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1. Marbury v. Madison

5U.S. (1 Cranch) 137 (1803)

(The conclusion from this reasoning is, that where the heads of
departments are the political or confidential agents of the executive,
merely to execute the will of the President, or rather to act in cases in
which the executive possesses a constitutional or legal discretion,
nothing can be more perfectly clear than that their acts are only
politically examinable. But where a specific duty is assigned by law,
and individual rights depend upon the performance of that duty, it
seems equally clear, that the individual who considers himself injured,
has aright to resort to the laws of his country for a[remedy].)
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(It is emphatically the province and duty of the judicial department to
say what the law is. Those who apply the rule of particular cases, must
of necessity expound and interpret that rule. If two  laws conflict
with each other, the courts must decide on the operation of each. So if a
law be in opposition to the constitution; if both the law and the
constitution apply to a particular case, so that the court must either
decide that case conformably to the law, disregarding the constitution;
or conformably to the constitution, disregarding the law; the court must
determine which of these conflicting rules governs the case. This is of
the very essence of judicial duty. If then, the courts are to regard the
constitution, and the constitution is superior to any ordinary act of the
legislature, the constitution, and not such ordinary act, must govern the
case to which they both apply.)

(Certainly all those who have framed written constitutions contemplate
them as forming the fundamental and paramount law of the nation, and
consequently, the theory of every such government must be, that an act
of the legislature, repugnant to the constitution, is void. This theory is
essentially attached to a written Constitution, and is, consequently, to
be considered, by this court, as one of the fundamental principles of our
society.)

unconstitutional political act conclusive discretion

mandamus primary jurisdiction
appellate jurisdiction legidlative act contrary to

the constitution is not law two laws conflict with each
other written constitution limited power

supreme law of the land judicia duty
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a superior, paramount law

the origina and supreme will

o

Thomas Jefferson

John Adams
John Marshall
Marshall
Jefferson
Marshall
Marshall Jefferson
Adams
District of
Columbia
Adams
Adams
Marshall

James Marshall John

Marshall )
Marshall
William
Marbury
James Madison
Jefferson
o Marbury
Madison

William Marbury
District of Columbia
of Washington

County
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Marbury
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Marbury

Marbury

(1)

Blackstone

Mansfield
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2. McCulloch v. Maryland

17 U.S. (4 Wheat) 316 (1819)

Maryland

(Congress shall have power "to make al laws which shall be necessary
and proper to carry into execution” the powers of the government. If
the word "necessary” was used in that strict and rigorous sense for
which the counsel for the State of Maryland contend, it would be an
extraordinary departure from the usual course of the human mind, as
exhibited in composition, to add a word, the only possible effect of
which is to qualify that strict and rigorous meaning; to present to the
mind the idea of some choice of means of legislation not straiened and
compressed within the narrow limits for which gentlemen contend.)

Maryland

(The states have no power, by taxation or otherwise, to retard, impede,
burden, or in any manner control, the operations of the constitutional
laws enacted by Congress to carry into execution the powers vested in
the general government. We are unanimously of opinion, that the law
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passed by the legislature of Maryland, imposing a tax on the Bank of
the United States, is unconstitutional and void.)

the government of the Union sovereignty

sovereign state the discretion of the national legislature
implied power necessary means

necessary and proper the power of taxation

the power of taxation to be concurrently exercised

( Marshall )

Maryland
Baltimore
McCulloch
Baltimore
Maryland Maryland
Maryland
US$15,000

500

John James
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(

)

Maryland
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Maryland
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Maryland

Maryland

Maryland
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Maryland
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(

)

Maryland

Maryland
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Maryland
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Maryland

Maryland



56

3. Ex Parte McCardle

74 U.S. (7 Wall.) 506 (1869)

(That the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court is not derived
from acts of Congress. It is conferred from the constitution. But it
conferred with such exception and under such regulations as congress
shall make.)

2.
(Without jurisdiction the court cannot proceed at all in any cause.
Jurisdiction is power to declare the law, and when it ceases to exist, the
only function remaining to the court is that of announcing the fact and
dismissing the cause.)
jurisdiction writ of habeas corpus to grant
habeas corpus the acts of Congress granting jurisdiction
judicial act the motives of the
legislature

( Chase )
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McCardle

Mississippi

Durousseau v. U.S. 6 Cranch
(10 U.s) 307
Marshall o
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4. Frothingham v. Mellon

262 U.S. 447 (1923)

(We have no power per se to review and annul acts of Congress on the
ground that they are unconstitutional. The party who invokes the power
must be able to show, not only that the statute is invalid, but that he has
sustained or is immediately in danger of sustaining some direct injury
as the result of its enforcement, and not merely that he suffers in some
indefinite way in common with people generally.)

justiciable character the relation of ataxpayer to the federal
government amatter of public
direct injury
Sutherland
Frothingham

1921
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Campton v. Zabriskie, 10l US.
601, 609.

Miller v. Grandy, 13Mich. 540,
550
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5. Flast v. Cohen

392U.S.83 1968

(The jurisdiction of federal courts is defined and limited by Article 111
of Congtitution. In terms relevant to the question for decision in this
case, the judicial power of federal courtsis constitutionally restricted to
"cases' and "controversies'. Words "cases' and controversies' are two
complementary but somewhat different limitations. In part those words
limit the business of federal courts to questions presented in an
adversary context and in a form historically viewed as capable of
resolution through the judicial process. And in part those words define
the role assigned to the judiciary in a tripartite allocation of power to
assure that the federa courts will not intrude into areas committed to
the other branches of government. Justiciability is the term of art
employed to give expression to this dual limitation placed upon federal
courts by the case-and-controversy doctrine.

controversies Justiciability standing
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Taxpayer jurisdiction Case-and-controversy doctrine

Warren

Frothinghom

Frothingham
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Doremus
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Frothingham

Frothingham

Frothingham

Douglas

Harlan

Frothingham

Frothingham
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Stewart

Frothingham

Harlan

Frothingham

Frothingham

Hofeldian

Hofeldian
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Frothingham

Jaffe

Hofeldian

Hofeldian

Frothingham
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Holmes
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6. Schlesinger v. Reservists
Committeeto Stop the War

418 U.S. 208 1974

(The court...held that whatever else the "case or controversy"
requirement embodied, its essence is a requirement of "injury in
fact."...This persona stake is what the Court has consistently held
enables a complainant authoritatively to present to a court a complete
perspective upon the adverse consequences flowing from the specific
set of facts undergirding his grievance. Such authoritative presentations
are an integral part of the judicial process, for a court must rely on the
parties' treatment of the facts and claims before it to develop its rules of
law.)

(The discrete factual context within which the concrete injury occurred
or is threatened insures the framing of relief no broader than required
by the precise facts to which the court's ruling would be applied.)
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citizen standing taxpayer standing
standing to sue "case or
controversy" requirement requirement of "injury
in fact." concrete injury
Burger

Flast
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Stewart
Richardson

Flast
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Douglas

M ashall

Scrap

scrap
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7. Valley Forge College v.

Americans United
454 U.S. 464 (1982)

(Art. 111 requires the party who invokes the court's authority to "show
that he personally has suffered some actual or threatened injury as a
result of the putatively illegal conduct of the defendant, and that the
injury "fairly can be traced to the challenged action” and "is likely to be
redressed by afavorable decision”.)

standing actual injury redressed by the court
injury in fact cases and
controversies limitation of judicial power

Rehnquist
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Valley Forge

50

( Warth
v Seldin )

Gladstone Re-alters v. Bellwood 441
U.S. 91 (1979)
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(

Warthv. Seldin

)
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thingham
Frothingham

Flast v. Cohen

Flast

Flast

Flast

Flast

Richardson

Forthingharn

Reservists

Flast
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Reservists

Reservists Richardson

Reservists
Richardson

Schlesinger  Richardson

vists

Richardson

Flast

Reser-



78

Pennsylvania
Chester
Maryland  Virginia
Washington D.C
V.

( Warthv. Seldin )
Flast
Flast

(

Schlesinger

)
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Brennan
Mar shall

Blackmun

Flast
Frothingham
l.
Carr
(
Seldin )

Seldin )

Bakelr v.

Warth v

( Warth v.
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A. Frothingham

Frothingham

Frothingham

Frothingham

Frothingham

Frothingham
Frothingham
Frothingham
Flast
Frothingham
Frothingham
B.
Everson
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Everson
Jackson

Flast

Flast

Flast
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Flast

Flast

Flast

Flast

Richardson  Schlesinger

Doremus

Flast

Stevens

Flast

Flast
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8. Warth v. Seldin

422 U.S. 490 1975

(We hold only that a plaintiff who seeks to challenge exclusionary
zoning practices must allege specific, concrete facts demonstrating that
the challenged practices harm him, and that he personally would benefit
in a tangible way from the court's intervention. Absent the necessary
allegations of demonstrable, particularized injury, there can be no
confidence of "areal need to exercise the power of judicial review" or
that relief can be framed "no broader than required by the precise facts
to which the court's ruling would be applied.")

rules of standing exclusionary zoning practices
case or controversy judicia
self-governance present interest of property
association

Powell
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Rochester

Penfield

l.
Penfield

New York

Tileston v. Ulman

)
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( Pierce v. Society of
Sisters )

1.
Ortiz Reyes
Sinkler Broadnax

Penfield
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Penfield

Penfield

Penfield

Penfield

Penfield
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Penfield

Penfield

Penfield

Penfield
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Trafficante
Metro-Act
Penfield
Metro-Act
Metro-Act
Penfield
A. Metro-Act B. Home Builders
( Penfield
)
Home Builders
I v Penfield

Metro-Act

Penfield

Home Builders

Home
Metro-Act Builders
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Home Builders

Home Builders

Home Builders

Home Builders

( United
Public Workers v. Mitchell )

Home Builders

Penfield

Penfield Better
Homes

Housing
Council

Penfield Better Homes

Better Homes

VI.
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Brennan
Mar shall

Penfield

Housing Council

White

Penfield Better Homes
Better Homes

Better Homes

Ortiz Broadnax Reyes  Sinkler

Penfield
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Penfield

Penfield

Penfield

Penfield

Penfield
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9. Allen v. Wright

468 U.S. 737 (1984)

(The case-or-controversy doctrines state fundamental limits on federal
judicial power in our system of government. The Art.  doctrine that
requires a litigant to have "standing” to invoke the power of a federal
court is perhaps the most important of these doctrines. "In essence the
question of standing is whether the litigant is entitled to have the court
decide the merits of the dispute or of particular issues.")

racial discrimination tax-exempt case-or-controversy

standing separation of powers
injury

O'conner
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(

)

(

)

Valley
Forge Christian College v. Ameri-
cans United for Separation of Church
and States, Inc., 454 U.S. 464, 471-
476 (1982)

( Vander
Jagt v. O'Neill 669 F. 2d 1166,
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1178-9 (1983)
)

Bork
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Brennan

Stevens
Blackmun
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10. Barrowsv. Jackson
346 U.S. 249 ( 1953)

(Under the peculiar circumstances of this case, we believe the reasons
which underlie our rule denying standing to raise another's rights,
which is only arule of practice, are outweighed by the need to protect
the fundamental rights which would be denied by permitting the
damages action to be maintained.)

case and controversy standing equal
protection clause due process of law
racial restrictive covenant

Minton

Jackson Barrows

Jackson Barrows Jackson
Barrows Pikaar
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Jackson Shelly
Barrows
Barrows

Shelly (334 U.S. 1
(1948))
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Pierce v. Society ofSisters
268 U.S. 510
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11. Muskrat v. United States

219 U.S. 346 (1911

(The act must depend upon its own terms and be judged by the
authority which it undertakes to confer. If such actions as are here
attempted, to determine the validity of legidation, are sustained, the
result will be that this court, instead of keeping within the limits of
judicia power, and deciding cases or controversies arising between
opposing parties, as the Constitution intended it should, will be
required to give opinions in the nature of advice concerning legidative
action,—a function never conferred upon it by the Constitution.

the validity of Congressional legislation

judicial power three great divisions of power in the government

cases and controversies acasein law or
equity the congtitutionality of the legidative
act

Day
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Cherokee

O

Cherokee

Hayburn 2 Dall. 409
Jay
@ Gushing
Duane

Jefferson

Jay
Washington
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Marbury v. Madison
Cohens v. Virginia
Marshall

Chicago & G.

