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Acendinend 1 of the D.5. Constitpdion sfates
(ongress shall make po low respecking an establishment

ok religion, oc Prg‘n%#ﬁﬁg Ye free execcice thereof or

abrihg_?nﬂ The grevhhm cdf J;Preeﬂh_ o -:ﬂ{__‘ﬂ‘.e press, o “'I‘hf’

right of Yhe Peai:;'lE ﬁ:qaufﬂﬂj To MﬁEmHel ond Fo pEle-*r?cm

the Grouernment o o cedres of grievances
Cemphasis m;né}_ Thrauﬁh $21 Yhe €oncteenth Amendment (M. Mo sfate
shall oke oc enforce aoy Laws which ghall ufbfi%fe the r{:r‘m‘ﬂ?ge;{, s
LTS TR S cﬂ.r' Citiz.ens ,;,{F JPne \lnﬂeﬁ ‘5{‘{1*5‘5-*»;15* &hote age‘rﬁ':i must alze
cefeoin from S0OPTEssINY f;peer.\x snd the press,

Pﬁa with Yhe arehaic {?r‘mhnﬁ ?TE%%, “Thf Fi‘rﬁjr Hmrenc'lmmﬂ g)r:erEdE
fﬁuﬁ'ﬁfﬂn}urm"j of communicotions Diskric umbyf eller, 559 U.4.5 70,
583,138 4.¢+ 2383,374(, 17 L.EL.a) 6437 (3006). Access 4o the intecned i pro -
tected "‘nﬁ the Birst Amendwent See, e.a., A.CLW. v. Gonzales 478 F Supp. aJd
375 (£.0. Pa, 260%), offd, A.CLU, v. Makasey, 3008 U6 App LEYXTS I5Y23 (3cd
(a3 July Re0B), cert &ntg}, A809 V.5 LEXTS 598 () Jan. “.?Jﬂmfb_

T he First Amend ment Pﬁr'affwz }eﬁa"he ﬁﬁh} st every (itizen To veach +he
minds of mﬂlmﬁ \iskenvevs" Hill v. Colovade, 530 .5 763 738, (30 4£.(} 2Yé0,
av4s |y3 L.EA. ) 597 {am-“"‘[ﬂha r;f;hlr Yo veceive jdeas follows Iﬂe‘]uc-}a.ﬁj
from Yoe senderys First Amendment right to end them! Board of BAuc,
Tsland Trees \Unian Free Lohool Dist No.8b v. Pico 457 U 853 843 162
5.(+. 3399, 2808, 23 L.EL.2) 435 (J983d). Thus, in Thornburgh v. Abbott, 440 W4
101,109 4.6+ 1874, 10 L.£1.34 459 (1489, beth publishers and prisoners filed
and \Tirfﬂﬂ*f?éi o suit oMer Twies 5'!-3"{1[\51["&5 Priseners ?’L"\D]'“"‘i“m”j"

A cidizen in prison

A

.. retains these Ticst Amendmeed r@\ﬁ nok inconstetent

with his status as o geiconer or with the legifimate peno -

\ogical objectines of Yhe correcttons system.
Pell v. Procunter, 417 U4 813, 833, 94 4.4 3800, 38N, ) L.£X.3) 495 (147Y).
In BE‘:Efmrmﬂ_5 The hgﬂ‘{‘g t,j; cecteickons of Pffiﬂﬂ‘érél Free §Pm=_:n;‘n r‘gcj'hﬁ,
the 1.5, bupreme  (ourt e decided that covrts utilirze wo sepeate
stondards of CeNTRW, }\fpfnlﬁng on whether +he epe&h/;‘.ﬁﬁﬂc i E*rﬁ‘éﬁﬂdj
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A. The 4tandard Applrcab'le + épeec'h EiH‘i’n’S pﬁ“mnﬁﬁ}

This stendard of ceview was established vn &ocunrer yv. Mertinez,
Yle \)\.5 286, HI3-9Y 94 4.4 (800, 181, Yo L.BY.Ad 23y (r'fr?[f), and fequires +hat

By inTecTecence with r::au&ﬁnmﬁ mail st
) ucthee on impoctant oc sulstantral' penolegical interest,

nn&lﬁj Hﬂe “ iy gf?u"’rET Yhan s ﬂl?d:&ﬁf:nm;j of Egggﬁ{—m\i"rb ’R.'L'l.‘"fhET 45U e:‘ln*u

interest (4).

