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Writing Exam
How much free speech do you think should be allowed in the United States? Should there be limits on hate speech by groups such as the KKK and the neo-Nazis? Would such limits be consistent with the First Amendment? Why or why not?
	In the United State, every person has a right to free speech. Freedom of speech is one of the fundamental rights and liberties that are protected under the Fourteenth Amendment. However, free speech should not be allowed in circumstances when it presents a “clear and present danger” to society. In such cases where free speech jeopardizes the safety, health, or rights of others, it should be restricted or censored (Ginsberg, Lowi, Weir, Tolbert & Spitzer, 2017). 
	For example, immediately after the First World War, the Supreme Court upheld the Espionage Act and trashed the speech rights of individuals who had been convicted under the Espionage Act of 1917 for opposing the United States’ involvement in the war. The Supreme Court argued that the defendants’ speech presented a danger to national security. This case is an example where free speech can be limited to ensure national security and protect the rights of others (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p. 104).
	An inflammatory speech like the use of racist language by groups such as the neo-Nazis or Ku Klux Klan (KKK) should be protected as long as free speech does present a risk to cause imminent violence. However, there should be limited protection on free speech by such groups. An example of speech used groups such as the KKK and the neo-Nazis that fall outside the protection of the First Amendment is fighting speech which plausibly incites violence (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.107). 
	The limits to free speech by the KKK and neo-Nazi would be consistent with the First Amendment. The First Amendment protects free speech no matter how offensive its content as long as it does not cross the line into threats, targeted harassment, or create a pervasively hostile environment. A bigoted speech from the KKK and neo-Nazi would not rise to the level of limitation unless it incites violence. 
	For example, in 1942, the Supreme Court upheld the arrest of a man who called a police officer a “goddamned racketeer” and a “damn Fascist” (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.108). The man was arrested on the grounds that he violated a state law that forbids the use of offensive language in public. According to the Supreme Court, such offensive language is not protected by the First Amendment because such words “are not essential part of any exposition ideas” (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.108).
	All rights provided in the First Amendment are "unseparated". If the First Amendment only protected popular ideas, there would not be a need for it. If the First Amendment does not come to the defense of freedom of speech rights of the most unpopular groups among us, even if their ideas or views are conflicting with the very freedom that the First Amendment stands for, then nobody’s right to freedom of speech will be secure. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]What is the right to privacy and what is the constitutional basis for it? Discuss at least three Supreme Court cases that involve the right to privacy issue. 
	Right to privacy refers to the idea that people have a right not to be interfered in certain personal areas by the government or other people. Right t privacy also coves and protects a person’s personal information from public scrutiny. Violating an individual’s right to privacy can be the basis for a lawsuit for damages against an entity or person violating the right.  
	Although the Constitution does not mention the right to privacy, the Supreme Court has on several occasions interpreted various amendments as creating the right to privacy. An example of such amendments interpreted by the Supreme Court is the Fourth Amendment. The Fourth Amendment prevents government agents and the police from searching people or their property without any probable cause to believe an individual has committed a crime. 
	Other amendments related to right to privacy include the privacy of belief (First Amendment), and privacy of personal information (Fifth Amendment), and the due process clause of the Fourteenth Amendment which protects privacy to make personal decisions about our private lives and bodies like marriage, procreation, motherhood, child rearing, and family without the interference from the government.  
	According to Ginsberg et al. (2017, p.117), there are numerous court cases in the United States where the Supreme Court made important decisions to protect rights to privacy that are not found in the Constitution, but through the study of fundamental rights literature. In 1965, the Supreme Court reversed a decision made by the lower-court in the Griswold v. Connecticut case. The Supreme Court ruled that a Connecticut law that banned the use of contraceptives was unconstitutional because it violated the right of marital privacy (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.117). 
	In 1973, the Supreme Court confirmed the right to privacy in the Roe v. Wade case through a controversial decision that upheld a woman’s right to seek an abortion. The Supreme Court’s decision confirmed and extended the right of women to control their bodies as provided in the Fourteenth Amendment (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.117).  
	In the case of Lawrence v. Texas of 2003, the Supreme Court upheld and extended privacy protection for the gay people by ruling that the gay community is “entitled to respect for their private lives” (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.118). The ruling overturned a Texas statute forbidding certain sexual acts among partners of the same sex. For the first time, the gay community had a right to privacy protection after the Supreme Court concluded, “Petitioners are entitled to respect for their private lives. The State cannot demean their existence or control their destiny by making their private sexual conduct a crime” (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.118). 
