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The Honorable Edward F. Shea

Thomas D. Adams
3 Celeste Mountain Monroe

4 KARR TUTTLE CAMPBELL
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON
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NORTH CENTRAL REGIONAL

20 LIBRARY DISTRICT,

21

SARAH BRADBURN, PEARL
CHERRINGTON, CHARLES
HEINLEN, and THE SECOND
AMENDMENT FOUNATION,

Plaintiffs,

v.

Defendant.

)

)
) NO. CV-06-327-EFS

)

)

)

)

)

)
)

)

)

)
)

DEFENDANT NORTH CENTRAL
LIBRARY DISTRICT'S MOTION
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

i. INTRODUCTION

The mission of the North Central Regional Library District ("NCRL") is
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to its mission and Internet Use Policy, filters internet access on computers made

available for public use. NCRL does not disable the filter upon the request of an

adult patron. Plaintiffs contend that NCRL's Policy infringes upon rights

guaranteed by the First Amendment of the United States Constitution and

Article I, § 5 of the Washington State Constitution. In making these claims,

Plaintiffs ignore NCRL' s legal duties and discretion in fulfilling its essential

mission and complying with the objectives for which it was formed. For the

reasons that follow, NCRL seeks summary judgment on all claims alleged by

Plaintiffs. In the alternative, NCRL requests an order certifying to the

Washington Supreme Court the issue of the validity of NCRL's Policy under

Article I, § 5 of the Washington State Constitution.!

II. ISSUES PRESENTED

Whether this Court should grant summary judgment dismissing

Plaintiffs' claims that NCRL's practice of offering only filtered internet
access violates Article 1, § 5 of the Washington State Constitution and
the First Amendment to the United States Constitution; or

Whether this Court should certify to the Washington Supreme Court the
question of the validity of NCRL' s internet filtering policy under Article
1, § 5 of the Washington State Constitution.

i See NCRL's Motion/or Certifcation a/Question a/State Constitutional Law.
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