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  In Germany, they came first for the communists and I didn’t speak up 

because I wasn’t a communist. Then they came for the Jews and I didn’t speak up 

because I wasn’t a Jew. Then they came for the trade unionist and I didn’t speak 

up because I wasn’t a trade unionist. Then they came for the Catholics and I 

didn’t speak up because I was a Protestant. Then they came for me, and by that 

time, there was no one left to speak up.   
Martin Nummular 
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And It Begins 

 “It’s all about peas, the green. You like them but I hate them. It’s not that you’re 

wrong, but it’s just that I think you are.” That was what I said to my girlfriend while 

staring at my plate on the evening of October the 13th. She smiled and said, “Whatever” 

and that was that. She took all the green peas from my plate and then we both had a 

lovely dinner. 

 When I got back home, I wanted to try something on a more difficult level; 

something more important than peas, so I connected my laptop to the internet, and 

logged on messenger. My friend, Mariame, was online so we began chatting and in no 

time, we started arguing, real hard, about the miners who were being rescued in Chile. 

She said “Did you hear about the miners? They’re coming out.”  

 ‘I don’t really care about any miners.’ I said. 

 ‘What do you care about? Peas? Your project is going down, dude.’ 

 ‘One might think so, but one could be wrong.’ I answered. 

 ‘I’m so relieved, probably because it’s my worst fear. I think of them trapped 

there for 86 days. It’s so crazy.’ 

 ‘I still don’t care. Some people have been wrongfully trapped for years in jail cells 

built underground in China, Russia, Iran and many other countries, just for expressing 

an opinion or an idea. The American prison in Cuba is not shut down and that’s in the 

middle of what’s so called the free world. You barely hear about any of those in the 

news, whereas we’ve been watching news about the bloody miners for months now as if 

they’re heroes, but they’re no heroes. They’re only survivors.’ 

 ‘Of course they’re heroes...’ 

 ‘No they’re not.’ I interrupted. ‘They were working there by their own choice and 

making good money. They were not arrested or forced into going underground. They 

should’ve assumed all the risks before taking the job and that doesn’t make them heroes 

because heroes are the ones who risk their lives for others. They’re the ones who risk 

their life trying to save people during wars; the ones who try to get their people a spot of 

freedom, while risking theirs.’ 

 ‘Those miners didn’t take the risks of their job only to make money, but to feed 

their families and send their children to schools and that, my friend, makes them 

heroes.’ She paused for a few seconds and then added, ‘you’re so caught with the 

injustices to other people that you can't appreciate what these people have gone 

through.’ 

 At that point, I was convinced with her argument, but I still wanted to keep going 

just to see what might happen next. ‘In 2009, about 400 children were killed in 21 days 

in Gaza, did you hear about that in the news as much as you’ve heard about those 

miners?’ I asked. 

 ‘No, but it’s not their fault.’ She answered. 
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 ‘It’s the media’s fault; the same media that has been covering their story and 

making heroes out of them while ignoring the real heroes in the rest of the world.’ 

 ‘Ok, so go blame the media!’ she said. 

 ‘That’s what I’m doing. The news is just like a movie. They shed light on stories 

of people who got in trouble, and show you how other people run to help them. It’s a 

perfect plot, just like in romance, people get in trouble, and the authors’ job is to make 

plots in which they get their happy endings after suffering. That’s what the media is 

doing, and that’s what you watch in the news, which should be telling the truth instead; 

the truth that most people never get help, but quite the contrary.’ 

 ‘I don’t understand why you're making this about the news and other people 

when I’m telling u about the MINERS and what they've been through. You’re missing the 

point. You’re so busy being mad about everything else you can't be happy for these 

people?’ 

 ‘I just don’t want to buy the news products, and I am mad as hell and I don’t 

understand why the hell you’re not.’ 

 ‘They’re people, not products. I think the news must pay more attention to the 

other people you’re talking about but if they don’t, it doesn’t justify your inhumane 

behavior.’ 

 ‘I’m not inhumane, I care a great deal about people; people who really suffer, not 

only on the news just to make the government of Chile look humane.’ 

 ‘You know I hate you right now, I really do.’ And then she sent me a nudge and 

that was when I knew I had to cut it out at that point. 

 ‘You’re missing the point, my friend.’ I said. 

 ‘What point?’ She asked. 

