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[bookmark: _Toc70132959]            Introduction
Freedom of speech can be defined as the right of a person to express their ideas, opinions, or beliefs without fear or restrictions from institutions such as the government. The right to freedom of speech is not only about the law but also an important aspect of civil education. Freedom of speech is supposed to be protected on campuses, both public and private. Everybody is entitled to the right to freedom of speech. However, this right can be regulated to prevent the use of harmful and harassing words to others.  Free Speech on Campuses has been a challenge for a long period. Since 1999, different organizations such as the Foundation for Individual Rights in Education (FIRE) have been fighting for freedom of speech on campuses (Ceci et al. 2018). This essay examines the core and current issue affecting free speech on College Campuses and the impacts of the actions taken towards the issue.
[bookmark: _Toc70132960]What is the core issue at hand?
Currently, the main issue being debated on free speech and college campuses is the issue concerning the development of speech codes that are created to regulate some forms of speech that are considered offensive by the administration (Bauer et al. 2017). These speech codes have been defined as university regulations or policies that limit freedom of speech and that are guarded by the First Amendment. These policies may include demonstration and protest policies and harassment policies. They limit speech based on viewpoint and content. Other codes are used to restrict the place, manner, and time of the speech, especially in demonstrations and protests to ensure that students acquire authorization before engaging in demonstrations.
 It is believed that if universities strictly enforce these policies, then criticism and satire would be reduced on the campuses. The codes also enlighten students to know that they have the right to be free from the embarrassment and offensive actions. These attitudes may help students even in their future. However, there have been debates about the appropriateness of these speech codes on college campuses. The federal courts have however ruled that the speech codes contravene the speech rights of the First Amendment of the students. However, the speech codes have remained common in US campuses.
[bookmark: _Toc70132961]What led to the issue at hand?
In the 1980s, there was a significant increase in the number of minority students and women in the universities. This was as a result of increased recruitment of students in the universities and colleges. As a result, cases of racism, sexual harassment, and discrimination emerged. The harassment grew over the last two decades to involve lesbians and gays, women, and other ethnic groups. The universities began to respond to these issues by developing policies that restricted the use of offensive and hateful speech towards persons or groups of their color, religion, sex, age, or race (Bauer et al. 2017). These policies became the speech codes used to control speech on college campuses.
Those found engaging in racism or discrimination were prone to disciplinary actions including expulsions. Most of the universities introduced these codes to deal with hate speech on the campuses including utterances based on gender or race. The use of these codes was greatly supported by administrators, students, and faculties who believed that racial and minority discrimination would be reduced by limiting speech. Universities such as the University of Texas established a speech code that emphasized the intention of the speaker to take part in harassment and with the proof that the attempt to involve in harassment caused harm. Other institutions tried to relate their speech codes to policies that already exist and that deal with the fight against discrimination and fight for equal opportunities. The purpose of this tactic was to discourage offensive speech because it produced discrimination. Universities have not only used the speech codes to limit speech but also for educational purposes and protecting the rights of the victims.
[bookmark: _Toc70132962]What were the arguments for and against the issue?
Those who supported speech codes argued that the codes protected vulnerable and minority students from harassment. It is also believed that speech codes offer protection to the rights of the victim by preventing “heckler’s veto” (Chemerinsky et al. 2017). The supporters also claim that one of the important concentrations in education is creating a tolerant and diverse society and therefore restricting offensive and injurious speech through the use of the speech codes helps to further this important aspect of education. They also claim that the First Amendment offers speech protection only when the aim is to promote political and societal goals but does not protect some forms of speech.
Those who advocated for speech codes believed that the harm prevented by the codes is more vital than the freedom they limit. They argue that verbal abuse shows a history of discrimination and that the abused student finds it hard to fit in that academic field. This justifies the need for speech limitation. The proponents also claim that interfere with the primary purpose of an event or activity should be regulated. For example, hate speech may interfere with the education programs by reducing the ability of students to learn. Speech codes, for example, hate speech codes resolve the dispute between the right to education and the right to freedom of speech. They further argue that speech codes resolve the dispute between civil rights (freedom from humiliation and stigma) and civil liberties (freedom of speech).
 The campus speech codes are used to restrict certain categories of speech characterized by insulting words, obscene, profane, and libelous. The codes can also be used to prevent the establishment of hostile environments. Universities have also established codes to prevent hate speech. University administrators, some students, and faculties believed that restricting speech would reduce racial and minority discrimination. The proponents also argued that speech codes were a representation of excellent education policy and insisted that controlling speech ensured that the process of learning was not interfered with.
The first argument against speech codes began when a graduate student challenged the speech codes in federal court. The court judged the speech codes as unconstitutional based on viewpoint discrimination, overbreadth, and vagueness. The court explained that the vagueness of a code consisted of words that made it not possible to discover any restriction on its capacity because the used terms such as victimize and stigmatize were not self-explanatory. It also argued that this vagueness led to an overbroad of the code making it difficult to discover secured and unsecured conduct. Other courts have also used this reasoning by the federal court.
