
Black, (2019), argues that even though the concept of freedom of speech seems to be quite simple, in reality, multiple lines can be drawn around what kinds of speech are protected and what can be accepted and in what setting? For instance, individuals are not permitted to present a statement that can bring danger to society in general. Generally, Rauch emphasized that absence of freedom of speech, though, and inquiry which is not separate at all point, makes it difficult for the society to define the existence of liberal science and without liberal science, the truth cannot be separated from fiction (Black, 2019). Another critical point that exposes risks as a result of lack of freedom of speech as highlighted by Rauch is that it is through the mingling of different ideas that enables understanding of beliefs and knowledge in our societies. For instance, the sphere of influence of expertise is something that is natural and can be efficiently conducted only if there is that freedom of speech of which without it fear arises and most of the concepts regarded as either true or untrue will not be noticed and corrected where possible (Black, 2019).
Additionally, freedom of speech is something that has to be done naturally because it has little tolerance for fundamentalism. As illustrated by Rauch, fundamentalism means searching for certainty other than errors. Rauch denoted that fundamentalism operates by seeking dictatorship in knowledge from which it can easily reject the beliefs put forward by other scholars that in other words might be correct. This idea if applied practically has a significant impact on the individual and in most cases is as a result of lack of freedom of speech. On the other side of the economy, Rauch recommended that there are fundamentalist free-marketers who do not want to accept that the possibility that valued economic principles may have imperfections that need to be corrected. As a result, he posted an objection to them to improve their intellectual dullness (Black, 2019). If classical liberals are willing to accept the self-correcting actions of the marketplace to allocate valued resources properly, they should also allow the self-correcting mechanisms of liberal science to separate knowledge from supposition to create freedom of speech and artistic expression (Sugarman & Martin 2018).
As it has been highlighted earlier, freedom of speech operates as a decentralized system that eliminates knowledge from the hand of authoritarian control by self-appointed responsibility of displaying truth. Currently, today's societies are imperfect world and the best insurance we have to ensure that the truth is not being politicized is to put no one in particular in charge of it. This is among the complicated and challenging ways in which freedom of speech and artistic expressions can be achieved because it avoids despotism in the intellectual obstructions as it does in those of politics and economics (Sugarman & Martin 2018).
On the other side, even though painting capitalizes on hundreds of years of oppression, it is still important to let it remain. The point that pushes the force s behind is that black suffering as a result of painting matter to the high art market. The reason that places significance over this is that black artists’ benefits to this particular activity and also from showing others what that is and how they should build passion and feel comfortable doing it.  Painting about what black pain is like, and not merely what it looks like, would be a revelation in the fine arts. Black painters who have ambitions to prosper must face stiff competition. The competition is not only with non-black artists, nor merely with each other, but also with the cell phone and body cam footage that has made black suffering matter to curators.  Turner, Frank, and countless black artists have made slavery, segregation, and racial inequality unforgettably visible (Sugarman & Martin, 2018).  But in the case of police abuse, that crucial task no longer falls to artists.  No one who has seen the videos will ever point to objects in contemporary art galleries to make the point visible as Turner and Frank once helped us do (Sugarman & Martin, 2018). 
Another precise point that shows why the paintings should be retained and not displaced is that Taylor's painting had information about the blackness of the black suffering what is like and beyond what it looks like. Inside his paint, Taylor's strike and organized actions describe the murderous scenario as if it were a life lesson in a children's book.  This is the blackness of the painting's suffering, and in that case, it makes it remain significant. This deadly encounter with the police is described as an old life has to wait in the store, like the first day of school or taking the bus across the city.  It's too early to tell if a white artist would be able to see the video this way.  In any case, a black artist has, and it is a lesson to know before it inevitably gets sold and forgotten (Malcolm 2019). 
Many controversies were generated by a Dana Schutz painting in the Whitney Biennial emanated despite the fact of primary receiving positive notices about the paints mainly from criticisms of the white (Malcolm 2019). The artist demonstrated this Parker Bright who held a protest in front of the work that is entitled the word “open casket” and depicts a preventive version of the famed photograph of Emmett Till’s open-casket funeral. According to the open letter that was presented the curators and the staff of the Whitney Biennial, that was addressed for the removal of Dana Schutz’s painting urgently and that the art to be destroyed and they should not be taken to any market or museum.  
There was an online that was going around, and the writers, curators, and artists took note of the protest and responded. Now, the artist and writer Hannah Black have issued an open letter addressed to the Whitney Biennial's curators, Christopher Y. Lew and Mia Locks. That had a phrase the painting must go. After a while, she urges the curators to destroy the work to ensure that it cannot be sold or seen in the future. At that particular moment, the people who were assigned to do that act include artists Juliana Huxtable and Addie Wagenknecht, Rhizome who is the assistant curator Aria Dean, and critic Mostafa Heddaya.
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