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FREEDOM OF SPEECH 

- Niyati Singh* 

Speech is God’s gift to mankind. Through speech a person conveys his thoughts, sentiments and 

feeling to others. Freedom of speech and expression is thus a natural right, which a person's being 

acquires on birth. It is, therefore, a basic right. Freedom to speech isn't a licence to abuse but a 

responsibility. Freedom of speech and expression is eager beaver of the democracy 

Freedom of speech is the commonest and prominent right that each citizen get's to enjoy. Also, it's 

important because it's essential for the all-over development of the country because Firstly, it’s a 

basic liberty. Intellectual restriction is as serious as physical incarceration. Freedom to think and to 

talk may be a basic right. So free speech is an indicator of other freedoms. Secondly, it's important 

for a healthy society. Free speech and therefore for the free exchange of ideas is important to a 

healthy democracy and – because the UN and the International Bank for Reconstruction and 

Development have researched and indicated – it's crucial for social and economic development. So 

free speech isn't just ‘nice to have’, it's essential to the well-being, prosperity and development of 

societies. Freedom of expression may be a fundamental right. It reinforces all other human rights, 

allowing society to develop and progress. The power to precise our opinion and speak freely is 

important to cause change in society. Free speech is vital for a society to possess access to 

information and know what options are available to them. Free speech has always been important 

throughout history because it's been the one tool to fight for change. Once we mention rights today 

they wouldn’t be achieved without free speech. Believe a time from the past – women not being 

allowed the vote, or terrible working conditions within the mines – free speech is vital because it 

helped change this stuff. 

Free speech isn't only about your ability to talk but the power to concentrate to others and permit 

other views to be heard. We'd like to listen to other people’s views also as offering them your 

opinion. We are browsing a time where people don’t want to get on a panel with people they afflict. 

But we should always feel comfortable being during a room with people that afflict us as otherwise 

nothing will change. Free speech doesn't mean giving bigots a free pass. It includes the proper and 

moral imperative to challenge, oppose and protest bigoted views. Bad ideas are most effectively 
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defeated by good ideas – protected by ethics, reason – instead of by bans and censorship. If 

someone’s views or policies are that appalling then they have to be challenged publicly for fear 

they're going to, as a prejudice, capture support for lack of challenge. Whether it's through violence 

or the abuse of power like no-platform we should always, always fear those that seek to shut down 

debate and impose their view, right or wrong. They're the tyrants. We'd like to listen to many truths 

and live many experiences so as to realize the wisdom to form the proper and justified decisions 

Democracy is predicated profoundly on the proper for people to precise their views. Freedom of 

speech may be a basic right altogether free society, it's essential in deciding from parliament to 

community level. When this basic right is threaten, people become very emotional and can do 

anything to guard it. This will cause social unrest and alternatively have negative effects on the 

economy. Some people argue that freedom of speech should only be allowed to a particular extent. 

In my views so as for any nation to be considered free, it's citizen must be ready to say how they feel 

.To begin with, government make laws base on the constitution of a rustic. During a free society 

before laws are made, legislation are examined by those that are in agreement and people opposing. 

During this case everyone features a say, so it's very difficult for any leader to require advantage of 

the system. Furthermore, individuals feel safe and valuable during a free country once they are 

allowed to precise their feelings by voting during general elections, and even when making 

community decisions. Trying to get rid of or reduce this democratic right can cause protest and even 

riots.  

On the opposite hand, some people argue that if critical decisions are to be made, which are based 

on how everyone feels, the country will remain stagnant to vary because we cannot please everyone 

at an equivalent time. They argues further by stating that just some social changes should include the 

population opinion as an example health and education, where as matters of national security should 

remain unclassified. The lines that outline moral rights and wrongs were set by people that could 

possibly have mistaken. So as to draw the limit, one must differentiate between sureness and 

therefore the truth. Our certainty that a specific idea is fake doesn't in any way excuse its expression. 

Suppressing such a thought wouldn't only justify our confidence of the opinion being wrong, but 

also proves that we are flawless. 

If limitation of people’s freedom of expression in matters like racism is predicated on certainty that 

mankind doesn't stand to lose any benefit, then this sureness should be founded within the freedom 
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itself. We will only consider ourselves to be sure when there are no opinions raised to question the 

truths we hold. Therefore, so as to spice up our certainty, we've to go away room for the opposing 

beliefs. 

 Man as rational being desires to try to do many things, but during a civil society his desires need to 

be controlled, regulated and reconciled with the exercise of comparable desires by other individuals. 

The guarantee of every of the above right is, therefore, restricted by the Constitution within the 

larger interest of the community. The proper to freedom of speech and expression is subject to 

limitations imposed under Article 19(2). The absence of restrictions on people’s freedom of 

oppression allows for the exchange of error for truth or the clarification of the prevailing truth. It 

also reinforces our certainty within the opinions we consider true besides increasing our open-

mindedness and thoughtfulness. For governments, it ensures those entrusted with the leadership of 

the country have reasonable opinions that employment for the commonweal of the country’s 

citizens. 