T. R. Co. v. Wellrnan, 143U.S. 339
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12. Poev. Ullman
367 U.S. 497 (1961)

(Justiciability is of course not a legal concept with a fixed content or
susceptible of scientific verification. Its utilization is the resultant of
many subtle pressures, including the appropriateness of the issues for
decision by this Court and the actual hardship to the litigants of
denying them the relief sought. Both these factors justify withholding
adjudication of the constitutional issue raised under the circumstances
and in the manner in which they are now before the Court.)

justiciability case and controversies
appellate jurisdiction

Frankfurter

Connecticut
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Ullman

Connecticut

(  Mitchell )

Connecticut 1879

State v. Nelson(126 Conn.

412, 11A. 2d 856)

1940

Connecticut

Connecticut

Connecticut

Brandeis

Ashwander
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Rescue Army v. Municipal Court,
331 U.S. 549 (1947)

Connecticut

Black

Brennan

Douglas

Connecticut
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1940
Connecticut )

1940 State v. Nelson

Harlan Nelson

Nelson

Nelson
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13. Laird v. Tatum

408 U.S. 1 (1972)

(Carried to its logical end, this approach would have the federal courts
as virtually continuing monitors of the wisdom and soundness of
Executive action; such a ole is appropriate for the Congress acting
through its committees and the "power of the purse”; it is not the role of
the judiciary, absent actual present or immediately threatened injury
resulting from unlawful governmental action.)

class action freedom of speech judicial review

Burger

1967
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1970

60
60

Keyishian v. Board of Regents
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Douglas M ar shall
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14. Michigan v. Long

463 U.S. 1032 (1983)

(In determining whether Supreme Court has jurisdiction to review a
case that is alleged to rest on adequate and independent state grounds,
Court merely assume that there are no such grounds when it is not clear
from the opinion itself that the state court relied upon an adequate and
independent state ground and when it fairly appears that the state court
rested its decision primarily on federal law.)

jurisdiction adequancy and independence of state law
adequate and independent state grounds
federal law state law precedent

O'connor
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Michigan

Michigan

Michigan
Michigan
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Stevens

(1)
)
©)

(4)
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( Herb v. Pitcairn )

Michigan
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15. Younger v. Harris
401 U.S. 37 (1971)

(The power and duty of the judiciary to declare laws unconstitutional is
in the final analysis derived from its responsibility for resolving
concrete disputes brought before the courts for decision... But this vital
responsibility, broad as it is, does not amount to an unlimited power to
survey the statute books and pass judgment on laws before the courts
are called upon to enforce them.)

federal injunction the congtitutionality of a statute "on its
face" limitation of judicia power

Black
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Harris

Harris

Dombrowvski

Dombrowski

Dombrowski

Dombrowski

Dombrowski
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Dombrowski

( Watson v.Buck, 313 U.S. 387
(1941) )

Brennan White
Mar shall
Harris
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16. Steffel v. Thompson

415 U.S. 452 (1974)

(That federal declaratory relief is not precluded when no state
prosecution is pending and a federal plaintiff demonstrates a genuine
threat of enforcement of a disputed state crimina statute, whether an
attack is made on the constitutionality of the statute on its face or as

applied.)

crimina statute criminal law declaratory judgment
declaratory relief Federal Declaratory Judgment Act
Injunction

Brennan
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Perez v. Ledesmau



120

Stewart
Burger

42 U.SC. & 1983
28U.S.C. & 1343(3)
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17. Baker v. Carr

369 U.S. 186 (1962)

(That complaint containing allegations that a state statute effected an
apportionment that deprived plaintiffs of equal protection of the lawsin
violation of the Fourteenth Amendment presented a justiciable
constitutional cause of action, and the right asserted was within reach
of judicia protection under the Fourteenth Amendment, and did not
present a nonjusticiable political question. )

(That in determining whether a question falls within the political
question category, the appropriateness under our system of government
of attributing finality to the action of the political departments and also
the lack of satisfactory criteria for a judicia determination are
dominant considerations. The nonjusticiability of a political question is
primarily a function of the separation of powers.)
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(Prominent on the surface of any case held to involve a political
guestion is found a textually demonstrable constitutional commitment
of the issue to a coordinate political department; or alack of judicially
discoverable and manageable standards for resolving it; or the
impossibility of deciding without an initial policy determination of a
kind clearly for non-judicial discretion; or the impossibility of a court's
undertaking independent resolution without expressing lack of the
respect due coordinate branches of government; or an unusual need for
unquestioning adherence to a political decision already made; or the
potentiality of embarrassment from multifarious pronouncements by
various departments on one question.)

jurisdiction standing justiciability
nonjusticiability political question
republican form of government

Brennen

Tennessee Tennessee
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Tennessee
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Coleman v.
Miller [30 U.S. 433 (1939)]



125

Luther v.
Borden [7 How. 1(1849)]

Daniel Webster

Rhode Island

Rhode Island

Taney

D
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2

Rhode Island

©)

4 (

Taney

Luther

Luther

Tennessee
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Frankfurter ( )
Harlan
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18. Reynoldsv. Sims

377 U.S. 533 (1964)

(The Supreme Court held that the existing and two legidatively
proposed plans for apportionment of seats in the two houses of the
Alabama Legidature are invalid under the Equal Protection Clause in
that the apportionment is not on a population basis.)

apportionment reapportionment equal protection
Warren
O O
Baker v. Carr
Alabama

o O
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Gray v. Sanders 372 U.S.
368 (1963) Wesberry v.Sanders
376 U.S. 1(1964)

Gray

Wesberry
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Lincoln
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19. Powsell v. M cCor mack

395 U.S. 486 (1969)

(Art. I, 8 5, is a most a "textually demonstrable Constitutional
commitment” to Congress to judge only the qualifications expressly set
forth in the Constitution. The "textual commitment” formulation of the

political question doctrine does not bar federal courts from adjudicating
petitioners claims.)

Political Question Doctrine textualy
demonstrable Constitutional Commitment; textual commitment
qualifications of Congress members

Warren

Adam Clayton Powell,
Jr.

New York Harlem
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Baker v. Carr.

Baker v. Carr
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Hamillton

Madison

Madison

Carr

Powell

Baker v.
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20. Goldwater v. Carter
444 U.S. 996 (1979)

(That the basic question presented by the petitioners in this case is
"political" and therefore nonjusticiable because it involves the authority
of the President in the conduct of our country's foreign relations and the
extent to which the Senate or the Congress is authorized to negate the
action of the President.)

political question the ratification of atreaty
the abrogation of atreaty

Rehnquist
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Hughes
O
Coleman
Coleman
Youngstown
Colernan v.
Miller [307 U.S. 433 (1939)]
Kansas
Hughes

Coleman



139

Powell

Brennan

Rehnquist
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21. Davisv. Bandemer
478 U.S. 109 (1986)

(We hold that political gerrymandering cases are properly justiciable
under the Equal Protection Clause. We also conclude, however, that a
threshold showing of discriminatory vote dilution is required for a
prima facie case of an equal protection violation. In this case, the
findings made by the District Court of an adverse effect on the
appellees do not surmount the threshold requirement. Consequently, the
judgment of the District Court isreversed.)

equal protection political gerrymander
political question reverse

White
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Baker

Baker v. Carr

Baker v. Carr

O'Connor
Baker v. Carr

O'Connor
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O'Connor

Baker v. Carr

O'Connor

O'Connor
Burger Rehnquist
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Baker v. Carr
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22. Reed v. Reed, Administrator

404 U.S. 71 (1971)

(Statutory provision giving a mandatory preference for appointment as
administrator to a male applicant over a female applicant otherwise
equally qualified and within the same entitlement class under the
Probate Code, violated the equal protection clause of the Fourteenth

Amendment.)

mandatory perference equal protection
reasonable, not arbitrary rational relationship
probate courts avoiding intrafamily controversy
Burger
(Ada County)
(Richard Lynn (Sally Reed)
Reed) (Cecil Reed)

(Idaho) (Probate Court)
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(Idaho

Probate Code)
(Section 15-312)

(Section 15-314)

(District Court of
the Fourth Judicial District)

(Idaho
Supreme Court)

(mandatory)

(sex)
(different treatment)
(classification)
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(reasonable)
(arbitrary)
(difference) (object of
the legislation)
(a fair and substantial
relation)

(rational relationship)

( )

Craig v. Boren, 429
U.S. 190 (1976)

)

Gerald
Gunther

(rationality review with bite)

(mandatory preference) (rationality review with teeth)
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23. Frontiero et vir v. Richardson,
Secretary of Defense, et al

411 U.S. 677 (1973)

(Statutory classifications based upon sex were inherently suspect and
thus must be subjected to close judicia scrutiny.)

(Under such standard of judicial scrutiny, the challenged statutes were
uncongtitutional as constituting an invidious discrimination against
servicewomen in violation of the due process clause of the Fifth
Amendment, the sole purpose advanced for the statutory discrimination
being mere administrative convenience.)

inherently suspect close/strict judicia scrutiny
/ romantic paternalism

stereotype immutable characteristic

administrative convenience

Brennan
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o o (37 US.C. §88§
401, 403) o

o (10 U.SC. § § 1072,
1076)

(dependent)

(Sharron Frontiero)

(United
States District Court for the Middle
District of Alabama)

(economical)
(conceivably)
()
(inherently
suspect)
Reed v. Reed
Reed v. Reed

(classification)
404
U.S. at 75.
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(patently arbitrary)

(legitimate governmental
interest) (rational
relationship)

(statutory preference)

(rational-basis)

(romantic paternalism)

Bradwell v. State, 16 Wall. 130, 141
(1873) (Bradley, J., Concurring)
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(Equal Rights Amendment)

(immutable characteristic)

(inherently
invidious)
Weber v.
Aetna Casualty & Surety Co., 406
U.S. 164, 175 (1972)
(nonsuspect
statuses)(
)
(suspect criteria)
()
@) @)
(Civil Rights Act) o o
(Title VII)

(Equal Pay Act)
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(dissimilar treatment) Reed v. Reed,
404 U.S. at 77 Sanley v. lllinois, 405 U.S. 645, 656
(1972)

(administrative convenience)

Powell
Burger Blackman

Brennan
Brennan
(affidavits)
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classification)

V.

Reed

(suspect
Reed
Reed
Stewart
Rehnquist
Powell

Powell
Reed
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24.Corning GlassWorksv. Brennan
417 U.S. 188 (1974)

(The employer violated the Equal Pay Act by paying mae night
inspection workers at higher base wage than female day inspection
employees; "working conditions" within the Act encompassed not time
of day worked; the employer did not sustain its burden of proof that the
higher base wage for all-male night inspection work was in fact
intended to serve as added compensation for night work, and thus was
based on a "factor other than sex"; the employer did not cure its
violation by permitting women to work as night shift inspectors; the
violation could not have been cured except by the equalization of base
pay wages of female day inspection workers with the higher rate paid
the night inspectors.)

sex discrimination the Equal Pay Act of 1963
job evaluation system working conditions
factor other than sex equal wages

for equal work

Marshall
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job
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25. U.S. v. Virginia

518 U.S. 515 (1996)

(It is held that (1) Commonwedth failed to show exceedingly
persuasive justification for excluding women from citizen-soldier
program offered at Virginia Military College in violation of equal
protection; (2)remedial Plan offered by Commonweadth to create
separate program for woman at another college did not afford both
gender benefits comparable in substance to survive equal protection
evaluation; and (3) use of substantive comparability inquiry to review
remedial plan was plain error.)

Virginia Military Institute citizen-soldier program
/ remedial plan equal protection clause
deferential analysis heightened scrutiny

Ginsburg
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VMI
VMI
VMI

VWIL

VMI

NCAA

8 VMI
VMI
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VWIL
VMI
VMI
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VMI
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VMI
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26. Orr v. Orr

440 U.S. 268 (1979)

(The Alabama Statutory Scheme of imposing alimony obligations on
husbands but not wives violates the Equal Protection Clause of the
Fourteenth Amendment.)

alimony jurisdiction writ of certiorari
standing due process clause just
compensation police power equal protection clause
Brennan
Orr Lee

Orr
William Orr  Lillian Orr

Orr
Orr

Orr
Orr
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Blackmun Stevens

Rehnquist

Rehnquist Powell
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27. Romer v. Evans
517 U.S. 620 (1996)

(Equal Protection Clause was violated by amendment to Colorado
Constitution that prohibited all legislative, executive, or judicial action
a any level of state or local government designed to protect
homosexual persons from discrimination.)

