FIRE

Foundation for Individual
Rights and Expression

January 5, 2026

David D. Meyer

Office of the President
Brooklyn Law School

250 Joralemon Street
Brooklyn, New York 11201

Sent via U.S. Mail and Electronic Mail (david.meyer@brooklaw.edu)

Dear President Meyer:

FIRE, a nonpartisan nonprofit that defends free speech,! is concerned about Brooklyn Law
School’s effective cancellation of the Jewish Law Student Association’s event featuring Israeli
blogger Hillel Fuld. BLS may not curtail its commitment to free speech simply because some
oppose Fuld and his views. We therefore urge BLS to honor its commitment by allowing
students and faculty to host speakers despite public backlash.

Our concerns stem from BLS’s reaction to JLSA’s plans to host Fuld on October 27, 2025,% for a
speech on the Israeli tech industry and workplace antisemitism.> On October 15, the BLS
chapter of Students for Justice in Palestine demanded BLS move the event off-campus,
characterizing Fuld as “a known and vehement Islamophobe” who allegedly posed “a
significant safety risk to all Muslim, Arab, and Palestinian students on campus.”* On October
23, SJP and BLS’s Student Justice Coalition announced a protest opposing Fuld to occur at the
same time as the JLSA event in both the courtyard and the sixth floor of the law building.’

Shortly after SJC and SCP announced the protest, BLS informed JLSA it could no longer hold
Fuld’s speech on the 27th, due to alleged resource constraints with the law school accreditation
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committee visiting the same day. BLS requested JLSA reschedule the event,® but Fuld was
unable to reschedule, and JLSA was forced to cancel the event two days in advance.’

SJP and SJC, however, proceeded with their event, though only in the courtyard. The event,
which now had Fuld’s cancellation to celebrate,® lasted 90 minutes, included “[m]Jusic and
community time,” and had BLS-provided security and BLS administrators present to monitor.’

BLS proudly boasts that it is a community “characterized by free expression, free inquiry,
intellectual honesty, respect for the dignity of others and openness to constructive change.”*°
It commits itself to “affirm[ing], assur[ing] and protect[ing] the rights of its members to
organize and join associations, and to convene and conduct meetings and public events in an
orderly fashion.”!' Additionally, the American Bar Association requires that BLS, as an ABA-
accredited institution, “[p]rotect the rights of faculty, students, and staff to communicate ideas
that may be controversial or unpopular, including through robust debate, demonstrations, or
protests.”'? These commitments to free speech—and a reasonable student’s interpretation of
these commitments—are informed by decades of First Amendment jurisprudence and New
York contract law.'?

Adhering to free speech principles means that BLS’s students have the broad expressive right
to both invite and hear speakers free from limitations based on “orthodoxy or popularity of
their political or social views[.]”** This right “includes and exceeds the presence of
controversial speakers on college and university campuses[.]”* Simply put, colleges and
universities cannot limit these expressive rights because of a speaker’s viewpoint,'® even if the
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views are offensive or hateful.’” This is especially true of political speech, the protection of

which lies at the core of the value of free speech and is especially necessary in times of intense
disagreement on global affairs® and other “sensitive topics” like ethnicity or religion, “where
the risk of conflict and insult is high.”*®

That BLS alleges JLSA’s event was cancelled because of “resource constraints” seems wholly
pretextual given the temporal proximity of BLS’s decisions. BLS surely would have known
about the accreditation committee’s visit before it approved JLSA’s event. Even if the
accreditation visit was sudden or unexpected, BLS’s response should have been to find
alternative accommodations to prevent a last-minute change or cancellation for JLSA,
especially with a foreign guest speaker who might be expected to have limited ability to change
his travel plans. And to the extent that “resource constraints” refers to anything aside from
physical accommodations, the fact that SJP and SJC held a 90-minute event with security and
administrative monitors demonstrates that BLS’s “resources constraints” were insufficient to
justify cancellation.

While BLS has an important interest in ensuring the institution can operate properly, it may
not frivolously invoke “resource constraints” to squelch debate and discussion. If its
commitment to free speech is to have any meaning, BLS must be principled in resisting
demands for censorship, even when it is difficult or unpopular to do so. Otherwise, BLS engages
in viewpoint discrimination—an egregious act of “censorship in its purest form” that violates
BLS’s commitment to free speech.?

As such, we request a substantive response to this letter no later than the close of business on
January 20, confirming BLS will honor its commitment to free speech by allowing students to
host speakers despite public backlash.

Sincerely,

/// -

-

/ . o =
Garrett Gravley
Program Counsel, Campus Rights Advocacy

Cc:  Sarah Jean Kelly, Executive Vice President
Sarah Luke, General Counsel
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