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STATEMENT OF INTEREST OF AMICI

This brief is filed on behalf of religious organizations, a minister, and civil liberties
organizations that specialize in religious liberty issues. The brief considers only the religious
paragraph of the newspaper column that led to this case, and addresses only the claim that that
paragraph was a true threat and thus unprotected by the First Amendment.

Each of these amici has an interest in freedom of religious speech and has knowledge of
the prophetic religious tradition in which Rev. Pinkney spoke. These amici are intereéted ’in this
case because affirmance here could threaten the speech of other religious speakers in the same or
similar traditions. Amici also believe that their expertise will be helpful to the Court in
understanding the speech at issue and the treatment of that speech by the judges below.

Statements of individual amici are in the Appendix.
































































