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IN CITY COUNCIL

Councillor Walsh June 25, 1990

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

RESOLVED:

RESOLVED:

The Flag Protection Act of 1989 gave no protection
to the flag, as that legislation was judged to be
in violation of the First Amendment to the
Constitution's guarantee of the right of free
expression by a majority decision of the U.S.
Supreme Court on June 11, 1990; and

Trashing of sacred symbols, be they of denominationally
religious entities or otherwise, has become part and
parcel of allegedly authentic acts of self-expression;
and

The predominantly negative reaction to such trashing

is rooted in our shared belief that to diminish respect
for the symbol is to diminish respect for the reality
and values of which the symbol is reflective. To claim
callously and cavalierly that this belief is not true
when it comes to the flag of the United States is
hypocritically absurd; now therefore be it

That this Council, cognizant that the flag as symbol
deserves protection and that surety of this protection
obviously outdistances the scope of past, present and
potential future legislation, expresses support for a
constitutional amendment which will provide this
protection by prohibition of the physical desecration
of the flag of the United States; and be it further

That the City Clerk be and is requested to prepare
duly engrossed copies of this Resolution and transmit
same to each member of the Massachusetts Congressional
Delegation at his early convenience on behalf of this
City Council.
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COUNCILLOR WALSH

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS

RESOLVED:

RESOLVED:

The Flag Protection Act of 1989 gave no protection to the
flag, as that legislation was judged to be in violation of the
First Amendment to the Constitution's guarantee of the right
of free expression by a majority decision of the U.S. Supreme
Court on June 11, 1999; and

Trashing of sacred symbols, be they of denominationally
religious entities or otherwise, has become part and parcel of
allegedly authentic acts of self-expression; and

The predominantly negative reaction to such trashing is rooted
in our shared belief that to diminish respect for the symbol
is to diminish respect for the reality and values of which the
symbol is reflective. To claim callously and cavalierly that
this belief is not true when it comes to the flag of the
United States is hypocritically absurd; now therefore be it

That this City Council cognizant that the flag as symbol
deserves protection and that surety of this protection
obviously outdistances the scope of past, present and
potential future legislation, expresses support for a
constitutional amendment which will provide this protection by
prohibition of the physical desecration of the flag of the
United States; and be it further

That the City Clerk be and hereby is requested to prepare duly
engrossed copies of this resolution and transmit same to each
member of the Massachusetts Congressional Delegation at his
early convenience on behalf of this City Council.

In City Council June 25, 1994.

Failed of adoption by a yea and nay vote:-
Yeas 4; Nays 5; Absent §.

Attest:- Joseph Connarton, City Clerk.

A true copy; : W"’ h

ATTEST: - Joseph E. Connarton, Gity-Clerk.
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COUNCILLOR WALSH

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

RESOLVED:

RESOLVED:

The Flag Protection Act of 1989 gave no protection to the
flag, as that legislation was judged to be in violation of the
First Amendment to the Constitution's guarantee of the right
of free expression by a majority decision of the U.S. Supreme
Court on June 11, 199¢; and

Trashing of sacred symbols, be they of denominationally
religious entities or otherwise, has become part and parcel of
allegedly authentic acts of self-expression; and

The predominantly negative reaction to such trashing is rooted
in our shared belief that to diminish respect for the symbol
is to diminish respect for the reality and values of which the
symbol is reflective., To claim callously and cavalierly that
this belief is not true when it comes to the flag of the
United States is hypocritically absurd; now therefore be it

That this City Council cognizant that the flag as symbol
deserves protection and that surety of this protection
obviously outdistances the scope of past, present and
potential future legislation, expresses support for a
constitutional amendment which will provide this protection by
prohibition of the physical desecration of the flag of the
United States; and be it further

That the City Clerk be and hereby is requested to prepare duly
engrossed copies of this resolution and transmit same to each
member of the Massachusetts Congressional Delegation at his
early convenience on behalf of this City Council.
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