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Collision of Constitution Laws
Religious Rights Versus Equal Protection
	Religion has indeed been used as a justifiable reason to deprive other people of their fundamental rights. The LGBTQ group had indeed been in the spotlight, having presented many cases to the authorities citing many incidents of violations of their rights. The issue of gay marriages is not a new thing in American society. Such type of marriages has even reached a point where weedings are organized for the specific occasion. Society has not yet come to terms with such ceremonies; thus, some form of resistance is quite normal.
	The Supreme Court in the United States presided on a unique case. A gay couple reported particular cake shops for refusing to make a cake for them. The owner of the shops stated that his religious standings could not allow him to bake a cake for the gay couple. The issue was widely debated by the lawyers on how the law interprets such incidences. The law was quite clear the LGBTQ group had the right to be treated with dignity according to various sexual orientation laws. The group had initially cited the society had excluded and left termed them as an outcast of moral values.
	The Supreme Court interestingly rules in favor of the gay couple. The judgment stated that the couple had a right to have a wedding cake. The court urged that incase, upon tolerating such cases of denying a special group some services just because of their sexual orientation standing, it will lead to other groups of people offering other services doing the same thing. An example was cited as that of a taxi service may refuse to transport a gay couple and later claim that their religions do allow them to affiliate with such people.
	The court further ruled on the issue of the case concerning marriages. The divorce came up, and the judges claimed that the same way the LGBTQ group does not want to be discriminated against in the same way the divorce victims should not be left behind. Moreover, a very intelligent example was given the same case as that of the cake shop, as the judges claim some restaurants may refuse to serve children from divorced parents or divorce marriage victims as their religions do not support divorce. Lastly, the court gave a verdict that all rights and fundamental freedoms should be enjoyed by the American citizen without citing any justifications of any sort.
The Imposition of Mask Mandates and Their Constitutional Authority
	Cities in the United States can indeed impose mask mandated. These rules can be guided by the various state coronavirus taskforces. The law of wearing a mask can be made mandatory in crowded areas, in places areas where a high positive rate has been recorded in places where social distanced cannot be observed fully. The imposition of such laws is very vital as it will aid in the fight against coronavirus disease. Such mandates to be imposed will surely require the approval of the state government through the various government officials tasked to deal with the coronavirus pandemic progress.
	Imposing masks to the various state regions in the united states is surely not a constitutional matter. The health docket through the center for diseases control and Prevention organization is supposed to advise the state governments amicably. Therefore, the authorities in power will take the appropriate decisions on whether to impose mask incentives. The act of imposing the mask rules will surely depend on the positivity rate at which the coronavirus cases are raised for proper responses to curb the situation are imposed.
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