 ‘The miners have got their happy ending, and you’re happy about it and my 

opinion which you clearly don’t like is not going to change that ending and it’s not your 

problem.’ 

 ‘Yea you’re right. Whatever!’ And Bingo! I’ve got what I was looking for; the 

lovely word “whatever.” 
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Introduction 

 

 Rev. Terry Jones, the head of the small Florida church, 
who planned to burn copies of the Quran on 9/11/2010, 
decided not to do so under pressure, but despite the fact that 
he did not succeed in executing his plans, he indeed succeeded 
in setting the entire Muslim World on fire. 
 

 One thing, most of us in the Middle East and many 
parts of the Muslim World never understood was the way the 
U.S. government dealt with the extreme reverent. We heard 
American high profiled officials, including the U.S. President 
himself condemning Jones’s plans but we never understood 
why none of them would send the police to stop that reverent 
from executing these plans. Apparently, our leaders did not 
understand that either, so they started calling the international 
community to legislate new laws that would protect the holy 
scripts. 

 

 A few years ago, in 2005 to be exact, similar calls were made after the Danish 

newspaper, Jyllands-Posten, published cartoons which were considered to be offensive 

to the Muslim prophet, Muhammad. Protests were led across the Muslim World, some of 

which escalated into violence resulting in a toll of 100 reported deaths among the 

crowds, setting fire to the Danish Embassies in Syria, Lebanon and Iran, storming 

European buildings, and burning the Danish, Dutch, Norwegian, French and German 

flags in Gaza City. 

 Of course, the international community claimed that the legislation of such laws 

would contradict with freedom of speech, which is essential to most constitutions in 

what is so called “the Free World.” I am not going to discuss politics or human rights, 

whether in that world or the Middle East and the Muslim World. I, however, would like 

to discuss freedom of speech not from a political point of view as much as from an 

individual one. What I am interested in is how we deal with freedom of speech as 

individuals, but the way governments deal with it is none of my concern. 

 What is freedom of speech? By definition, it is the freedom to speak freely 

without censorship or limitation, or both. Some people, however, disagree with that. 

Some people believe that freedom of speech should be both limited and censored, and of 

course, one could argue that it is their opinion, but how could they possibly have an 

opinion if they do not believe in freedom of speech? That is where they contradict 

themselves, because freedom of speech is not a right as much as a reality. We speak 

more than we eat, drink or have sex, and one might be able to get that freedom off the 

table but there is no way they can limit it under the table, as history has proven that 

most opinions have been fought for thousands of years and yet, most of them have 

survived after all these years. The question is, ‘If freedom of speech exists everywhere, 

how can we, as individuals, deal with it?’ How can you deal with the free speech of the 

person in front of you? In this argument, I will try to answer this question for my own 

sake, and I will also try to tell what my answer would be if I were you or at least some of 

you. I hope, by the end of this argument, a light will have been shed on an idea, just an 

idea that may make a good change in you, me, him and her. 
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Hate the Game Not the Player 

 Once again, it is all about peas; the little green things that might get you a 

stomachache if you eat them uncooked. My lovely girlfriend loves peas but I hate them 

so she happily removed them from my plate to hers, which I am sure does not seem 

awkward to you at all and it rather seems like a boring drama. My opinion of peas did 

not annoy my girlfriend because she believed; she believed that peas were going to taste 

just as good to her no matter what I would say. Mariame, on the other hand, had missed 

the point until she realized what I was saying did not change the fact that there still was 

a happy ending for her and her miners. 

We could, however, make room for a completely different scenario. What if the 

peas were not well done, or too much done? I could laugh and say, ‘the peas don’t look 

good, sweetheart.’ That opinion could upset her, but it would not be the opinion itself, as 

much as the fact that it would be true. As we say it in Syria, ‘Who’s got a prickle in his 

body tickles.’ Did this scenario take place in our contemporary history? Of course it did. 

In 2001, there were extreme Palestinian people celebrating shortly after the 9/11 

attacks began. Iraqi TV did what was even worse when they showed the World Trade 

Center collapsing while playing a song that began with "Down with America!" Two 

years later, we realized it was rather the beginning of bringing Iraq down, which was 

also celebrated by some Americans. Of course, most of the Muslim World condemned 

the attacks and the celebrations that took place whether among Iraqis or Palestinians, 

exactly like when many Americans condemned the bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki 

and the victory celebrations that took place right after. None of the extreme opinions or 

the opposite ones, however, changed the fact that those tragedies had indeed happened. 

