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Colin Kaepernick. starting guarterback for the San Francisco 4%ers,
recently made the decision not to stand during the singing of the national
anthem. When asked about his decision to "take a knee, " he said it was because
he was tryiny to show support for the #BlackLivesMatter movement. his way of
shininy a national spotlight on what's beiny called a systematic pattern of
racism in the nation's oolice force. Putting aside, for the moment, the
accuracy of these accusations, the aryument now concerns his chosen method of
showiny sugoort.

A democratic system of gJovernment stands absolutely zerc chances of
success if it doesn't also include the right to freedom of speech. As I see
it, the right to freedom of sueech includes two core components. The first is
the right to express a contrary opinion, no matter how reurehensible it might
seem to others. Without beiny able to express your difference of opinion, free
from censorship or retaliation. the right to speak is absolutely meaningless.
The more opposed your position, the more vile your position, the more
meaningful your right to sypeak out becomes, and for yood reason, as history
has proven, time and time agyain.

The second core component includes the right to protest., to stand ug. in
the streets as a yrouu, and voice your opinion. Without it., you're just a lone
voice, unless you're expressing an ogposing owpinion, in which case you're a
lunatic.

Having determined that citizens in a democratic country possess both the
right to express even the most vile of opinions, and in a public forum, the
only question remains on how these rights can be exuyressed. With the ever
increasing, and availability, of the Internet. many choose to exgress
themselves from the comfort (and : -;) of their homes, others choose to wear
ironic t-shirts or even by their decisions duriny the election process.
Perhaus the most frequently used method, however., involves the riyht to
assemble in a public place, with others of a like mind. in the hopes of
showiny _just how pogular your ogposing views have become. Some, however,
believe that the more offensive the manner chosen to express yourself, the
more attention it's yoing to receive, and therefore, the more seriously it's
going to be taken. Colin EKapernick apgpears to have chosen the latter,
expressing himself in what many see as blatant disrespect, not only to the
country which gave him his rights to freedom of speech, but also the men who
fouyht and died to guarantee that right.

let's be clear: there's no law on the books which says Kaepernick must
stand durinyg the sinyinyg of the national anthem, and if there was. it would
most certainly be agyainst both the letter. and the spirit. of our first
amendment. which yuarantees the right to free sgeech. However., _just because
it's not illeyal deoesn't mean it's right. Standing during the sinying of the
national anthem is mean to show respect for the home country. Attend a
suorting event on foreiyn soil. and you'll stand. not because you share the
beliefs of that country. but because you're tryiny to show respect to your
host, _just as foreigyners will stand duringy the national anthem while in our
country -



While it's true that Kaepernick's conduct is protected speech, it's just
as true that his actions are beiny taken as contemgt. and even disrespect, for
not only the country, but also the men who sacrificed their lives to yive him
that right. But there's another factor people are overlooking when Kaepernick
refuses to stand. By choosing a manner of urotest universally viewed as
disrespectful to an entire nation, what Kaepernick's really doing is accusing
everyone in this country of beiny a part of the problem he's Jrotesting
agyainst, and nothiny could be further from the truth. Most »eople are
completely in support of reducing incidents of olice brutality. even geople
like myself, people who believe that most acts aren't related to racism, but
instead have more to do with corruption, but when he refuses to stand, I can't
hely. but feel that he's also accusing me.

It's his right to refuse to stand during the singiny of the national
anthem. As T said earlier. the more offensive a person's point-of-view, the
more protected his speech should be, but keep in mind that every action has an
eyual and opuosite reaction. While it's true that arresting him for exercising
his right to express himself might not be permissible in a democratic society,
this doesn't mean I have to support his decision. In fact, the thing I love
most about this country is the fact that I'm every bit as free to eX ress
myself in response to his. or anyone else's view, a fact which didn't 4o
overlocked by the authorities in San Francisco. So. when they tried to hire
off duty officers to provide security during the 4%rs home games, most
refused. saying that they'd continue to refuse until he started showiny proger
respect for the country.

Perscnally, I think that takiny a knee duriny the singing of the
national anthem or even burning your country's flay can be the most urofound
acts of free speech imaginable, but there's a time and a place for everything,
and more imgortantly, a reason. This is neither the time. nor the wlace, and
this certainly isn't a leyitimate reason. Save your acts of contemut towards
the country for when your nation does something contemutible. For instance, if
7ou woke uu tomorrow morning to find out that your country authorized military
force to defend another country's decision to authorize slavery, then by all
means, refuse to stand during the sinying of the national anthem., or burn a
flay in the middle of the street. After all, your nation just did something
worthy of contemyut, and it's your country's official policy you're protesting
against. but to choose this reas m to disresgect four country, and everyone in
1t. is something I simply refuse to suuuort.

In lookiny for a solution, I'm reminded of something my mother used to
tell me as a child, "if you want to live under my roof, then you'll live by my
rules."” While public entities might not have the authority to mandate standing
or otherwise showing respect during the singiny of the national anthem, the
NFL isn't a public entity. It's a private business, and therefore, capable of
making., and enforcing, its own rules and reyulations. If the commissicner
doesn't want to create any controversy by forcing the employees of the NFL to
stand duriny the singing of the national anthem. then why not simgly ban those
veople from enteriny the stadium until the anthem has been suny? A simgle
solution, wouldn't you say?
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