Nezakonné. Cenzura? Soud shodil Bidenovy
lidi kvuli covidu

- CZ24 News | 13. zari 2023

USA: Americky publicista Michael Shellenberger se na socialni siti X zostra pustil do
administrativy amerického prezidenta Joea Bidena s tim, ze protlaCuje cenzuru, ale nastésti
se zda, ze pres americké soudy to pravdépodobné neprojde. Narazel na snahy Bidenovy
administrativy potlaCovat ve verejném prostoru nékteré informace o covidu.

Michael Shellenberger konstatoval, ze jeden z americkych soudi zatnul tipec snahdm americké
administrativy cenzurovat obsah na socialnich sitich.

,Vcera tri soudci patého obvodniho soudu rozhodli, Ze Bidenova administrativa pravdépodobné
porusila prvni dodatek tim, ze pozadovala cenzuru Facebooku a dalSich platforem socialnich médii.
Bylo to velké vitézstvi pro nas vSechny, kteri jsme odhalili vladni cenzuru,” zacal Shellenberger
zostra.

Dovolaval se tady aktivit Agentury pro kybernetickou bezpec¢nost a bezpecnost infrastruktury (CISA)
ministerstva pro vnitini bezpecénost, ktera v roce 2021 vystoupila proti idajnym dezinformacim o
covidu. To, Ze se americka vlada snazila potlacit nékteré informace o covidu a o ockovani, pred
casem otevrené doznal zakladatel Facebooku Mark Zuckerberg. Mélo jit o informace, které
zpochybniovaly napr. smysl plosného ockovani populace proti covidu.

S informaci o cenzure informaci na sociadlnich sitich prisel prestizni list The Wall Street
Journal s tim, Ze k potlacovanym informacim patfilo i tvrzeni, ze virus mohl byt vytvoren ¢lovékem.

Jiz na konci roku 2022 vyslo najevo, ze podobnému tlaku Celila i socidlni sit Elona Muska Twitter,
dnes X. I tady pry Bily dum prichéazel s riznymi pranimi. Verejnost o tom informoval Elon Musk poté,
co Twitter koupil. Vyuzil k tomu vlakno na této siti, které nazval The Twitter Files.

Komentator serveru britského listu The Guardian Kenan Malik upozornil, Ze Twitter Files ukazaly
jeden problém.

......

statnimi bezpeCnostnimi organizacemi. FBI pravidelné porada schiizky s vedoucimi pracovniky
Twitteru a tlaCi na né, aby podnikli kroky proti ,dezinformacim’, i kdyz to bylo jen o malo vice nez
satiricky tweet, a pozaduje osobni idaje uzivatelu. Twitter, ke své cti, Casto odolaval. Twitter Files
nicméné ukazuji nezdravy vztah mezi socidlnimi médii a statni bezpecénosti,” upozornil komentator.

Ale zpét k Shellenbergerovi. Ten také konstatoval, ze prvni dodatek vladnim urednikiim brani kratit
projevy, ale podle soudu urady mohou provozovatelum sdélit, Zze by prislusny obsah publikovat
neméli. Vyjadreni nazoru uredniku je podle soudu taktéz v poradku.

»At uz se Nejvyssi soud rozhodne pripad projednat a nakreslit hranici jinam, rozhodnuti poukazuje
na to, Ze je treba, aby Kongres prijal opatieni na ochranu svobody slova pred alianci nevladnich
organizaci financovanych vladou a inzerentt, kteri donutili Facebook souhlasit s $irsi cenzurou a
snizily prijmy z reklamy na X/Twitter o 60-70 %, poznamenal Shellenberger.

Administrativa Joea Bidena podle amerického publicisty nema pravo omezovat svobodu slova.
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» The Biden admin. felt it had the right to demand censorship by Facebook, X,
and other social media companies. Yesterday, a federal appeals court
disagreed. Neither Big Gov nor Big Tech should be allowed to censor legal
content. That should be up to the individual user.
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Yesterday, three judges on the Fifth Circuit Court ruled that the Biden
administration had likely violated the First Amendment by demanding
censorship of Facebook and other social media platforms. It was a major
victory for all of us who exposed government censorship and a defeat for
those who claimed that the behaviors of people in the Biden White House
were just government officials "jawboning,” trying to persuade, and weren't
coercive. The court ruled that the demands were indeed coercive because
they included direct and implied threats that got action from the
companies.
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But the ruling also showed the limits of the First Amendment to protect
free speech online. The judges ruled that the Cybersecurity and
Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA) of the Department of Homeland
Security had likely not violated the First Amendment in creating an
elaborate system for “flagging” content for Facebook, Twitter, and other



elaborate system for "flagging” content for Facebook, Twitter, and other
social media platforms to censor. The court suggested that such mass
flagging operations may be constitutionally protected free speech, at least
if done right.

We believe that the way CISA mass-flagged so-called "Covid
misinformation” in 2021, through its partnership with "The Virality Project,”
created by Stanford Internet Observatory and others, was a government
infringement on freedom of speech. Through such mass flagging, CISA
indirectly demanded that Twitter and Facebook censors “often true”
information about vaccine side effects. We believe that, with Biden
simultaneously threatening the Section 230 legal status of the social media
platforms, having CISA’s partners make their demands constituted
coercion.

But we also recognize that the court was saying that such mass flagging by
“government partners” could be constitutionally protected if it did not
involve coercion or, on the flip side, any incentive to cooperate. The First
Amendment prevents the government from “abridging” or limiting speech.
It doesn't prevent government officials from telling publishers, whether of
books, news articles, or social media posts, that, in their opinion, they
shouldn’t be publishing those books, articles, or social media posts. The
line the Circuit Court wants to draw is on relatively direct and obvious
coercion, not jawboning.

Whether or not the Supreme Court decides to hear the case and draw the
line somewhere else, the ruling points to the need for Congress to take
action to protect freedom of speech from the alliance of government-
funded NGOs and advertisers that forced Facebook to agree to wider
censorship, and have reduced advertising revenue to X/Twitter by 60-70%.

It should not be up to ADL any more than it should be up to Joe Biden to
decide what we are allowed to say or read online. It is a gross restriction on
our freedom of speech for ADL to be able to force Facebook and X/Twitter
to censor disfavored voices and views, even if it is not a violation of the
First Amendment.

The obvious solution is for Congress to require that social media




The obvious solution is for Congress to require that social media
companies allow users to moderate their own content in exchange for
Section 230’'s sweeping liability protections, which allow them to exist.

It's easy to see how this would work.
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