Most of us would argue that even though the truth is what actually counts, but 

people’s opinions still matter. I personally think no matter how much we might believe 

in ourselves, at some point, we all see ourselves in people’s eyes. My girlfriend knew I 

was wrong about the peas at the first time, at least according to her, so she just ate and 

enjoyed her meal. Yet, if I told her there was a study that said peas could cause cancer, 

she would lose appetite, unless she knew enough about peas and what she was getting 

into. Some people think that is where we should draw the line in freedom of speech; 

when people express extremely wrong ideas, or even lies. At least Mr. Yasser Abed 

Rabbo thought so when he and his friends decided to quash pictures of Palestinian 

celebrations after 9/11, saying that he would not allow "a few kids" to "smear the real 

face of the Palestinians.” The truth is, ladies and gentlemen, it was Mr. Abed Rabbo who 

smeared the face of Palestinians when he brought a pail of paint and spattered it all over 

that face, hiding the truth; the truth that maybe the Palestinians’ face is not altogether 

that pretty; the truth that the face of the entire humanity is not that pretty. 

Our opinions are reflections to who we are, and our extreme opinions reflect 

how extreme we are. You may be able to quash opinions and limit the free speech of 

extreme people, but that will not change who they are; who we are, and we are cowboys. 

We kill one another. The Americans killed people in Vietnam, the Russians killed people 

in Chisinau, the Serbians killed people in Bosnia and the Iraqis killed people in Kuwait. 

We all keep on doing it and there are no exceptions, so why not celebrate it for god’s 

sake? Is it to be sensitive? If we are really sensitive, we would not kill in the first place. 
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As an Arts student, and a very passionate one about humanities, I consider 

myself to be an educated, sophisticated, humane and open minded person. I have always 

believed that people like me are not trouble makers. These are facts and most people 

who know, know these facts, but as William Faulkner says, “Facts and Truth really don’t 

have much to do with each other.” I went to my bookcase and decided to count my DVD 

collection. Have you ever counted the films you have in your bookcase? I have counted 

75 Movies, 20 of which are considered violent, including mafia stories like Good Fellas, 

grand theft auto ones like Gone in Sixty Seconds, criminal like Matchstick Men, corrupted 

cops movies like the Righteous Kill and above all that, my favorite since I was 14, Pay 

Back. We are talking about more than 26% of my DVD collection, in most of which 

protagonists steal, kill, deceive and worse. We sometimes wish death for some police 

characters in these movies. Can we quash that too? In fact, we cannot even if we want to, 

because no one knows where to draw the line, and if someone knows where to do so, it 

means they are people with one opinion and I think my little sister, who was never born, 

has more than an opinion. 

Bottom-line, the celebrations that took place after the 9/11 attacks in a few parts 

of the world were completely extreme but legitimate. I was 13 when the United States 

was attacked, and I felt so sad about it because I had always wanted to go to New York 

partly to see the twin towers and when they collapsed, I was disappointed. That was 

another extreme opinion but it was also legitimate. When I think about it now, I feel 

ashamed of myself and the way I felt back then but I was just a child, and believe it or 

not, our world is still a child. It is the truth that cannot hide and must be dealt with, and 

preventing people from expressing themselves freely is actually nothing but a limitation 

to the growth of this child. 

 

When It Escalates 

The most beautiful thing about peas is that they are simple. It is quite easy for 

one to make up his or her mind about whether they like peas or not. If my girlfriend and 

I had something else, however, say, Slovakian beef, it could have been a little more 

complicated. Slovakian beef smells something, tastes something else and there are many 

debates about its advantages and disadvantages. When my girlfriend removed all the 

green peas from my plate to hers, it was very simple and dramatically boring. On the 

other hand, if I were complaining about Slovakian beef, which would undoubtedly be the 

main meal, she would probably get annoyed for it would have had taken her long time to 

cook that beef and serve it to me, and the situation would probably escalate into a little 

distance between her and me, or even a fight. Has not that ever happened to you; seeing 

a mad woman at a dining table? 

