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te Man’S Altar Garrett Epps

counsel him to take the case to

those who will come after.

But when the battle comes
uninvited to his doorstep, the
hero does not turn away. Others
may warn him that he cannot
win or that he should not win
or that he is too unimportant to
fight the giant with only his five
smooth stones [the story of
David and Goliath]. But the
hero knows that no good comes
from running away. He calls for
water to wash his face, then
stands to fight.
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Protesters burn a flag

at the Democ ratic |
National ( ‘omvention
in 2000

“«The flag is a
special sy mbol
for our country,
but it is certainly
no more than the
Constitution

itself.”

Rep. Jim Kolbe

“Joey” Johnson had burned a flag outside the 1984 Re

| Convention in Dallas as part of a political demonstryg;

: Aoy,
On. The o ““lm]

| that “government may not prohibit the expression of an jde, . Mhe,
: 3 L LN Y g | i
because society finds the 1dea itself offensive or (js lmply

agreeab)e »
% | Passed the Flag p,

Act of 1989. That law prohibited flag desecration regardless (f T i
4 = T . . ‘ ) ‘\ ! I:
byvstanders were offended. Nonetheless, in United St (

; ates y, Eich

the Court held that the law violated the First Amendmer o

punished any person “who knowingly mutilates, defaces, ph\’si((i:? :

or tramples upon any flag.” Such terms, the Court sajq. ()llll;'n.\'(x;
for the flag, not the physical destruction of it. The Couyy noted thag fy,

¥ Ming

is the proper way to dispose of a tattered flag. Thus, argued the Cour,
: o g : s lhe

Flag Protection Act was punishing a person for the reason he burneq ¢
e . ‘ : It
flag, which violated freedom of speech. Congress has re

To counteract the Court’s decision, Congress

”l(']‘

Man (19,

y (l('l‘ll(\“

l (ll\[(‘\l)ui

peatedly attenygg

to pass a constitutional amendment to outlaw flag desecration since the

system and their holy symbol—  that the First Amendment

Joey Johnson: An Exploiter’s Vision of Freedom

Flag-burner Joey Johnson the American flag and the protects media conglomerates,
compared his Supreme Court whole empire it presides over.” not individual citizens. “My
case to a slam-dunk in A member of the Revolutionary point was not to wrap myselfin
basketball. Said Johnson: “It Communist Youth Brigade, the First Amendment or the
was a chance to really go up in Johnson has referred to the Constitution,” he said. “The Firs
the enemy’s face and express Constitution as “an exploiter’s Amendment is as much about
enormous contempt for their vision of freedom.” He argue the rights of property as itiste

rights of individuals.”
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