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Reid vs. Convert 354 U.S. 1 (1957)
Introduction
The Reid vs. Covert 354 U.S. 1 (1957), is a crucial state of the case in U.S supreme court where the court maintained that citizens in the United State who are not in the territorial jurisdiction of the United States have no rights to face trial by United State military tribunal, rather he or she can still receive some jurisdictions protections as speculated in the constitutions United States Constitution, before the jurisdiction trial (Warren, 2012). 
Issues
Some of the issues held in the Reid and Covert case are, U.S people who are citizens but are outside the territorial jurisdiction of the United States cannot be tried by U.S military tribunal but they retain the protections guaranteed by United State constitution, which is trial by jury. The court also confirmed the president’s ability to enter into international executive agreements, though it held that such agreements cannot contradict federal law or constitution (Moorhead, 1960).
Rule
The rule was made on the case that involved Clarice Covert, who had been convicted by a military tribunal of murdering her husband. During that time when the offense happened, there was an executive agreement that was in effect between the United States and the United Kingdom that permitted U.S military courts to exercise jurisdiction of offenses by United States servicemen or their departments. The court had ruled against Mrs. Covert but it later changed its ruling and gave out a new ruling to favor after her lawyer, Frederick Betrays Wiener who made a petition successful for hearing (Green, 1957). It was the only time the Supreme Court has changed its ruling as a result of a petition for hearing. The principal case had to recognize the holding of covert is limited to capital cases involving civilian dependents accompanying servicemen overseas. The court found that there is no agreement with a foreign nation that can give power to Congress or any other branch of Government which is free from the restraints of the constitution. It also found unconstitutional to adjudge U.S citizen civilians in military court under the uniform code of military justice. It agrees and concluded that U.S citizens are entitled to protection on the bill of rights having the fact that they committed crimes on the foreign soil.
Analysis
According to the rule by the court no agreement with a foreign can confer power on the congress or any other branch of government since all arms of government are independent and they are granted positions to protect U.S citizens and they are all guarded by the constitution thus they have to work with the constitution. The court core holding of the case is U.S citizen civilians abroad have the right to Fifth Amendment and six amendment constitution protections, this amendment states that every United State citizen civilians have a right to be protected by the United States. Although military courts have the mandate to make the rulings, it is limited to certain to the civilians, the civilians should have a jury court like any other citizen the country despite, the criminal charges it was the court ruling that it is unconstitutional for the U.S citizen civilian to be adjudged in the military courts under Uniform code of military. Under the bill of rights, the court agreed with the petitioners of the case of Mrs. Covert and agreed United State citizens are entitled to protections (Warren, 2012). The Reid case was distinguished from another case like Insular since it involved the power of Congress to provide rules and regulations to govern temporary territories, which was unconstitutional.
Reid and Covert cases according to the Supreme Court it declared a uniform code of military justice as unconstitutional as per the United States civilians who are not within the U.S civilians which goes the same as the servicemen (Moorhead, 1960). This was a fair ruling because every U.S citizen should have the same constitutional rights and enjoy them.
The opinion in Guagliardo was limited to courts-martial of the civilian employees who did crimes that are not capital but instead he started that they should be tried in the court-martial, which was unconstitutional. The case was limited due to the facts presented that crime involved is less than the capital case and the case could only be cited. Justice Frankfurter was expected to second the case by principle case but the result of the ruling was extended to the case of noncapital case, this made their petitions to be hard and overturn the ruling (Warren, 2012).  For the Justice Black, he was doubtful whether civilian should be tried in the military authority, Justice Black could not distinguish between capital and noncapital, crimes or between times of peace and war but he said that military trial over civilians is inconsistent with the letter and constitution, he stated in the covert opinion whether a person is working in the military or weirs the military uniform only should be tried fairly. In this case the Covert case, it was not a military case and was constitutional for the Supreme Court to change its mind on the case.
Conclusion
According to justice, a Black person who has left the military and does not have any duties to military his or her trial should be done in the civilian court. It is constitutional for any U.S citizen civilian to have his or her trial heard in the civilian court and the individuals in the military should be tried in the Military courts.  Through the bill of rights which safeguards the United State citizens, which was the major argument of the case to be overturned from the previous hearing of the principal case (Green, 1957).
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