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SUPREME COURT SEMINAR  

SYLLABUS FOR SPRING 2015 

VERSION 1.0 

 

Professor Kathryn A. Watts 

Office Phone:  206.543.6299 

Email:  kawatts@uw.edu 

  Class Times:  Tuesdays and Thursdays from 10:30 a.m. to 12:20 p.m. in Room 116 

Office Hours:  Thursdays from 1:30 p.m. to 3 p.m. or by appointment 

 

 

I. GENERAL CLASS DESCRIPTION 

 

This seminar will examine Supreme Court decision making from both a theoretical and 

practical perspective. The class will survey representative cases that are currently pending on the 

Court’s docket. Extensive preparation will be required of class members who will play the roles 

of lawyers and justices as they simulate oral argument as well as the justices’ conferences and 

the opinion writing process.  Emphasis will be on refining your writing skills and oral 

communication skills, developing appellate advocacy skills, and gaining a better understanding 

of how the Supreme Court operates and reaches decisions.  Enrollment is limited to a maximum 

of 18 students. 

 

II. CLASS MEETINGS AND ATTENDANCE REQUIREMENTS 
 

This class will meet on Tuesdays and Thursdays from 10:30 a.m. to 12:20 p.m.  In 

addition, it will meet on two different Fridays already designated by Academic Services (Friday 

4/17 and Friday 5/1).  Given the nature and size of the class, regular attendance is mandatory.  If 

you know at the beginning of the quarter that you will be absent from class on a particular day 

due to a planned and unavoidable absence, please let me know during the first week of classes so 

that we can work together to avoid giving you an assigned role on that day.  If you must miss a 

class for which you have an assigned role due to an unplanned emergency or illness, then you 

must notify me via email or phone, and you must try to arrange for a colleague to play your 

assigned role for you that day.   

 

III. OFFICE HOURS 

 

I will have “drop in” office hours for students enrolled in this class on Thursdays from 

1:30 p.m. to 3 p.m.  However, I am more than willing to meet with students as often as demand 

warrants, so please feel free to email me to set up an alternative time to meet.  In addition to 

discussing course-related matters during office hours, I am happy to meet with students to talk 

about other law-related issues.  I previously clerked for two years (one year for Judge Randolph 

on the D.C. Circuit and one year for Justice Stevens on the Supreme Court), and I also previously 

worked for two years at Sidley in Chicago doing appellate work.  I would be happy to offer my 

perspectives on judicial clerkships or working at a law firm.   

 

 

mailto:kawatts@uw.edu
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IV. GENERAL CLASS FORMAT AND STRUCTURE 

 

During the first three weeks of the class, we will devote our class time to gaining a 

general understanding of the decision making process at the Supreme Court by reading and 

discussing literature on the Court.  Discussion during these initial weeks will be professor-guided 

and will aim to give you a general introduction to the Court and how it decides cases.      

 

 The remaining weeks of the class will focus on five specific cases currently pending 

before the U.S. Supreme Court.  Students will be expected to read the briefs in the selected cases, 

to locate and read relevant authorities cited in the briefs, and to come to class prepared to 

“simulate” a pre-assigned role of oral advocate, justice, or law clerk in the cases.    

 

V. ORAL ARGUMENTS AND OPINIONS (WEEKS 4 THROUGH 7) 
 

During weeks 4 through 7 of this class, class meetings will focus on five specific cases 

currently pending before the United States Supreme Court.  The briefs that the parties filed in the 

actual cases will be available on the class website, and all members of the class are expected to 

read them.  Some selected amicus curiae briefs (meaning “friend of the court” briefs) also may 

be assigned as reading.  In addition to reading the assigned briefs and lower court opinions, class 

members will need to determine on their own what additional relevant authorities cited in the 

briefs (e.g., key cases or other key legal authorities) should be consulted, and class members 

should look up and review these relevant authorities using Lexis, Westlaw or other library 

resources.  This means that reading for oral argument weeks will be heavy and that a fair amount 

of “self-teaching” will be required during the weeks devoted to oral arguments when you have an 

assigned role.   

