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Judge: Tech must amend free speech policy 
FREEDOM ON CAMPUS: Ruling in response 
to lawsuit challenging Tech's free speech areas. 

By Jackie Schirard{The University Daily 

u.s. District Judge Sam Cummings ruled Thursday partially in favor 
of Texas Tech School of Law graduate Jason Roberts, saying Tech's policy 
violated the First Amendment by requiring students keep protests and 
demonstations in a free-speech zone. . 

The ruling declared the Tech General Council Office and the Office of 

Student Affairs amend the policy of free speech zones. 
Sally Post, director of communications and marketing for Tech, said the 

rules still are in effect. 
"We, as Tech, are reviewing the free speech policy and will be amending 

it according to the ruling," Post said. "Texas Tech has never tried to stifle 
anyone's ability to voice their opinion, but we are always mindful of others 
rights as they attend, teach class or conduct business at the university." 

Post said the General Council Office and the Office of Student Affairs 
is reviewing the opinion of the court. 

"We do not see any indication that the free speech forums are uncon
stitutional," she said. "Students will not be able to conduct free speech just 

anywhere. We will be amending the specific points that the judge asked us 
to change." 

In May 2003, Roberts filed a lawsuit regarding the university's policies 
for requiring students to receive a permit before engaging in free speech 
activities outside of designated areas on campus. 

Roberts applied for a permit to make a speech on Tech grounds through 
the Center for Campus Life regarding his views against homosexuality. Tech 
officials rejected his application and told him he could carry his speech to 
the free-speech zone. 

SPEECH continued on page 5 



Speech 
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1 

Hiram Sasser of Liberty Legal In
stitute and attorney for Roberts could 
not be rc:;ached. 

The current university policy 
requires students wanting to exercise 
their free speech on campus to fill out 
an application that hadsto be submit
ted two days prior to the event. The 
application must be reviewed by uni
versity officials for approval. Failure to 
follow thetiniversity's policy can result 
in suspension and expulsion. 

Kelsey Wolfe, a junior 'zoology 
major from Graford, said she is for free 

speech but thinks the regulations are 
there for a reason. 

"I think it would be more of a dis
traction to not have any limits/' Wolfe 
said. "We're there for classes, and the 
policy is there to help conduct a more 
organized way of learning." 

Tech Chancellor Dr. David Smith 
said he is in favor of free speech and 
knows the university will follow and 
review the rulings diligently. 

"I know Tech is going to do what 
they need to do to ensure free speech," 
Smith said. "Our intent is to make 
sure the policy is consistent with the 
rulings. I agree that the (Robert's) 
opportunity to free spe'ech wasn't 
prohibited, but I understand the need 

to have free speech." 
Smith said the university takes no 

discomfort in amending the policies 
for free speech, 

"If it can't happen on campus, 
where can it happen?" Smith said. 
"We are also reviewing if the uni
versity has to pay court costs to the 
plaintiff, " 

He said this issue will carry to 
campuses across the nation. 

"I think some of the thoughts 
from this ruling might take precedent 
with other universities," Smith said. 
"This fundamental issue ' is stated in 
our U.S. Constitution, and we are 
still reviewi.ng the changes that will • 
be made." 


