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Summary evaluation: JOUR4330 – Freedom of Expression 

Spring, 2014 

Charles Ess 

 

 

 

Overall comments 

 

Innovation.  In teaching this course a second time, I was able to revise and refresh it 

somewhat, as well as make important connections, arguments, etc. clearer to the 

students in lectures.   

This was manifest in a material way, as I was able to provide both more detailed notes 

along with overview documents that helped the students, e.g., see the important 

contrasts and connections between two of the books used in the course, one from a 

European perspective (Zeno-Zencovich, Freedom of Expression and Lipschultz, Free 

Expression in the Age of the Internet): 

 

Lipschulz (U.S.) Zeno-Zencovich (European) 

Ch. 2 – historical look: traditional legal 

thought 

Ch. 1 – Freedom to Print or Freedom of 

the Press? 

Ch. 3 – Broadcast vs. Print Models Ch. 2 - Broadcasting 

Ch. 4 – Normative Legal vs. Social 

Theory Approaches to Freedom of 

Expression 

Ch. 9 – Privacy 

Ch. 10 – Privacy and Commercial Rights 

Ch. 6 – Freedom of Expression and 

Economic Regulation; 

Ch. 7 – Main areas of conflict: 

pornography, peaceful co-existence, 

national security 

Ch. 5 - Advertising 

Ch. 6 – Case: the Drudge Scandal Ch. 3 – Journalistic Activity 

Ch. 1 – Social Communication: theory of 

freedom of expression; politics and the 

Internet 

Ch. 4 – Freedom of Expression as an 

Alienable Right 

Ch. 5 – Reno vs. ACLU 

Ch. 11. Comparative International Issues 

Ch. 8 – European Framework 

 

Ch. 7 – Internet Content 

Ch. 8 Email, listserves as foci of Freedom 

of Expression 

Ch. 12 – Freedom of Expression in a 

Digital Age 

Ch. 9 – Freedom of Expression in an 

Internet Age 

Ch. 10 – Information, Communication, 

Data 

Ch. 11 – Concluding Reflections 

 

In addition – partly as a result of my increasing familiarity with the Norwegian 

context, including daily reading of Aftenposten and Klassekampen, along with 

listening to NRK – I was also able to bring in more information and details regarding 

the Norwegian context and experience, including the important work of the Fritt Ord 

foundation, as well as current examples / cases concerning freedom of expression in 

Norway.  The most notable of these was the trial and conviction of Ubaydullah 

Hussain, spokesperson for “Profetens Ummah” for threats against two journalists.  

(This case will be useful in the coming – Spring, 2015 – course, insofar as Hussain 

was subsequently charged and is currently on trial for comments encouraging murder, 

etc.) 
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In collaboration with Tore Slaatta, I developed additional resources and exercises for 

the students based on the website “Free Speech Debate” 

<http://freespeechdebate.com/en/> as organized by Timothy Garton Ash (Oxford 

University).  We had hoped that the students would seize the opportunity to contribute 

to the website by developing their own example case study of an important example 

of where freedom of the press / speech / expression is challenged.  This was offered as 

an optional exercise for use and discussion in seminar, as well as in preparation for 

the final exam.  Perhaps not surprisingly, while the students were happy to exploit the 

resources offered by the site, none chose to contribute a case study of their own.    

 

Finally, in response to last year’s evaluation, I worked on adding more contemporary 

case studies to the course.  This was highlighted in the evaluation comments (below) 

as one of the strong features of the course – though a few students still wanted more. 

 

On balance, I think these improvements contributed to the very strong student 

evaluations (below). 

 

Quality of teaching 

Because of time pressures, I undertook only a qualitative evaluation of the course – 

i.e., no quantitative questions as per the usual evaluation form. 

 

I asked the students  

 

What worked well 

The course is very interactive. I really appreciate the fact to study with 

concrete case (I’ve found this course with the case studies very 

interesting.) 

 

Everything is working well.  We have discussions always. 

 

I am pleased with the lectures and seminars.  I feel the lectures are 

given at an appropriate level of difficulty, and [I] like the in-class 

discussions.  

 

Discussions, topics for each class; 

Great sense for explaining even the most difficult topics and issues; 

Time for everybody to express opinion; 

You are great teacher! [sorry, had to include this, of course] 

 

Workshop questions with discussions have worked well; 

The preparation emails which highlight the reading list are also very 

useful and inspiring. 

 

The course is very complicated but the lectures are very engaging and 

extend a very brief roadmap to further enhance the acquired 

knowledge. 

 

Discussions; 

Connect freedom of expression with wide range of themes; 

Individual choice of those themes, such as case studies. 
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Working on case studies is very good and useful. 

 

Lectures; assignments 

 

Discussions and workshops 

 

What did not work well / suggestions for improvement 

Nothing. 

 

More seminars and presentations could be useful for us 

 

Some number of students wanted clearer information about the content 

and logistics surrounding the exam.  

 

Some complained about the difficulty of the readings. 

 

A few asked for “more present cases” – i.e. more contemporary 

examples – especially since freedom of expression matters “are kind of 

philosophical.” [As indeed they are.]  

 

More debate in group discussion; could benefit from higher 

temperature! 

 

Smaller group debates could be better; more debate in class 

 

 

Broadly, these evaluations are at least comparable to and in some ways more 

consistently positive than last year’s already strong evaluation comments and 

suggestions.  At the same time, of course, the suggestions for (a) more debate and (b) 

(still) more case studies are pertinent and helpful, and I will see what I can do in the 

next iteration of the course to respond to these. 

 

Student results: exam grades 

Maria Tårland helpfully provided the following grade statistics for the course (see 

attached).  The results seem very strong: 13 out of 15 signed in for the course took the 

exam; all 13 passed – indeed, 5 received the highest grade possible. 

 

I do not have comparable data from the previous year, but my sense is that these are 

better numbers than previously. 