The Supreme Court has however not given its opinion concerning speech code but it is most likely to use the rationale by the federal court (Reich & R, 2017). The speech codes have also been discouraged because they include policing of the viewpoint or content but not its place, manner, or time. It is also assumed that if the issue of speech courts gets to other courts then it is likely that they will apply the principles of overbreadth, viewpoint discrimination, and vagueness. Other arguments claim that speech codes violate the human right of freedom of speech. The opponents of speech codes also argue that the disadvantages of these speech codes outweigh the benefits. Opponents have also argued that the use of speech codes may interfere with the educational form that encourages the accommodation of diversity. They also claim against the fact that students who violate speech codes and are expelled from their universities are declined in other universities.
[bookmark: _Toc70132963]Who are the primary stakeholders and what do they stand to gain or lose?
The primary stakeholders of the speech codes are the university students who are directly affected either negatively or positively by the enforcement of these speech codes. Speech codes have helped reduce hate speech among university students. Speech codes also reduce violence among students and have protected the rights of the likely victims. Speech codes have created favorable environments for students to learn which has resulted in improved education processes. Speech codes have reduced the different kinds of discrimination such as racial discrimination making it possible for students to acquire education in any part of the US. Students are limited from spreading false information that may result in adverse outcomes for example strikes and demonstrations.
Other than the benefits, speech codes have had negative impacts on students. First, the speech codes have contravened the student’s right to freedom of speech (Friedersdorf & C, 2016).  Students who are supported by speech codes or those with realistic but individualistic views may be scared to express their views in class. If students are protected by speech codes they will not be able to deal with such negative issues in the future after they graduate from the university. Speech codes only promote temporary realities for on-campus students which prohibit the students from gaining knowledge on how to put up with diversity. Another negative effect of speech codes is on those who break the codes in that they are denied admission to other universities. However, what the students gain from speech codes is more important than what they lose.
[bookmark: _Toc70132964]What was the immediate impact of the action (s) taken?
For campuses that enforced the speech code regulations, the immediate impact included reduced hate speeches, reduced discrimination, and peaceful relationships between students. With speech codes, students cannot incite each other to commit crimes such as unnecessary demonstrations or strikes and prevent violence. Speech codes ensure that there is no spreading of false information on the campuses. Speech codes restrict students from having the mob mentality which prevents students from engaging in unlawful activities.  Restriction of speech may create fear among students making them unable to express their ideas especially those protected by the codes. With restricted speech, it is hard to expose unlawful or immoral activities among students.
For the universities that never enforced the speech codes, students are free to invite each other to perform crimes resulting in increased rates of crimes, increased discriminations, violence, and harassment among students. However, these universities have advantages in that students are free to express their ideas and opinions freely without fear. This has also helped universities to single out students who make immoral incitements.
[bookmark: _Toc70132965]What was the long-term impact of the action (s) taken?
Some of the long-term impacts of limiting speech by the use of speech codes in the campuses include improved educational processes for students since a favorable learning environment is created by peaceful existence without discrimination or other forms of harassment (Welch & B, 2014). Another long-term impact is that students learn to control their speech even in their future lives after graduating. With restricted speech, universities can be able to recruit many students since there is no racial or minority discrimination on the campuses. The negative impacts include that students do not get the knowledge on how to overcome verbal abuse and harassment.
Universities that do not take action of encouraging the use of the speech codes continue with high levels of racial and minority discrimination making it hard for the universities to accommodate other students from the world (Kibler & M. A, 2016). However, students in these universities learn to tolerate hate speeches and discriminatory actions even after graduating.
[bookmark: _Toc70132966]What are your thoughts on the actions taken and the results?
Words of speech tend to be so powerful. They result in violent and other negative consequences. Words can hurt people through verbal bullying.  Although people have the right to freedom, there should be regulations to control it especially on campuses where a lot of crimes take place due to students inciting one another. Controlling speech is also important in minimizing hate speech. Everything is associated with costs including speech and it is not possible to have pure freedom.
The use of speech codes in college campuses should be encouraged on all campuses. This is because in the universities there different kinds of people with different racial ethnicity and their probabilities of conflicts are higher. To prevent such cases as racial discrimination, the campuses must enforce the use of speech codes. Speech codes are required in the campuses because the already existing regulations on speech freedom do not regulate some forms of speech. Although the courts maintain that the use of speech codes is a way of violating one’s freedom of speech, students should not be given full freedom but should rather be restricted to create a peaceful environment on the campuses.
Universities that have introduced speech codes enjoy a wide range of advantages both short-term and long-term advantages. In these universities, there are minimal cases of racial or minority discrimination, improved learning environments for students, reduced cases of violence, abuses, or discrimination.  Other advantages of speech codes are that the spreading of false information is controlled which may result in adverse effects. Speech codes also reduce violence against others on the campuses. The mentality of the mob is discouraged by these speech codes for it makes people get involved in crimes more easily. Speech codes assist and protect the rights of those who may fall victims to verbal abuse.
Universities that fail to impose these policies are prone to unlawful and immoral activities by the students since they have the freedom to speak whatever they wish including incitements. The students may also engage in hateful speeches, racial and minority discrimination. This may create unfavorable environments for the learning of students. Racial discrimination may discourage students from other countries from acquiring education in the US. Therefore, speech codes have more advantages as compared to their disadvantages. It is, therefore, necessary for the college campuses to ensure that they enforce these speech codes to ensure smooth life for all the students. The courts should also begin to view the use of speech codes in college campuses in a different manner. They should support its enforcement to develop universities that are free from hate speech, harassment, and different forms of discrimination such as racial and minority discrimination.
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