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Free Expression 
on Campus



Amendment I

• “Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free 
exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of 
speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to 
petition the Government for a redress of 
grievances.” 



Historical Underpinnings
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Historical Underpinnings
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Printing Press 



Widmar v. Vincent
• Widmar v. Vincent (1981):  A religious group was excluded from using university 

buildings, regulation prohibited use of university buildings “for the purposes of 
religious worship or religious teaching.”

• University cannot exclude religious worship and discussion



Content Neutrality
• Fundamental free speech principle:  no 

content-based restrictions on speech

• Time, place, manner restrictions



Time Place and Manner



Significant Events Team 
(“SET”)



SET In practice



Heckler’s Veto

Ann Coulter event, Berkeley Charlottesville 



Heckler’s Veto: Security 
at Events

Do controversial speakers pay more for security 
costs?

• No. Content of a speaker’s message NOT 
considered in assessing costs for an event. 

• If a particular event requires extra security beyond 
matrix, then University has absorbed the additional 
expense for events 

• Different venues on campus may charge different 
rates; Macky Auditorium vs. Biochemistry Room 140



Security at Events



Free Expression Website



Conclusion

• Broad free speech protections
• Limited exceptions
• 1st Amendment law is complicated and fact 

specific



Final Thought

• “If there be time to expose through 
discussion the falsehood and fallacies, to 
avert the evil by the process of education, 
the remedy to be applied is more speech, 
not enforced silence.”  Justice Louis 
Brandeis, Whitney v. California (1927).
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