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ByJIM MANN?LEL Staff Writer
WASHINGTON—The Supreme
Court Monday upheld restrictions
on the ability of members of the
Hare Krighna sect to solicit for
money throughout crowded public
places like state fairgrounds. -

By a unanimous vote, the justices
decided that a Minnesota regulation
confining the selling of literature or
other money-raising activities of
Krishna adherents and other groups
to booths or other fixed locations at
the state’s annual fair did not vio-
late the Krishnas’ First Amendment
rights.

The justices approved also, by a
5.4 vote, the right of state officials
to restrict the Krishnas o booths
even when they merely want to
give out literature, such as the Bha-
gavad-Gita, a sacred Hindu text, to
fairgoers.

Minnesota’s “booth rule” and the
decision upholding it leit Hare
Krishna members free to wander
through a fairgrounds talking to in-
dividuals and proselytizing for their
religious beliefs. But, any time they
wish to ask for money or distribute
written materials, they must go to
their booth.

The ruling was handed down in,
one of a series of cases filed around
the United States in which the In-

_ternational Society for Krishna '’

Consciousness, the formal name for
the Krishna sect, has chalienged lo-
cal restrictions on its right to solicit
funds at state fairs, airports, arts

>

centers and other public piaces.
Monday’s decision (Heffron vs.
ISKCON, 80-795) applies’ directly
only to state fairs. But the eourt set
down guidelines for limitations on
soliciting that might be used by lo-
cal authorities to impose curbs on
religious fund-raising in other busy
places. : :
In the past, the Supreme Court
has ruled that, although the First
Amendment prohibits government

officials from banning speech, it

does not prevent them from regu-
lating the time, place or manner in
which speech is exercised. For ex-
ample, the court has held that local
authorities may ban the use of
sound trucks and regulate parades.

Restrictions Held Legitimate

On Monday, following the lines of
these earler rulings. the justices
decided that confining Hare Krish-
nas and members of other religious
groups to booths at a state fair isa
legitimate restriction on the time,

place and manner of their First

Amendment rights. .

Minnesota’s annual fair, held on a
125-acre site in St. Paul, attracts an
average of 115,000 persons each
weekday and 180,000 on Saturdays
and Sundays ovér a 12-day period

~each summer.. :

Tn 1977, the Krishna movement
filed suit to challenge the siate’s
“pooth rule.” Tt coniended that all
acherents of the Krishna sect are
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required to engage in a religious ri-
tual called “sankirtan,” in which in-

. dividuals demonstrate their faith by

going out into public places to sell
literature and solicit contributions.
The “fair’s booth rule infringed on
their rights to free speech and free

" exercise of their religion, the Krish-

nas argued.

A iriat judge upheld the constitu-
tionality of the fair regulations, but
last year the Minnesota Supreme

‘Court overturned this decision,

finding that the fair rules violated
the Krishnas’ First Amendment
rights. On Monday, in a decision
written by Justice Byron R. White,
the high court upheld Minnesota’s
appeal of the state court ruling.
Despite the ritual of sankirtan,
White said, the Hare Krishnas have
no special claim to First Amend-
ment protection as compared to that

_of other religions that also distri-

pute literature and solicit funds. 7

Despite the ritual of sankirtan,
White said, the Hare Krishnas have
no special claim to First Amend-
ment protection as compared to that

" of other religions that also distri-

bute literature and solicit funds.
The court pointed out that Min-
nesota’s regulations were applied
even-handedly to all religious and
political groups seeking 1o raise
money or solicit funds. If fair offi-
cials let the Krishnas solicit
throughout the fairgrounds, White

" said, they would have to let all other
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organizations that rented beoth "
space—such as Baptist and Luther-
an groups or organizations involved A
in the abortion controversy—do
likewise. - 4

White said he believed the booth -
rule was justified as a crowd-con-"'}
trol measure. “It is apparent thai 7
the state’s interest in the orderiy 1
movement and control of such an |

assembly of persons s @ substantial ' .
i

consideration,” hewrote. =~ 77

In a dissenting opinion, Justice i

William J. Brennan Jr. said he = ..

thought the court should have
struck down that part of the fair =
regulation that barred the Hare !
Krishnas from merely distributing

literature throughout the fair- g
grounds. That part of the rule,
Brennan said, “constitutes a signifi- 7
cant restriction on First Amend- -

2

ment rights.” .
Justices John Paul Stevens and -~

 Thurgood Marshall signed Brefi-g

nan’s dissent. These three justices:
said also that they believed the:
Minnesota regulation should be jus-
iified not as a crowd-control mea{i
sure but as a means of preventing
fraud. : '
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A fourth dissenter, Justice Harry 1 '

A. Blackmun Jr., wrote separately :
that he also thought the curb on”
distributing literature was uncon- -
stitutional. However, Blackmun-
said that he agreed with the majori-

ty that crowd control was the best
rationale for the booth rule. A

.‘(_‘