I_é- T}Jfﬁ )4 f’:mppmeﬁ To Pr‘a‘hﬁ ﬂﬂfﬂﬂ?“ﬂ éPPEL}\j M En hc EJJF EJ'FEH&E: frf‘ﬂflﬁ

“personal) ?fejuhrwg ond DPE‘ﬂ?e}ﬂeu o Contains “vawelcome cviticism.  Xd.

o 15, 94 6.4 af JBIA. Undec this sfandard o peisoner Wos awavded damages
beconse \e was Pmﬁiﬁh&& 'Fﬂ'“ éjmjﬂnﬁ N an aujl'juir‘-ﬂ | efter -Hm’r qjumré Boas
hiaving sey with o cot See Logqing v. Delo, A1 R34 364, 36768 (&1h (ic.
1443) T &rcﬁuea onder Hais standach Yo win HinMMaTy ju& ement in
cloonerYy L L‘haﬂungm% Mscipline baced on bt use of his mppm:—:e&l_mj
a_rjuﬂg-—fe"\ajre:h nidenome f,L*E',“"rlugm% 0 o ﬂu"'l‘ﬁt:m?ﬂ‘g \etrer, See Kounil \.
Ber%ei et alia. 9.0, Wiy, Case No, 02-(-345-C, | July 0L %ummanj
Judagment Opinion & Gcder (e \avee setfled for 2,960 4) ; bu¥ Fhat Prisenes
weak on Fo \digate  Cwitheut my e\ Vouknik v, Brown 456 £2d 777 784-85
(Fh Gr. 3006)(The panel held that i+ must accept Yhe 3uhtﬁemﬂw’t ot Phe defend ants
oot Lowtaikis uvse of the F‘nmﬁ&“‘ri.ee?mg o35 0 Voages and " \Woteconsin Depart -
e n’? (-:.fru.qalt‘mﬂs " obeve ond belew o swe ot ka with bars in oad
mesot to promote he Wan gnd rocism, even thoogh 1T bses 'be‘irjﬁ mailed
o u“qragrptﬁ‘me“ {'.}I..L"ﬁhb"ﬂléf,l Voouknik wes bnown to Be o membec gt a
NbO~ Coctst oony, snd he intended Yhe ynorecta\ +o Par‘"’rr'a:j Hhe W.0.0.C.

OG %éirgjr) _{k z“ne.aﬂn%q ft\\tﬂﬂﬁﬂ_gn banc, denied, 2006 W5 Agp. LEXTS
29653, cect deated, 553 U4 809, 138 L4+ 29, 169 L.EXRY 1O (R06P).

B The 4fandord Appli‘cable + épeech Eni-erfn_q Prison ¢s)
Qemuﬁe -Hw‘a 5%&1‘\&&!‘3 Was Eﬂﬁubhﬁheﬁ in JTurner V. énﬂgj‘h Yga .2,
78, 90-41, 163 £.(+.335Y9 3863, 96 L.£2.24 64 (959D, it 75 often refevred
+o 65 the "Turner test’ or the "Turner 2fan Adet é}?nwrmﬁﬂ it's Lnown
a5 the “cationa\-basrs standard. Thornburgh v. Abbeff ot Yiz-19, (0Y