Amendment to Constitution permanent injunction
preliminary injunction homosexuals
writ of certiorari

Kennedy

Aspen Boulder  Denver
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Scalia
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Bower v. Hardwick

Evans
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28.M cDonnell Douglas Cor poration

V. Green
411 U.S. 792 (1973)

(The Supreme Court held that the Civil Rights Act of 1964 did not
restrict a complainant's right to sue to those charges as to which the
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission has made findings of
Reasonable cause, and further held that where employer sought
Mechanics, complainant's trade, and continued to do so after
Complainant's rejection and employer did not dispute complainant's
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qualifications, complainant proved primafacie case under Title VII and
Furthermore, employer, which assigned complainant's participation in
unlawful conduct against it as cause for his rejection, discharged its
burden of proof to articulate legitimate, nondiscriminatory reason for
complainant's rejection, but on remand complainant had to be afforded
afair opportunity to show that employer's stated reason for complainant's
rejection was in fact pretextual.)

racial discrimination Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964
re-employment prima facie
case of racial discrimination proof of pretext
Remand
Powell
McDonnell Douglas Congress on Racial
Corp. Equality

Missouri St. Louis
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Griggs V.
Duke Power Co. Griggs

Griggs Griggs
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29. TransWorld Airlines, Inc.

V. Thurston
469 U.S. 111 (1985)

1)
(2 (3)
4

(The Supreme Court held that: (1) the airline's transfer policy
discriminated against disqualified captains on basis of age; (2) age was
not a "bona fide occupational qualification™; (3) the discriminatory
transfer policy was not part of a"bona fide seniority system"”; and (4) to
say that violation of Age Discrimination in Employment Act is
"willful" if employer either knew or showed reckless disregard for
matter of whether its conduct was prohibited by the ADEA was
acceptable way to articulate definition of "willful”, but where employer
certainly did not know that its conduct violated the Act nor could it be
said that employer adopted transfer policy in "reckless disregard” of
requirements of the Act, but, rather, record made clear that employer's




185

officers acted reasonably and in good faith in attempting to determine
whether their plan would violate Act, conduct was not "willful” and
respondents were not entitled to double damages.)

age discrimination the Age Discrimination in Employment
Act bona fide occupational qualification
bona fide seniority system compulsory
retirement prima facie case of age discrimination
privilege of employment double damages
Powell
Trans World Airlines bona fide seniority system
Inc. ( TWA)
the Age Discrimination in
captain Employment Act the
ADEA
first officer the ADEA
flight
engineer TWA
TWA
the Air Line TWA
Pilots Association the

ALPA
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disregard
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30. Roev. Wade

410 U.S. 113 (1973)

(This right of privacy ....... is broad enough to encompass a woman's
decision whether or not to terminate her pregnancy. The detriment that
the State would impose upon the pregnant woman by denying this
choice altogether is apparent.)

(Appellant argues that the woman's right is absolute and that she is
entitled to terminate her pregnancy at whatever time, in whatever way,
and for whatever reason she alone chooses. With this we do not agree.
The Court's decisions recognizing a right of privacy also acknowledge
that some state regulation in areas protected by that right is

appropriate.)

(Where certain "fundamenta rights' are involved, the Court has held
that regulation limiting these rights may be justified only by a
"compelling state interest,” and that legisative enactments must be
narrowly drawn to express only the legitimate state interests at stake.)
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(The State does have an important and |egitimate interest in preserving
and protecting the health of the pregnant woman [and] that it has still
another important and legitimate interest in protecting the potentiality
of human life. These interests are separate and distinct. Each grows in
substantiality as the woman approaches term and, at a point during
pregnancy, each becomes "compelling.”)

(With respect to the interest in the health of the mother, the
"compelling” point ...... is at approximately the end of the first
trimester ...... a State may regulate the abortion procedure to the extent
that the regulation reasonably relates to the preservation and protection
of maternal health. Examples of permissible state regulation in this area
are requirements as to the qualifications of the person who is to
perform the abortion; as to the facility in which the procedure is to be
performed; and the like.

(With respect to the interest in potential life, the "compelling” point is
at viability ...... If the State is interested in protecting fetal life during
that period, it may go so far as to proscribe abortion during that period,
except when it is necessary to preserve the life or health of the mother.)
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abortion terminate the pregnancy potential life

viability
Due Process of Law Clause

trimester framework

Penal Code

Norma McCorvey

Jane Roe

Wade

Roe

injunction

Blackmun
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Stanley v. Georgia
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penumbra Griswold

Goldberg

Meyer v. Nebraska

fundamental

Loving v. Virginia
Skinner
Eisenstadt
Prince v. Massachusetts 321 U.S.
158 1994
Pierce Meyer

person

fundamental rights

compelling state interest

personhood
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careful scrutiny
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31. Planned Parenthood of
Southeastern v. Casey

505 U.S. 833 (1992)

Roe

The basic decision in Roe was based on a constitutional analysis
which we cannot now repudiate.The woman's liberty is not so
unlimited, however, that from the outset the State cannot show its
concern for the life of the unborn, and at a later point in feta
development the State's interest in life has sufficient force so that the
right of the woman to terminate the pregnancy can be restricted. [We]
conclude the line should be drawn at viability, so that before that time
the woman has a right to choose to terminate her pregnancy.
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What is at stake is the woman's right to make the ultimate decision,
not a right to be insulated from all others in doing so. Regulations
which do no more than create a structural mechanism by which the
State, or the parent or guardian of a minor, may express profound
respect for the life of the unborn are permitted, if they are not a
substantial obstacle to the woman's exercise of the right to choose.
Unless it has that effect on her right of choice, a state measure
designed to persuade her to choose childbirth over abortion will be
upheld if reasonably related to that goal. Regulations designed to
foster the health of a woman seeking an abortion are valid if they do
not constitute an undue burden.

3. Roe v. Wade

To protect the central right recognized by Roe v. Wade while at the
same time accommodating the State's profound interest in potentia life,
we will employ the undue burden analysis An undue burden
exists, and therefore a provision of law is invalid, if its purpose or
effect is to place a substantial obstacle in the path of a woman seeking
an abortion before the fetus attains viability.

4. Roe v. Wade

Our adoption of the undue burden anaysis does not disturb the
central holding of Roe v. Wade, and we reaffirm that holding.
Regardless of whether xceptions are made for particular circumstances,
a State may not prohibit any woman from making the ultimate decision
to terminate her pregnancy before viability.
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As with any medical procedure, the State may enact regulations to
further the health or safety of a woman seeking an abortion.
Unnecessary health regulations that have the purpose or effect of
presenting a substantial obstacle to a woman seeking an abortion
impose an undue burden on the right.

Roe v. Wade

We reject the rigid trimester framework of Roe v. Wade. To promote
the State's profound interest in potential life, throughout pregnancy the
State may take measures to ensure that the woman's choice is informed,
and measures designed to advance this interest will not be invalidated
as long as their purpose is to persuade the woman to choose childbirth
over abortion. These measures must not be an undue burden on the
right.

abortion right right to terminate the pregnancy

potential life viability trimester
framework Due Process of Law Clause

"undue burden" test stare decisis

( O'Connor, Kennedy, Souter )
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Griswold v. Connocticut Eisenstadt v.
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1 Roe
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Transit Authority 469, U.S. 528
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Grisword v.
Connecticut, 381 U.S. 479(1965)
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Roe

Roe Sui
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Roe

Roe

Arnold v. Board of
Education of Escambia County, Ala.,,
880 F.2d. 305, 311 (CA 11 1989)
Roe

Avery v. County of Burke, 660
F.2d. 111, 115 (CA 4 1981)

Quinlan, 70 N.J. 10,
335 A.2d. 647, cert. denied sub
nom Garger v. New Jersey, 429 U.S.

922(1976) Roe
4, Roe
Roe

the scheme of time limits
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32. Meritor Savings Bank v. Vinson

477 U.S. 57 1986

(Clam of hostile environment sexual harassment is a form of sex
discrimination actionable under Title VII employment discrimination
statute. Employee's allegations were sufficient to state claim for hostile
environment sexual harassment. District court's erroneous belief that
sexual harassment claim will not lie absent economic effect on
employee required remand.)

(Correct inquiry on issue of sexual harassment was whether sexual
advances were unwelcome, not whether employee's participation in
them was voluntary. Evidence of employee's sexually provocative
speech and dress was not per se inadmissible.)

sexua harassment sexua harassment in the workplace
hostile environment sexual harassment
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sex discrimination employment discrimination
Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964
grievance procedure employer liability
Rehnquist

(Mechelle Vinson)

(Sidney Taylor)

(grievance procedures)
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Vinson v. Taylor

(a state of mind)

(requirement)
(vicarious liability)

(en banc)

(characterize)

(accountability)

(remand)
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(Chief Justice Rehnquist)

(psychological
harassment)

(defense)

(per se inadmissible)

(cause of action)
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(agency law)

Mar shall

(economic
power)

(dereliction)

Stevens

(statutory construction)
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33. Harrisv. Forklift Systems, Inc.

510 U.S.17 1993

(To be actionable under Title VII as "abusive work environment”
harassment, the conduct need not seriously affect an employee's
psychologica well-being or lead the employee to suffer injury.)

2. Meritor

(The Meritor standard requires an objectively hostile or abusive
environment as well as the victim's subjective perception that the
environment is abusive.

(Whether an environment is sufficiently hostile or abusive to be
actionable requires consideration of all the circumstances, not any one
factor.)

hostile environment sexual harassment sex
discrimination in employment Title VII of the Civil
Rights of 1964 Equal Employment
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Opportunity Commission: EEOC reasonable
person reasonable victims employer liability
agency law
O'connor
(Teresa (magistrate)
Harris)

(Charles Hardy)

(certiorari)
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(exact science)

(threshold)
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(negligence)

Meritor
(working conditions)

Scalia Ginsburg
Meritor

(opposite sex)
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34. Oncalev. Sundowner Offshore

Services, Inc.
523 U.S. 118 1998

(When the workplace is permeated with discriminatory intimidation,
ridicule, and insult that is sufficiently severe or pervasive to ater the
conditions of the victim's employment and create an abusive working
environment, Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 is violated. Title
VII's prohibition of discrimination "because of ...sex" protects men as
well aswomen.)

(Sex discrimination consisting of same-sex sexual harassment is
actionable under Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964.)

sexual harassment sex discrimination disparate
treatment racia discrimination civility code

employment discrimination hostile or abusive
work environment employer liability
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Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964

Scalia

(Joseph Oncale)

(summary
judgment) Meritor

(horseplay)
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Newsport News
Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Co. w.
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(discrimination because of sex)
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(all the circumtances)
(sex-specific)
(social
impact)
(general hostility)

(asexuality)
(androgyny)

Meritor Harris Thomas
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35. Faragher v. City of Boca Raton

524 U.S. 775, 118 S. Ct. 2275 (1998)

(Employer is subject to vicarious liability under Title VII to a
victimized employee for actionable discrimination caused by a
supervisor, but employer may raise an affirmative defense that 1ooks to
the reasonableness of employer's conduct in seeking to prevent and
correct harassing conduct and to the reasonableness of employee's
conduct in seeking to avoid harm.)

2. Boca Roton

(City was vicarioudy liable to lifeguard in view of its falure to
exercise reasonable care to prevent harassing behavior.)

sexual harassment in the workplace sex
discrimination in employment supervisory sexual
harassment affirmative defense
employer liability automatic liability
vicarious liability reasonable care

Souter
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(Beth Ann Faragher)

o

(constructive knowledge)
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(extreme)

Meritor Harris

(substantive contours)

(wayward conduct)

( )
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()

(co-worker)
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(mechanism)

(remedial apparatus)

(tangible employment action)

(c)

(a

preponderance of the evidence)

Thomas Scalia

(@

(b) (adverse employment consegquences)
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36. Burlington Industries,

Inc. v. Ellerth
524 U.S. 742, 118 S.Ct. 2257 (1998)

(Employer is subject to vicarious liability for an actionable hostile
environment created by a supervisor with immediate or successively
higher authority over employee.)

(In those cases in which employee has suffered no tangible job
consequences as result of supervisor's actions, employer may raise an
affirmative defense to liability or damages.)

(Affirmative defense require employer to show that it exercised
reasonable care to prevent and correct promptly any sexually harassing
behavior and that employee unreasonably failed to take advantage of
any preventive or corrective opportunities provided or to avoid harm
otherwise.)

sexual harassment in the workplace sex
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discrimination in employment supervisory sexual
harassment quid pro quo sexual harassment
hostile environment sexual harassment
affirmative defense employer liability
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Kennedy

(Kimberly Ellerth)

Jansen v. Packaging
Corporation of America

(per curiam opinion)
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(Justice Kennedy)
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37. Cruzan v. Director, Missouri
Department of Health

497 U.S. 261 (1990)

(The choice between life and death is a deeply persona decision of
obvious and overwhelming finality. The Due Process Clause protects
an interest in life as well as an interest in refusing life-sustaining
medical treatment. Not all incompetent patients will have loved ones
available to serve as surrogate decisionmakers. And even where family
members are present, "[t]here will, of course, be some unfortunate
situations in which family members will not act to protect a patient." A
State is entitled to guard against potential abusesin such situations.)

