
A STUDY OF THE CASE MORSE V FREDERICK

Joseph Frederick, a senior at Juneau-Douglas High School, held up a banner saying: "Bong Hits 4 Jesus" during the
Olympic Torch Relay through Juneau, Alaska on January 24, School principal Deborah Morse told Frederick to put away
the banner because it could be interpreted as.

The majority cited two other cases â€” Bethel v. Fraser and Hazelwood School District v. Acton, U. Earls and
Hazelwood v. Most students, however, do not shed their brains at the schoolhouse gate, and most students
know dumb advocacy when they see it. The Layshock court stated that Morse did not change the basic
framework established by the Tinker trilogy, which it described as a scheme in which Fraser and Kuhlmeier
are exceptions to Tinker's general rule. Roberts, C. They're not intended to be submitted as your own work, so
we don't waste time removing every error. However, he noted Justice Alito's concurring opinion, which
suggests that the majority opinion might be exceedingly narrow and based on a very unusual factual context;
Chemerinsky noted that if Justice Alito's opinion is seen as defining the scope of the holding, then the case
establishes only the power of schools to punish speech encouraging illegal drug use rather than giving school
officials great discretion to punish student speech. This allows our team to focus on improving the library and
adding new essays. Douglas K. Frederick, U. See, id. The Court held that schools may "take steps to safeguard
those entrusted to their care from speech that can reasonably be regarded as encouraging illegal drug use"
without violating a student's First Amendment rights. Breyer concurred in part, reasoning that the Court
should not resolve the underlying First Amendment issue but simply rule for Principal Morse on qualified
immunity grounds. Frederick, who stood off-campus with several others with his banner, claimed he picked
this message not for any commentary on drugs or religion, but simply as a First Amendment experiment to test
his free speech rights. School principal Deborah Morse grabbed the banner and ordered Frederick to her
office. On the other hand, the court also accepted Justice Alito's concurring argument in Morse when it held
that Morse does not permit school officials to regulate student speech merely on the basis that it is
incompatible with the schools' educational missions. The First Amendment demands more, indeed, much
more. Thomas, J. Starr rebutted. In that case, the Court permitted a school to "exercise editorial control over
the style and content of student speech in school-sponsored expressive activities" declining to publish articles
in the school paper that "the public might reasonably perceive to bear the imprimatur of the school" "so long
as their actions are reasonably related to legitimate pedagogical concerns". In Kuhlmeier, the Supreme Court
held that high school students did not have a First Amendment right to publish articles on pregnancy and
divorce in a school newspaper over the principal's objection, where the newspaper was produced in a class on
journalism, edited by the journalism teacher as part of the teaching of the class, and paid for with school
money. Under these circumstances, Frederick cannot claim he was not at school. Acknowledging that the
banner's message was "cryptic", nevertheless it was undeniably a "reference to illegal drugs". Decision and
Reasoning In a decision, the U. When one of the students who had brought the banner to the
eventâ€”respondent Frederickâ€”refused, Morse confiscated the banner and later suspended him. Therefore,
teachers should be able to discipline students if necessary. See, e. She initially suspended him for five days.
The example essays in Kibin's library were written by real students for real classes. The unanimous panel
decision was written by Judge Andrew Kleinfeld. Thus, despite the fact that Morse v. He traced the history of
public education in America back to its colonial roots. Based on these concerns, the opinion concluded that the
principal's actions were motivated by a "serious and palpable" danger of drug abuse quite different from the
amorphous fears of anti-war sentiment at play in Tinker. What makes you cringe? Frederick filed suit under 42
U. Did you find something inaccurate, misleading, abusive, or otherwise problematic in this essay example?
Alternatively, the phrase could be viewed as celebrating drug useâ€”"bong hits [are a good thing]", or "[we
take] bong hits". A passive pure political speech that reflects on the part of the school board a standardless
discretionary effort to squelch any kind of controversial discussion, that casts a pall of orthodoxy over the
class room: we are light years away from that. Euverard, F. In light of these concerns, Roberts devoted his
lengthiest analysis to the government's "important â€” indeed, perhaps compelling interest" in deterring drug
use by students. Aftermath[ edit ] The U.


