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Constitutional Law
The First Amendment warranties freedoms related to the petition, assembly, expression, and religion. The law prohibits Congress from restricting people from speaking freely as far as freedom of speech is concerned (Jacqueline 34). It also allows the citizens to meet peacefully and petition the administration. The free exercise of expression is emphasized in this amendment.  
The first case that I would highlight in my discussion of the First Amendment with the law enforcers is Nieves V. Bartlett (2019). Bartlett was told to move a keg beer in the RV by law enforcers, and he was later arrested for the speech that he made in the retaliation process. However, the statement was protected under the First Amendment, and the case was forwarded to the Supreme Court. The court discharged Bartlett of his criminal charges: however, Bartlett filed a suit against Wright and Nieves for arresting him under a protected speech (David 13). The officers replied to his claims that they stopped him because of interfering with the law. The court reversed the appeal arguing that there was evidence of retaliation. I chose this case because it provides information concerning the significance of the first amendment in enhancing freedom of speech. It indicates that the public is well protected under the first amendment for freedom of expression, and it should be respected.
Manhattan Community Access Corporation v. Halleck (2019) is another critical case to be highlighted in the discussion. Dee Halleck, who was a film producer, stated that Manhattan Neighborhood Network went against the First Amendment law concerning the freedom of speech through discrimination and refusal to air their documentary, which was critical for the station. The documentary was aimed at revealing the neglectful acts of the Manhattan Network. Halleck and Melendez claimed that their freedom of speech under the first amendment acts was restricted (David 15). The Supreme Court ruled that Manhattan was a private company and not an actor of the state, which was not a subject of the first amendment. I choose this case because it informs that for a company to be under the First Amendment, it has to be a state actor who is crucial for the law enforcers to understand.
Thompson v. Hebdon (2019) presented a significant case to the Supreme Court, which involved a violation of freedom of speech. A policy was developed in Alaska, which restricted the number of people who were to take part in politics. People were limited to give their contributions in campaigns. The court remanded the case to be revisited later for the decision to be made whether the restrictions were consistent with the first amendment instances (David 18). I chose this case because it involves very crucial information about a violation of speech by the state. The argument is important as it raises important issues of concern and a particular case which requires more study to be done because the court was not able to conclude if the incident was a violation of freedom of speech under the first act.
Conclusion
All in all, it is clear that the First Amendment offers freedom of speech to the public, which is significant when enforcing the law. The law ensures that Congress does not restrict people from having the freedom of expression. When implementing the law, it is essential to consider how speech is an issue of concern to the courts in the country. Freedom of expression assumes various forms, including written to oral structures. Speech is of considerable significance when a person is restricted from expressing his or her ideas or when offending words are used against an individual (Jacqueline 27). Thus, law enforcers should be aware of the issues to be able to act upon those who break the law and to protect themselves against facing the law after breaking this law. 
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