(A State may apply a clear and convincing evidence standard in
proceedings where a guardian seeks to discontinue nutrition and
hydration of a person diagnosed to be in a persistent vegetative state.)

Due Process clear and convincing evidence

informed consent Equal

Protection Clause

( Rehnquist
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(informed consent)

(the Missouri Living Will Statute)



251

(aright to die)

Parham v. JR.,442 U.S. 584
(1979) Youngberg v. Romeo, 457
U.S. 307 (1982) Parham
(Jacobson v. Massachusetts, 197 U.S.
11, 24-30 (1905))

Youngberg
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Bowers v. Hardwick, 478
U.S. 186, 192 (1982).

Blackburn v. State, 23
Ohio St. 146, 163 (1873).

People v.
Roberts, 211 Mich. 187, 198 N.W.
690, 693 (1920).



255

(Justice Brennan)
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Protection Clause)

Brennan
M ar shall Blackmun

Skinner v. Oklahoma ex rel.

Williamson, 316 U.S. 535, 541

(1942).

Bowers v. Hardwick.

(Equd
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Stevens
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38. Slaughter-House Cases
Butcher's Benev. Assn v.

Crescent City Live-Stock Landing

and Slaughter-House Co.
83U.S. 16Wwall. 36 1873

(The Constitution does not control the power of the state governments
over the rights of their own citizens except to require that a state grant
equal rights to its own citizens and citizens of other states within its
jurisdiction.)

Involuntary servitude Privileges and immunities
Equal protection of the law Due process
of law Citizenship

Miller
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Corfield v. Coryell
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Crandall v. Nevada,73 U.S. 6
Wall 35 1867
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Field
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Bradley
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39. Lochner v. New York
198 U.S. 45 1905

(The general right to contract in business is clearly part of the
individual liberty protected by the fourteenth amendment. However,
the right to hold both property and liberty are subject to such
reasonable conditions as may be imposed by a government pursuant to
its police powers.)

Liberty to contract Due process of law
Police powers

( Peckham )
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Holden v. Hardy
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Harlan White
Day
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Holmes
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40. Nebbia v. New York

291 U.S. 502 1934

(Aslong as the Court finds the law to have a reasonable relationship to
a proper legislative purpose, to be neither arbitrary nor discriminatory,
and to have means chosen which are reasonably related to the ends
sought, due processis not offended.)

Due process of law Reasonable relationship
Irrational, arbitrary or capricious Price
control General welfare

( Roberts )
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McReynolds



273

41. Board of Regentsv. Roth

408 U.S. 564 1972

(Liberty and property interests protected by the fourteenth amendment
are broadly construed, but not infinite. Property interests are not
created by the United States Constitution but by independent sources,
such as state law, which also define their dimensions.)

Liberty and property interests Procedural due process
Evidentia hearing Welfare recipient

( Stewart )




274




275

Goldberg v. Kelly

Mar shall
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42. Allied Structural Steel Co. v.

Spannaus
438 U.S. 234 (1978)

(Despite the customary deference courts give to state laws directed to
social and economic problems, legidation adjusting the rights and
responsibilities of contracting parties must be upon reasonable
conditions and of a character appropriate to the public purpose
justifying its adoption.)

2. (

)

(The Application of the Minnesotas Private Pension Benefits
Protection Act to appellant violates the Contract Clause of the
Constitution, which provides that " no State shall...pass any ...Law
impairing the Obligation of Contracts.")

pension Private Pension Benefits Protection Act
contract clause contractual obligation
contractual relationship sovereign power
private contract public welfare public intrest

Stewart
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(Private
Pension Benefits Protection Act)

(
(Allied Structural Steel Co.

)

(Internal
Revenue Code ) o

(Private Pension Benefits Protection
Act)
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Home Building & Loan Assn.
V. Blaisdell

Blaisdell

W.B. Worthen Co. V. Thomas
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W.B. Worthen Co. V.

Kavanaugh
Justice
Cardozo
Treigle V. Acme
Homestead Assn.

United Sates Trust Co. V. New
Jersey
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Blaisdell

Brennan
White Marshall
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43. United Statesv. Causby

328 U.S. 256 (1946)

(A Servitude has been imposed upon the land for which respondents are
entitled to compensation under the Fifth Amendment.)

2.
()
(Since there was a taking of private property for public use, the claim
was "founded upon the Constitution," within the meaning of § 145(1)
of the Judicial Code, and the Court of Claims had jurisdiction to hear
and determineiit.)
taking compensation torts private property
easement or servititude flight altitude
navigable airspace Fifth Amendment
landowner

Douglas )
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283

Richards v.
Washington Terminal Co.
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Black
Burton
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44. Village of Belle Terrev. Boraas

416 U.S. 1 (1974)

(Economic and social legislation with respect to which alegislature has
drawn lines in the exercise of its discretion will be upheld if it is
reasonable , not arbitrary, and bears a rationa relationship to a
permissible state objective.)

exercise of legidative discretion land use
lease zoning due process
clause just compensation police power

equal protection clause

Douglas

(Belle Terre)
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(Dick-
mans)

(Michael
Truman)
(Bruce Boraas)
(Anne Parish)

(Stony Brook)

(Local zoning regulations)

Euclid v. Ambler Realty

Village of
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Berman
v. Parker
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45. Cleveland Board of

Education v. L ouder mill
470 U.S. 532, 1985

(The essential requirements of due process, and all that respondents
seek or the Court of Appeal required, are notice and an opportunity to
respond. The opportunity to present reasons, either in person or in
writing, why proposed action should not be taken is a fundamental due
process requirement. The tenured public employee is entitled to oral
or written notice of the charges against him, an explanation of
employer's evidence, and an opportunity to present his side of story.
To require more than this prior to termination would intrude to an
unwarranted extent on the government's interest in quickly removing an
unsatisfactory employee.

due process of law clause hearing civil servant
judicia review administrative apped
interest at stake discretion Cross petition

( White )
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Loudermill

Ohio

Loudermill

Loudermill

Loudermill

James

Cleveland Civil Service

Commission
referee
Loudermill
Loudermill
Loudermill
Loudermill
Loudermill
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Arnett v. Kennedy, 416 U.S. 134
(1974)  Arnett

take the bitter with the
sweet " " some
Arnett kind of hearing "

Arnett
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Barry v. Barchi, 443 U.S. 55, 65
(2979) "’

Goldberg v. Kelly

Loudermill
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L oudermill

Rehnquist

Mar shall

Roth

Goldberg Mathew v.
Eldridge

Ewing v. Mytinger &Casselberry,

Inc., 339 U.S. 594, 70 S.Ct. 870, 94

L.Ed. 1088 1950 ; North American

Cold Storage Co. v. Chicago, 211

U.S. 306, 29 S.Ct. 101,53 L.Ed. 195
1908
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46. Nixon v. Administrator of

General Service
433 U.S. 425, 1977

(The Bill of Attainder clause surely was not intended to serve as a
variant of the equal protection doctrine, invalidating every Act of
congress or the states that legislatively burdens some persons or groups
but not al other plausible individuals. In short, while the Bill of
Attainder Clause serves as an important "bulwark against tyranny,” it
does not do so by limiting congress to the choice of legidating for the
universe, or legidating only benefits, or not legislating at all.)

Bill of Attainder Clause egual protection doctrine
legislative punishment congressional intent
aternative conflict-of-interest

imminent danger functional test lawmaker

( Brennan )
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Lovett; Ex parte Garland; Cumming

v. Missouri
Brown
the Presidential Recordings
and Materials Preservation Act
2
Bill of
Attainder Clause
1
misconduct
Nixon-Sampson
United "

States v. Brown; United States v.
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United
3 States v. Lovett
United States v. Brown

just compensation

functional test

Cummings v. Missouri Nixon-Sampson
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Hruska

Nixon-Sampson

States v. Lovett

United States v. Lovett

Nixon-Sampson

K 137

Ervin

United
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United Statesv.
Nixon

Stevens

3 Brown
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47. Home Building & Loan

Association v. Blaisdéell
290 U.S. 398 (1934)

(Whatever is reserved of state power must be consistent with the fair
intent of the congtitutional limitation of that power. The reserved
power cannot be construed so as to destroy the limitation, nor is the
limitation to be construed to destroy the reserved power in its essential
aspect. They must construed in harmony with each other. This
principle precludes a construction which would permit the state to
adopt as its policy the repudiation of debts or the destruction of
contracts or the denial of means to enforce them. But it does not
follow that conditions may not arise in which a temporary restraint of
enforcement may be consistent with the spirit and purpose of
constitutional provision and thus be found to be within the range of the
reserved power of the State to protect the vital interest of the
community.

impairment of contract emergency remedy
redeem obligation of contract vital interest
sovereign power public moral

( Hughes )
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Mortgage Moratorium Law

Blaisdell “
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White
Greenhow, 107 U.S. 769

Sturges v.
Crowninshield, 4 Wheat, 122, 197

Antoni

”

Sturges v.
Crowninshield

Penniman's Case, 103
Uus. 714

Charles
River Bridge v. Warren Bridge, 11
Pet. 420
West River Bridge
v. Dix, 6 How. 507

Stone v.
Mississippi, 101 U.S. 814, 819
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Marshall

McCulloch .

Maryland

1.
2.
3.
4,
5.
Sutherland J.
Van Devanter
McReynold  Butler JJ.



302

48. Near v. State of Minnesota
283 U.S. 697 (1931)

(Liberty of press and of speech is within "liberty" safeguarded by due
process clause. Liberty of speech and of pressis not absolute right, and
state may punish abuse thereof.)

(Limits of sovereign power of state to enact laws to promote health,
safety, morals, and general welfare must be determined with
appropriate regard to particular subject of its exercise.)

(Supreme Court, in passing on constitutional questions, regards
substance, and statute attacked must be tested by operation and effect.)

(Chief purpose of constitutional protection of liberty of press is to
prevent previous restraints upon publication.)

(That statute authorizing suppression by injunction of defamatory
newspaper is intended to prevent circulation of scandal disturbing
public peace does not prevent application of constitutional guaranty
against previous restraints on publication.)
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public nuisance abatement due process clause
injunction liberty of press
liberty of speech previous restraint
Hughes
(the
( ) truth was published with good

motives and for justifiable ends)
(chapter 285 of the Session Laws of
Minnesota for the year 1925)

Public nuisance)

a)
() (malicious)
(scandal ous) (defamatory) (temporary injunction)

() (demurrer) (answer)
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Near)
(Minneapolis)
(Saturday Press)

(M.

(any publication, known by
any other name  whatsoever
containing malicious, scandalous and
defamatory matter...... )

(constitutionality)
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(Near)

(went too
far)

(it saw no reason
for defendants to construe the
judgment as restraining them from
operating a newspaper in harmony
with public welfare, to which all
must yield)

(right to a fair
return)
(the
essence of ownership)
(liberty of contract)

(historic
conception of the liberty of the press)

(substance)
(mere matters of form)
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(an
existing business)
(involves more than
libel)

(injunction)

(falsity)

(malicious)

(malice
in fact)

(truth)

%
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(efficient repression or suppression
of the evil of scandal)

(suppression)

(the judgment was too
broad)

(indicated "any desire to conduct
their business in the usual and
|egitimate manner)
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(Madison)

Patterson v.
Colorado

Blackstone Blackstone
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Schenck v. U.S.

(Common-Law)

Parker Commonwealth v.
Blanding



310

(Continental Congress)
(Inhabitants of Quebec)
(the "five great
rights")

(Sedition Acts)
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(business)
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Patterson v. Colorado

New Yorker Stoats-Zeitung v. Nolan

(

)

Butler

Butler
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(regularly)

(customarily)

(Justice Story)

Blackstone
Butler
Blackstone
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49. Freedman v. State of Maryland

380 U.S. 51 (1965)

(Prior restraint is not necessarily unconstitutional under all cir-
cumstances.)

(One has standing to challenge statute, on ground that it delegates overly
broad licensing discretion to administrative office in area of freedom of
expression, whether or not challenger's conduct could be proscribed by
properly drawn statute and whether or not he has applied for license.)

