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i 

 
QUESTION PRESENTED 

 

 

 In New York Times v. Sullivan, this Court upended 
common law defamation jurisprudence creating a 
more-often-than-not insurmountable bar for a public 
figure to plead and prove a defamation claim—the 
“actual-malice” standard. The term “public figure” was 
later expanded to explicitly include non-elected public 
officials in Curtis Publishing Co. v. Butts. Since the “ac-
tual malice” standard, particularly as applied to non-
elected public officials, conflicts with the correct, origi-
nal understanding of the First Amendment, this Court 
should untangle defamation claims from the clutches 
of the First Amendment and ensure a public figure’s 
right to assert a common law defamation claim for re-
dress for reputational harm remains protected. 

1. Whether this Court should reconsider Sullivan’s 
“actual-malice” standard or, at a minimum, cabin 
Sullivan’s “actual malice” standard to speech con-
cerning public officials and be eliminated alto-
gether for private public figures. 
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ii 

 
PARTIES TO THE PROCEEDING 

 

 

 Petitioner is Coral Ridge Ministries Media, Inc., 
d/b/a D. James Kennedy Ministries. Petitioner was 
plaintiff in the district court and plaintiff-appellant in 
the court of appeals. Petitioner has no parent corpora-
tion and no publicly held company owns 10% or more 
of Petitioner’s stock. 

 Respondent is Southern Poverty Law Center 
(“SPLC”). Respondent was defendant in the district 
court and defendant-appellee in the court of appeals. 
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iii 

 
RELATED PROCEEDINGS 

 

 

 This case arises from the following lower court 
proceedings: 

• Coral Ridge Ministries Media, Inc., d/b/a D. James 
Kennedy Ministries v. Amazon.com, Inc., et al., 
No. 19-14125 (11th Cir.) (opinion affirming judg-
ment of district court, issued July 28, 2021) (re-
ported at 6 F.4th 1247); 

• Coral Ridge Ministries Media, Inc., d/b/a D. James 
Kennedy Ministries v. Amazon.com, Inc., et al., 
No. 2:17-cv-566-MHT (N.D. Ala.) (order adopting 
report and recommendation and granting the mo-
tions to dismiss, filed September 19, 2019 (re-
ported at 406 F.Supp.3d 1258); and 

• Coral Ridge Ministries Media, Inc., d/b/a D. James 
Kennedy Ministries v. Amazon.com, Inc., et al., 
No. 2:17-cv-566-MHT (N.D. Ala.) (report and rec-
ommendation recommending the district court 
grant the motions to dismiss, filed February 21, 
2018) (unreported, available at 2018 WL 4697073). 

 There are no other proceedings in state or federal 
trial or appellate courts, or in this Court, directly re-
lated to this case within the meaning of this Court’s 
Rule 14.1(b)(iii). 
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