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The petitioners, 14 same-sex couples and two men whose same-sex partners are deceased, filed suits in Federal District Courts in their home States, claiming that respondent state officials violate the Fourteenth Amendment

Apellee (Defendant) Richard Hodges, Director of the Ohio Department of Health

Facts of the Case  groups of same sex couples sued state agencies in Ohio, Michican, Kentucky, and Tennessee to challenge the constitutionality of those states' bans on same-sex marriage or refusal to recognize legal same-sex marriages Plaintiffs: argued that the states' statutes violated the Equal Protection Clause and Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment; also claims under the Civil Rights Act

Decision of the Lower Court Lower Court - United States Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit
Reversed and held that the states' bans on same-sex marriage and refusal to recognize marriages performed in other states did not violate the couples' Fourteenth Amendment rights to equal protection and due process.ruled that gay marriage was illegal (strict construction of the constitution)

Legal Aspects of the Case Petition GRANTED The petitions for writs of certiorari in No. 14-562, No. 14-571, and No. 14-574 are granted. The cases are consolidated and the petitions for writs of certiorari are granted limited to the following questions: 1) Does the Fourteenth Amendment require a state to license a marriage between two people of the same sex? 2) Does the Fourteenth Amendment require a state to recognize a marriage between two people of the same sex when their marriage was lawfully licensed and performed out-of-state?
Which Constitutional rights are in dispute? 
Equal Protection Clause
Due Process Clause
First Amendment 

Decision of the Supreme Court
Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment guarantees the right to marry as one of the fundamental liberties it protects, which applies to same-sex couples in the same manner as it does to opposite-sex couples.
Because there are no differences between a same-sex union and an opposite-sex union with respect to these principles, the exclusion of same-sex couples from the right to marry violates the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.The Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment also guarantees the right of same-sex couples to marry as the denial of that right would deny same-sex couples equal protection under the law. Marriage rights have traditionally been addressed through both parts of the Fourteenth Amendment, and the same interrelated principles of liberty and equality apply with equal force to these cases; therefore, the Constitution protects the fundamental right of same-sex couples to marry.  First Amendment protects the rights of religious organizations to adhere to their principles, but it does not allow states to deny same-sex couples the right to marry on the same terms as those for opposite-sex couples.

The Rule of Precedent
What is the legal rule which can be applied to similar cases?
Judicial precedent has held that the right to marry is a fundamental liberty because it is inherent to the concept of individual autonomy, it protects the most intimate association between two people, it safeguards children and families by according legal recognition to building a home and raising children, and it has historically been recognized as the keystone of social order.