§.Ck of 188 held that thix s the chandard Hhet must be used Iocj couvts
fEuTFanﬁ! Eh&“bﬂgfi cﬂf APHMH cﬂf épv;e:'n Etﬂ.{‘Ermﬁ Prf‘ém’?é, Th:‘ﬁ L'E:?Lanﬂldrcj
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fﬁrmﬂra geison ot Yo ceskeict ince ming tdeas if they elaim ond How {ail
4o &iggmue that the Lhﬁi\?%ﬁ& fule oc actten weas/is veloted To 1E{]-?Hmﬁt
penciogicel Qeed(s). X J.
Fous foctocs oce consideced, which ore?
:DI; +there a \olid, vational conpection ‘petuween Hhe vule ot
me&‘tw and o \Eﬂ%‘i{"{mu#é Eﬂukaﬁtmk concern, Turnes N. é’“FEE‘ .;,& q":’.
1073 4.0 oF 3362 TF ok, - Phen Yhe Cequlation faily trres pectine
of whether “he ofhee Soctors ik in the Tawer" Shaw v Mur phy, £ 273
W5 333, 334-330, 131 6.C4 175, 1479, (44 L-EA.3d 930 (Rool). But see
Sinaer V. Praemisch 592 324534 524 (Hh e 2010 Prrsoner has the
‘Um:&en ok E‘mwwwg ’(‘nﬁ_\m\iﬁtj of prison ohicials' absected
Comcerns).
D Ace fhere alfeenative means ovailable for accessing the 1deas.
Turner . Ea{:eh}, at A0, 10F £.(k of 2263, £.9., see Lindell v. 0' Donnel|,
Al Ced. Appx. 432 MY (F1h (i0.R000), Ro0k U.5. Agp. LEXT4 23693 %3
(Ban o hardcover books May Nidlate the Ciest Amen diment, dependin
ey &maa\a\a‘d‘&:j oF olternakived), cert denied, 127 <.cd. aloY, (2 L.EﬂLaJ‘j
B30 (3007). Put cee Singer N. haemisch, ot 532538 (Prison siaf didpd
veed to shew m‘l*'l'ewhﬂiﬁ‘{i heons E:‘F ucfEé{:inb fﬂ\e-_?"lmi?nq ﬁmmlfg,rjuﬁ}-
ﬂﬁ-\\ﬁf Smﬂ"\'ﬁh —*Lcj;:ef: & Yo {aﬁ{uéﬂa '\""m‘i. {t\_ﬁau}j it ‘T‘E\E 'C}l-]—*{\ Turner
foctor winen % coctectly notes 74 not decisive). Also see Lindell .
Frank, 232 £34 655, 660 (F1h Ge.260DC" ... Lubseriptions are wot
Fu\h_\j e,qku‘mmm‘t ‘o ::hl:pmﬁe “Vecanse éu]héﬂv?hi‘ﬁj requices fnmates
to onticigate waich papecs gt have ovtyeles that they Jike to
cead ond Yo subscribe o all such pageﬁf‘b(ctumﬁng Allen v. Coughlin,
GY £33 92 80 (3] (ic.1995))

2’;‘&@&’& Anan inS Yhe yule or {‘)mdisf U.'n&uhﬁ borden prTsen
CeLovvees, &ﬁ%ﬁ\ oC pelsoners. E.g., see Lindell v. Frank, ot (606 (
(Given that +he Ww.D.0.C. a\i’em}\j seveened fnmminﬂ personel e,

Y which could _Euﬁ ob Emﬁ]\j contain hidden ﬁ’]EiéﬂﬂEE,“ the ossected
Yosts for fhe \W.D.0.L3% ben on L"liiagl‘,ﬁ_@ﬁ} the couxt u_ﬂree{i +Hhat
n\\nmﬁn% ?hcﬁ'aw?tﬂ o a‘ﬁppmﬂa would not pose sddiHonal burdens
on LToT of Qﬂf?guﬂ Y04 0urces).

