
 

 

The First Amendment, said Judge Learned Hand, 

"presupposes that right conclusions are more likely to be gathered out of a multitude of tongues 
than through any kind of authoritative selection. To many, this is, and always will be, folly, but 
we have staked upon it our all." 

United States v. Associated Press, 52 F.Supp. 362, 372 (D.C.S.D.N.Y.1943).  

In Cantwell v. Connecticut, 310 U. S. 296, 310 U. S. 310, the Court declared: 

"In the realm of religious faith, and in that of political belief, sharp differences arise. In both fields, 
the tenets of one man may seem the rankest error to his neighbor. To persuade others to his own 
point of view, the pleader, as we know, at times resorts to exaggeration, to vilification of men who  

have been, or are, prominent in church or state, and even to false statement. But the people of this 
nation have ordained, in the light of history, that, in spite of the probability of excesses and abuses, 
these liberties are, in the long view, essential to enlightened opinion and right conduct on the part 
of the citizens of a democracy." 

That erroneous statement is inevitable in free debate, and that it 
must be protected if the freedoms of expression  

Page 376 U. S. 272 

are to have the "breathing space" that they "need . . . to survive," 
NAACP v. Button, 371 U. S. 415, 371 U. S. 433, was also recognized by the Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia Circuit in Sweeney v. Patterson, 76 U.S.App.D.C. 23, 24, 128 F.2d 457, 
458 (1942), cert. denied, 317 U.S. 678. 
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