
Tinker and Hazelwood 
Court Cases



Background:
• At a public school in Des Moines, Iowa, students organized a 

silent protest against the Vietnam War. Students planned to wear 
black armbands to school to protest the fighting but the principal 
found out and told the students they would be suspended if they 
wore the armbands. 

• Despite the warning, students wore the armbands and were 
suspended.

• During their suspension the students' parents sued the school for 
violating their children's right to free speech. 



Decision:
In 1969 the United States Supreme Court ruled in a 7-2 
decision in favor of the students. The high court agreed 
that students' free rights should be protected and said, 
"Students don't shed their constitutional rights at the 
school house gates." 



Hazelwood v. Kuhlmeier



Facts:
• Students enrolled in the Journalism II class at Hazelwood East 

High School were responsible for writing and editing the school's 

paper The Spectrum.

• Two of the articles submitted for publication in the final edition of 

the paper contained stories on divorce and teenage pregnancy. The 

divorce article featured a story about a girl who blamed her father's 

actions for her parents' divorce. The teenage pregnancy article 

featured stories in which pregnant students at Hazelwood East 

shared their experiences. 

• To ensure their privacy, the girls' names were changed in the 

article.



• The school principal felt that the subjects of these two articles 
were inappropriate. He concluded that journalistic fairness 
required that the father in the divorce article be informed of 
the story and be given an opportunity to comment. 

• He also stated his concerns that simply changing the names of 
the girls in the teenage pregnancy article may not be 
sufficient to protect their anonymity and that this topic may 
not be suitable for the younger students. 

• As a result, he prohibited these articles from being published 
in the paper. 



Issues:
Does the decision of a principal to prohibit the publishing of 
certain articles, which he deems inappropriate, in the school 
newspaper violate the student journalists' First Amendment 
right of freedom of speech? 



Rulings:
• The student journalists then brought suit to the U.S. District Court for 

the Eastern District of Missouri, alleging that their First Amendment 
rights to freedom of speech had been violated. The U.S. District 
Court concluded that they were not. 

• The students appealed to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth 
Circuit, which reversed the ruling, stating that the students' rights had 
been violated. 

• The school appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court, which granted 
certiorari. 



Reasoning: 
• The U.S. Supreme Court held that the principal's actions did 

not violate the students' free speech rights. The Court noted 
that the paper was sponsored by the school and, as such, the 
school had a legitimate interest in preventing the publication 
of articles that it deemed inappropriate.

• The Court noted that the paper was not intended as a public 
forum in which everyone could share views; rather, it was a 
limited forum for journalism students to write articles 
pursuant to the requirements of their Journalism II class, and 
subject to appropriate editing by the school.