 

A. “Case preparation” days:  On “case preparation” days, I will provide a high-level 

overview of the case that we will be covering that week with the goal of setting the stage, putting 

the case into a broader legal context, and providing you with a basic doctrinal framework for the 

issues we will be studying through that particular week’s case.  Although I will lecture some 

during these “case preparation” sessions, you should be ready and prepared to contribute to class 

discussion of the cases and to answer questions about the cases during these “case preparation” 

sessions. 

 

B. “Oral argument” days:  On “oral argument” days, we will hold a simulated oral 

argument in the assigned case for the first hour of class.  Each student will be assigned to 

complete one oral argument during the quarter.  This means that somewhere between two and 

five students will be assigned an oral advocacy role in each case, and that nine students—one 

representing each current justice—will serve as the justices of the Court in each case.  The other 

remaining students without assigned roles in a given week will sit as “law clerks” in the 

courtroom and will simply watch the oral argument.   

 

During the quarter, each student should expect to: (a) deliver one oral argument; (b) sit as 

a justice on two different cases and write an opinion in one of those cases; and (c) sit as a law 

clerk in the remaining cases.  The weeks that you sit as a law clerk will be your “light” weeks in 
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terms of reading and work load, and the weeks that you deliver an oral argument or sit as a 

justice will be your “heavy” weeks in terms of reading and work load.   

 

When serving as a justice on the Court, your task is to act as your assigned justice would; 

you are to play the role of your assigned justice.  Note, however, that there is one exception to 

this rule:  The student assigned to play the role of Justice Thomas cannot remain silent (as the 

real Justice Thomas generally does during arguments) but rather must engage in the argument 

and ask questions. 

 

After the oral argument session each week, the justices will hold a simulated 

“conference” to discuss the case and to vote on the case.  These conference discussions will 

contain discussion of how each student (representing his/her justice) intends to vote.  At the end 

of the conference, the task of writing an opinion for the Court will be assigned to one or more 

justices.  If appropriate, additional justices will be assigned the job of writing concurrences or 

dissents.  Note that each student in the class will be assigned the task of writing one majority 

opinion or one major concurring or dissenting opinion during the quarter from the perspective of 

his or her assigned justice.     

 

After the conference each week, the entire class will participate in a general “debriefing” 

of the case, which will include professor-guided discussion of the brief writers’ and oral 

advocates’ strategy in arguing the case.   

 

The justices assigned the task of writing opinions will distribute them to their Court of 

nine by posting the drafts on GoPost.  The other justices who sat on that case will review these 

drafts, requesting and/or demanding revisions when appropriate and indicating which opinion 

they will join.  The goal of this exchange is to produce an opinion for the Court that predicts how 

the real Supreme Court will decide the case.   

 

Note:  If the real Supreme Court hands down a case that we are hearing before you have 

circulated and finalized your own opinion in this class, you must refrain from reading the Court’s 

actual decision until after you have circulated your opinion.  I understand that you may not be 

able to avoid reading all press accounts or blog posts about the decision, but you must refrain 

from pulling up and reading the Court’s actual decision until after you have drafted your own 

opinion, circulated it, and finalized it.   

 

VI. RESPONSIBILITIES OF PARTICIPANTS 
 

The success of this simulation-based class depends on the willingness of the participants 

to take their roles as justices and oral advocates very seriously.  The responsibilities of class 

members include: 

  

a. Reading the assigned materials carefully and coming to class prepared.   

 

b. Researching the persona of the justice you represent.  You will play the role of the 

same justice over the course of the quarter and must try to act as your assigned justice 

would throughout the quarter.  This does not require reading a great many opinions, 

https://catalyst.uw.edu/gopost/board/kawatts/39555/
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but it does require reading enough opinions and/or literature on your justice to get a 

feel for the justice’s attitudes.   

