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OBERGEFELL ET AL. v. HODGES, DIRECTOR, OHIO DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, ET AL. CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT No. 14–556. Argued April 28, 2015—Decided June 26, 2015*
	The case description according to the United States Supreme Court involves Obergefell and Hodges. The case would subjectively bring changes in the lives of homosexual individuals. Nevertheless, in favor of the same-sex marriage, the Obergefell v. Hodges case ruled (5-4) in the United States Supreme Court. The challenging lawsuit was filed by two people, one James Obergefell and the other John Arthur James. The filed grievances challenged the state's negative response regarding the same-sex marriage recognition on death permits (Obergefell et al. 2015). Both individuals lawfully married in 2013 in Maryland. From a deadly disease, John Arthur James had passed a few months before the start of the court case. The plaintiff had beliefs that the law court would decline Mr. Arthur's indication that before his death he had married his spouse Mr. Obergefell. This is due to the Ohio law highlighted in both the Ohio Revised Code and the Ohio Constitution. However, the case ruling objectively focused on the achievement of equal marriage rights such that during a catastrophic case like the death of either party in a legal marriage, there would be considerable recognition of the left party rights (Cain, & Ramsey, 2016). 
	A continued marriage controversy had risen in the county insisting on only marriage between man and women. Based on the research conducted in 2011 in five Western countries, the United States was least found lenient to the issue. Unlike other society's homosexuality acceptance such as Britain (81 percent), France (86 percent), Germany (87 percent), and Spain (91 percent), Americans emerged with sixty percent, a much more lower comparable percentage of proportion regarding the matter. Secondly, the county emerges under principles of the religious foundation that consequently led to homosexuals or gays discrimination in association with an explosion of AIDS outbreak as it further contributed to the increment of discrimination and homophobia. In the United States of America, homosexuals experienced the unequal treatment that was influenced by the intentional fear spread to gay society (Cain, & Ramsey, 2016). 
	In regard to a style decision on the Sixth Circuit associating DeBoer v. Snyder that ruled 2-1, Ohio's same-sex couples outlaw appeared with no violation to the United States' Constitution. Again, the Court's decision influenced the Obergefell petitioners’ request for the Court's (the appeal) consideration of whether the refusal of the same-sex marriages recognition in Ohio from different jurisdictions dishonored the guarantee of the Fourteenth Amendment for the equal protection upon the current process. In addition, was the Full Faith and Credit Clause of the United States Constitution violated through the state's rejection to acknowledge the adoption judgment of a different state (Obergefell et al. 2015). The Court's decision highlight legal implications that; during the 26th June 2015, the United States Supreme Court ruled in a 5-4 decision as the Fourteenth Amendment necessitates grant and recognition of same-sex marriages in every state. In reference to the Baker v. Nelson, the Court ruled against its previous decision, in which the Sixth Circuit raised as a model case. 
	Consequently, like any other individual, the due progression is a legal necessity and the state should obligatorily value each of the legal rights owed to the parties. This is because the outstanding process emerges a unique clause which is severally stated in the United States' Constitution (in the 5th Amendment and the 14th Amendment), and it reveals a vital contribution of the owing process to all people in the United States a fundamental lay-down of the rights that are direct implications in the case. Further in association with the Court's decision, there arises a legal ramification that spells out the marriage as one among the basic right. Ultimately, all the marriage benefits are therefore applicable to all the married couples as per the current case where Obergefell and Arthur enjoyed such rights in Maryland after which were prohibited in the state of Ohio. This is the influential factor for the due process been in place to ensure all the basic right benefits are granted to the couple. Upon the state of Ohio recognition of the couple's marriage right, it is therefore essentially under the due process protection. With irrational justification regarding the refusal of the same-sex marriages recognition, under no substantial circumstance should the Ohio state take away such a right (In Ball, 2016). 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution bolds the clause of equal protection which is a legal dispute in the Obergefell v. Hodges case. The equal protection clause in the U.S Constitution disallows the states' defiance of whomever the individual within its jurisdictions the protection of the equitable laws. A questionable violation issue of the equal protection clause is politically portrayed upon the state's award of the right to particular individuals while denying the same right to another group. During our case evaluation, this clause turns out as the main conflict aspect that is a political implication in the United States. The Court's decision further affirms the heterosexual couples in Ohio following enjoyment of the marriage benefits on their return to the state as they are awarded the right to marry in a different state. Unfortunately, this appears not the case for Obergefell incident. Despite the Court's decision on the case, numerous individuals in a given community hold their religious beliefs that only heterosexuality is a legitimate approach to loving someone. As a result, the marriage involving two same-sex individuals is morally wrong and unacceptable. Although in the United States there is a definite division between state and church, such beliefs are definitely set aside more so with the officially elected individuals or politicians who are obliged with equal rights implementation to a general society (In Ball, 2016). 
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