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 Although I agree with the majority’s disposition of this appeal and their decision not 

to address A.G.’s second issue, I write separately to stress that an inmate’s constitutional 

right to access the courts cannot be abridged merely because of his status as an inmate. 

In re Z.L.T., 124 S.W.3d 163, 165 (Tex. 2003) (citing Hudson v. Palmer, 468 U.S. 517, 

523 (1984)). An inmate does not have an absolute right to appear in person in every court 

proceeding because the inmate’s right to access the courts must be weighed against 

penological interests. Id. (citations omitted). But where an inmate requests to appear by 
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an effective alternative means, such as by telephone, those penological interests are no 

longer implicated. In re A.W., 302 S.W.3d 925, 930 (Tex. App.—Dallas 2010, no pet.). 

Courts should strive to ensure that all parties can exercise this fundamental right up to its 

constitutional limit.  

 

GINA M. BENAVIDES 
         Justice 
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