 

c. Delivering one pre-assigned oral argument over the course of the quarter.  You should 

be prepared to deliver a polished, prepared, professional oral argument.  Please also 

dress the part on the day of your oral argument by wearing business attire on the day 

you deliver your oral argument.   

 

d. Being prepared to participate actively in the oral arguments that you are assigned to 

judge.  This means that you should come to oral argument with questions that you 

think your assigned justice would ask.  Note:  You must refrain from reading the 

actual oral argument transcript from cases we will be covering in class until after we 

have held our own mock oral argument in class.  This rule is to prevent you from 

simply parroting the questions that the Justices on the Court actually asked.  Don’t 

worry if you happened to read some of the oral argument transcripts for cases we will 

be covering prior to seeing this syllabus and the class rules.  Just please do not re-read 

the transcripts again after reading this syllabus and noting this class rule.   

 

e. Drafting one majority opinion (or major concurring/dissenting opinion) over the 

course of the quarter and revising it promptly to incorporate the concerns of 

colleagues.  First drafts of majority opinions are due 9 business days after the oral 

argument.  First drafts of concurrences and dissents are due 13 business days after 

oral argument.  All draft opinions should be posted to the appropriate case folder on 

the course GoPost site using the following naming convention: “DRAFT: Justice 

[Name] [Maj./Conc./Dissent] in [Case Name].”    

 

f. Promptly reviewing and voting on the opinions of colleagues.  As a justice, your 

response as to whether or not you plan to join a colleagues’ opinion, or whether you 

wish to request changes before joining an opinion, is due no later than 3 business days 

after all first drafts of opinions in the case have been posted to GoPost.  Your justice’s 

vote responding to a colleague’s draft opinion should be posted to the course GoPost 

site in the appropriate case folder using the following naming convention:  VOTE:  

Justice [Name] Joins Justice [Name’s] [Maj./Conc./Dissent] in [Case Name].   

 

g. Posting your final version of your one required majority opinion (or major 

concurring/dissenting opinion) to the appropriate online GoPost folder and labeling it 

using the following naming convention:  “FINAL: Justice [Name] 

[Maj./Conc./Dissent] in [Case Name].”   These “final” opinions must be posted no 

later than Friday, June 5
th

.  Please note that June 5
th

 is the absolute last date on which 

final opinions may be posted because final grades are due to Academic Services soon 

thereafter, and I need time to grade the final opinions.  You may, of course, turn in 

your final opinion earlier if you wish.   

 

 

 

VII. REQUIRED READINGS 
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Some required readings will be available for free online through Westlaw and/or 

Scotusblog, and other required readings will be from The Supreme Court Sourcebook, which is a 

book that I have co-authored. Readings from The Supreme Court Sourcebook are referred to in 

the reading list below as “SCS.” 

 

VIII.     OPTIONAL SUPPLEMENTAL RESOURCES AND READINGS  

 

For those of you who are interested in reading supplemental, optional materials on the 

Court, I would recommend the following resources that cover the Court and its justices in one 

way or another: 

 

 The Supreme Court’s own website has some useful information about the Court, the 

justices, and the Court’s docket at www.supremecourtus.gov.  There is a link on the 

site to briefs in pending cases; this link will allow you to access all briefs that have 

been filed in a case (not just those briefs that I assign to you from a given case).   

 

 The best website for tracking current Supreme Court developments is the Scotusblog, 

which can be found at www.scotusblog.com.  If you read Scotusblog, refrain from 

reading posts about the oral arguments in the cases we will be deciding in class until 

after we have held our own oral argument in class.  The same rule follows for 

reviewing posts about the Court’s own opinions in cases we will be deciding. 

