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Case identification
The name of the case was Tinker v. Des Moines v District school. The plaintiff, in this case, were Mary Tinker, John Tinker and, Leonard Christopher, and William. Defendants here are Des Moines that is an independent community school in the district. 
The case was argued on 12th November 1968, the United States of America district court decided this case on 24th February in the years 1969. 
 The citation states that one can find this case in volume 258 in the article entitled Tinker v. Des Moines Independent Community School District page 973.
Background and Facts
The event that gave rise to this case happened during December 1965.  The second week of December 1965 some school heads realized some students who decided to put on armbands which were black. The main aim for these students was to express their beliefs which were firmly related to the Vietnam War. The school officials (officials of defendants) therefore decided to promulgate a regulation to curb and prohibit wearing such armbands on any school facility. Now some days when regulation had already been passed and implemented by school officials Christopher, John, and Mary continued wearing black armbands in their schools. The plaintiff affirmed that the primary reason for wearing these armbands signified morning for deaths during the time of the Vietnam War. Besides, armbands wearing were a symbol of support proposal of Robert Kenney that called for a truce that was supported for an indefinite extension of Christmas day in 1965. 
Issue: Now does it mean the action of defendant's district school official prohibiting armband wearing on any school facility deprives constitutional rights of the plaintiff that is secured the clause of speech freedom as stated in the 1st amendment?
[bookmark: _GoBack]No. wearing of armbands never deprived them constitutional right for freedom of speech because it was under a reasonable circumstance. Wearing bands is more symbolic, and this none falls under defending a clause of free speech contained in the first amendment. In reality, the right to free speech is safeguarded in the fourteen amendment clause. The school official's actions, in this case, were reasonable. In fact, these officials were trying to instill within the classroom what we call, a disciplined atmosphere.
The decision of the high court is based on the issue leading to the cause of the problems. After hearing the case, the court judged that denying plaintiff wearing of armbands did not deprive them freedom of speech, as stated in the first amendment. Therefore, the nominal damages, as well as an injunction request by the plaintiff, is denied and what follows is the entering into judgment accordingly. 
The reasons for the court's decisions
Firstly the actions of the school officials forbidding the plaintiff wearing the armbands was a way of instilling and maintaining a high level of discipline, which is their duties, responsibilities, and obligation. Secondly, denial to wear armbands is not a way of depriving the plaintiff of their constitutional rights from freedom of speech. Thirdly, the action taken by these officials was reasonable within a school set up.
Based on the facts and hearing of the case, there is concurrency in that the plaintiffs tried to disobey the school authority. However, there is conflict on the extension of the December holiday. Generally, plaintiffs are mostly students, and students can do anything in school to be recognized by their peers. 
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