"D,H{t thece '-FE&M‘\\B'—&\J&THHE’ alteraotives to the cestriction, Hhus
reuenhﬁ5 Hot the cestriction 72 an e¢¢%gra+@& Cesponse To He
setected (eed or gool foc the resterction, £.4., Lindell v, Frank 277
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F.34 ot 6EO-Gkl (Given thot the W.0.0.C. allows prisoners v ceceive
sthec mal that cowld Cmovel) easily have codes Tn it the ban on
fEtE'?.xriﬁﬁ Mrpp‘in@; out of {e::w ﬂwej'é houe Codee woas an exagger-
oted resporce o such a fear and thus failed the Turner Sevating).
But see Singer v. Raemisch 542 £24 o} 529-540 (The Y+h Turner
cLugT\j s¢ ot ﬂE{E&ELwl\B EIE{L&NE}_ T

THe ccitjea)l that Yo be ?TE?ME& _5&%” extdence, yevlew all Pcas’iblf reasons
‘F{)r The EE%TT?L]\“TDF;L?}J &1‘13’- (3{:: Smé .ﬂhé.{ﬂ'xliz't:j rgqﬂu[?g‘l':a! - 'h;. g&&q’gg E‘ﬂ-ﬂ‘h
{:-{' ‘%’hegfe 'F(:u‘.“ FM‘H}G nm& &E‘:ﬁcﬂeirfﬂ't lﬁﬂm ‘H‘lE‘j U-*E’i_ij"h in QEEF 'Fauur ,-;1+ -}hg
aummuf5~ju&t3emﬂ+ 5+&5& of the hﬁ_‘ﬂﬂrﬂn. |
T Jackson N. Palard, B08 Fed. Appx. 153 459 (F1h Gir. 2006), one W.D.0.C.
pTisonec cucceeded n mrﬂmh\qj down the valionale 'Gbr o W.D.b.C. P“]‘“ +hat
denied m e-mails peiated From o pen-pol website ond mailed +o him Ty
€e500048 Yoo ad, because e was Gﬁrﬁ’m\j allowed leffers tn vesponse 4o hiy ad.
But, in Pogers v Movric 24 Ped. Appx. 481, 483 (Fth Lir. &) Mar e0d), Rooa U.s,
Pﬁgp_ VEXTs Y86k, Yhe cowrt Avemissed o prisonecs a.“."'rm'll‘lrmﬁg to the same
poltey, Ewpp\uiﬁing Prok hed Tated Yo demonsteote s ircationality. A challenye
Yo Yhe W-B.0.L75 ban on ?\D.ﬁﬂfb 0Ab n Newspapers snd on P‘enupah websites
paid foc by Sunds in o prisonec's trost account wos likewise dismissed Jdue
o Yhe ?rrgam{‘ tﬁmlecluuﬁ\j e*pt&"ininj it. Gep &enr%g N.Smith, 567 £24 oS
0 (Fth Lir. 200 DR concer ning E;..:}Hrm\ apdidotes oc poliey Lhﬂﬁﬂe woeuld e
Qfa‘tmel’t, Du oot ads seeking \nelp BLRINA, ond \onely “heart™ ade alse doubiful) |
And, mosk TEI‘IEﬂﬂ’:B N T0ost ".mﬂw%cﬂb\j_ in Woods N. Comm'r of the Tad.
'ﬁe,_q\-- o lotc . 652 £.24 "J""lgl'-'}gi (Fth (it aﬂjbj my Cireuit concluded
treve, Yhe T.0.0.C. Ce05000P\y pecceined that continuing to
allow inmates to uze [PW-?M] sites would pacsiNely enable
froud. The Cegulation enocted fé}ﬁ:\‘ﬁ‘bi'\*?ﬂﬁ, upon Yhreat of
Pmniahmea-\-l ot peTonevs beiﬂﬁ \isted o0 pen-pal sites ]
51{\4&1‘?\&5 addresses the threot and ts Hheredore constitutional,
— +his mhrg pones Hhe ey fore Yoo W.0.0.¢. and Xlinors Prisen tﬁgﬁmr
wwich ooth ove tnduded tn dhe FHh Grreuits le.‘fI'“EE:'\H"!'i'Eﬂ, v ales enatt q
ban on peisonecs gosting wlecnet pen—pal ads.
ﬂs:ru oust considey Yiow juaﬂtg mrﬂlﬂ- Ui u}-ha{' You w sl Jﬂﬁ paejr 6N ot
receve foom the doternet. —n Lindel y Erank, supra T challenged the denial
::’E acticles !:ﬁ}tﬁr} Foc i 4 p\mt‘h Living maiieh Yo e ‘hj my é‘\epagA-I e .
Tn Jacksen v. Fronk, S04 £2) 354{347-3*-’13. (Fth (rr_a&a'ﬂ, o W.P0.C. prisoner
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Llll.-‘u.'s.uef‘-.ﬁeet the denial r;qc o fan-dudb phu*h:- of Tennjfer /-'rnr‘a'hﬂ, bosed on o
poliey boaning “emmecciol ?—hﬁoﬂ;f He lest ond The judges 'ﬂemb crdieuled
Ve c\oim. Judges ﬂwenhtj pssume we've animalistic Mmorons -m\'uj contiem
thie ‘bj Huing oNec bu\aﬂtiﬂum Yulldhit 2 Gue suec incrdents Haut compe |
sympathy a0d Tespect; change the golicy, then — ?theu must — g0 oftec the
\ess &&Eﬁiraﬂﬂ Motevial wow sant T'w cerfain 'H"\ﬂ“]' hd!.c}l j&ﬂkéun éHEcl
ouer Fhe Aenial of “cemmercial \ohajrna“ of scenery o animals ovdeced frou
Hiﬁ'?ﬂﬂﬂ\. G‘rEnanEhfLI ‘hp& hm!? c:wter+LmrnPLl Jr’np paihﬁ.

