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SRR, D

BN -NREAHEAFTEAREE, kR EFEEAME LT EREEK
RE . R BARBRE M A6 — ek R UL, AR STERAEE A
PRI AR AR LA A AR5 508 A IR AR A "X — N RAAF I A%,
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FIEEH 7 33k 26 Ja M AN ARG 23 X 5 1R M A 5 4 i BB AR B B2 IR 7 3K S [R) BB B0 AT A B &

Sk E RO A I R REAE W SRR BRI JE O S . BART A 2 D)
FIQCAE RGBT )b R A 538 FITE A Sk T 35 K R 5 18 J 5 TR R 2 — B IE & I 2 OE

(38) Jack Balkin, Constitutional Redem ption: Political Faith in an Unjust World , Cambridge, MA
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Abstract: This article focuses on how American legal scholars reconsider the problems of free speech
in the age of Internet. The traditional thinking of free speech in the United States has been premised on
“the street corner speaker” paradigm. It is a theoretical model and framework as well as a narrative about
history. This paradigm has three salient features: (D political speech has been put at the center of free
speech thinking and protection; @ it does not take “medium” into account; @ it has been premised on
the “individual vs. state” dichotomy. The Internet and other new technologies have challenged “the street
corner speaker” paradigm mainly from the above three aspects. First, since the speakers have moved
from “the street corner” to cyberspace, as the “medium” and “infrastructure” of free speech, the impact
of the Internet has become more and more profound. Second. the “politico-centrism” paradigm has be-
come increasingly outmoded and insufficient. Third, the “individual vs. state” dichotomy has gradually
transformed into an “individual- private corporation- state” triangle. To respond to these new challenges,
a farewell to “the street corner speaker” paradigm would be the first step to re-inspire our imagination of

free speech.

Key Words: Free Speech; “the street corner speaker” Paradigm;Internet
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