(Standing of one who might have had license for asking to call into
question whole scheme of licensing when he is prosecuted for failure to
procure license is recognized because of danger of tolerating, in area of
First Amendment freedoms, existence of penal statutes susceptible of
sweeping and improper application.)

prior restraint freedom of expression
unprotected expression adversary proceeding
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prompt judicia review

make that challenge

standing to
discouraging effect, chilling effect

A (Md. Ann. Code,
1957, Art. 66A)

(Maryland State Board of Censors)

(Ronald
Freedman)
(Revenge at Daybreak)

(Criminal Court of

Brennan )

Baltimore)

(Court of
Appeals)

(freedom of expression)

Times Film Corp. v. City of Chicago,
365 U.S. 43
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(whether a prior restraint was
necessarily unconstitutional under all
circumstances)

(complete and
absolute freedom to exhibit, at least
once, any and every kind of motion
picture, ...... even if this film contains
the basest type of pornography, or
incitement to riot, or forceful over-
throw of orderly government.)

(817)

(819)

(judicial participa-
tion)

(United Artists
Corp. v. Maryland State Board of
Censors)
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(lack standing)

(any system of
prior restraints of expression comes
to this court bearing a heavy presum-
ption against its constitutional validity.)

(standing)
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(noncriminal process)

(constitutional

infirmity)

(unprotected expression)
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(injunctive procedure)

Douglas  Black

(temporary injunction)

(absolute)
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50. Snepp v. United States

444 U.S. 507 (1980)

(CIA agent's agreement to submit any proposed publication for prior
review by CIA was an entirely appropriate exercise of CIA Director's
statutory mandate to protect intelligence sources and methods from
unauthorized disclosure. National Security Act of 1947, § 102(d)(3),
50 U.SC.A. § 403(d)(3); U.S.CAA. Const. Amend. 1. Even in the
absence of an express agreement, CIA is authorized to act to protect
substantial government interests by imposing reasonable restrictions on
employee activity that in other contexts might be protected by the First
Amendment.)

classified information fiduciary obligation
constructive trust actual damages prior
restraint nomina damages punitive damages

( Brennan )
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(Frank W. Snepp)

(tortious conduct)
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(trust relationship)

(any information)

(Turner)
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(unquantifiable)

(Colby)

(equitable and
effective means)

Stevens (
) Brennan M ar shall
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(equity court)
@
@
@
®
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(equitable relief)

(misrepresentation) (deceive)
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51. Chandler v. Florida

449 U.S. 560 (1981)

(Consistent with constitutional guarantees, a state could provide for
radio, television and still photographic coverage of a criminal trial for
public broadcast, notwithstanding the objection of the defendants.)

public broadcast of a tria broadcast coverage of
criminal trias fair tria integrity of the
judicial process due process
Burger
A
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John
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Sion

Estes

Estes v.
Texas, 381 U.S. 532 (1965)

Estes

Estes
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14
Estes
Estes

Estes

Estes

Estes

Estes
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Estes
Estes

Estes v. Texas Estes  Sheppard v. Maxwell
384 U.S. 333 (1996)
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52. Posadas De Puerto Rico
Associatesv. Tourism Co. of

Puerto Rico
478 U.S. 328 (1986)

(Puerto Rico statute and regulations redtricting advertisng of casino
gambling aimed at residents of Puerto Rico do not facidly violate the Firgt
amendment, consdering that Puerto Rico's interest in restricting
advertisement to reduce demand for casno gambling by residents
condtitutes a "substantia" governmenta interest, that the restrictions on
such advertisng "directly advance" the Commonwealth's asserted interest.)

advertising of casino gambling Commercial Speech
First Amendment equal protection
due process

Rehnquist
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Central Hudson

Central Hudson

Central Hudson
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Carey V.
(picas) Population Services Int'l 431,U.S.
678 (1997) Bigelow v. Virginia,
421 U.S. 809 (1975)
Carey

Bigelow

Carey Bigelow
Central Hudson

Central
Hudson
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Carey
Begelow

Brennan
M ar shall Blackmun
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Stevens
M ar shall Blackmun



338

53. Dun & Bradstreet, Inc. v.

Greenmoss BuildersInc.
472 U.S. 749 (1985)

(The false statements in the credit report did not involve matters of
public concern which would require showing of actual malice for
recovery of presumed and punitive damages.

credit report presumed damages
punitive damages defamation cases
actual malice matters of public concern

Powell

Dun & Bradstreet
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Gertz v. Robert Welch, Inc.,
418 U.S. 323 (1974)

Gertz

Dun & Bradstreet
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Gertz v.
Robert Welch, Inc.
Gertz
New York Times Law
Gertz
Gertz
Gertz Gertz

Gertz

Gertz

Common
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Burger
Gertz
White
Gertz
White New York Times v.
Sullivan New York

Times

New

York Times White

White
New York
Times
New York Times

Gertz

Gertz
New York Times

New York Times

New York Times
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Gertz
Powell
Powell
Gertz
Gertz
Powell Gertz
Powell

Brennan

Gertz

Gertz

New York Times

Gertz
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Harlan
Rosenbloom
Brennan
Marshall, Blackman  Stevens
Gertz
Harlan Gertz
New
York Times v. Sullivan Gertz

Rosenbloom .
Metromedia, Inc., 403 U.S. 29 (1971) Powell White
Gertz v. Robert Welch, Inc.

Gertz

Gertz

New York

Times v. Sullivan
White
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Powell

Powell

Powell

Gertz

Gertz

Dun & Bradstreet
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54. United Statesv. O'Brien*

391 U.S. 367 (1968)

O'Brien

(That a government regulation is sufficiently justified if it is within the
constitutional power of the Government; if it furthers an important or
substantial governmental interest; if the governmental interest is
unrelated to the suppression of free expression; and if the incidental
restriction on alleged First Amendment freedoms is no greater than is
essential to the furtherance of that interest. We find that the 1965
Amendmentto § 12 b 3  of the Universal Military Training and
Service Act meets all of these requirements, and consequently that
O'Brien can be constitutionally convicted for violating it.

abridge free speech freedom of expression
First Amendment nonpossession regulation
symbolic speech Universal Military

Training and Service Act

Warren

* certiorari 232 233
O'Brien v. United States
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David Paul O'Brien

Selective Service
registration certificates
FBI

O'Brien
FBI O'Brien

O'Brien FBI

O'Brien

O'Brien
50
U.S.C.App.§462 b §462 b
Universal Military Training
and Service Act §462
b 3 § 462(b)

O'Brien

forges alters

knowingly destroys

knowingly mutilates

changes
O'Brien
registrant
50 U.S.C.App.
8462 b 6

directed at public ,as distinguished
from private ,destruction
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O'Brien 50 U.S.C.App. §
462(b) 6
§462(b) 6
O'Brien

The Government petitioned
for certiorari in No. 232

O'Brien

Ccross-petitioned

O'Brien

O'Brien

local draft board
Selective Service

number
registration
certificate = SSS Form No. 2
induction
as soon as
practicable

a Notice of Classification SSS
Form No0.110

reclassify

classi-
fication certificate
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abuse

1 transfer
2

any notation validly
inscribed thereon 4

5
Selective
Service System
12 b 6
knowing
violation
felony
12 b 3
knowingly destroy
knowingly

mutilate

O'Brien 12
b 3
expressive
O'Brien
suppress

freedom of speech

O'Brien

communication of ideas
by conduct
demonstration
against the war and against the draft
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speech
O'Brien
eligibility classification
nonspeech
O'Brien
their registration
compelling substantial convenience or
subordinating taste
paramount cogent
strong retain
O'Brien
O'Brien

voluntarily displaying
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receipt

mix-up

deprive

clearly valid
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§12 b

continuing availability

O'Brien
noncommunicative
aspect

O'Brien

noncommunicative
impact

Stromberg v.
California, 283 U.S. 359 (1931)
struck down
§462 b
means
O'Brien
O'Brien
1
O'Brien
O'Brien
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strike down

McCray v. United States, 195
U.S. 27,56 1904

Brandies Arizona V.
California, 23 U.S. 423,455 1931

inquiry

O'Brien
Grosjean v. American Press
Co., 297 U.S.233 1936 Gomilion
v. Lightfoot, 364 U.S. 339 1960

Grosjean

freedom of the press

Gomilion

inevitable effect

O'Brien

Mar shall

§12 b

3

§12 b

3
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imprisonment  H. R. 10306

imprisonment

mi streatment

H.R.10306

§12 b 3
H.R.Rep. No. 747, 89" Cong.,
1% Sess. 1965
any notation duly and validly
inscribed thereon Harlan
Douglas
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55. Clark v. Community for

Creative Nonviolence
468 U.S. 288 (1984)

)

(Assuming that overnight dleeping in connection with the
demonstration is expressive conduct protected to some extent by the
First Amendment, the regulation forbidding Sleeping meets the
requirements for a reasonable time, place, or manner restriction of
expression, whether oral, written, or symbolized by conduct.)

(There is a substantial government interest, unrelated to suppression of
expression, in conserving park property that is served by the
proscription of sleeping.)

expressive conduct the First Amendment
areasonable time, place, or manner restriction of expression
substantial government
interest

( White )
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Community for Creative
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United Sates v. O'Brien, 391
U.S.367 1968
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536, 578 1965

United Stated v.
O'Brien

Burger

Cox v. Louisiana 379 U.S.
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Mar shall Brennan

See, eg.Tinker v. Des Moines
School Dist.,393 U.S. 503 1969

Brown v. Louisiana,383 U.S. 131
1966

Stormberg v. California,
283 U.S. 359 1931

Spence V.
Washington, 418 U.S. 405 1974
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See, eg,
Wisconsin v. Yoder, 406 U.S. 205,
215-216 1972

Welsh v.
United States, 398 U.S. 333, 343-344
1970
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Spence
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56. United Statesv. Eichman

496 U.S. 310 (1990)

(Flag-burning as a mode of expression enjoys the full protection of the
First Amendment.

freedom of expression expressive conduct
The Flag Protection Act First
Amendment
( Brennan )
89-1433

The Flag Protection Act
of 1989

89-1434 Texas v.Johnson 491
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U.S 397 1989

18 U.S.C. §700

Term Johnson

desecration
venerated objects

Johnson

United States v.

O'Brien

supression of free expression

O'Brien

Johnson

@(1)

(2)

disposal
(b)
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18 U.S.C.§700

expressive conduct
Johnson _

fighting words national ideals

physical
manifestation

Johnson

physical integrity

communicative impact

§ 700(8)(2)
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Johnson

Johnson
prescribe what shall
be orthodox
Johnson Terminiello v. Chicago
Cohen .
California
Hustler Magazine, Inc. v.
Falwell
Johnson

Johnson

national consensus
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Texas v. Johnson
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A

Allen v. Wright 92
Allied Structural Steel Co. v. Spannaus 276
B

Baker v. Carr 121
Barrows v. Jackson 97
Board of Regentsv. Roth 273
Burlington Industries, Inc. v. Ellerth 245
C

Chandler v. Florida 326

Clark v. Community for Creative
Nonviolene 354
Cleveland Board of Education v.
Loudermill 288
Corning Glass Works v. Brennan 153
Cruzan v. Director, Missouri Department
of Health 249

D

Davis v. Bandemer 140
Due & Bradstreet, Inc. v. Greenmoss

Builgers Inc. 338
E
Ex Parte McCardle 56
F
Faragher v. City of Boca Raton 241

Flast v. Cohen 62
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Frothingham v. Mellon
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Nixon v. Administrator of
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59
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Oncale v. Sundowner Offshore Services,

Inc.
Orr v. Orr

P

Planned Parenthood of Southeastern
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Poe v. Ullman

Posadas De Puerto Rico Associates v.
Tourism Co. of Puerto Rico

Powell v. McCormack
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Roe v. Wade

Romer v. Evans

S
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Stop the War
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201
103
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Steffel v. Thompson

T

Trans World Airlines, Inc. v. Thurston
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Y
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A
abrogation of atreaty 137
acaseinlaw or equity

100
acts of Congress granting jurisdiction

56

Age Discrimination in Employment Act

185
amatter of public 59
areasonable time, place, or manner

restriction of expression

354
a superior, paramount law 37
abatement 303
abortion right 203
abortion 193
abridge free speech 345
actual damages 320
actual injury redressed by the court

73

actual malice 338
adequancy and independence of state law

111
adequate and independent state grounds

111
administrative appeal 288
administrative convenience

147

adversary proceeding
314

advertising of casino gambling

331
affirmative defense 241, 246
age discrimination 185
agency law 234
alimony 169
alternative 293
altitude 281
Amendment to Constitution

173
appellate jurisdiction

() 36,103

apportionment 130
association 83
automatic liability 241
avoiding intrafamily controversy

144
B
Bill of Attainder Clause

293
bona fide occupational qualification

185
bona fide seniority system

185
broadcast coverage of criminal trials

326

C

case and controversy
73, 100, 103; 97
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case-and-controversy doctrine