 

 I recommend Jeffrey Toobin’s book titled: “The Nine:  Inside the Secret World of the 

Supreme Court.”  It focuses on the Rehnquist Court, but it does discuss some aspects 

of the current Roberts Court as well.  

 

 The best comprehensive resource on Supreme Court practice is the “Supreme Court 

Practice” book authored by Eugene Gressman, Kenneth Geller, Stephen Shapiro, 

Timothy Bishop and Edward Hartnett.  This book is considered “the bible” for 

Supreme Court practitioners in terms of Supreme Court rules, procedures and 

protocol.  

 

 Edward Lazarus’s book “Closed Chambers” is an interesting (although controversial) 

read.  It is controversial because it was written by a former law clerk to Justice Harry 

Blackmun; some questioned the propriety of a former clerk using and disclosing his 

inside knowledge of the Court to write a book about the Court.    

 

IX. GRADING 

 

There will be no final exam in this class.  Attendance is crucial in this class.  Unexcused 

absences or poor class participation will count against you.  Also, please note that late 

assignments will be marked down at least one letter grade, unless I grant an extension.  

Extensions will be granted in my discretion only in extenuating circumstances, and they should, 

whenever possible, be sought well ahead of the due date.   

http://www.supremecourtus.gov/
http://www.scotusblog.com/
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Students will be graded on the basis of the following:   

 

(a) Your performance arguing one case will count for 30 percent of your grade. 

 

(b) Your performance playing the role of your assigned justice when judging cases being 

argued by others and when casting votes on other justices’ draft opinions will count 

for 15 percent of your grade. 

 

(c) Your one written opinion will count for 45 percent of your grade.  Note that I will 

take both your draft and final opinion into account when assigning your opinion a 

grade; however, more weight will be attached to your final opinion.   

 

AND 

 

(d) Your participation in general class discussions (such as discussions on “case 

preparation” days and general discussions that take place after each oral argument) 

will count for 10 percent of your grade. 

 

X.  WEEKLY SCHEDULE AND ASSIGNED READING 

 

 A class schedule and reading list follows on the next page.  I reserve the right to amend 

or change this schedule as the quarter progresses or if the total number of students enrolled in the 

class changes.  If I need to revise this schedule and reading list, then I will post a new version of 

this syllabus (V2.0) to the course website.         

 

 The assigned readings will be available online via hyperlinks embedded into the 

electronic syllabus or, in some circumstances, will be handed out in class.  Please note that if you 

wish to save on printing costs when printing out the assigned online readings, you might choose 

to print out any assigned briefs and opinions using free Lexis printing.  (I am told that Westlaw 

does not offer free printing to students but that Lexis does.)  This will be your most economical 

route to printing the required readings.   
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CLASS SESSION TOPIC ASSIGNED READING 

 Part I. 

An Introduction to The 

Court’s Decisional Process 

 

Tues., March 31 An Intro to the Court  Course syllabus; 

 Questions presented from 

the cases we will study this 

quarter (listed below); 

 Chapter 1 of the SCS; and 

 Pages 79-92 of Chapter 2 of 

the SCS 

Thurs., April 2 The Justices Pages 21-78 of Chapter 2 of the 

SCS 

Tues., April 7 Certiorari Pages 173-174, 184-204, 211-

260 & 266-286 from Chapter 4 

of the SCS.  Note: You can 

skim the sample cert petitions 

and pool memos; read them 

just to get a general sense of 

what cert-stage filings and pool 

memos look and feel like.   

Thurs., April 9 Written Advocacy and Merits 

Briefs 

Pages 287-368 from Chapter 5 

of the SCS.  Note: You can 

skim the Lawrence merits 

briefs; just read them to get a 

general sense of what merits 

briefs might look and feel like 

and how they might be 

structured and organized.     

Tues., April 14 Oral Argument Chapter 6 of the SCS.  Note:  

Instead of reading the edited 

version of the oral argument 

transcript from Lawrence 

excerpted at pages 425-441, 

you might choose instead to 

listen to the Lawrence oral 

argument via this link.   

