1. "One man's vulgarity is another's lyric." 
Justice John M. Harlan, Cohen v. California (1971)

2. Banned Books On-line

	
	


3. Zoning free expression: Public safety and the power of protest
4. U.S. SUPREME COURT AGREES TO HEAR CHALLENGE TO CHILD PORNOGRAPHY PREVENTION ACT

5. The Supreme Court granted certiorari in Ashcroft v. Free Speech Coalition on Jan. 22.
The federal government appealed the decision by the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. The appellate court found the Child Pornography Prevention Act unconstitutional. 

6. COURT OF APPEALS STOPS ENFORCEMENT OF INDIANAPOLIS LAW TO LIMIT ACCESS OF MINORS TO VIDEO GAMES THAT DEPICT VIOLENCE

7. INTERNET CENSORSHIP DEBATE MOVES INTO SCHOOLS AND LIBRARIES

Public schools and libraries and school libraries are being pushed to include filtering and blocking software in their computers before being allowed to go online.
Use example of AHML Protestor

8. SCHOOL PRINCIPAL CENSORS AND DESTROYS EDITION OF STUDENT NEWSPAPER

Chicago's Hinsdale Central High School Principal Jim Ferguson had an edition of the school newspaper, Devil's Advocate, seized because it contained stories focusing on school violence at Hinsdale.
The principal said he was disturbed by the front-page graphics, which included images of bullet-ridden school crossing sings and a television view of a gun-toting student standing in front of the school, as well as the nature of the stories being presented in the April 20 edition, the second anniversary of the killings at Columbine High School in Littleton, Colo. Ferguson also said that he felt the newspaper would add to the fear in the community about violence at school. 

Students thought the graphics were appropriate for the series of stories. The stories compared demographics of Hinsdale Central High and Columbine High. They interviewed the principal, teachers and the school security guard about efforts to prevent violence on the Hinsdale campus. 

	MASSACHUSETTS HIGHEST COURT RULES THAT STUDENT CARTOON CAN BE CONSIDERED A THREAT

A unanimous Supreme Judicial Court agreed that a Worcester Juvenile Court judge was correct in finding a 12-year-old guilty of criminal charges for drawings depicting him shooting his teacher.


	OKLAHOMA STUDENT SUSPENDED FROM SCHOOL FOR "HEXING" A TEACHER

Fifteen-year-old Brandi Blackbear was accused by Tulsa school officials of casting a hex on one of her teachers. She was forbidden to wear symbols associated with the Wiccan religion, her creative writings in her notebooks were confiscated and she was later suspended from school.


POEM WAS PROTECTED SPEECH, NOT SCHOOL THREAT

Federal District Judge Barbara Jacobs Rothstein ruled on Feb. 24, 2000 that the First Amendment rights of high school student James LaVine were violated when he was expelled from school in October 1998 because of the content of a poem he wrote.
The Blaine School District in Washington expelled James LaVine after his teacher read the poem, "Last Words" that he had written and gave to her for review. The poem is a first-person account of a student shooting a classmate. School officials refused to allow LaVine to return to school until he had had a psychiatric evaluation. The psychologist who evaluated LaVine said he posed no danger to himself or to others. 

In LaVine v. Blaine School District, Judge Rothstein ruled that "Poetry is one of the classical means for artistic expression of the content of one's mind, and as such, falls within the core speech protected by the Constitution." 

The judge wrote: "the record presented permits no finding other than that "Last Words" was not a sincere expression of intent to harm or assault, and the poem therefore falls squarely within the purview of the First Amendment's core protection." 

___________________________________________________________________

  Technological advances have repeatedly spawned new forms of media,

from broadcasting to cable television to computer networks.  In its

treatment of these new media, the Supreme Court has typically reasoned

that "differences in the characteristics of new media justify

differences in the First Amendment standards applied to them." [FN1]

In practice, this approach has resulted in a hierarchy of protections

for the media.  Although the print medium reigns supreme in the First

Amendment universe, new electronic media have been relegated to

subordinate positions and subjected to greater government

regulation. 