C aces Q:u\i‘ng on Prisoners' Access 4o Tntevnet Pemtouts
ond Postings o Websites.

The $icet cace T Yecane swase of T hak ﬂrwfi\en&ﬁ& prigon stafls
denial of woYerials printed from o website 7o Clement - Cal. D.o.C., 3930
F.Supp. 24 LAB (N.D. Co\. 200). He wen, foc Much of the Came teaton s that
T won in Lindd\ u. Frank. Clement wos ofiemed on appeal, 346 F24 (|ys, lIsa
(At (v 300W), and 35 o great example of how econuicts con and must efe che ly
orgoe e Tuwrener Loctors. :

NHec Clement came Canadian Coalition Agam# the Death Pennﬂg V. Rjan:
ALl Fouep 24 1129,1303 (D Aniz. 2003, where a website publisher and «
prisoner cued pnd won 4ummary ‘EL\%‘?’T'E“EW{' in a case That r:,hzn!'lnr‘.[rﬁee@ Arizonay
policy oF punishing ritoners whom sd Yheir info' posted on ebsites bﬁ
o thick pacty. No appeal was filed, T+5 another good example of how o argup
the Turner foctors éw:w-&éfu”_g.

Clemerd, sent t me by Dovid Fathi of the A.CLW's Nohoasl Proson Projed,
helped me defend MY win in Lindell v Frank, whidh o turn hejped ancther
Pﬁ‘ﬁunar E'ﬂi.:‘t Yhe W.0.0.L'% ban on g.‘sﬁnjtmﬁﬁ 'rrr:sm ma\mﬁg, SEE ’Lugg.*l' N Frank
005 .6, Dick. LExTs 5034 ¥*[3-12, 32, 1.0 Wi lace No. oM-C-172-C, 25 Mar.
3005 HUININOY Y lmiﬂemeeﬁ f}rﬁher, 72005 WL Foi7032 (W.D.0.C. Mmosted Wests clarms
“Dﬂ K?Hinj wre ban on Pﬁn*muﬂ feom m&b-ai%eéb &E{Eﬂ&ﬂmh given c}_uﬂli'{:mc?
immunity on Westls claims Hor mMonetary .ﬁl.uami).

