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Unit 4:  The Civil War and a New Birth of Freedom? (1840-1877)
Essential Question: What role, if any, should the government play in limiting free speech?  
Supreme Court Simulation Project 
Part I: To Hear or Not to Hear? That is the Question!
The Supreme Court decides to hear a case based on at least four of the nine Justices of the Supreme Court agreeing to grant the Petition for Certiorari. If four Justices agree to grant the petition, the Supreme Court will consider the case. The Supreme Court of the United States grants a Petition for Certiorari in very few selected cases —fewer than 100 a year.  If the Justices (the class) decide to accept the case (grant a petition for certiorari), the case will be placed on the docket.  The Docket is a list, in numerical order, of cases ready for assignment. 
Proposed Case: Walker versus Texas Division, Sons of Confederate Veterans, Inc. 

Step One: Understanding the Basics of the Proposed Case 

Task: Discern information from the provided summary of the case below (i.e. annotate) and answer the questions that follow.   
Summary of the Case: 


Glossary: 

preserve – to keep alive or safe
Confederate flag – the flag for the eleven states that left the U.S. between 1861 and 1865 and formed the Confederate States of America (their Constitution protected slavery) 
Summary of the Case Questions: 
	Who is involved in this case? 




	What issue(s) are at stake here?  In other words, what is this debate about? 




	What questions would you need to answer and/or what research would you need to do in order to reach a decision or form an educated opinion for this case? 

 


	What are your own initial thoughts on this case? 




Step Two: Determining if the Supreme Court Should Hear this Case
Task: Discern information from the provided documents to determine if the case meets the requirements for the Supreme Court to hear the case. Then, use your responses to the questions to formulate a written argument for why the Supreme Court should or should not hear this case.  

REQUIREMENTS IN ORDER FOR A CASE TO BE HEARD BY THE SUPREME COURT:
REQUIREMENT #1: The case needs to involve an important federal issue or constitutional question.
Ex:  Does banning transgender people from entering the armed forces violate their fourteenth 
Amendment rights?
REQUIREMENT #2: Two or more courts of last resort (U.S. courts of appeals or state supreme courts) rendered (gave) conflicting decisions on the same important federal issue or constitutional question.
Ex: The district court ruled that banning transgender people from entering the armed forces was unconstitutional, but when the state appealed the decision, the appellate court determined that this action was not unconstitutional.  
Does this case meet REQUIREMENT #1?



___ Yes 

____ No

Evidence to support your conclusion:  
Does this case meet REQUIREMENT #2?



___ Yes 

____ No

Evidence to support your conclusion:  


Final Written Argument:  Use the following sentence starter to begin your written argument.  
________________________________________________________ should/ should not (circle one)

                                      (Name of case)

be heard by the Supreme Court and placed on the docket because __________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
	Outcome: Discern

	Outcome Target
	NY
	MS
	ES

	Identifies main ideas, facts and details from the text
	
	Student demonstrates a basic understanding and surface meaning of a text. Central meanings, facts and some details are identified.
	Student examines the text closely, making inferences that display a sophisticated understanding of the text and subtext. May Infer how the concept relates to larger themes or notice where the text leaves matters uncertain.


In August 2009, the Texas division of the Sons of Confederate Veterans (Texas SCV), a non-profit organization that works to preserve the memory and reputation of soldiers who fought for the confederacy in the Civil War, applied to have a new specialty license plate issued by the Texas Department of Motor Vehicles (TDMV). The proposed license plate had two confederate flags on it: one in the organization's logo, and one faintly making up the background of the plate. The Texas Department of Motor Vehicles (TDMV) had a policy stating that it "may refuse to create a new specialty license plate if the design might be offensive to any member of the public." The board in charge of approving new specialty plates received multiple negative comments from the public regarding this plate and ultimately voted to deny Texas SCV's application. 

















