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Speaking Up: When Student Speech Meets School Policy Head-On

PLAINTIFF CONFIDENTIAL FACTS: A Representative of Sunshine High School

The school administration is deeply concerned about the negative impact of Jordan's social media posts on the school's reputation and the potential harm it may have caused to its students. They worry that the posts, which received over 50,000 views, have already cast the school in a negative light. The school is open to clearing Jordan’s suspension and reinstating Jordan as the Sunshine High School Newspaper Editor if Jordan agrees to make another post highlighting the school’s goal to prevent bullying. In the post, the school would like Jordan to clearly state “My last post criticizing Sunshine High School, its students, and my best friend Jamie, were a joke and not meant to be taken seriously.” Further, the school wants Jordan to apologize publicly on the post to help reverse the negative publicity the school has gotten since Jordan’s original post.

Several parents of students on the student council have demanded that Jordan be expelled and face criminal charges for the language used in the post. This demand has created additional pressure on the school to take a strong stance against Jordan's actions. Jamie’s family has provided the school administration with a signed letter stating Jordan’s family are close family friends and this incident was not a threat or form of bullying in Jamie’s eyes. 

The school administration acknowledges that Jordan's posts were made off-campus and outside school hours. However, they argue that the impact of these posts, given their viral nature and the derogatory comments about the school, still reflects negatively on the school and its students. They recognize Supreme court case law supports Jordan’s free speech but assert the supreme court case does not apply here because it was targeting a specific student, like the 9th Circuit case. 

Considering Jordan's exemplary record as an involved student, the close relationship they have with Jamie, and the absence of actual damage from the post aside from the negative publicity, the school administration is open to alternatives aside from suspension and criminal charges.

The school administration recognizes the need to balance punitive measures with the opportunity for growth and learning. They are open to exploring resolutions with Jordan’s family that could turn this incident into a learning opportunity for other students and maintain a positive school environment. The school wants to avoid any litigation on this issue because it will cause more negative publicity and it may be costly for the administration.
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