63
case or controversy 83, 92
"case or controversy" requirement
70
citizen standing
70
citizenship 258
citizen-soldier program
/ 160
civil servant 288
civility code 237
class action 108
classified information
320
clear and convincing evidence
249
close/strict judicial scrutiny
/ 147
commercial Speech 331
compensation 281
compulsory retirement 185
conclusive discretion 36
concrete injury 70
conflict-of-interest 293
congressional intent 293
constitutionality of a statute "on its face"
115
constitutionality of the legislative act
100
constructive trust 320
contract clause 276
contractual obligation 276
contractual relationship 276
controversies 62

credit report 338

criminal statute criminal law

118
Cross petition 288
D
declaratory judgment 118
declaratory relief 118
defamation cases 338
deferential analysis 160
direct injury
discouraging effect, chilling effect
315
discretion 288
discretion of the national legislature
45
disparate treatment 237
double damages 185
due process clause
169, 285, 303
due process of law clause
193, 263, 288

due process of law
97, 258, 264, 269

due process 249, 326, 331
E

easement or servititude 281
emergency 298

employer liability
229, 234, 237, 241, 246
employment discrimination

229, 237
Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission: EEOC
233
Equal Pay Act of 1963
153
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equal protection clause G
97, 160, 169, 249, 285 general welfare 269
equal protection doctrine government of the Union
. 293 45
equal protection of the law grievance procedure 299
258
equal protection H
130, 140, 144; 331 hearing 288
equal wages for equal work heightened scrutiny 160
) ) ) 153 homosexuals 173
evidential hearing 273 . .
) ) ) hostile environment sexual harassment
exclusionary zoning practices
«C )
8 228, 223, 246
exercise of legislative discretion ) ) _ T
285 hostile or abusive work environment
. 237
expressive conduct ( )
354, 366 |
imminent danger
immi dang 293
factor other than sex immutable characteristic
153 147
fair trial 326 impairment of contract 298
Federal Declaratory Judgment Act implied power 45
118 informed consent
federal injunction 115 249
federal law 111 inherently suspect
fiduciary obligation 320 147
Fifth Amendment |nJ unction 118, 303
281 injury in fact 73
First Amendment injury 92
331, 345, 354, 366 integrity of the judicial process
Flag Protection Act 366 326
flight 281 interest at stake 288
freedom of expression involuntary servitude
314;345;366 258
freedom of speech 108 irrational, arbitrary or capricious

functional test 293 269
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The Constitution of the United States
of America

We the people of the United States,
in order to form a more perfect union,
establish justice, insure domestic
tranquility, provide for the common
defense, promote the general welfare,
and secure the blessings of liberty to
ourselves and our posterity, do ordain
and establish this Constitution for the
United States of America.

Article |

Section 1.

All legidlative powers herein granted
shall be vested in a Congress of the
United States, which shall consist of a
Senate and House of Representatives.

Section 2.

The House of Representatives shall be
composed of members chosen every
second year by the people of the several
states, and the electors in each state
shal have the qudifications requisite
for electors of the most numerous
branch of the state legislature.

No person shall be a Representa-
tive who shall not have attained to the
age of twenty five years, and been
seven years a citizen of the United
States, and who shall not, when elected,



be an inhabitant of that state in which
he shall be chosen.

Representatives and direct taxes
shall be apportioned among the several
states which may be included within
this union, according to their respec-
tive numbers, which shall be deter-
mined by adding to the whole number
of free persons, including those bound
to service for a term of years, and
excluding Indians not taxed, three
fifths of al other Persons. The actua
Enumeration shall be made within
three years after the first meeting of the
Congress of the United States, and
within every subsequent term of ten
years, in such manner as they shall by
law direct. The number of Represen-
tatives shall not exceed one for every
thirty thousand, but each state shall
have at least one Representative; and
until such enumeration shall be made,
the state of New Hampshire shall be
entitled to chuse three, Massachusetts
eight, Rhode Island and Providence
Plantations one, Connecticut five, New
York six, New Jersey four, Pennsyl-
vania eight, Delaware one, Maryland
six, Virginia ten, North Carolina five,
South Carolinafive, and Georgiathree.

When vacancies happen in the
Representation from any state, the
executive authority thereof shall issue
writs of election to fill such vacancies.

The House of Representatives shall
choose their speaker and other officers;
and shall have the sole power of impea-
chment.

(New Hampshire)
(Massachusettes)
(Rhode Island)
( )

(Connecticut)

(New York)
(New Jersey)
(Pennsylvania) (Dela-
ware) (Maryland)
(Virginia)

(North Carolina)
(South Carolina)
(Georgia)



Section 3.

The Senate of the United States shall
be composed of two Senators from
each state, chosen by the legisla-
ture thereof, for six years, and each
Senator shall have one vote.

Immediately after they shall be
assembled in consequence of the first
election, they shall be divided as
equally as may be into three classes.
The seats of the Senators of the first
class shal be vacated at the expira-
tion of the second year, of the second
class at the expiration of the fourth
year, and the third class at the expira
tion of the sixth year, so that one third
may be chosen every second year; and
if vacancies happen by resignation, or
otherwise, during the recess of the
legislature of any state, the executive
thereof may make temporary appoint-
ments until the next meeting of the
legislature, which shall then fill such
vacancies.

No person shall be a Senator who
shall not have attained to the age of
thirty years, and been nine years a
citizen of the United States and who
shall not, when elected, be an inhabi-
tant of that state for which he shall be
chosen.

The Vice President of the United
States shall be President of the Senate,
but shall have no vote, unless they be
equally divided.

The Senate shall choose their other
officers, and aso a President pro
tempore, in the absence of the Vice
President, or when he shall exercise the
office of President of the United States.

The Senate shall have the sole power
to try al impeachments. When sitting



for that purpose, they shall be on oath
or affirmation. When the President of
the United States is tried, the Chief
Justice shall preside: And no person
shall be convicted without the con-
currence of two thirds of the members
present.

Judgment in cases of impeachment
shall not extend further than to removal
from office, and disqualification to
hold and enjoy any office of honor,
trust or profit under the United States:
but the party convicted shall never-
theless be liable and subject to indict-
ment, trial, judgment and punishment,
according to law.

Section 4.

The times, places and manner of
holding elections for Senators and
Representatives, shall be prescribed in
each state by the legislature thereof;
but the Congress may at any time by
law make or alter such regulations,
except as to the places of choosing
Senators.

The Congress shall assemble at least
once in every year, and such meeting
shal be on the first Monday in
December, unless they shall by law
appoint a different day.

Section 5.
Each House shall be the judge of the
elections, returns and qualifications of
its own members, and a magjority of
each shall constitute a quorum to do
business; but a smaller number may
adjourn from day to day, and may be
authorized to compel the attendance of
absent members, in such manner, and
under such penalties as each House



may provide.

Each House may determine the rules
of its proceedings, punish its members
for disorderly behavior, and, with the
concurrence of two thirds, expel a
member.

Each House shall keep a journal of
its proceedings, and from time to time
publish the same, excepting such parts
as may in their judgment require
secrecy; and the yeas and nays of the
members of either House on any
guestion shall, at the desire of one fifth
of those present, be entered on the
journal.

Neither House, during the session of
Congress, shall, without the con-
sent of the other, adjourn for more than
three days, nor to any other place than
that in which the two Houses shall be
sitting.

Section 6.

The Senators and Representatives
shall receive a compensation for their
services, to be ascertained by law, and
paid out of the treasury of the United
States. They shall in al cases, except
treason, felony and breach of the peace,
be privileged from arrest during their
attendance at the session of their
respective Houses, and in going to and
returning from the same; and for any
speech or debate in either House, they
shall not be questioned in any other
place.

No Senator or Representative shall,
during the time for which he was
elected, be appointed to any civil office
under the authority of the United
States, which shall have been created,



or the emoluments whereof shall have
been increased during such time: and
no person holding any office under the
United States, shall be a member of
either House during his continuance in
office.

Section 7.

All bills for raising revenue shall
originate in the House of Represen-
tatives; but the Senate may propose or
concur with amendments as on other
Bills.

Every bill which shal have passed
the House of Representatives and the
Senate, shall, before it become a law,
be presented to the President of the
United States; if he approve he shall
signiit, but if not he shall return it, with
his objections to that House in which it
shall have originated, who shall enter
the objections at large on their journal,
and proceed to reconsider it. If after
such reconsideration two thirds of that
House shall agree to pass the hill, it
shall be sent, together with the objec-
tions, to the other House, by which it
shall likewise be reconsidered, and if
approved by two thirds of that House,
it shall become a law. But in all such
cases the votes of both Houses shall be
determined by yeas and nays, and the
names of the persons voting for and
against the hill shall be entered on the
journal of each House respectively. If
any bill shall not be returned by the
President within ten days (Sundays
excepted) after it shall have been
presented to him, the same shall be a
law, in like manner as if he had signed
it, unless the Congress by their adjourn-
ment prevent its return, in which case it



shall not be alaw.

Every order, resolution, or vote to
which the concurrence of the Senate
and House of Representatives may be
necessary (except on a question of
adjournment) shall be presented to the
President of the United States; and
before the same shall take effect, shall
be approved by him, or being disap-
proved by him, shal be repassed by
two thirds of the Senate and House of
Representatives, according to the rules
and limitations prescribed in the case
of ahill.

Section 8.

The Congress shall have power to
lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts
and excises, to pay the debts and
provide for the common defense and
general welfare of the United States,
but all duties, imposts and excises shall
be uniform throughout the United
States;

To borrow money on the credit of
the United States,

To regulate commerce with foreign
nations, and among the several states,
and with the Indian tribes;

To establish a uniform rule of
naturalization, and uniform laws on the
subject of bankruptcies throughout the
United States;

To coin money, regulate the value
thereof, and of foreign coin, and fix the
standard of weights and measures,

To provide for the punishment of
counterfeiting the securities and current
coin of the United States;

To establish post offices and post
roads;



To promote the progress of science
and useful arts, by securing for limited
times to authors and inventors the
exclusive right to their respective
writings and discoveries,

To constitute tribunal s inferior to the
Supreme Court;

To define and punish piracies and
felonies committed on the high seas,
and offenses against the law of nations;

To declare war, grant letters of
marque and reprisal, and make rules
concerning captures on land and water;

To raise and support armies, but no
appropriation of money to that use
shal be for a longer term than two
years,

To provide and maintain a navy;

To make rules for the government
and regulation of the land and naval
forces;

To provide for calling forth the
militia to execute the laws of the union,
suppress insurrections and repel inva-
sions,

To provide for organizing, arming,
and disciplining, the militia, and for
governing such part of them as may be
employed in the service of the United
States, reserving to the states respec-
tively, the appointment of the officers,
and the authority of training the militia
according to the discipline prescribed
by Congress;

To exercise exclusive legidation in
all cases whatsoever, over such District
(not exceeding ten miles square) as
may, by cession of particular states,
and the acceptance of Congress, be-
come the seat of the government of the
United States, and to exercise like
authority over al places purchased by



the consent of the legidature of the
state in which the same shall be, for the
erection of forts, magazines, arsenals,
dockyards, and other needful buildings,
--And

To make al laws which shall be
necessary and proper for carrying into
execution the foregoing powers, and all
other powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the government of the United
States, or in any department or officer
thereof.

Section 9.

The migration or importation of
such persons as any of the states now
existing shall think proper to admit,
shall not be prohibited by the Congress
prior to the year one thousand eight
hundred and eight, but a tax or duty
may be imposed on such importation,
not exceeding ten dollars for each
person.

The privilege of the writ of habeas
corpus shall not be suspended, unless
when in cases of rebellion or invasion
the public safety may require it.

No bill of attainder or ex post facto
Law shall be passed.

No capitation, or other direct, tax
shall belaid, unlessin proportion to the
census or enumeration herein before
directed to be taken.

No tax or duty shal be laid on
articles exported from any state.

No preference shall be given by any
regulation of commerce or revenue to
the ports of one state over those of
another: nor shall vessels bound to, or
from, one state, be obliged to enter,
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clear or pay dutiesin another.

No money shall be drawn from the
treasury, but in consequence of appro-
priations made by law; and a regular
statement and account of receipts and
expenditures of all public money shall
be published from time to time.

No title of nobility shall be granted
by the United States. and no person
holding any office of profit or trust
under them, shall, without the consent
of the Congress, accept of any present,
emolument, office, or title, of any kind
whatever, from any king, prince, or
foreign state.

Section 10.

No state shall enter into any treaty,
aliance, or confederation; grant letters
of marque and reprisal; coin money;
emit bills of credit; make anything but
gold and silver coin a tender in
payment of debts; pass any bill of
attainder, ex post facto law, or law
impairing the obligation of contracts,
or grant any title of nobility.

