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May 15, 2023

Sent Via FedEx Overnight Shipping and Email 
Board of Trustees 
Uvalde Consolidated Independent School District 
c/o Luis Fernandez, President 
1000 North Getty Street 
P.O. Box 1909 
Uvalde, Texas 78802 
lfernandez@uvaldecisd.net 

Re: Uvalde Parent Banned from School Property for Criticizing UCISD 

Dear Trustees:  

The Foundation for Individual Rights and Expression1 is deeply concerned 
about the decision by Uvalde Consolidated Independent School District (UCISD) 
to ban our client, Adam Martinez—a parent of two UCISD students—from school 
district property for criticizing the district’s hiring of an officer the Uvalde 
County Sheriff’s Office deemed ineligible for rehire. Mr. Martinez’s criticism is 
fully protected by the First Amendment and the school district’s unlawful 
retaliation violates his right to freedom of speech. UCISD must immediately 
rescind the ban. 

On May 24, 2022, Mr. Martinez’s youngest child was present at Robb 
Elementary during the mass shooting that killed 21 people and injured 17 more. 
Thankfully, Mr. Martinez’s son was not physically harmed. After the shooting, Mr. 
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The First Amendment also prohibits the government from censoring 
speech based on viewpoint. Matal v. Tam, 582 U.S. 218, 243 (2017) (holding 
“viewpoint discrimination is forbidden” regardless of location). There can be little 
doubt that if Mr. Martinez had approached Chief Gutierrez at the February 13th 
School Board meeting and praised his performance, Mr. Martinez would not be 
subject to a criminal trespass warning. The First Amendment prohibits singling 
out critics for unfavorable treatment. 

 
Lastly, a school district imposes an unconstitutional prior restraint when, 

as here, it completely forecloses an individual’s ability to speak at public school 
board meetings. Monroe v. Hous. Indep. Sch. Dist., 794 F. App’x 381, 385 (5th Cir. 
2019) (explaining that if the plaintiff’s remarks during a school board meeting did 
not “reach[] the level of a true threat,” the school district would be impermissibly 
“restraining [plaintiff] from speaking at a public meeting based on the content of 
his speech or his viewpoint” if it banned him based on those comments); see also 
Wilson v. N.E. Indep. Sch. Dist., No. 5:14-

, 




