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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
DAVID THOMPSON, ET AL VS HEATHER HEBDON EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE ALASKA PUBLIC OFFICES COMMISSION ET AL.
According to the law in Alaska, the number of contributions one can make to an individual or group for political office is limited; the limitation is $500 per year. Alaska Stat. 15.13.070(b)(1)(2018). As a residence of Alaska, David Thompson decided to sue members of public offices commission in Alaska stating that the law violates the First amendment (reference).
          In November 25, 2019,the District court made a decision to uphold the law citing that the contribution limit, furthered a sufficient important state interest Thompson v Nith.0909 F. 3d. 1027(2018). The type of interest that justifies a First Amended intrusion on political contributions to combating 'actual quid pro quo corruption or its appearance '. The court needed sufficient evidence to justify a legitimate state interest which is low on this case. The court concluded that the individual to candidate contribution limit focuses narrowly on the state's interest leaves the contributor fee to affiliate the candidate.
2. 	This is how general impression of information has been presented in the above facts. The above statement may or may not be the best of the many decisions made by the district court on the case of David Thompson v Heather Hebdon, but it combines the insight with innovation and deserves careful and sustained consideration. The statement was not probably was not the law before. It may not be the general law but it may be in the process of becoming so.
3.	 The presentation differ from the way non legal information is presented in the following manner. A good presentation brief will include a summary of the pertinent facts and legal points raised in the case. It will show the nature of the litigation, who sued whom, based on what occurrences, and what happened in the lower court/s.
The facts are often conveniently summarized at the beginning of the court’s published opinion. Sometimes, the best statement of the facts will be found in a dissenting or concurring opinion this is how it differ from non legal information presentation.
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