List of Cases for Test # 2
(CAUTION:  BRIEF DESCRIPTION PROVIDED IS NOT ALL YOU NEED TO KNOW ABOUT CASE IN MANY INSTANCES)
1. Marbury vs. Madison – know it all
2. McCulloch v. Maryland – national bank case
3. Gibbons v. Ogden –  commerce clause case

4. Plessy v. Ferguson – segregation

5. Griswold v. Connecticut – right to privacy

6. Bush v. Gore – justiciability & types of opinions illustration

7. Roe v. Wade – right to privacy extended to abortion

8. Planned Parenthood v. Casey – stare decisis & reaffirms Roe 

9. Baker v. Carr – political question doctrine & reapportionment

10. Reynolds v. Simms – one man, one vote

11. Martin v. Hunter’s Lessee – federal courts superior to state courts

12. Dartmouth College v. Woodard – corporation = person

13. Dred Scott v. Sanford – nixed Mizzou Compromise, set of Civil War

14. Lochner v. New York – economic substantive due process; labor law uncon
15. Strauder v. West Virginia – no excluding blacks from juries, but left door open for segregation
16. Brown v. Board of Education, Topeka – ends de jure segregation

17. Engel v. Vitale – school prayer unconstitutional

18. Smith v. Alwright – ends white primaries

19. Adarand Constructors, Inc. v, Pena – applies strict scrutiny to AA
20. University of California Regents v. Bakke –  no quotas in AA

21. Barron v. Baltimore – exempts state governments from Bill of Rights

22. Texas v. Johnson – Flag Burning constitutional

23. West Coast Hotel v. Parish – ends substantive due process; upholds min wage

24. Buckley v. Valeo – contributions are protected speech

25. Near v. Minnesota – no prior restraint on press established

26. New York Times v. USA (Pentagon Papers) – no prior restraint even with national security issues, but can punish afterward
27. Hynes v. Mayor and Council of Oradell – speech/press laws cannot be vague 
28. Nebraska Press Association v. Stuart – speech/press laws must use least drastic means
29. Kunz v. New York – speech/press laws must be content neutral
30. Lemon v. Kurtzman – three prong Lemon Test on state & religion

31. Weeks v. United States – Exclusionary Rule “fruit of the poisoned tree”

32. Mapp v. Ohio – incorporates Exclusionary Rule

33. U.S. v. Leon – Good Faith exception to Exclusionary Rule

34. Miranda v. Arizona – Miranda Rights, 5th Amendment – no self incrimination

35. Kelo v. City of New London – private property ceased by gov & given to corporate interests does not violate 5th amendment

36. Gideon v. Wainwright – incorporates right to counsel

37. Wolf v. CO – incorporates search & seizure

38. Furman v. Georgia – overturns Death Penalty as implemented, leaves door open
39. Gregg v. Georgia – reinstitutes Death Penalty under new rules

40. Gitlow v. New York – incorporates 1st Amendment

41. Schenck v. United States – Holmes’ Clear & Present Danger Test on Speech
Guide to Test Topics

· Marbury v. Madison – you need to know the facts of this case, why it is important, and the politics involved.  You should know it backwards and forwards, as I spend a lot of time on it in the lecture.  Remember, John Marshall is the key figure here.  
· Standing:  Issues of standing are another important test topic.  Remember, ‘standing’ refers to whether you are at the right court (i.e. whether your case falls under that court’s jurisdiction).  Be able to distinguish the various standing issues: case or controversy, mootness, ripeness, political questions, etc.  One good example to illustrate mootness vs. ripeness comes from one case where the court made an exception to both doctrines:  Roe v. Wade.  There the problem is that pregnancy lasts only 9 months, and cases tend to last longer.  Hence, if a case was brought where the woman was not yet pregnant, the case isn’t RIPE.  Nothing has happened yet.  If the case is brought after the baby is born, then the case is MOOT.  Whether or not you can abort the baby is irrelevant after the baby is born.  The court made an exception in Roe, because there was no conceivable way for the abortion issue to be adjudicated otherwise.   

· The judicial process.  The hierarchy of courts.   How a case winds its way through the judicial process.  Know the difference between original and appellate jurisdiction.  Remember, original jurisdiction courts (ex. District courts) are the ones we are most familiar with.  They have juries (petite), witnesses, evidence, etc. etc.  Appellate courts (ex. the Courts of Appeals) are courts that review the decisions made in courts of original jurisdiction.  

· The Supreme Court.  Remember that the Supreme Court is the one court in our system that can serve as both a court of original and appellate jurisdiction (though it is almost always appellate).  Pay special attention to Supreme Court process (i..e the rule of 4, writs of certiorari, etc.).  Know the kinds of opinions they give (majority, concurring, dissenting, etc.) Also don’t forget about seniority on the Supreme Court (i.e. the Chief Justice is ALWAYS the most senior justice).  

· Civil Liberties Constitutional Amendments.  Have a firm grasp on the several amendments we discuss in this section as well as the cases relevant to them.  For example, make sure you know what the exclusionary rule is (evidence obtained through an illegal search cannot be presented at trial), what amendment it is relevant to (Fourth Amendment), and what case established or incorporated it (Mapp v. Ohio).  
· Incorporation.  Know what it means and the relevant cases that incorporated parts of the Bill of Rights (i.e. applied these parts to the states).

· Be able to trace the expansion of Civil Rights through history.  From the post-Civil War amendments, to the Southern efforts to get around these amendments (i.e. White primaries), to the innovations in the 20th century that finally achieved success in these areas (such as the Civil Rights Act).  

REMEMBER:  THE ABOVE SUGGESTIONS ARE NOT EXHAUSTIVE.  YOU ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL RELEVANT MATERIALS.  THESE SUGGESTIONS ARE MERELY MEANT TO GUIDE YOUR STUDIES.  