Thurs., April 16 Writing Judicial Opinions Pages 453-527 & 536-564 from 

Chapter 7 of the SCS  

 Part II. 

Case Simulations 

 

Fri., April 17 Case Prep for King v. Burwell Selected briefs and the opinion 

below  

http://www.oyez.org/cases/2000-2009/2002/2002_02_102#argument
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Tues., April 21 Oral Arguments in King v. 

Burwell (2 students arguing) 

 

Thurs., April 23 Case Prep for Obergefell v. 

Hodges and consolidated 

cases 

Selected briefs and the opinion 

below 

Tues., April 28 Oral Arguments in Obergefell 

v. Hodges and consolidated 

cases (up to 5 students 

arguing)  

 

Thurs., April 30 Case Prep for Johnson v. U.S.  Selected briefs and the opinion 

below 

Fri., May 1 Oral Argument in Johnson v. 

U.S. (up to 4 students arguing) 
 

Tues., May 5 Case Prep for Glossip v. Gross Selected briefs and the opinion 

below 

Thurs., May 7 Oral Arguments in Glossip v. 

Gross (up to 4 students 

arguing) 

 

Tues., May 12 Case Prep for Walker v. Texas 

Division, Sons of Confederate 

Veterans, Inc. 

Selected briefs and the opinion 

below 

Thurs., May 14 Oral Argument in Walker v. 

Texas Division, Sons of 

Confederate Veterans, Inc. (up 

to 3 students arguing) 

 

 Part III. 

Wrapping Up the Course 

 

Tues., May 19 Contemporary Issues Facing 

the Court 

Chapter 8 of the SCS  

Thurs., May 21 End of Term Celebration and 

Supreme Court Jeopardy 

Game 

None 

 

 

 

PART I: 

AN INTRODUCTION TO THE U.S. SUPREME COURT AND ITS DECISIONAL PROCESS
 

 

Tues., March 31st Introduction to the Course and An Overview of the Supreme Court 

 

Assigned reading: 
1. Carefully read the course syllabus in its entirety so that you are aware of the course 

structure, course expectations, and course goals. 

2. Read the questions presented from the cases we will be simulating in class this quarter; 

the questions presented can be found listed below by class day. 
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3. Come to class today prepared to rank order which case you would prefer to argue this 

quarter and which justice you most would like to role play this quarter.  You will be 

asked to rank order the justices from 1-9 and to rank order the cases from 1-5 in order of 

your own individual preferences.  In deciding which cases you are most interested in, you 

might want to read not only the questions presented in the cases, but you also might want 

to glance at some of the briefs in the cases.  You should also pay close attention to the 

dates when the cases will be argued in class.  If you know that you will be absent from a 

class, then preference that case last and note the date of your planned absence for me on 

your form.  

4. Read Chapter 1 of the Supreme Court Sourcebook (“SCS”) titled “A Supreme Court.” 

5. Read pages 79-92 of Chapter 2 of the SCS, which will introduce you to the Justices. 

 

 

Thurs., April 2
 

The Justices
 

 

Assigned reading: Read assigned materials from Chapter 2 of the SCS titled “The Justices.”  

Focus closely on the materials involving Justice Sotomayor’s speech and her confirmation 

hearing.     

 

 

Tues., April 7
  

Certiorari
 

 

Assigned reading:  Read the assigned materials from Chapter 4 of the SCS titled “Certiorari.” 

You can skim the sample cert petitions and pool memos; you do not need to read them closely.  

Just skim them to get a general, high-level sense of what cert-stage filings and pool memos look 

and sound like and how they are organized and structured.   

 

Thurs., April 9  Merits Briefs 

 

Assigned reading:  Read the assigned materials from Chapter 5 of the SCS titled “Written 

Advocacy.”  You can skim the Lawrence merits briefs that are provided in this chapter; you do 

not need to read them closely.  Just skim them to gain a general, high-level sense of what merits 

briefs might look and feel like and how they might be structured and organized.     

