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Pope v. Illinois Case and the Obscenity Rules
Is the Miller test: an Order backed by a threat? 
The miller test is a test done to determine if any utterance consists of a foul or obscenity. The name Miller test was as a result of the Supreme Court’s decision in Miller V. California 1973 after three prongs were presented to the court. The first guideline was if the individual on the low level applying for community contemporary standards would get a job as a whole or will have to appeal to the prurient interest. Secondly,  if the work was described in an offensive way or that outlined by the law? Thirdly was if the work as a whole does not have scientific, artistic literary or even political value.
The first amendment generally tries to cover for any material that is erotic. Consequently, the pornographic content is covered as it may be banned based on their content. However, the Supreme Court has clarified that the first amendment does not in any way protect the two types of pornography which include obscenity and child pornography.
Therefore, according to this test, there is a threat backing it up which is evident because of pornographic content to be exposed to minors. If the minors happen to get exposed to these erotic content they are going to be eroded morally.
Is it connected to morals? 
Obscenity law justification is classic as it prevents the readers from being corrupted by publications that are sexually oriented. In this case, therefore, moral harm is not a familiar idea since parents cannot picture what the children are allowed to see. For that reason, any video or text that is sexually oriented causes moral harm to children or any person viewing them.
What rule do you see in the Miller test?
The first rule contained in the miller test is the Children’s Internet Protection Act. This rule allows schools or any library not mandatory to pay for internet services. This would reduce the rate at which children visit pornographic sites thus their morals would be in line. The second rule according to the Supreme Court is that there would be no nude dancing. This is prohibited in any public place regardless of its being an adult's zone. Besides, licensing and zoning of pornographic dealers were to make work easier as anyone caught in any pornographic video would fall for the consequences unless they had a license to do so. 
What rule do you see in Pope?
[bookmark: _GoBack]Pope V. Illinois was a case testing for obscenity. The proper test for determining obscenity was through the three-part test. The first rule was if the average person putting into practice community contemporary standards would realize that the work appeals to the prurient priest as a whole. Secondly, if the work depicts in a sexually offensive way as the law defines. The final test is that if the work does not contain a serious artistic, literary, political or scientific value.
 Does the definition of obscenity help to clarify the law for you as applied in Pope? Explain.
The definition of obscenity has helped to clarify the law as applied in Pope. This is evident because extremely offensive content such as pornographic content is banned. It is achieved when nude dancing in the public and schools accessing the internet is restricted by the law. Thus, the law is being clarified by the term obscenity.
