CONSTITUTIONAL STRUCTURE AND RIGHTS
PSC 223

Mr. Jackson

Fall 2013

COURSE SYLLABUS

Assigned reading has been posted on Blackboard as .pdf files under “Course
Materials.”
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In the cases we will read, the Court is invariably
_ the United States, either cmpmh(' n‘rrrv'isim‘\c ar aut

out of what the Court perceives to be the underlymg structure embodl
Constitution. In every case, you should make the effort to determine w
provision is (or prov1s1ons are) 1nvolved and read the prov1s1on(s) care
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Constitution, isi -the foundation of everything we w

the course.

Week 1 (September 3): Course Introduction & The Nature of Judicial Review

Introduction

Orin Kerr,“How tOJ\A—:dd al

29 & 302 - 311






Boumediene v. Bush
Note on Al-Maqgaleh v. Gates

Weeks 7 - 8 (October 22 & 29): Federal & State

“Vertical” Structure: Judicial Review

tructure: The Nature of the Relationship of the States to the Na
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McCulloch v, Maryland
U.S. Term Limits, Inc. v. Thornton

“Vertical” Structure: Constitutional Limits on the Reach of the Federal
Government: Enumerated Powers

National Federation of Independent Busine
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[Note “break-out” readings in the area
Background

Roberts, pp. 1 — 15 (to “II); 58 (from “***”)._ 59 _

Scalia, pp. 1-4 (to “I"); 64 (from “***”) — 65
Taxing Power

United States v. Butler

Bailey v. Drexel Furniture Co.

Note on He]verjng v. Davis

Roberts, pp. 31 — 45 (to “IV?)
» PP.

Scalia, pp. 16 (from “II) — 28 (to “IV”)
Commerce Clause

Wickard v. Filburn

Um'tea’ States v. Lopez

~WNote on Tiied Siates v, iiorrison ani (Fon
Raich

Roberts, pp. 15 (from “III”) — 27 (t0.42”)..

Ginsburg, pp. 1 — 31 (to “III”)

Scalia, pp. 4 (from “T”) — 16 (to “IT”)

Thomas, pp. 1-2
Necessary and Proper Clauge - =  — -~

United States v. Comstock

Roberts, pp. 27 (from “2”) — 30

Ginsburg, pp. 31 (from “II1»-37 -
Spending Power & State Autonomy as i :

South Dakota v. Dole
Now York v. United Statos -
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Roberts, pp. 45 (from “IV”) — 58 (to u***»)







Note on Allied Structural Steel Co. v. Spannaus

The 14t Amendment: Due Process and the Protection of Fundamental
Rights

Griswold v. Cormectwut

Lawrence v. Texas_ .

Roe v. Wade
Note on the After math of Hoe v. Wade - -

Washington v. Glucks
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- Individual Rights: Equal Pre

The 14th Amendment: Equal Protection and Race
Brown v. Board of Education-
Note on Bolling v. Sharpe
Loving v. Virginia
Washington v. Davis
The 14*» Amendment: Egual Protection and Race Based
Action

Regents of University of California v. Bakke e

Note on Grutter v. Bollinger and Gratz v. Bollinger
Fisher v. University of Texas
Parents Involved in Community Schools v. Seattle School District No. 1
Note on Minority “Set-Aside” Programs
The 14t Amendment and Redistricting
-Note on Political Redistricting and Hqual Protection. ..
Shaw v. Reno
The 14t Amendment: Equal Protectio
Craig v. Boren
United States v. Virginia
Note on Sex-Based Legislation and the Equal Protection Clause
Cleburne v. Cleburne Living Center, Inc.
Note on Alienage as a Suspect Class
Romer v. Evans
United States v. Windsor [11]
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Course Wrap-Up




