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New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254 (1964), was a landmark decision of the US Supreme Court ruling that the freedom of speech protections in the First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution restrict the ability of American public officials to sue for defamation.

New York Times Co. v. Sullivan - Wikipedia
New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, legal case in which, on March 9, 1964, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled unanimously (9-0) that, for a libel suit to be successful, the complainant must prove that the offending statement was made with “ ‘actual malice’—that is, with knowledge that it was false or with reckless disregard of whether it was false or not.”. Specifically, the case involved an advertisement that appeared in The New York

Times in March 1960 that outlined how African Americans ...

New York Times Co. v. Sullivan | law case | Britannica
New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254 (1964) New York Times Co. v. Sullivan. No. 39. Argued January 6, 1964. Decided March 9, 1964 376 U.S. 254ast|>* 376 U.S. 254. CERTIORARI TO THE SUPREME COURT OF ALABAMA Syllabus

New York Times Co. v. Sullivan :: 376 U.S. 254 (1964 ...
Case summary for New York Times Co. v. Sullivan: Sullivan was a public official who brought a claim against New York Times Co. alleging defamation. The trial court told the jury that the article contained statements which constituted slander per se and Sullivan was awarded $500,000 in damages. The Supreme Court of the United States held that a public official could not recover damages in a defamation action absent a

showing of actual malice.

New York Times Co. v. Sullivan - Case Summary and Case Brief
In New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254 (1964), the Supreme Court reversed a libel damages judgment against the New York Times. The decision established the important principle that the First Amendment guarantees of freedom of speech and press may protect libelous words about a public official in order to foster vigorous debate about government and public affairs.

New York Times Co. v. Sullivan | The First Amendment ...
Sullivan, this case concerns a full-page ad in the New York Times which alleged that the arrest of the Rev. Martin Luther King, Jr. for perjury in Alabama was part of a campaign to destroy King’s efforts to integrate public facilities and encourage blacks to vote. L. B. Sullivan, the Montgomery city commissioner, filed a libel action against the newspaper and four black ministers who were listed as endorsers of the ad, claiming that the

allegations against the Montgomery police defamed him ...

New York Times Company v. Sullivan - Lawaspect.com
The Alabama Supreme Court of upheld a judgment awarding the Respondent, L.B. Sullivan (Respondent), damages in a civil libel action. The Petitioner, the New York Times (Petitioner), appealed. Synopsis of Rule of Law. Constitutional guarantees require a federal rule that prohibits a public official from recovering damages for a defamatory falsehood relating to his official conduct unless he proves that the statement was made

with actual malice — that is, with knowledge that it was false or ...

New York Times Co. v. Sullivan - Case Brief for Law ...
When the Supreme Court sided with the publisher over an ad seeking donations to defend Martin Luther King Jr. in 1964, New York Times v. Sullivan gave us a new standard for proving defamation: "actual malice," meaning that the organization or journalist must have had to knowingly publish a falsehood.

Is 'New York Times v. Sullivan' in Danger of Being ...
2. Respondent L. B. Sullivan is one of the three elected Commissioners of the City of Montgomery, Alabama. He testified that he was 'Commissioner of Public Affairs and the duties are supervision of the Police Department, Fire Department, Department of Cemetery and Department of Scales.'. He brought this civil libel action against the four indiv dual petitioners, who are Negroes and Alabama clergymen, and against petitioner
the New York Times Company, a New York corporation which publishes ...

The NEW YORK TIMES COMPANY, Petitioner, v. L. B. SULLIVAN ...
Facts of the case. During the Civil Rights movement of the 1960s, the New York Times published an ad for contributing donations to defend Martin Luther King, Jr., on perjury charges. The ad contained several minor factual inaccuracies. The city Public Safety Commissioner, L.B. Sullivan, felt that the criticism of his subordinates reflected on him, even though he was not mentioned in the ad.

{{meta.fullTitle}} - Oyez

L.B. Sullivan was one of three people in charge of police in Montgomery. He sued the New York Times for libel (printing something they knew was false and would cause harm). The ad did not mention Sullivan’s name. But Sullivan claimed that the ad implied his responsibility for the actions of the police.

New York Times v. Sullivan (1964) - Bill of Rights Institute
Buy New York Times V. Sullivan: Civil Rights, Libel Law, and the Free Press (Landmark Law Cases & American Society) by Kermit L. Hall (ISBN: 9780700618026) from Amazon's Book Store. Everyday low prices and free delivery on eligible orders.

New York Times V. Sullivan: Civil Rights, Libel Law, and ...
A week after Justice Clarence Thomas called for the Supreme Court to reexamine New York Times v. Sullivan, the landmark 1964 ruling that shields news reporters from libel and defamation lawsuits, provided they were acting in good faith, reaction from news organizations and professional journalism groups remains one of concern.

A closer look at New York Times v. Sullivan
Chicago, 337 U.S. 1, 4; De Jonge v. Oregon, 299 U.S. 353, *271 365. The present advertisement, as an expression of grievance and protest on one of the major public issues of our time, would seem clearly to qualify for the constitutional protection.

New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254,84 S. Ct ...
The police commissioner, L. B. Sullivan, took offense to the ad and sued the New York Times in an Alabama court. Sullivan argued that the ad had damaged his reputation, and he had been libeled. The Alabama court ruled in favor of Sullivan, finding that the newspaper ad falsely represented the police department and Sullivan.

New York Times v. Sullivan Podcast | United States Courts
New York Times Co. v. Sullivan A landmark U.S. Supreme Court case, New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254, 84 S. Ct. 710, 11 L. Ed. 2d 686 (1964), extended the First Amendment 's guarantee of free speech to libel cases brought by public officials.

Times v Sullivan legal definition of Times v Sullivan
Live news, investigations, opinion, photos and video by the journalists of The New York Times from more than 150 countries around the world. Subscribe for coverage of U.S. and international news ...

The New York Times - Breaking News, US News, World News ...
New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254 (1964), was a landmark decision of the U.S. Supreme Court in which the Court ruled that the freedom of speech protections in the First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution restrict the ability of American public officials to sue for defamation.
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