Free discussion and analysis of various ideas will, thus, end in the prosperity of mankind instead of 

the detrimental effects it's assumed to bring. 

Freedom of speech and expression means the proper to precise one’s own conviction and opinions 

freely by means of words of mouth, writing, printing, picture or the other mode. 

It thus includes the expression of one’s ideas through any communicable medium or visible 

representations like gesture, signs and therefore the like. The expression connotes also publication 

and thus the liberty of the press is included within the category. Free propagation of ideas is that the 

necessary objective and this might be done on the platform or through the press. 

No freedom of propagation of ideas is secured by freedom of circulation. Liberty of circulation is 

important thereto freedom because the liberty of publication. Indeed without circulation, the 

publication would be of little value. 

Freedom of speech and expression carries with it the proper to collect information as also to talk 

and express oneself reception , and abroad and to exchange thoughts and concepts with others not 

only in India but also outside India. The Constitution doesn't contain any specific provision ensuring 

freedom of the press which has therefore to depend upon Article 19 (1) (a). the liberty of the press is 
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considered a “species of which freedom of expression may be a genus”. On the difficulty of whether 

‘advertising’ would fall into the scope of the Article, the Supreme Court acknowledged that the 

proper of a citizen to exhibit films may be a a part of the elemental right of speech and expression 

guaranteed by Article 19(1)(a) of the Constitution. Indian law doesn't expressly ask commercial and 

artistic speech. However, Indian Law is developing and therefore the Supreme Court has ruled that 

‘commercial speech’ can't be denied the protection of Article 19(1)(a) of the Constitution. The Court 

has held that ‘commercial speech’ may be a a part of the ‘right of freedom of speech and expression’ 

as guaranteed by our Constitution. 

The citizens of India have the proper to receive ‘commercial speech’ and that they even have the 

proper to read and hear an equivalent . This protection is out there to the speaker also because the 

recipient. Freedom of Speech and Expression also includes artistic speech because it includes the 

proper to color , sign, dance, write poetry, literature and is roofed by Article 19(1)(a) because the 

common basic characteristic of of these activities is freedom of speech and expression. 

 The print medium may be a powerful tool for dissemination and receipt of data for any citizen. 

Thus, access to printed material is crucial for satisfaction of a person’s right to freedom of speech 

and expression bound to him under the Constitution. Failure on a part of " a part of the State to 

form legislative provision for enabling access to persons with print impairment of fabric in 

alternative accessible formats would constitute a deprivation of their right to freedom of speech and 

expression and such inaction on the part of the State falls foul of the Constitution. in sight of an 

equivalent , it's an obligation on a part of the State to make sure that adequate provisions are made 

within the law enabling persons with print impairment to access printed material in accessible 

formats. 

The judiciary has time and again opined that the proper to receive information may be a nother facet 

of the proper to freedom of speech and expression and therefore the right to speak and receive 

information without interference is a crucial aspect of this right. this is often because, an individual 

cannot form an informed opinion or make an informed choice and effectively participate socially, 

politically or culturally without receipt of adequate information. The Supreme Court in State of Uttar 

Pradesh v. Raj Narain31 has held that Article 19(1)(a) of the Constitution guarantees the liberty of 

speech and expression to all or any citizens additionally to protecting the proper s of the citizens to 

understand the right to receive information regarding matters of public concern. This right is out 
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there only to a citizen of India and to not foreign nationals. This right is, however, not absolute and 

it allows Government to border laws to impose reasonable restrictions within the interest of 

sovereignty and integrity of India, security of the state, friendly relations with foreign states, public 

order, decency and morality and contempt of court, defamation and incitement to an offence. 

The subject of freedom of expression has always been controversial, especially when considering 

political aspects. A state is seemed to have the mandate to impede people from convening groups 

during which they air their opinions if those views may result in direct harm to people . 

However, the interference would only be an exception if doing so leads to more beneficial outcomes 

than standing aside. For one to be during a position to measure the eventuality of a gain or a loss, 

then there should be absolute freedom of expression on all matters regardless of the character of the 

emotions made. 

it are often easily concluded that right to freedom of speech and expression is one among the 

foremost important fundamental right. It includes circulating one’s views by words or in writing or 

through audiovisual instrumentalities, through advertisements and thru the other channel . It also 

comprises of right to information, freedom of press etc. Thus this fundamental right features a vast 

scope. In short, despite the very fact that folks in free societies have difference in opinion, it's the 

duty of policy makers to stay the people informed and up so far when making decisions on their 

behalf. There is no justification for doing otherwise because freedom starts with a voice. 

 