 

Tues., April 14     Oral Arguments 
  
 

 

Assigned Reading: Read the assigned materials from Chapter 6 of the SCS titled “Oral 

Argument.”  Instead of reading the edited version of the oral argument transcript from Lawrence 

excerpted at pages 425-441 of today’s reading, you might choose instead to listen to the 

Lawrence oral argument via this link.   

 

Thurs., April 16 Opinion Writing 

 

Assigned Reading: Read the assigned materials from Chapter 7 of the SCS titled “Deciding 

Cases.”               

 

http://www.oyez.org/cases/2000-2009/2002/2002_02_102#argument
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PART II: 

SIMULATIONS OF PENDING CASES
 

 

Case #1: 

King v. Burwell 

 

Fri., April 17  Case Preparation 

 

Tues., April 21 Oral Argument 

 

Question presented:   

Section 36B of the Internal Revenue Code, which was enacted as part of the Patient Protection 

and Affordable Care Act ("ACA"), authorizes federal tax-credit subsidies for health insurance 

coverage that is purchased through an "Exchange established by the State under section 1311" of 

the ACA.  

The question presented is whether the Internal Revenue Service ("IRS") may permissibly 

promulgate regulations to extend tax-credit subsidies to coverage purchased through Exchanges 

established by the federal government under section 1321 of the ACA. 

 

Assigned briefs (also read the lower court opinion below): 

1. Petitioners’ opening brief 

2. Respondents’ brief 

3. Petitioners’ reply brief 

 

 

Case #2: 
Obergefell v. Hodges and consolidated cases 

 

Thurs., April 23 Case Preparation  

 

Tues., April 28 Oral Argument 

 

Questions presented:  

 

(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 performance 

out-of-state?   

 

Assigned briefs (also read the lower court opinion below):  Selected briefs TBD; the exact 

briefs assigned will depend on how many students end up being assigned to argue this case.   

 

 

http://www.scotusblog.com/case-files/cases/king-v-burwell/
https://cei.org/sites/default/files/KING%20v%20BURWELL%20-%20No.%2014-114%20-%20Petitioners%20Opening%20Brief%20of%20the%20Merits%20-%20December%2022%202014.pdf
http://sblog.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/01/14-114-Respondents-Brief.pdf
http://www.americanbar.org/content/dam/aba/publications/supreme_court_preview/BriefsV5/14-114_pet_reply.authcheckdam.pdf
http://www.scotusblog.com/case-files/cases/obergefell-v-hodges/
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Case #3: 

Johnson v. U.S. 

 

Thurs, May 30 Case Preparation 

 

Fri., May 1  Oral Argument 

 

Questions presented:  
 

(1) Whether mere possession of a short-barreled shotgun should be treated as a violent felony 

under the Armed Career Criminal Act? 

(2) Whether the residual clause in the Armed Career Criminal Act of 1984, 18 U. S. C. 

§924(e)(2)(B)(ii), is unconstitutionally vague. 

 

Assigned briefs (also read the lower court opinion below): 

1. Brief of Petitioner 

2. Brief for the U.S. as Respondent 

3. Reply Brief of Petitioner 

4. Supplemental Brief of Petitioner 

5. Supplemental Brief of the U.S. as Respondent (available via SCOTUS Blog around 

March 20
th

) 

6. Supplemental Reply Brief of Petitioner (available via SCOTUS Blog around April 10
th

)  

 

 

Case #4: 

Glossip v. Gross 

 

Tues., May 5  Case Preparation 

 

Thurs., May 7  Oral Argument 

 

Questions presented:  

 

(1) Is it constitutionally permissible for a state to carry out an execution using a three-

drug protocol where (a) there is a well-established scientific consensus that the first 

drug has no pain relieving properties and cannot reliably produce deep, coma like 

unconsciousness, and (b) it is undisputed that there is a substantial, constitutionally 

unacceptable risk of pain and suffering from the administration of the second and 

third drugs when a prisoner is conscious?  