Analyze the benefits and consequences of affirmative action. What are the goals of affirmative action? In what areas of public policy have affirmative action policies been most commonly used? Describe at least two prominent Supreme Court decisions associated with affirmative action.
	The idea behind the design of affirmative action is to counter historical socioeconomic trends in the United States. One of the goals of affirmative action is to allow the government to redress previous injustices against minority groups. Affirmative action also seeks to promote educational and vocational access for minority groups by enabling members of these groups to access educational and employment opportunities. The most common areas of public policy that affirmative action policies have been used include public institutions like colleges and universities admission and government employment (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.134).
	There are various benefits and consequences of affirmative action. In relation to the advantages of affirmative action, it promotes diversity by encouraging a diverse environment at learning institution or places of work. Affirmative action also helps to eliminate socioeconomic differences. It provides opportunities for minority groups to succeed in their communities. As such, affirmative action allows people from minority groups to pursue careers or dreams that they would not have considered without the help of an affirmative action program or policy.
	Affirmative action also has various consequences. Although affirmative action seeks to eliminate discrimination from the society, giving a person preference over another based on their minority status and not qualification ends up promoting discrimination in reverse. The case of Allan Bakke against the University of California at Davis Medical School is a good example of discrimination as a result of affirmative action. In the case, Bakke, a white male, was denied admission because of his race (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.134). Bakke argued that he had higher grades and test scores than many students who had been admitted at the school because they were black and Latino. In 1978, Bakke was admitted to the medical school after winning the case before the Supreme Court (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.135).  
	The Fisher v. University of Texas is another example of discrimination caused by affirmative action. In 2013, the Supreme Court ruled in the Fisher v. University of Texas that an institution’s affirmative action program of admissions that discriminates in order to favor students from minority groups should be scrutinized the same way as one that discriminates against students from minority groups. After being sent back to the lower courts, it was heard in 2016 and the court ruled that “some intrusion on equal protection was warranted by the importance of creating a diverse student body” (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.135).   
	Affirmative action also reinforces stereotypes by coming from a perspective that minority groups are inferior to the whites.  This promotes superior attitude among the majority class. This also promotes stigmatization that people from minority groups obtain positions because of their gender and race instead of achievement and qualification. As such, people in minority groups have to work extra hard to get the same level of respect that individuals in majority groups get.   
The textbook emphasizes four strategies that interest groups use to influence public policy. Describe each if these strategies. For each strategy, make sure to provide a specific example illustrating the strategy in action.
	Interest groups use various strategies to make sure that their interests are heard. Some of the strategies frequently used by interest groups to influence public policy include lobbying, accessing key decision or policymakers, utilizing law courts, mobilizing public opinion, and utilizing electoral politics. 
Lobbying: - interest groups use lobbying to exert pressure to policymakers to pass legislation. First, interest groups provide policymakers with information about their interests and law. Examples of ways used by interest groups to lobby include talking to reporters, organizing email and social media campaigns, writing letters to policymakers, writing articles in newspaper and magazines, and placing an advertisement in newspapers and social media platforms (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.258).     
Accessing key decision or policy makers: - interest groups work with congressional committees and government agencies. As interest groups work with these key decision makers, they lobby for funding to support their agencies and activities. In return to receiving campaign contribution from interest groups, the Congressional committee and subcommittee support the interest groups’ budgetary requests (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.258).  
Using law courts: - when interest groups feel that their influence is insufficient to influence policymakers, they make use of the court of law. Interest groups use courts t influence public policy in three key ways: making a lawsuit on behalf of the group, financing suits made by other individuals, and filing a companion brief as a friend of the court to an existing court case (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.260). Examples of court cases include the 1954 Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka, Kansas; the 1973 case of Roe v. Wade, and the 1989 Webster v. Reproductive Health Services (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.260). 
Mobilizing public opinion: - interest groups also mobilize public opinion to influence policymakers to address their issues. These groups mobilize the public by going public using various strategies including social media campaigns, targeted email messages, and making viral media stories that become headline news. Another way that groups mobilize the public is through institutional advertising in newspapers, magazines, and television. Another way that groups mobilize the public to influence policies is through protest and demonstrations. Examples of protest and demonstration used by interest groups to influence public policies include boycotts, mass rallies, sit-ins, and marches (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.261).  
Using electoral politics: - interest groups elect legislators that are sympathetic to their cause and ensure that when the legislator is in office the policymaker will owe them a debt in return for the group's support. The electoral strategy use by interest groups to influence public policy is that offering financial support and campaigning for the legislator will ensure that the group gets support from the legislator or political party when in office (Ginsberg et al., 2017, p.261).
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