Case #1:   

New Jersey vs. TLO- Case dealing with searching of the purse of a girl suspected of smoking in the bathroom.

Correct Winner: B- The Principal

Justification:

 Justice Byron White, who spoke for the Supreme Court in this case, claimed that “the warrant requirement, in particular, is unsuited in the school environment….  The legality of a search of a student should depend simply on the reasonableness, under all the circumstances, of the search.  Such a search will be permissible in its scope when the measures adopted are reasonably related to the objectives of the search and not excessively intrusive in light of the age and sex of the student and the nature of the infraction.”
Case #2: 

Controversial Page in the School Yearbook- Case dealt with a yearbook page dedicated to a dismissed faculty member.

Correct Winner: B- The Principal

Justification: 

The School paid for the yearbook, therefore they have the final say within the issue despite the First Amendment rights that would appear at play in this situation.

Case #3: 

The New York Times vs. U.S. (The Vietnam War Papers)- Case whereby confidential files pertaining to Vietnam were stolen, faxed, and printed within the New York Times.

Correct Winner: B- The New York Times

Justification: 

Given the fact that the Government and the soldiers were not in danger due to the information that was printed by the Times, the Times would not be sanctioned for the printing of the information.  This was a lukewarm victory for the First Amendment and the Times, though, as the jury was very separated on the decision and only accepted the printing of the document as legal given the lack of repercussions faced in the printing of the document.

Case #4: 

Indian Worship Ceremony- Case whereby Native Americans lost their jobs due to the smoking of Peyote, despite using it for religious purposes.

Correct Winner: A- The Police

Justification: 

According to the Supreme Court, the United States may enforce laws that have the incidental effect of interfering with the ability of residents to engage in religious practices.  Although states have the power to accommodate otherwise illegal acts done in pursuit of religious beliefs, they are not required to do so.  

Case #5:

 The Minnesota Newspaper- A Minnesota newspaper is shut down by government officials in the state since it was going to publish a report of corruption done by Minnesota Government officials. 

Correct Winner: B- The Newspaper

Justification:

The First Amendment not only protects free speech, but it explicitly includes a guarantee of freedom of the press.  Despite the fact that the state courts declined the Saturday Press’ ability to print the information as they were often known to be a Minnesota tabloid paper, the Supreme Court established that the government cannot censor press and prevent publication.  Governments cannot rule that such materials are libelous and prevent publication.

Case #6:

Medicinal Marijuana- A California state resident challenges the federal ban on marijuana given the recent decision by the state to allow its use for medicinal purposes.

Correct Winner- Raich, the user of the Medicinal Marijuana

Justification:

Due to the rights offered within the 10th Amendment, the state of California is able to allow the use of Medicinal Marijuana.  The Medicinal Marijuana could be in violation of the 1970 Controlled Substances Act if it is traded or sold to individuals within California or another state, but if the drug remains the use of the intended user, the 1996 law affirms the user’s legal ability to partake in its use.
Case #7

Fighting Words- During a confrontation between two men, one man verbally harassed another man, and the second man punches the man who had verbally abused him.

Correct Winner: A- The Second Man is responsible since he physically abused the first man.

Justification: 

The Second man may have accused the first man of harassment given the nature of the words he used, but the words that were stated do not allow for the second man to become physical and assault the first man.  The punishment lies on the second man for the use of force.

Case #8

Search Warrant- An apartment is searched by the police but they do not find what they had expected within the apartment until they search the basement of the apartment and find the illegal items that they were after.

Correct Winner: A- The Man living in the Apartment

Justification:

The search of the basement of the apartment violates the exclusionary rule of the warrant, which, in turn, violates both the Forth and Fifth Amendments.  Given the fact that the warrant was specifically for the apartment, the police had no legal right to also search the basement, which in this case was not directly connected to the apartment but on a different floor and section of the apartment complex.

Case #9

Yelling “Fire” in a Crowded Theater- When a man yells the word “Fire” in a crowded theater, the theater patrons rush for the exits and some of the patrons are injured in the scurry.

Correct Winner: B- The Man does not have the Right to yell “Fire”

Justification:

The phrase “shouting fire in a crowded theater” has since come to be known as synonymous with an action that abuses free speech rights or uses such rights to place others in physical danger.  When one uses speech or even press and puts others in physical danger, this classifies as an abuse of free speech rights and those rights would not then offer them protection.

Case #10

Jewelry Store- Three men in trench coats take turns walking down to a jewelry store from an alley while being watched by a police officer.  When the police officer frisks them, he finds weapons on their person and accuses them of attempted robbery (Conspiracy to commit robbery).

Correct Winner: B- The Policemen

Justification: 

Given the reasonable suspicion held by the police officer due to the abnormal actions of the three men, the United States Supreme Court ruled that the Fourth Amendment prohibition on unreasonable searches and seizures was not violated.

Case #11

Drug Testing For Extra-Curriculars- Students protested that it was unfair for their school to drug test them without suspicion simply because of their enrollment in extracurricular activities.

Correct Winner: The School

Justification:

Though the decision was very close, the Supreme Court decided that the drug tests would be allowed given the minimally intrusive nature of the test.

Case #12

Bong Hits 4 Jesus- A student, in an effort to garner attention during an Olympic Torch Rally, displayed a banner with that statement on it.  Despite the principal ordering the take down of the banner, the student refused.

Correct Winner: The School/Principal

Justification:

This decision was extremely close at 5-4 in the Supreme Court with many differing opinions upon it.  The Court decided that the school can censor the student’s right to free speech as the message was “reasonably understood to promote drugs.”  