(2) Does the Baze-plurality stay standard apply when states are not using a protocol 

substantially similar to the one that this Court considered in Baze? 

(3) Must a prisoner establish the availability of an alternative drug formula even if the 

state's lethal-injection protocol, as properly administered, will violate the Eighth 

Amendment? 

 

http://www.scotusblog.com/case-files/cases/johnson-v-united-states-3/
http://www.americanbar.org/content/dam/aba/publications/supreme_court_preview/BriefsV4/13-7120_pet.authcheckdam.pdf
http://www.americanbar.org/content/dam/aba/publications/supreme_court_preview/BriefsV4/13-7120_resp.authcheckdam.pdf
http://www.americanbar.org/content/dam/aba/publications/supreme_court_preview/BriefsV4/13-7120_pet_reply.authcheckdam.pdf
http://www.americanbar.org/content/dam/aba/publications/supreme_court_preview/BriefsV5/13-7120_supp_pet.authcheckdam.pdf
http://www.scotusblog.com/case-files/cases/glossip-v-gross/
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Assigned briefs (also read the lower court opinion below): 

1. Brief of Petitioners 

2. Brief of respondents (available soon via SCOTUS Blog) 

3. Reply brief (available soon via SCOTUS Blog) 

 

 

Case #5: 

Walker v. Texas Division, Sons of Confederate Veterans, Inc. 

 

Tues., May 12
 

Case Preparation 

 

Thurs., May 14
 

Oral Argument 

 

Questions Presented:   
(1) Do the messages and symbols on state-issued specialty license plates qualify as 

government speech immune from any requirement of viewpoint neutrality?  

(2) Has Texas engaged in "viewpoint discrimination" by rejecting the license-plate 

design proposed by the Sons of Confederate Veterans, when Texas has not issued any 

license plate that portrays the confederacy or the confederate battle flag in a negative 

or critical light?  

 

Assigned briefs (also read the lower court opinion below): 

1. Brief of Petitioners 

2. Brief of Respondents 

3. Amicus Brief of Ohio et al. 

4. Reply Brief 

 

 

PART III: 

WRAP UP AND REVIEW
 

 

Tues., May 19
 

Contemporary Issues Facing the Court 

 

Assigned reading: Read assigned materials from Chapter 8 of the SCS titled “Contemporary 

Issues Facing the Court.”  When reading the materials on diversity at the Court included within 

this chapter, please consider how the relative lack of diversity among advocates, law clerks and 

justices might impact some of the cases we have studied this quarter.         

 

Thurs., May 21 
 

End of Term Celebration and Supreme Court Jeopardy 

 

Assigned reading: No assigned reading.  Today we will celebrate the end of the Term by playing 

a game of Supreme Court Jeopardy, which will enable us to review what we have learned this 

quarter.          

 

 

http://www.americanbar.org/content/dam/aba/publications/supreme_court_preview/BriefsV5/14-7955_pet.authcheckdam.pdf
http://www.scotusblog.com/case-files/cases/walker-v-texas-division-sons-of-confederate-veterans-inc/
http://www.americanbar.org/content/dam/aba/publications/supreme_court_preview/BriefsV4/14-144_pet.authcheckdam.pdf
http://www.americanbar.org/content/dam/aba/publications/supreme_court_preview/BriefsV5/14-144_resp_TCV.authcheckdam.pdf
http://www.americanbar.org/content/dam/aba/publications/supreme_court_preview/BriefsV4/14-144_pet_ohio.authcheckdam.pdf
http://www.americanbar.org/content/dam/aba/publications/supreme_court_preview/BriefsV5/14-144_pet_reply.authcheckdam.pdf

