free speech, A¢ the same time, a legitimate pu
1o maintain pyplie order, including Protectin

come and excessiye Hoise,
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Background of the;w(?c-z’;;

Rock concerts are regularly held in New York
City's Central Park. Area residents hag Ccomplained
of too much noise at some events. At other events
audien

ted by the city.

Rock Against Racism, an anti-racist rock group,
had Sponsored annya| concerts in Central Park and
had always Provided thejr own sound equipment

cian. Rock Against Racism
city regulation violated thejr rights
der the First Amendment. The
wer federal court case. The Supreme
Court agreed to hear the case in 1989,

The Constitutional Issue
Music has long been considered 3 form of pro-
tected speech under the First Amendment. However,

Questions to Consider
1. Was the regulatij

music, could they
the content?

Wardv, Rock Against
Racism, 1989

The Constitutioy,
limits the power of
government 1o restyics

TPose of governmen i

8 citizens from umyel.

Students enjoying a
Central Pari concert

content of the Speech,
Rock Against Racism argued that the regula-

tion violateq the First Amendment by 8iving city
officials artistjc control over performers jn the park.
The group claimed the regulation was not narrowly
focused ang gave city officiajs the chance to select

torto modify the sounq if they

message. The city responded that

ate purpose in Protecting citizens
from excessive noise and that jts Buidelines were
focused on controlling nojse levels in a way that
was fair to the audience, the performers, ang
Citizens living nearby,

You Be the Judge
The courts have eéstablished t