No state shall, without the consent
of the Congress, lay any imposts or
duties on imports or exports, except
what may be absolutely necessary for
executing it's inspection laws; and the
net produce of al duties and imposts,
laid by any state on imports or exports,
shall be for the use of the treasury of
the United States; and al such laws
shal be subject to the revision and
control of the Congress.

No state shall, without the consent
of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage,
keep troops, or ships of war in time of
peace, enter into any agreement or
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compact with another state, or with a
foreign power, or engage in war, unless
actually invaded, or in such imminent
danger as will not admit of delay.

Article

Section 1.

The executive power shall be vested
in a President of the United States of
America. He shal hold his office
during the term of four years, and,
together with the Vice President,
chosen for the same term, be elected, as
follows:

Each state shall appoint, in such
manner as the Legidature thereof may
direct, a number of electors, equa to
the whole number of Senators and
Representatives to which the State may
be entitled in the Congress. but no
Senator or Representative, or person
holding an office of trust or profit
under the United States, shal be
appointed an elector.

The electors shall meet in their
respective states, and vote by ballot for
two persons, of whom one at least shall
not be an inhabitant of the same state
with themselves. And they shall make a
list of al the persons voted for, and of
the number of votes for each; which list
they shall sign and certify, and transmit
sealed to the seat of the government of
the United States, directed to the
President of the Senate. The President
of the Senate shall, in the presence of
the Senate and House of Representa-
tives, open all the certificates, and the
votes shall then be counted. The person
having the greatest number of votes
shall be the President, if such number
be a mgjority of the whole number of
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electors appointed; and if there be more
than one who have such mgjority, and
have an equa number of votes, then
the House of Representatives shall
immediately choose by ballot one of
them for President; and if no person
have a mgority, then from the five
highest on the list the said House shall
in like manner choose the President.
But in choosing the President, the votes
shall be taken by States, the represen-
tation from each state having one vote;
A gquorum for this purpose shall consist
of a member or members from two
thirds of the states, and a majority of all
the states shall be necessary to a
choice. In every case, after the choice
of the President, the person having the
greatest number of votes of the electors
shall be the Vice President. But if there
should remain two or more who have
equal votes, the Senate shall choose
from them by ballot the Vice President.

The Congress may determine the
time of choosing the electors, and the
day on which they shall give their
votes, which day shall be the same
throughout the United States.

No person except a natura born
citizen, or a citizen of the United
States, at the time of the adoption of
this Congtitution, shall be €ligible to
the office of President; neither shall
any person be eligible to that office
who shall not have attained to the age
of thirty five years, and been fourteen
Years a resident within the United
States.

In case of the removal of the
President from office, or of his death,
resignation, or inability to discharge the
powers and duties of the said office, the
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same shall devolve on the Vice Presi-
dent, and the Congress may by law
provide for the case of removal, death,
resignation or inability, both of the
President and Vice President, declaring
what officer shal then act as President,
and such officer shall act accordingly,
until the disability be removed, or a
President shall be el ected.

The President shall, at stated times,
receive for his services, a compensa-
tion, which shall neither be increased
nor diminished during the period for
which he shall have been elected, and
he shall not receive within that period
any other emolument from the United
States, or any of them.

Before he enter on the execution of
his office, he shall take the following
oath or affirmation:--"I do solemnly
swear (or affirm) that | will faithfully
execute the office of President of the
United States, and will to the best of
my ability, preserve, protect and defend
the Constitution of the United States."

Section 2.

The President shall be commander
in chief of the Army and Navy of the
United States, and of the militia of the
several states, when called into the
actual service of the United States; he
may require the opinion, in writing, of
the principal officer in each of the ex-
ecutive departments, upon any subject
relating to the duties of their respective
offices, and he shall have power to
grant reprieves and pardons for offenses
against the United States, except in
cases of impeachment.

He shall have power, by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate, to
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make treaties, provided two thirds of
the Senators present concur; and he
shall nominate, and by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate, shall
appoint ambassadors, other public
ministers and consuls, judges of the
Supreme Court, and al other officers
of the United States, whose appoint-
ments are not herein otherwise provided
for, and which shall be established by
law: but the Congress may by law vest
the appointment of such inferior
officers, as they think proper, in the
President alone, in the courts of law, or
in the heads of departments.

The President shall have power to
fill up al vacancies that may happen
during the recess of the Senate, by
granting commissions which shall
expire at the end of their next session.

Section 3.

He shall from time to time give to
the Congress information of the state of
the union, and recommend to their
consideration such measures as he shall
judge necessary and expedient; he may,
on extraordinary occasions, convene
both Houses, or either of them, and in
case of disagreement between them,
with respect to the time of adjourn-
ment, he may adjourn them to such
time as he shall think proper; he shall
receive ambassadors and other public
ministers;, he shall take care that the
laws be faithfully executed, and shall
commission al the officers of the
United States.

Section 4.
The President, Vice President and all
civil officers of the United States, shall
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be removed from office on impeach-
ment for, and conviction of, treason,
bribery, or other high crimes and mis-
demeanors.

Article llI

Section 1.

The judicial power of the United
States, shall be vested in one Supreme
Court, and in such inferior courts as the
Congress may from time to time ordain
and establish. The judges, both of the
supreme and inferior courts, shall hold
their offices during good behaviour,
and shall, at stated times, receive for
their services, a compensation, which
shal not be diminished during their
continuance in office.

Section 2.

The judicia power shal extend to
al cases, in law and equity, arising
under this Constitution, the laws of the
United States, and treaties made, or
which shall be made, under their
authority;--to all cases affecting am-
bassadors, other public ministers and
consuls;--to all cases of admiralty and
maritime jurisdiction;--to controversies
to which the United States shall be a
party;--to controversies between two or
more states;--between a state and citizens
of another date;--between citizens of
different states;--between citizens of the
same state claiming lands under grants
of different states, and between a state,
or the citizens thereof, and foreign
states, citizens or subjects.

In all cases affecting ambassadors,
other public ministers and consuls, and
those in which a state shall be party, the
Supreme Court shall have original
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jurisdiction. In all the other cases
before mentioned, the Supreme Court
shall have appellate jurisdiction, both
as to law and fact, with such excep-
tions, and under such regulations as the
Congress shall make.

The trial of al crimes, except in
cases of impeachment, shall be by jury;
and such trial shall be held in the state
where the said crimes shall have been
committed; but when not committed
within any state, the trial shall be at
such place or places as the Congress
may by law have directed.

Section 3.

Treason against the United States,
shall consist only in levying war
against them, or in adhering to their
enemies, giving them aid and comfort.
No person shall be convicted of treason
unless on the testimony of two
witnesses to the same overt act, or on
confession in open court.

The Congress shall have power to
declare the punishment of treason, but
no attainder of treason shall work
corruption of blood, or forfeiture
except during the life of the person
attainted.

Article IV

Section 1.

Full faith and credit shall be given in
each state to the public acts, records,
and judicial proceedings of every other
state. And the Congress may by general
laws prescribe the manner in which
such acts, records, and proceedings
shall be proved, and the effect thereof.
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Section 2.

The citizens of each state shall be
entitled to all privileges and immunities
of citizensin the several states.

A person charged in any state with
treason, felony, or other crime, who
shall flee from justice, and be found in
another state, shal on demand of the
executive authority of the state from
which he fled, be delivered up, to be
removed to the state having jurisdiction
of the crime.

No person held to service or labor in
one state, under the laws thereof,
escaping into another, shall, in conse-
guence of any law or regulation therein,
be discharged from such service or
labor, but shall be delivered up on
clam of the party to whom such
service or labor may be due.

Section 3.

New states may be admitted by the
Congress into this union; but no new
states shall be formed or erected within
the jurisdiction of any other state; nor
any state be formed by the junction of
two or more states, or parts of states,
without the consent of the legislatures
of the states concerned as well as of the
Congress.

The Congress shall have power to
dispose of and make all needful rules
and regulations respecting the territory
or other property belonging to the
United States; and nothing in this
Congtitution shall be so construed as to
prejudice any claims of the United
States, or of any particular state.

Section 4.
The United States shall guarantee to
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every state in this union a republican
form of government, and shall protect
each of them against invasion; and on
application of the legidlature, or of the
executive (when the legidature cannot
be convened) against domestic violence.

Article V

The Congress, whenever two thirds
of both houses shall deem it necessary,
shall propose amendments to this
Consgtitution, or, on the application of
the legislatures of two thirds of the
severd states, shall call a convention
for proposing amendments, which, in
either case, shall be valid to al intents
and purposes, as part of this Constitu-
tion, when ratified by the legisatures
of three fourths of the several states, or
by conventions in three fourths thereof,
as the one or the other mode of
ratification may be proposed by the
Congress; provided that no amendment
which may be made prior to the year
one thousand eight hundred and eight
shall in any manner affect the first and
fourth clauses in the ninth section of
the first article; and that no state,
without its consent, shall be deprived
of itsequa suffrage in the Senate.

Article VI

All debts contracted and engage-
ments entered into, before the adoption
of this Constitution, shall be as valid
against the United States under this
Constitution, as under the Confederation.

This Constitution, and the laws of
the United States which shall be made
in pursuance thereof; and al treaties
made, or which shall be made, under



19

the authority of the United States, shall
be the supreme law of the land; and the
judges in every state shal be bound
thereby, anything in the Constitution or
laws of any State to the contrary
notwithstanding.

The Senators and Representatives
before mentioned, and the members of
the several state legidatures, and all
executive and judicia officers, both of
the United States and of the severa
states, shall be bound by oath or
affirmation, to support this Congtitution;
but no religious test shal ever be
required as a qualification to any office
or public trust under the United States.

Article VII

The ratification of the conventions
of nine states, shall be sufficient for the
establishment of this Condtitution between
the states so ratifying the same.

Amendments to the
Constitution of the United
States

Amendment | (1791)

Congress shall make no law respec-
ting an establishment of religion, or
prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or
abridging the freedom of speech, or of
the press; or the right of the people
peaceably to assemble, and to petition
the government for a redress of
grievances.

Amendment Il (1791)
A wel regulated militia, being
necessary to the security of afree state,

1791.12.15

1791.12.15
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the right of the people to keep and bear
arms, shall not be infringed.

Amendment Il (1791)

No soldier shall, in time of peace be
quartered in any house, without the
consent of the owner, nor in time of
war, but in a manner to be prescribed
by law.

Amendment IV (1791)

The right of the people to be secure
in their persons, houses, papers, and
effects, against unreasonable searches
and seizures, shall not be violated, and
no warrants shall issue, but upon
probable cause, supported by oath or
affirmation, and particularly describing
the place to be searched, and the
persons or things to be seized.

Amendment V (1791)

No person shall be held to answer
for a capital, or otherwise infamous
crime, unless on a presentment or
indictment of a grand jury, except in
cases arising in the land or nava
forces, or in the militia, when in actual
service in time of war or public danger;
nor shall any person be subject for the
same offense to be twice put in
jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be
compelled in any criminal case to be a
witness against himself, nor be
deprived of life, liberty, or property,

1791.12.15

1791.12.15

1791.12.15
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without due process of law; nor shall
private property be taken for public
use, without just compensation.

Amendment VI (1791)

In al criminal prosecutions, the
accused shall enjoy the right to a
speedy and public trial, by an impartial
jury of the state and district wherein the
crime shall have been committed,
which district shall have been pre-
viously ascertained by law, and to be
informed of the nature and cause of the
accusation; to be confronted with the
withesses against him; to have com-
pulsory process for obtaining witnesses
in his favor, and to have the assistance
of counsel for his defense.

Amendment VII (1791)

In suits at common law, where the
value in controversy shall exceed
twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury
shall be preserved, and no fact tried by
ajury, shall be otherwise reexamined in
any court of the United States, than
according to the rules of the common
law.

Amendment VIII (1791)

Excessive bail shall not be required,
nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel
and unusual punishments inflicted.

Amendment IX (1791)

The enumeration in the Constitution,
of certain rights, shall not be construed
to deny or disparage others retained by

1791.12.15
1791.12.15
1791.12.15
1791.12.15
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the people.

Amendment X (1791)

The powers not delegated to the
United States by the Constitution, nor
prohibited by it to the states, are
reserved to the states respectively, or to
the people.

Amendment XI (1798)

The judicial power of the United
States shall not be construed to extend
to any suit in law or equity, com-
menced or prosecuted against one of
the United States by citizens of another
state, or by citizens or subjects of any
foreign state.