Oae of the daims the W.D.0.¢. inmate FiaFnHﬁf Hied 1o press in GEﬂrge \.
Smith, W.0. Wwis, (ase \No. 65-C-U03-C, concerned bﬂi‘ﬂ_ﬂ denred Hhe use of
his funds tn his prison accownt o pucchase 0ds on o Pen-pal website and

*Only cecently 34 T stumble upsn Pogers ¥ Morvis, discussed earlrer
No loce, as it was a pathetic failuve in atrackrng fhe WPOCs ban on *net copres
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™ ?eraaw:n‘a d'sﬂ.ééiil‘\ieﬁa in Dewspagers. W, 0. Wits. &hIE{juﬁﬂE Crabb rehjecﬁct Hhis
claim ot the PLRA. screening shage, reasoning
Plaindifts aihﬂﬂaﬁnn shagests that he was ﬁek?nﬂ permission
+o f_nrreapﬂnék with anyone who Night answed Drg pevsonal 2.
The Tirst Amendment does ot Tequire prison sfierals 4 allow
Tometes This degree of Teeedoon o chvos; ny there covres pondence
pertners. Piui‘n%?@‘a nﬂﬁa%mﬁ_ Aoes ot &"n.\p,ge o wrolabion of
his vights wnder the Frect Atend ment.
T4 2005 V.5 Drst. LEYTS 16029, R Aug 2005 order ¥30, ofiemed b‘fF 563 £324
665 G04 (Hh Gr.a007). The foct that Mr. Greorge was an 0.G Pedaph?le,%mgh
AR N d Bj ony of The ‘iUﬁ'{iﬁJ Moy hawe tofluenced heic aecrstons -
becavse District of Columbia . Heller aupra ot id and Pell v. Pm.:ainrerj suprq.
o T, suppoc his ?ra?oae& Free 4peech clasm®  while Kmﬂ N. Fed. B.O.P . YisE24
63N, 637638 (F#h (ir ﬂ&ea‘) cevealed that Pﬂannﬂfé hovE & Joe process ng\'ﬁ
Yo decide Wow Yo wee Yheic &%éeﬂé, Tnc\uﬁ‘iﬁﬂ mﬂﬁEB_ The ‘Forﬂﬂn-i-ecl r-..ﬂi:ia
in Jockson v. Pollacd | 308 Fed Appr 453 almost seems Yo oppoce the conclusion
in George; bot in Jackson v.Pollavd the prizoner was djpefhﬂll a4 o What
Mie was 503 ey alpout and Qa‘tnjﬂa& ot Yhe incopsistencies in +he ban +hat
showed it o be jrrational. Wisconsin'y Admin. (ode 2D0C 209. 04(R) O nay
qive wo just siclh o incaneifa*rtmtj to prevent o blanket ban on P‘mﬁﬂ%#
pen-pal 0ds, or ot least sllow ws o receive Mail From sudh ads, L
Lewis v. M.D.0.C. . W-D. Mo (ace No, 0A-leT—cn-(— 4010 and ﬂrggn-}fnu
V. Docmire, 3.0 Mo, Cate No. 04-YRIF —CN-<—40L>  ogpear To be two lame atacks
o Yhe M.0.0.C.s ?o”ﬁnj hat %FE&‘\‘Eﬂﬁ o [}thﬁf;\‘\ Prféﬂﬂﬂfé with ads on
EJE\"!*F&\ websites, T4 oppears ‘.rrum +he aummmh-jua\ﬂemarﬂ ovdeVs In Jd"\e
coces — e, 20 W4 Dist. LEXTS i50673 and Roia U.b. Dist LEXES Yo7,
TE&?E‘EHH?‘L\B" et these Prﬁcgﬂerg flewes euEwN mﬁ:-w;aé the M. D.O- Cle
mokiens for bum mary judgement, T hope their feVow comacts ack them aboud
Thet “trateqs. The M.D.0.C does allow prisoners to post blogs omd other
non- pen—eal information.