The ugliest thing about life is that most things are not as simple as peas, but 

rather quite more complicated than beef. Sometimes we just act ourselves and somehow 

people get offended. It happens all the time to men with women. I actually cannot count 

the times when a woman was mad at me for a reason I did not know and still do not. 

Women, yet, are like heaven compared to religious people; those who “hate life so much 

that they believe in a different one,” according to Auday Bitar. 
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For many years, I had believed in a very extreme social and political left-wing 

agenda, according to which I distanced myself from all sorts of religious people, 

especially conservative Muslims; the kind of people Bitar was talking about, who are too 

many in my country. It is unbelievably hard to simply live life in front of those guys. A 

Scotch bottle in your closet could deeply offend them on a very personal level; I kid you 

not. I had worked hard avoiding getting involved in any personal kind of relationships 

with them and trying to protect myself from, what I considered, their nonsense, until I 

reached a dead end down that road, when I realized I had become isolated and ended up 

hating life more than they did. It was then when I decided an effort had to be made to 

accept those people and to help them try to accept me too. 

“The moon and I are neighbors.” That is what we, Syrians, use as a metaphor for 

good company. Though, when I say the moon and “I” are neighbors, I literary mean it. I 

live by a mosque on which minaret, a coppery half-moon is set. It is indeed the dream of 

every Muslims across the world but for a secularist like me or anyone who is not a 

Muslim, it could, sometimes, get ugly. Using loudspeakers, mosques call for prayer five 

times a day, and more often than not, they do it twice every time. It has always annoyed 

me, especially the call for the dawn prayer, which usually follows a 15-minute- 

invocation guarantees waking one up. None of that counts compared to the Friday 

sermon, in which some Sheiks often “yell” for an hour, so as I result, I have started hating 

the moon. 

When the crisis of the controversial Islamic center and mosque in New York 

came out, however, I realized it was not the mosque by my house itself that annoyed me 

as much as the legal reality, which allows some people to impose their beliefs upon 

others in my country. There I was, watching news about an American anti-Islam groups, 

protesting against building, what they considered, a “victory mosque” near the site of 

the 9/11 attacks in Manhattan, and yet, an American president and thousands of 

American demonstrators, defending the rights of the Muslim tiny minority. 

For quite a while, I had wondered what could possibly make the American 

president support building that center, even though it would probably cost his party 

much in November’s elections. On August the 14th, Obama said that he was "not 

commenting on the wisdom" of building the Islamic center, which seemed even to 

some American media as step back from the support he previously gave to that project. 

It was only explained, however, when the majority of New Yorkers said in a poll, “A 

Muslim group has a right to build an Islamic center and mosque near the site of the Sept. 

11 attacks in Manhattan but I think it should be built elsewhere.” That was anything 

but step back. It was indeed the very step forward, and the very essence of this entire 

project, It Is All about Peas, is paying that forward. 

One might think the best way for the American president to justify the Islamic 

center project is to say something like, “American Muslims were also attacked and killed 

on 9/11, and were also a part of the U.S. army in the war on terrorism, therefore, they 

deserve to be part of Ground Zero.’ Nevertheless, one could be wrong. The reason why 

Obama refused to “comment on the wisdom” of building the center in that delicate area 

is because wisdom is not the point. According to Obama, American Muslims do not need 

to justify exercising their rights. 
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Freedom of religion is relative to freedom of speech and both kinds are very 

essential to the American constitution. People in the United States have the right to 

express free speech no matter how extreme it might be and they do not have to justify it, 

even when sometimes a price has to be paid. The idea of considering “the American 

Muslims as victims in the 9/11 attacks” is incredibly valuable and pretty much true. One 

could even suggest a very delicate, and yet, more valuable idea like building a mosque on 

the exact location of the original World Trade Center as a memorial to send a message to 

the world that Americans do not consider the 9/11 attacks as a reflection of Islam 

because American Islamic culture is as essential and original as the Black one. Of course, 

American politicians would not be interested in such an idea so long as they want to use 

Islamic extremism as justification for blowing up other countries, but even if they were 

interested, this kind of utopian suggestions would still be neither required nor 

necessary. 

Freedom of speech is something utopian but people’s speeches are often not. 

