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Free Expression at Mizzou

Commitment to Free Expression
Freedom of expression is indispensable to a university’s ability to transmit knowledge and is
fundamental to the ability of members of a university community to discover, explore,
interpret, and question knowledge. As recognized by the Supreme Court of the United States
over a half-century ago, “[t]he essentiality of freedom in the community of American
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freedom of debate and deliberation, but also to protect that freedom when others attempt to
restrict it.

References and Notes
This statement relies heavily upon and quotes extensively from the �nal Report of the
Committee on Freedom of Expression at the University of Chicago (“Chicago Statement”). As of
March 2016, portions of the Chicago Statement have been adopted verbatim, or nearly so, by
Purdue University and Princeton University, and substantial portions have also been adopted
by the University of Wisconsin System. The quotation in the �rst paragraph is from the
Supreme Court’s opinion in Sweezy v. New Hampshire, 354 U.S. 234, 250 (1957). The University of
Missouri’s commitment to free and open inquiry has been expressed on prior occasions, as in,
for example, CCR 330.030(A), Right of Free Expression, and CCR 330.020, Civic Responsibility.
The quotation in the second paragraph is found in a letter written by former University of
Chicago President Robert M. Hutchins, and is quoted in the Chicago Statement. The quotation
from Justice Holmes appears in his dissenting opinion in U.S. v. Schwimmer, 279 U.S. 644, 654-
55 (1929). The Supreme Court’s full de�nition of “harassment” in the Title IX context is
“harassment that is so severe, pervasive, and objectively o�ensive that it e�ectively bars the
victim’s access to an educational opportunity or bene�t.” Davis v. Monroe County Bd. of Educ.,
526 U.S. 629, 632 (1999). Representative Supreme Court decisions a�rming the principles at
the end of the fourth paragraph with regard to time, place, and manner restrictions are Clark v.