Pl"'-mt_i) with Woods . Comm'c of the Tnd Dept of Coer (53 E£3d F4s
(Fth Gir.aoll), noted eorlier there ¢ avother gy prison pen-pol case, P‘“"!I
N, F\&.Eﬁ'. ﬂ'F Lorr, b1 F24 1259 ((1+h Cir. Eﬂ!bl brdqu‘ b:} "H'L'E c}peru'r'br ﬂ'F

% And, Wis, Admin. (ede $DoC 304.04 TInmate Mail, at sub. €3)(c) states:
“The AeParerenJr shall PENTIH an inmate o LGTFEEpDnA with m’tjﬂﬁti'."
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WWW.Writeaprisoner. com. As both weve vesolved using he Turner stand ard,
T will explain below Nouws fhe cours recolved each of +he four questions 14
each case.

1) Tn Woeds af 74, The Circuit foond a valid rotional contection
o the Jegitimate cencecn { based on an inueeﬁﬁajﬁan Fj +he head i
the T D.0.¢C, which revealed iﬂu;’ﬁple T D.L.L priseneys Wisrepresent
Hemselces on infernet pen-pel 0ds and pen pals had been defrauvded) =

Eﬂc AEﬁ in Prf&uﬁ-’ﬁrﬁ secess o Pﬂ{“ehi“r‘cli ":ma:."t etime. &_r;ﬂ at
13 kb alm ‘H?E ban o0 P-E'ﬁ-"’?ﬂ.i. Y on the jntecnet alse o be Totion-
B}H’g related 4o PfWEﬂHﬂi %mu&r a leg‘ﬁﬁﬂf?a{-e Conceeh .

) Woods, at 741, noted that prisoaers could s4il obtain pen pals
met )F%ﬂmug'h 'H\Eir aﬁarm‘&éh Pub'll“m-"rmm‘ oad Thrauﬁ'ln Ffrf;aner—é@pmk
ayoups hat wisthed peisons, ?__m, at 13661267, toted Hhek ene-to-
one E:m.-?al %m‘m“ﬁf‘t% LeENICE 5 (.E.g. Chrighian Pen Qals, PO, Box W346,
Hickory, N.C 93&D3> were ﬂ?@raueé (_’ihE:) minimize rick of Traud),
a!_urﬁ with ofhec teans ot ﬁmehnﬂ e Penpl& EEL%. -i‘hrauﬂh other pw‘guﬂﬂﬁl

3) At 750, Woods found Hhat T would corsume oo Many Fesoucce s
to Moniter Pen-pa,‘h ads ond Cesuldant EE‘:‘FFE:&FGHAE‘HLE +o Preumﬁ- ’FF&LuSE'ﬁ
ond create the risk {mu.fhﬂ while EE'.'—":';L; at (2661307 fmml +he same,

'D Frnally, Woods, ot 751 noted " The regulation.. . égmra:‘l_‘j gddvessed
He fhreat and is thevefore corstitutiona).” &ﬂ;‘;l. at »6? analyzed fthe
frorth factor more deeply, dut concluded that ofher Florida laws weve
not w:mtg"r- o PFEH'Eﬂ-I” PrnunEu’% ﬁ*m‘h éimm‘."lh‘lcj LEN pdfé

k”? in mina that neither Woods vioc EE‘EI_B concerned bans on \b\ﬂggm? or,
&

L.

st least as T recal\, ?oe)cs- 00 60¢ i‘ai*ne#m&r'ﬁr-tfx_a) cites like Facebook an
Myspoce. Focthen o my Circoit, George . Smith, o4 explained earlier, hag
a¥ least \ninted that ods (oncecning politrcal octon ave pm'\‘échﬁ. TIn
gnéﬁﬂh y. Stalder, 243 F-f-'upgr.?-é 555 564-5%7 (. D. La.ﬂﬂ-@”) one court held
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