The United States District Court: Oklahoma University can Restrict Internet Access
Amendment #1

Oklahoma University restricted all obscene Internet sites to students over age 18. The University did not want to distribute obscene material to minors.

This is not protected by the First Amendment. This court battle is related to censorship.
I think that the university should be able to censor some of the sites on the Internet. I believe censoring is sometimes appropriate.

High court upholds law-aiding broadcasters

Amendment #1

The Supreme Court ruled that cable systems could be forced to carry local broadcast television stations. This decision upholds a 1992 federal law that was intended to protect free over-the-air TV broadcasting. The cable companies thought that being forced to carry certain broadcasts violated their First Amendment right to free speech. This was the “must carry” rule.

I think that the small TV companies should be able to have their shows on because otherwise the cable companies would have a monopoly. 

At the Supreme Court, arguments over Online decency

Amendment #1

The Supreme Court is considering the Communications Decency Act. This act, passed last year, makes it a crime to send indecent materials to children through the computer or to make “patently offensive” material available to them. This is a complicated issue, which has not yet been decided. It related to the First Amendment in regard to freedom of press and freedom of speech. These are all new issues since the Internet was developed. Our founding fathers didn’t think we would have pornographic materials that are accessible to children.

I think that there should be absolutely no pornographic material on the Internet, so that there will be no chance of a child seeing it.

Cable sex signals to stay scrambled during appeal

First Amendment
The Supreme Court allowed the government to begin enforcing a law that requires cable operators to completely scramble the visual and audio signals of sexually explicit programs to protect children. The companies producing pornography do not want the cable companies to have to scramble the signals. They challenged the law on First Amendment grounds. The high court allowed the law to be enforced. They did not think the pornography companies would succeed on their constitutional claim.

I can’t believe that the cable company would want to put pornographic shows on TV. The Supreme Court should make pornographic materials illegal to everyone.

Judge rules e-mail ‘spammers’ not protected by first amendment

First Amendment
A federal judge has ruled that the First Amendment does not give Cyber Promotions the right to send e-mail to America on Line subscribers. A.O.L is a private company and should be able to block the e-mail ads. Their computers are not public forums in which Cyber has the right to speak. 

I think that Cyber should not be allowed send e-mail to any one because e-mail is personal mail to send to a friend or business partner not to everyone on A.O.L. Sending something to everyone is for the Postal Service.
