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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. The article explores contemporary issues, controversies, and court rulings about freedom of speech and press.
2. It examines debates on college campuses about whether schools should prohibit speeches by speakers whose messages are offensive to student groups on similar grounds of race and gender hostility.
3. It also looks at the role and credibility of the news media in light of President Donald Trump's tweets about "fake news" and the "fake news media", as well as the use of social media communications by public officials, and sexually explicit material on the internet.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
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The article is generally reliable in its presentation of current issues related to free speech, press, and other forms of expression. The author provides a comprehensive overview of these topics, citing relevant court rulings and legal precedents that support his arguments. He also includes quotes from experts in the field to provide additional context for his points.
However, there are some potential biases present in the article that could be addressed more thoroughly. For example, while the author does mention President Donald Trump's tweets about "fake news" and "fake news media," he does not explore any counterarguments or alternative perspectives on this issue. Additionally, while he does discuss debates over hate speech on college campuses, he does not provide any evidence or examples to back up his claims or explore any potential risks associated with such policies.
In addition, there is a lack of balance when it comes to presenting both sides equally; while the author does cite experts who support his views on free speech issues, he does not include any opposing viewpoints or dissenting opinions from those who may disagree with him. This could lead readers to form an incomplete picture of these issues without considering all sides of the argument.
Finally, there is some promotional content present in the article; for example, when discussing Professor Nadine Strossen's views on free speech, he mentions her book without providing any critical analysis or evaluation of its contents or accuracy. This could lead readers to form an overly positive opinion about her work without considering other perspectives or sources that may contradict her views. 
In conclusion, while this article provides a comprehensive overview of current issues related to free speech and press rights in America today, it could benefit from more balanced reporting and critical analysis in order to provide readers with a fuller understanding of these complex topics.
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· Hate speech on college campuses
· Counterarguments to President Trump's tweets
· Risks of free speech policies
· Critical analysis of Professor Nadine Strossen's book
· Opposing viewpoints on free speech
· Balanced reporting on free speech issues
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