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Social Media and Free Expression: Sample Response

Social media platforms should limit the dissemination of harmful content to protect public discourse.
Free expression matters, but expression without context or responsibility can turn chaotic quickly. The
health of a democracy depends less on how loudly people can speak and more on whether truth still

has a place to be heard.

Perspective 1 argues that once companies decide what constitutes acceptable speech, freedom itself
becomes weakened. That concern makes sense. A handful of corporations now control most of the
world’s digital communication. Their decisions can shape elections, influence markets, and define
reputations. But pretending that 'no rules' equals 'free speech’ ignores how online spaces already
operate. Algorithms act as invisible editors. They decide which voices get amplified and which

disappear. That’s a kind of control too, just hidden behind code instead of policy.

Perspective 2 recognizes this imbalance. The online environment rewards speed, anger, and repetition,
meaning, traits that make misinformation spread faster than corrections ever could. When every claim,
no matter how false, competes for the same attention, truth loses traction. Setting clear limits on
targeted misinformation or incitement doesn’t silence debate; it creates room for genuine argument to
survive. Freedom of speech without structures of accountability leaves the public more misled than

empowered.

Perspective 3 touches the core problem: attention, not access. The internet turned expression into
performance, and platforms profit from outrage. In that economy, harmful content thrives because i1t
keeps users engaged by encouraging them to scroll. Regulation, then, 1sn’t about silencing voices but
slowing the machinery that turns conflict into currency. Making algorithms transparent and curbing

viral falsehoods strengthens the very freedom those systems now erode.

Free speech has never meant speech without consequence. Every society draws lines somewhere, such

as libel laws, incitement limits, and classified information. The digital era simply makes the stakes

visible 1n real time. When lies and hate scale faster than reason, restraint becomes a form of protection,

not censorship.

If social media 1s the new public square, then its freedom depends on the quality of the conversations it

hosts. Protecting that conversation means designing boundaries that serve truth, not noise.
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