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Freedom of Speech (FS) is an uncontestable liberal principle, at least theoretically. In the educational sphere, however, it prompts public disputes about the limitations of this freedom that are more heated than others. I argue that this phenomenon reflects a kind of confusion: FS in the educational sphere is viewed as a political principle that should not be limited almost at all, while many are motivated to restrict it out of the desire to protect students from potential harm. My core claim is that FS in the educational sphere should not be regarded as a political principle but as an educational practice. In the public sphere, FS is associated with key liberal concepts such as ‘negative freedom,’ ‘neutrality,’ ‘equal respect’ and ‘autonomy.’ In this context, it is constructed and formulated using the metaphor of a principle. In the context of education, this frame is problematic and damaging. The functional gap between FS in the public and educational spheres can be understood with the help of the Pragmatist insight that denies the reality of principles as entities containing absolute semantic content. Concepts can be understood only contextually and holistically. For this reason, we should question the usefulness of conceiving of FS using the metaphor of a principle in the context of education. The educational sphere makes use of a whole range of concepts that we usually seek to exclude from the civic, public sphere such as paternalism, lack of autonomy, and perfectionism. This requires us to relate to discourse and speech differently and to understand FS using the metaphor of ‘practice’ rather than ‘principle.’ In civic discourse, FS is generally understood to be derived from the presumption of equal respect that is in turn derived from the postulate that each individual is autonomous. However, in the educational sphere, autonomy is not a postulate but a goal. That is, educators are obligated to cultivate autonomy in their students rather than just postulating that they possess it. Accordingly, FS is justified only in so far as it serves the cultivation of autonomy. FS, in this context, is not the expression of autonomy but a means of training the student to develop it. This training contains a range of features, including dialogism, experimentalism and resistance. Freedom of speech in the educational sphere is thus an epistemological and procedural practice rather than a political principle. 	Comment by Josh Amaru: הרשיתי לעצמי לנסח את זה כך.  אם לא מקובל עליך, אשמח להצעה אחרת. 



