314

26. City Council v. Taxpayersfor

Vincent
466 U.S. 789 1984

There must be a redlistic danger that a statute itself will significantly
compromise recognized First Amendment, U.S. Constitution protections
of parties not before the court for it to be facially challenged on
overbreadth grounds.

A government regulation is sufficiently justified if it is within the
constitutional power of the government; if it furthers an important or
substantial governmental interest; if the governmental interest is
unrelated to the suppression of free expression; and if the incidenta
restriction on alleged First Amendment, U.S. Constitution freedoms is
no greater than is essential to the furtherance of that interest.

The incidental restriction on expression which results from a city's
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attempt to eliminate visual clutter is considered justified as a reasonable
regulation of the time, place, or manner of expression if it is narrowly
tailored to serve that interest.

The First Amendment, U.S. Constitution does not guarantee access to
government property simply because it is owned or controlled by the
government. Rather, the existence of aright of access to public property
and the standard by which limitations upon such a right must be
evaluated differ depending on the character of the property at issue.

Public property which is not by tradition or designation a forum for
public communication may be reserved by the state for its intended
purposes, communicative or otherwise, as long as the regulation on
speech is reasonable and not an effort to suppress expression merely
because public officials oppose the speaker's view.

aesthetic visual clutter public property
overbreadth handbill Street
expressive activity traffic medium
message billboard
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