Amendment Xl (1804)

The electors shall meet in their
respective states and vote by ballot for
President and Vice-President, one of
whom, at least, shall not be an
inhabitant of the same state with
themselves; they shall name in their
ballots the person voted for as
President, and in distinct ballots the
person voted for as Vice-President, and
they shall make distinct lists of all
persons voted for as President, and of
all persons voted for as Vice-President,
and of the number of votes for each,
which lists they shall sign and certify,
and transmit sealed to the seat of the
government of the United States,
directed to the President of the Senate;
--The President of the Senate shall, in
the presence of the Senate and House
of Representatives, open all the
certificates and the votes shall then be

1795.2.7

1791.12.15

1804.6.15
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counted;--the person having the greatest
number of votes for President, shall be
the President, if such number be a
majority of the whole number of
electors appointed; and if no person
have such majority, then from the
persons having the highest numbers not
exceeding three on the list of those
voted for as President, the House of
Representatives shall choose immedia-
tely, by ballot, the President. But in
choosing the President, the votes shall
be taken by states, the representation
from each state having one vote, a
quorum for this purpose shall consist of
a member or members from two-thirds
of the states, and a mgjority of al the
states shall be necessary to a choice.
And if the House of Representatives
shall not choose a President whenever
the right of choice shall devolve upon
them, before the fourth day of March
next following, then the Vice-President
shall act as President, as in the case of
the death or other congtitutional
disability of the President. The person
having the greatest number of votes as
Vice-President, shall be the Vice-
President, if such number be a majority
of the whole number of electors
appointed, and if no person have a
majority, then from the two highest
numbers on the list, the Senate shall
choose the Vice-President; a quorum
for the purpose shall consist of two-
thirds of the whole number of Senators,
and a mgjority of the whole number
shall be necessary to a choice. But no
person constitutionally ineligible to the
office of President shall be eligible to
that of Vice-President of the United
States.
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Amendment XIII (1865)

Section 1.

Neither davery nor involuntary
servitude, except as a punishment for
crime whereof the party shal have
been duly convicted, shall exist within
the United States, or any place subject
to their jurisdiction.

Section 2.

Congress shal have power to
enforce this article by appropriate
legislation.

Amendment XIV (1868)

Section 1.

All persons born or naturalized in
the United States, and subject to the
jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the
United States and of the state wherein
they reside. No state shal make or
enforce any law which shall abridge
the privileges or immunities of citizens
of the United States; nor shall any state
deprive any person of life, liberty, or
property, without due process of law;
nor deny to any person within its
jurisdiction the equal protection of the
laws.

Section 2.

Representatives shall be apportioned
among the several states according to
their respective numbers, counting the
whole number of persons in each state,
excluding Indians not taxed. But when
the right to vote at any election for the
choice of electors for President and
Vice President of the United States,
Representatives in  Congress, the

1868.7.9

1865.12.6
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executive and judicial officers of a
state, or the members of the legislature
thereof, is denied to any of the male
inhabitants of such state, being twenty-
one years of age, and citizens of the
United States, or in any way abridged,
except for participation in rebellion, or
other crime, the basis of representation
therein shal be reduced in the
proportion which the number of such
male citizens shall bear to the whole
number of male citizens twenty-one
years of age in such state.

Section 3.

No person shall be a Senator or
Representative in Congress, or elector
of President and Vice President, or hold
any office, civil or military, under the
United States, or under any state, who,
having previously taken an oath, as a
member of Congress, or as an officer of
the United States, or as a member of
any state legidature, or as an executive
or judicial officer of any state, to
support the Constitution of the United
States, shall have engaged in insur-
rection or rebellion against the same, or
given aid or comfort to the enemies
thereof. But Congress may by a vote of
two-thirds of each House, remove such
disability.

Section 4.

The validity of the public debt of the
United States, authorized by law,
including debts incurred for payment of
pensions and bounties for services in
suppressing insurrection or rebellion,
shall not be questioned. But neither the
United States nor any state shall
assume or pay any debt or obligation
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incurred in aid of insurrection or
rebellion against the United States, or
any claim for the loss or emancipation
of any dlave; but al such debts,
obligations and claims shall be held
illegal and void.

Section 5.

The Congress shall have power to
enforce, by appropriate legislation, the
provisions of this article.

Amendment XV (1870)

Section 1.

The right of citizens of the United
States to vote shal not be denied or
abridged by the United States or by any
state on account of race, color, or
previous condition of servitude.

Section 2.

The Congress shall have power to
enforce this article by appropriate
legislation.

Amendment XVI (1913)

The Congress shall have power to
lay and collect taxes on incomes, from
whatever source derived, without appor-
tionment among the several states, and
without regard to any census of
enumeration.

Amendment XVII (1913)

Section 1.

The Senate of the United States shall
be composed of two Senators from
each state, elected by the people
thereof, for six years; and each Senator
shall have one vote. The electors in

1913.2.3

1870.2.3

1913.4.8
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each state shall have the qualifications
requisite for electors of the most
numerous branch of the state legisla-
tures.

Section 2.

When vacancies happen in the
representation of any state in the
Senate, the executive authority of such
state shall issue writs of election to fill
such vacancies: Provided, that the
legislature of any state may empower
the executive thereof to make tem-
porary appointments until the people
fill the vacancies by election as the
legislature may direct.

Section 3.

This amendment shall not be so
construed as to affect the election or
term of any Senator chosen before it
becomes valid as part of the Consti-
tution.

Amendment XVIII (1919)

Section 1.

After one year from the ratification
of this article the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of intoxicating liquors
within, the importation thereof into, or
the exportation thereof from the United
States and all territory subject to the
jurisdiction thereof for beverage pur-
posesis hereby prohibited.

Section 2.

The Congress and the several states
shall have concurrent power to enforce
this article by appropriate legislation.

Section 3.
This article shall be inoperative

1919.1.16
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unless it shall have been ratified as an
amendment to the Constitution by the
legislatures of the several states, as
provided in the Constitution, within
seven years from the date of the
submission hereof to the states by the
Congress.

Amendment XIX (1920)

Section 1.

The right of citizens of the United
States to vote shall not be denied or
abridged by the United States or by any
state on account of sex.

Section 2.

Congress shal have power to
enforce this article by appropriate
legislation.

Amendment XX (1933)

Section 1.

The terms of the President and Vice
President shall end at noon on the 20th
day of January, and the terms of
Senators and Representatives at noon
on the 3d day of January, of the years
in which such terms would have ended
if this article had not been ratified; and
the terms of their successors shall then

begin.

Section 2.

The Congress shall assemble at least
once in every year, and such meeting
shall begin at noon on the 3d day of
January, unless they shal by law
appoint a different day.

1933.1.23

1920.8.18
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Section 3.

If, at the time fixed for the beginning
of the term of the President, the
President elect shall have died, the Vice
President elect shall become President.
If a President shall not have been
chosen before the time fixed for the
beginning of his term, or if the
President elect shall have failed to
qualify, then the Vice President elect
shall act as President until a President
shall have qualified; and the Congress
may by law provide for the case
wherein neither a President elect nor a
Vice President €elect shall have
qualified, declaring who shall then act
as President, or the manner in which
one who is to act shall be selected, and
such person shall act accordingly until
aPresident or Vice President shall have
qualified.

Section 4.

The Congress may by law provide
for the case of the death of any of the
persons from whom the House of
Representatives may choose a President
whenever the right of choice shall have
devolved upon them, and for the case
of the death of any of the persons from
whom the Senate may choose a Vice
President whenever the right of choice
shall have devolved upon them.

Section 5.

Sections 1 and 2 shall take effect on
the 15th day of October following the
ratification of this article.

Section 6.
This article shall be inoperative
unless it shall have been ratified as an
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amendment to the Congtitution by the
legislatures of three-fourths of the
severa states within seven years from
the date of its submission.

Amendment XXI (1933)

Section 1.

The eighteenth article of amendment
to the Constitution of the United States
is hereby repealed.

Section 2.

The transportation or importation
into any state, territory, or possession
of the United States for delivery or use
therein of intoxicating liquors, in
violation of the laws thereof, is hereby
prohibited.

Section 3.

This article shall be inoperative
unless it shall have been ratified as an
amendment to the Constitution by
conventions in the several states, as
provided in the Constitution, within
seven years from the date of the
submission hereof to the states by the
Congress.

Amendment XXII (1951)

Section 1.

No person shall be elected to the
office of the President more than twice,
and no person who has held the office
of President, or acted as President, for
more than two years of aterm to which
some other person was elected Pre-
sident shall be elected to the office of
the President more than once. But this
article shall not apply to any person

1933.12.5

1951.2.27
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holding the office of President when
this article was proposed by the
Congress, and shall not prevent any
person who may be holding the office
of President, or acting as President,
during the term within which this
article becomes operative from holding
the office of President or acting as
President during the remainder of such
term.

Section 2.

This article shall be inoperative
unless it shall have been ratified as an
amendment to the Constitution by the
legislatures of three-fourths of the
several states within seven years from
the date of its submission to the states
by the Congress.

Amendment XXIII (1961)

Section 1.

The District constituting the seat of
government of the United States shall
appoint in such manner as the Congress
may direct:

A number of eectors of President
and Vice President equal to the whole
number of Senators and Representa-
tives in Congress to which the District
would be entitled if it were a state, but
in no event more than the least
populous state; they shall bein addition
to those appointed by the states, but
they shall be considered, for the
purposes of the election of President
and Vice President, to be €lectors
appointed by a state; and they shall
meet in the District and perform such
duties as provided by the twelfth article
of amendment.

1961.3.29
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Section 2.

The Congress shall have power to
enforce this article by appropriate
legidation.

Amendment XXIV (1964)

Section 1.

The right of citizens of the United
States to vote in any primary or other
election for President or Vice President,
for electors for President or Vice
President, or for Senator or Represen-
tative in Congress, shall not be denied
or abridged by the United States or any
state by reason of falure to pay any
poll tax or other tax.

Section 2.

The Congress shall have power to
enforce this article by appropriate
legislation.

Amendment XXV (1967)

Section 1.

In case of the removal of the
President from office or of his death or
resignation, the Vice President shall
become President.

Section 2.

Whenever there is a vacancy in the
office of the Vice President, the
President shall nominate a Vice
President who shall take office upon
confirmation by a mgjority vote of both
Houses of Congress.

Section 3.

Whenever the President transmits to
the President pro tempore of the Senate
and the Spesker of the House of

1964.1.23

1967.2.10
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Representatives his written declaration
that he is unable to discharge the
powers and duties of his office, and
until he transmits to them a written
declaration to the contrary, such
powers and duties shall be discharged
by the Vice President as Acting
President.

Section 4.

Whenever the Vice President and a
majority of either the principal officers
of the executive departments or of such
other body as Congress may by law
provide, transmit to the President pro
tempore of the Senate and the Speaker
of the House of Representatives their
written declaration that the President is
unable to discharge the powers and
duties of his office, the Vice President
shall immediately assume the powers
and duties of the office as Acting
President.

Thereafter, when the President
transmits to the President pro tempore
of the Senate and the Speaker of the
House of Representatives his written
declaration that no inability exists, he
shall resume the powers and duties of
his office unless the Vice President and
a majority of either the principal
officers of the executive department or
of such other body as Congress may by
law provide, transmit within four days
to the President pro tempore of the
Senate and the Speaker of the House of
Representatives their written declaration
that the President is unable to discharge
the powers and duties of his office.
Thereupon Congress shall decide the
issue, assembling within forty-eight
hours for that purpose if not in session.
If the Congress, within twenty-one
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days after receipt of the latter written
declaration, or, if Congress is not in
session, within twenty-one days after
Congress is required to assemble,
determines by two-thirds vote of both
Houses that the President is unable to
discharge the powers and duties of his
office, the Vice President shall continue
to discharge the same as Acting
President; otherwise, the President
shall resume the powers and duties of
his office.

Amendment XXVI (1971)

Section 1.

The right of citizens of the United
States, who are 18 years of age or
older, to vote, shall not be denied or
abridged by the United States or any
state on account of age.

Section 2.

The Congress shall have the power
to enforce this article by appropriate
legislation.

Amendment XXVII (1992)

No law varying the compensation
for the services of the Senators and
Representatives shall take effect until
an €election of Representatives shall
have intervened.

1971.7.1

1789.9.25

1992.5.7




	00目錄
	01
	02
	03
	04
	05
	06
	07
	08
	09
	10
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15
	16
	17
	18
	19
	20
	21
	22
	23
	24
	25
	26
	27
	28
	29
	30
	31
	32
	33
	34
	35
	36
	37
	38
	39
	40
	41
	42
	43
	44
	45
	46
	47
	48
	49
	50
	51
	52
	53
	54
	55
	56
	A序
	B編者按
	C譯者簡介
	D編後
	E判決名稱索引
	F關鍵詞英中索引
	G關鍵詞中英索引
	H美利堅合眾國憲法