The fact that most Americans consider building the Islamic center as an “insensitive” 

reflects a sort of extremism because it means that most Americans do not look at 

American Muslims as part of their nation. The fact that some Americans believe “a bunch 

of triumphalist Muslim extremists are about to build a victory mosque”, reflects yet 

more dangerous kind of extremism because those guys look at American Muslims as 

part of the enemy. Both kinds of these extreme opinions indeed express one face of a 

coin and the other face is the Muslim one. Despite the fact that the Muslim Imam behind 

the project said, “If 9/11 would happen again, I want to be the first one to die”, and he 

definitely did not mean he wanted to explode himself, some American Muslims agree 

that building a mosque at Ground Zero is “insensitive”, which somehow means they do 

not consider themselves as a part of their nation. I am also confident that “some” 

American Muslims, as well as some Muslims across the world, look at the proposed 

mosque as a “victory one”, which means they consider their country men and women as 

enemies too. None of these extreme opinions, however, is enough to quash freedom of 

speech or religion, and that was what the New Yorkers expressed in that poll, when 71 

percent thought the Muslims should voluntarily build the center somewhere else. They 

were simply saying, although they did not believe in the way American Muslims were 

exercising their rights, they still believed in these rights, and that was exactly why the 

American president did not want to “comment” on the wisdom of that project. 

The same thing happened with Rev. Terry Jones who wanted to burn copies of 

the Quran. His speech was by many Americans considered to be extreme, not because 

they cared about the Quran, but rather because his speech could endanger U.S. troops 

abroad, and yet, the government did not stop him because the risks its troops usually 

take is part of their job and part of the price the Americans pay to live in what they call a 

free society, which guarantees freedom of speech to everyone, including the Muslim 

minority. The truth is, if the American police did actually try to stop Jones from 

executing his plans, just because they could endanger the troops or the Americans 

abroad, that would raise the question about the purpose of the very existence of those 

troops; at least according to Benjamin Franklin, one of the very Founding Fathers of the 

United States, who said, “They who can give up essential liberty to obtain a little 

temporary safety, deserve neither.” 
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Witches of Mass Destruction 

In this episode, of David E. Kelly’s masterwork Boston Legal, a light is shed on 

our very topic. We are told about two cases, in between which we can draw a parallel 

about freedom of speech and freedom of religion. We have two couples of complaining 

parents, suing their elementary school over the Halloween pageant because they do not 

like the witch, which evidentially clashes with their religious beliefs. We also have a 

woman, Cassie Elliot, who is suing the U.S. military because her brother, an ex-soldier, 

was killed in the war in Iraq. 

In the Halloween pageant case, the two couples have very different and 

extremely competing claims. The first one is Christian and their claim is that the school 

pageant is Satanic because the witch, according to them, openly promotes a specific 

religion that worships Satan, whereas their Christian faith is being marginalized. As for 

the other couple, which is Wiccan, they find the pageant to be offensive because the 

green witch with warts that cackles reflects a wrong idea about who they are, and it is 

already hard enough for them to raise their daughter in Today’s culture without 

stereotypical images holding her up for ridicule. Both couples, however, want to put 

their difference aside for the greater good. 

In the second case, Cassie Elliot is suing the military because her brother was 

kept in the military after fulfilling his service contract in Iraq, under the Stop Loss 

Program, and was later put in a position he had never trained for, which got him killed. 

Evidentially, the woman does not exactly know what she wants to gain from the case, 

but she claims she goes home every night and cries until she starts screaming and she 

wants people to hear her screams. 

Both stories develop into a dramatic series of actions. We learn from the 

beginning that Elliot’s parents do not support her case because they consider it to be 

dishonoring the memory of their son and his sacrifice. Later on, we see how they are not 

the only ones to have that opinion. Brad Chase, a lawyer who often clashes with Alan 

Shore, Elliot’s lawyer, considers the case to be an abuse of the judicial process. Denny 

Crane, Shore’s best friend, disputes with him for crossing the line by suing the military at 

a time of war. Returning from court, Alan Shore sees Denny Crane trying on a hunter 

Halloween costume. He walks up to him and asks, ‘What is this?’ 

‘My Halloween costume.’ Says Denny. 

‘We were gonna be flamingos together.’ 

‘I decided to be a hunter.’ Denny directs him, ‘Leave!’ 

‘Hunters shoot flamingos. Whether or not one agrees with the war…’ 

‘I don’t wanna talk about it.’ Denny interrupts. 

