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Table 1. Models of University Decision-Making on Expression 

Category Classical Liberal Model Balancing Model 

Priority Truth-seeking is para-

mount; free expression 

is the core guarantee 

EDI and freedom of  

expression are equal 

priorities; rights must 

be reconciled 

Decision-

maker 

Officials act neutrally; 

no discretion to assess 

content 

Officials have  

discretion to weigh  

expression against EDI 

values 

Nature of the 

decision 

University cannot inter-

fere 

University decides;  

balances competing  

interests 

Timing of the 

decision 

No pre-judgment; truth 

emerges over time 

Decisions made pre-or 

post-event, often in  

response to com-

plaints 



Influence on 

the decision 

Majority opinion is  

irrelevant; ideas stand 

on their own 

Majority opinion mat-

ters; influence varies 

by voice and context 
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