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Judge Says No to Congress: This week a federal judge struck down The Child Online Protection Act, a 1998 law that makes it illegal for Web site operators to allow children to access “harmful material” including pornography.

The judge based his decision on the ability of parents to protect their children by other means such as software filters. U.S. District Judge Lowell Reed Jr., the presiding judge, wrote in his opinion, “Perhaps we do minors of this country harm if First Amendment protections, which they will with age inherit fully, are chipped away in the name of their protection.”

Specifically, the law would have required Web sites that provide access to material that is “harmful to minors,” according to “contemporary community standards,” to require a credit card or some other proof of age. The penalties would include a fine of $50,000 and up to six months in prison. 

The law never went into effect due to an injunction upheld by the U.S. Supreme Court in 2004 on the grounds that the law was likely to be struck down.

Free speech critics claim the law is unconstitutional, while anti-pornography advocates fault the law for being outdated because it fails to address e-mail, streaming video, and social networking sites.

More of a Bad Thing:  On Tuesday, March 20, the Local Law Enforcement Hate Crimes Prevention Act was reintroduced on the floor of the U.S. House of Representatives.  This dangerous piece of legislation would expand the definition of hate crimes to include any violent crime committed because of a bias against a person's perceived sexual orientation, gender, gender identity, or disability.  

The bill has been referred to the House Judiciary Committee.  In previous Congress sessions, this piece of hate crimes legislation has been passed separately in both the U.S. House and the U.S. Senate, but final passage was blocked by the Republican Leadership.  

ACTION:  Please contact your Representative and urge them to vote against any hate crimes legislation.   Contact information can be obtained at www.house.gov. 
“Power to the Patrons”: An organization called Family-Friendly Libraries (FFL) has launched a new effort to educate the public about the powers they have to make policy changes at local libraries. 

Family-Friendly Libraries is an organization founded over a decade ago with the purpose of fighting an increase in Internet pornography accessibility. Denise Varenhorst, the new president of the organization, says her group's biggest challenge is changing misconceptions about what rights citizens have. 

According to Varenhorst, “What people don’t seem to understand is that they can go to the library board, [which] does have the power to take things out of the collections [and] to move things to a restricted area in the collections—and I think people are missing that piece of information.” 

FFL’s “Power to the Patrons” campaign provides community members with educational tools, guidelines, and strategies to take to local library boards. 

Varenhorst acknowledges they have an uphill battle in front of them: “We still have about fifty percent of the public libraries in the United States with no Internet filtering pornography at all, and we also have a lot of collection issues where libraries are collecting materials that most people in the community feel are inappropriate for the public library, like Playboy magazine.”

Planned Parenthood Loses Money in Missouri: Missouri Governor Matt Blunt has decided to end the funding that Planned Parenthood receives for providing low-income women with breast and cervical cancer screening. Blunt has redirected the funds to other cancer screening facilities. 

Daniel McConchie, the Missouri representative of Americans United for Life, applauds Governor Blunt for his decision but underscores the difficulty of tracking the funds, “They’re still on the lookout trying to find other areas [of funding], but as [Gov. Blunt’s] chief of staff told me . . . it’s like trying to find a needle in a haystack whenever you’re searching for this stuff, because oftentimes you’ll have bureaucrats working in state government who are interested in protecting some of these entities just out of their own personal, political interests.”

McConchie believes it is important for other pro-life governors to be careful that their state health funds are not going to abortion clinics. He says, “Well, it’s very important that good, pro-life state governors do what they can to examine their own administration—not just trust anything that maybe the bureaucrats under them are telling them, but have somebody go through and look where the money [is] going, who is it going to, to verify and ensure that the proper recipient should be getting it.”
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