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First Amendment protection
denied to newsstands

continued

Limiting news boxes would affect
distribution of newspapers dramatical-
ly.

A decision to prohibit or limit news
boxes for aesthetic or safety reasons
may carry “no threat or risk of censor-
ship” in the narrow sense used by the
7th Circuit, but it could affect the pub-
lic’s access to newspapers dramatically.

In Chicago, the public associates
certain colors or shapes of news boxes
with certain papers.

If all newspapers were required to be
in generic, bland news boxes, that
clearly would affect the ability of pa-
pers such as USA Today to distribute
their publication.

People tend to associate certain
types of information with certain
newspapers.

Thus, simple limits on news boxes
may involve far more complex issues.

Having news boxes near bus stops is
important to the public, which finds
this convenient.

Yet, without any proof, cities often
claim that this poses a safety problem.

A court only looking at content-
neutral censorship tests clearly will
miss the free press constitutional issues
involved in such aesthetic or safety reg-
ulations.

The press needs to guard against de-
cisions such as the recent newsstand
case, which in the long run could make
newspapers available only at the
Smithsonian Institution.



