{{Date}}

{{Name of elected official}}
{{Email or Mailing Address of elected official}}

Dear {{Elected Official}}

As one of your constituents, I appreciate that you and your office have embraced social media as a crucial means of interacting with the public. I was once able to express my concerns and point of view directly to you and your staff, but I have been blocked from viewing and replying to posts on your official {{SOCIAL MEDIA PLATFORM}} account on {{Insert exact or approximate date here}}. Because my comments have always complied with the page’s code of conduct, I can only assume I was blocked due to the critical nature of my comments.

The {{ SOCIAL MEDIA PLATFORM }} page is being used as a public forum where governmental matters such as legislation, policies, and votes — which affect me as a constituent — are routinely discussed. Blocking me from this interactive space solely due to the nature of my comments violates my First Amendment rights. I respectfully request that you restore my access to your {{ SOCIAL MEDIA PLATFORM}} rather than continuing to deny me my free speech rights guaranteed by both the First Amendment to the United States Constitution and Sections 1 and 8 of the Kentucky State Constitution.

An overwhelming number of court decisions support my claim.  Several federal courts of appeal have found that government social media pages constitute forums subject to First Amendment protections. Davison v. Randall, 912 F.3d 666 (4th Cir. 2019), as amended (Jan. 9, 2019); Knight First Amendment Institute at Columbia University v. Trump, 928 F.3d 226 (2d Cir. 2019); Charudattan v. Darnell, 834 F. App'x 477 (11th Cir. 2020); Garnier v. O'Connor-Ratcliff, 41 F.4th 1158 (9th Cir. 2022). Likewise, numerous trial courts have made clear that blocking constituents who disagree with a state official on social media can constitute unconstitutional viewpoint discrimination. E.g. Homrich v. City of Wyoming, No. 1:25-CV-296, 2025 WL 2641761 (W.D. Mich. Sept. 15, 2025); Blackwell v. City of Inkster, 596 F. Supp. 3d 906 (E.D. Mich. 2022). Leuthy v. LePage, No. 1:17-CV-00296-JAW, 2018 WL 4134628 (D. Me. Aug. 29, 2018). In 2024 the U.S. Supreme Court held that while elected officials have “editorial control over speech and speakers” on their purely personal social media platforms, they generally do not have the right to block constituents from government social media pages, or to block individuals from responding to specific posts on their personal pages when an official purports to exercise their authority as an elected official in that post. Lindke v. Freed, 601 U.S. 187, 188 (2024). I recognize that this weight of authority stands in contrast to a contrary decision by a federal district judge in Kentucky. See Morgan v. Bevin, 298 F. Supp. 3d 1003, 1010 (E.D. Ky. 2018). But I think that decision was wrongly decided, is an outlier, and in any event does not address the speech protections found in the Kentucky Constitution.

The vast democratic forums of the internet are essential for the exchange of views, especially political speech, which is at the core of First Amendment protections. It is crucial that members of the public remain a part of the conversation, and by doing so are protected when their views are expressed. 

 {{Note: Use this space to write a personal statement on why you value the free exchange of ideas with your elected official and why being denied that opportunity is harmful to you and the issues you care about. 

For these reasons, I once again respectfully request that you and your staff immediately restore my unrestricted ability to view and interact with your {{SOCIAL MEDIA PLATFORM} posts, not only to fulfil your duties as my elected representative to hear my views, critical or not, but also to fulfil your duties as a public servant to uphold the United States and Kentucky Constitutions. Alternatively, I respectfully request a written explanation why I have been blocked from these platforms, the length of time I will be barred from these sites, and what, if anything, I may do to restore my access to them.

Sincerely,

{{SIGNATURE}}
{{Print name}}
{{Contact information}}

