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I. INTRODUCTION

Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgment ("Plaintiffs' Motion;" Ct. Rec. 40)

presents a sweeping mosaic of constitutional law that is not entirely germane and which

is predicated on exaggerations of fact. Plaintiffs Motion should be denied and, for the

reasons discussed in Defendant North Central Regional Library District's Motion for

Summary Judgment ("NCRL's Motion;" Ct. Rec. 28), judgment should be entered in

favor of NCRL. Alternatively, NCRL asks this Court to certify to the Washington

Supreme Court the issues raised by Plaintiffs which implicate Art. I, § 5 of the

Washington State Constitution. (Ct. Rec. 37)

NCRL responds to Plaintiffs' contentions In approximately the same order

Plaintiffs' present them. 1

II. SUMMARY OF FACTS

A. NCRL's Filter is not overly restrictive.

Plaintiffs claim that "the FortiGuard filter allows NCRL to block individual web

sites based on any criteria or no criteria at all according to the preferences of library

administrators." (Ct. Rec. 40, pg. 3). In fact, NCRL strives to restrict internet access

1 The form of Plaintiffs' Motion contravenes LR 7.1(f) and 10.1(a)(2).
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