‘Why is that? Why does no one wanna talk about it? Why can’t friends even 

discuss it?’ 
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‘Because you’re either with us or against us, and I don’t wanna talk to people 

who are against us!’ And then he leaves. 

As for the complaining parents, they are not doing well in that department 

either. First, the father in the Christian couple takes the stand at court and tries to 

explain his claim to the judge; he says, ‘I should be able to protect my children from 

things I deem harmful. Trying to raise my kids to have strong Christian values in today’s 

world is hard enough without the head of the school dressing up like a servant of Satan. 

It’s bad enough my seven-year-old knows all about bitches, pimps and hoes from Grand 

Theft Auto. Michael Jackson and his child molestation are now words in his vernacular. 

My six-grade daughter has classmates, excuse me, who will perform oral sex for a dollar. 

Now all of this is learned at school. This is why we’re so livid. This is why so many of us 

are home-schooling, but I don’t wanna have to do that. Public school is just that, it’s our 

school too, and Satan shouldn’t be there.’ 

The Wiccans complain about the Christians and how they keep bringing up 

Satanism which misrepresents what their religion is about, so they try to state their 

position when the wife takes the stand and argues, ‘Wicca has no concept of Satan, the 

devil, fire and brimstone, hell. That stuff was dreamed up by Christians.’ Her statement 

annoys the Christian couple, so they all get into a fight once they return to their lawyer’s 

office. 

In the closing arguments, of both Alan Shore and Shirley Schmidt, who 

represents the complaining parents, this whole chaos seems to be resolved when they 

prove how hard it is to draw the line whether in freedom of speech, or freedom of 

religion. In Shore’s case, a political speech, which in the beginning seems to be disloyal 

to some people, turns out to be very patriotic. In his closing argument before Judge Clark 

Brown he says, ‘First, this is hardly about anti-war sentiments. Private Elliot was for the 

war. Personally I was against it, then I was for it then I was against it again, but that’s 

just me, I’m a flip flopper. But whether one is for or against the occupation and let’s 

assume judging from your tie one is, (The fabric of the knot of Judge Clark Brown’s tie is 

blue with white stars; the rest of the fabric has red and white stripes) that does not 

exempt the military from a duty to be honest with its soldiers. Private Elliot was told 

he’d serve a year. He was told he wouldn’t see combat! Okay! Unexpected stuff 

happened, he did see combat; fine! But, he was sent into combat with insufficient 

backup, he was sent in to perform duties for which he was never ever trained! He wasn’t 

given the most basic of equipment. And then after his tour of duty was finally up, they 

wouldn’t let him leave. He never assumed those risks by enlisting. Over extended, under 

equipped, non-trained. He never signed up for that. And now he’s dead. An aside from 

his sister, nobody seems to care. We talk about honoring the troops. How about we 

honor them by giving a damn when they’re killed! Our kids are dying over there! In this 

country, the people, the media, we all just chug along like nothing is wrong. We’ll spend 

a month obsessing about Terri Shivo. But dare we show the body of a fallen soldier? The 

most watched cable news station will spend an hour a night on a missing girl in Aruba, 

but God forbid we pay any attention when kids like Private Elliot, killed in action…’ 

‘You’re off the point.’ Judge Brown interrupts. 
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‘I’m not off the point. We’ve had two thousand American trees fall in that forest 

over there and we don’t even know it. Not really. But, maybe we don’t wanna know 

about our children dying. So lucky for us this war isn’t really being televised. We’re not 

seeing images of soldiers dying in the arms of their comrades, being blown apart on the 

streets of Bagdad. But they are! By the thousands! And all the American public wants to 

concern itself with is whether Brad and Angelina really are a couple. At least with 

Vietnam we all watched and we all got angry!’ Shore argues. 

‘What does this have to do with the death of Private Elliot?’ 

‘Private Elliot is dead in part because we have a people and a government in 

denial. We currently have no strategy to fight this war. We have no timetable for getting 

out. Some of these troops could be extended twenty plus years! Their mothers and 

fathers have to spring for body armor because the army doesn’t. And they’re getting 

killed! And we as a nation in denial are letting them. We simply don’t seem to care. Well 

she does.’ He points to Cassie. ‘She’s in this courtroom honoring one dead soldier. That’s 

a start.’ 

