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The order is too broedly dravn. An ordinance limiting a first
amendment risht must not be over hroad.

Talley v. Calif, 362 U.S5. 604
Reese v. City of Palm Svrings, 188 Cal. App. 24.339

Jidnors are olitizens and have the sane rights under the Constitution

as adults,

a)iinors are entitled to the same righta to counsel

llcDeniel v, licShay, 278 P.2d4,460
Atty. General Oninion 61-9 (April 1961)

b)ilinors have the right o bail

c)

a)

e)

Trumble v, Stone, 29 U,S. Low Veelk 215 (Dis's of Col.

9

Teonle v. Jdomes, 29 U.8, Law Veek (NW/Y.Ct. of Apn)

Iidiors may remain silent durdng singing of National
anthen sgainst denand of school authordty

Bheldon v, Saynin, 221 P,.Bupp. 766

gnd conversely school suthorties msy not compel the
ninor o say prayers

Stein v, Onlingloy, 244 Fed Supy T57

Ensle w. Vitnle, 370 U8, 421

¢ases involving ehildron in sitdown devenstrations
whose couvietions were reversad vwhen awrested fox
breach of the peace :

i

‘Ifz'if“"ll'ﬁ ¥ Gﬂ-, 3?? TeS. 2’84
involving lerpe groups of minors, both hisghk school
and college studonts who were orrested for thely
rofusel to stop plckefing and whose convictions were
raveorsed

Bdwerds v. South Carolina, 9 L ed 2d 697(1963)
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iolkketing if i1%e objeotives ore lawlful and the means employed are

pogeeful ig protected br the First jimendmend, whiich,of courase is

Yinding on the loecal govorrmments under- the FPourtesnth, :
Gitlow v, lew Y »ic, 268 Us (52

-

T'reedom of specch mey caly be curtoiled by the state for reasons
that are compolling. ]

WehahsCoF. vwo Aloboma, 31T U.D, 449,465

The interfercnce with freedom of expreasion by the state or its
rogulcetion '
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