Even though the judge is moved by Alan’s argument, he rules in favor of the 

government arguing that “the one thing that keeps the military functioning in war is its 

hierarchy. Orders are given, orders followed. That’s why Congress has granted the 

military immunity in lawsuits like this.” When Alan returns to the firm, he heads for 

Denny’s office where he states another argument before his best friend. He knocks on 

the door and says, ‘We lost, if it’s any consolation.’ 

‘It isn’t,’ says Denny. 

‘Anybody who truly loves this country, Denny, has to, at least, try to understand 

the awful truth over there.’ 

‘One of the reasons it’s happening over there is so it won’t happen here.’  

That is when Alan makes his argument and says, ‘I’m afraid I don’t agree with 

you Denny. But if Americans can continue to nurture the expression of differing 

opinions, what’s happening over there will never happen here.’ 

From the last line, we could draw a link to Shirley Schmidt’s closing argument, in 

which she quotes Martin Nummular, a German pastor who opposed the Nazis and said, 

‘In Germany, they came first for the communists and I didn’t speak up because I wasn’t a 

communist. Then they came for the Jews and I didn’t speak up because I wasn’t a Jew. 

Then they came for the trade unionist and I didn’t speak up because I wasn’t a trade 

unionist. Then they came for the Catholics and I didn’t speak up because I was a 

Protestant. Then they came for me, and by that time, there was no one left to speak up.’ 

What Schmidt neglects in her argument is the fact that all the people mentioned 

in Nummular’s book are extremely different and more often than not, they clash with 

one another. If we prevent a group of people from expressing ideas that might be 

offensive to another group, then no one will ever express an opinion. Instead, why not 

throw a Halloween party, in which people bring all their differences to one place and 

have fun while doing so? Why not have both peas and beef on the same menu? 
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I Believe 

When we give up freedom of speech, we give up the truth too; not the truth as it 

is, but the truth that we believe in. It starts with quashing people’s opinions, and ends up 

with preventing them from being who they are, so they lose their sense of creativity and 

originally. It is our differences that make us creative and original, which is the only thing 

that makes us human. 

We need to believe in ourselves, and therefore, in our differences. In an ideal 

world, left-wings and right-wings are as close the two ends of a link in a chain. We 

should adopt this theory and start working on it. We should remember that it is all about 

peas. Maybe I do not like peas, but taking them away from my girlfriend’s plate will not 

make me happy. Women in Iran are forced to wear veils, and some of them hate it. 

Preventing women from wearing veils at the Turkish universities, however, will not 

make the Iranians’ problem go away. 

 

It Is that Simple 

 Some people say “freedom can be taken but it cannot be given.” They believe we 

should fight wars to obtain freedom. Is that 100% true? I do not think so. I am a man, 

and I believe in freedom of women. I believe I should give them freedom, not because I 

love them but because when women have no freedom, men will have more 

responsibilities which will make men lose their freedom as well. I believe men in our 

country are not in better positions than women, and giving women complete freedom is 

the only way to set men free. 

 My plan is simple. I do not want to ask people to fight for freedom. The truth is 

we should do the contrary. Instead of fighting, we should choose not to fight. When I was 

having dinner with my girlfriend, I accused her of being wrong. When she did not 

respond negatively, I made myself a promise that I would listen to five people 

commenting on what they consider bad things about me. And if I respond negatively to 

any of them, or if I comment negatively about anyone else, I will have to listen to five 

more people. I will, however, ask every one of them to do the same after I listen to him 

or her. 
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The Objectives of this Plan 

 

 To learn how to be honest. 

 To learn how to accept the truth and deal with it when it is ugly. 

 To believe more in ourselves when people say something wrong about us. 

 To learn how to be strong enough not to get hurt by people of extreme opinions.  

 When we listen to people of extreme opinions, we will try to be more sensitive 

than they are that we do not hurt other people. 

 To adapt to the fact that we are different and that we can still live together. 

 To encourage ourselves and others to be more different, original and creative. 

  To obtain both freedom and safety by accepting and loving people as they are. 

 

Conclusion 

 

 

 In a free society, people can sit at a roundtable, where they can see one another 

and keep the same distance from the center; an empty space where everyone can have 

his or her freedom. In our society, people do not sit at roundtables, and therefore, they 

do not see one another and none of them have space in which they can enjoy freedom. Is 

fighting over a few green peas worth giving up our freedom? 
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