TAH Lesson Plan

	Teacher 
	Nikilia Reid

	Grade
	8th

	Title
	What’s Your Ruling?

	Subject Area(s)
	Social Studies

	Overview
	Students will analyze, argue, support and present cases based on possible Civil Rights violations



	Essential Understanding
	Students will understand that Civil Rights are guaranteed by the Constitution and that the Supreme Court is responsible for making enforcing laws that violate Civil Rights.

	Essential Questions
	What are Civil Rights? What is The Bill of Rights?
How do various Civil Rights rulings affect our everyday life?

What role does the Supreme Court play in enforcing Civil Rights laws?  

	CT Standards
	1.7 Purpose and structure of government 

1.9 Rights of Citizens

2.2 Gather information from Primary sources

2.4 Create written work 

3.1 Analyze historical interpretations 

	Objectives
	TSWBAT

· Discuss and notes on the Bill of Rights

· Discuss and take notes on the history of the 13th and 14th amendments
· Discuss and take notes on the term “Civil Rights”
· Analyze and argue a Civil Rights case
· Discuss and take notes on the role of the Supreme Court

· Develop a written opening and a closing argument 

· Present arguments
· Analyze opening/closing statements and develop ruling

	Materials
	Appendix I/Condensed Constitution

Appendix II/Bill of Rights
Appendix III/Organizing Ideas
Appendix III/Landmark Court Cases

Appendix V/Modern Court Cases

Appendix VI/ Grade Sheet for Opening and Closing Arguments

Appendix VII/ Grade Sheet for Supreme Court Ruling

Minnesota Center For Community Legal Education: University of Minnesota-Mini Mock Trial Manual

www.civicallyspeaking.org/mock3.pdf


	Day 1



	Details of the Activity 
What are your Rights?

Informal Pre-Test
Have students to write on a sheet of paper “Bill of Rights”.  Read a variety of situations and have students to lift up the card if the case is related to the “Bill of Right” ( about 12 situations)

Next, discuss and take notes on the Constitution and how we came to have a “Bill of Rights".
Read the Social Studies definition and take notes on the 13th and 14th amendments as well as the role of the Supreme Court
Students will write 13th and 14th amendment on two separate sheets of paper.
Students will hear different cases that appeared before the Supreme Court they will then raise the amendment they feel is related to that case.
Discuss why there was a need for the 13th and 14th amendment.

	
	Homework
What are the “Bill of Rights” and what effect did they have the Constitution?

Why was there a need for the 13th and 14th amendments? 

	Day 2


	Details of the Activity 
Present Your Case

Split the class in teams of two

Each team will have someone to represent the defense and one for the prosecution.
Students will read the case together and then each team member will independently complete an “Organizing Your Ideas” sheet.
Then each team will present their case and the class will decide who won the case.
The winners of the cases will be the Supreme Court for next day’s cases.

	
	Homework
Read over tomorrow’s case and write an

opening statement either for the prosecution or the defense



	Day 3


	Details of the Activity 
We Will Hear Your Case

Supreme court will hear both sides and discuss the opening statements.  The Supreme Court will ask questions of both sides and take notes

Then each side will be given 10 minutes to develop their closing arguments.
Each side will present their closing arguments.  The Supreme Court will deliberate develop their ruling.


	
	Homework
Review Notes for tomorrows assessment


	Suggested Assessment/Evaluation
	Open Ended Questions

What are Civil Rights? What is the “Bill of Rights”?

How do various Civil Rights rulings affect our everyday life?

What role does the Supreme Court play in enforcing Civil Rights laws?  

Give students a case to analyze and have them create a closing argument.

	Rubric 
	Appendix VI/ Grade Sheet for Opening and Closing Arguments
Appendix VII/ Grade Sheet for Supreme Court Ruling 

	Possible Extensions/Resources
	· Analyze current events and determine if they violated the 13th or 14th amendments


Appendix I

Condensed Constitution

Article 1 – Creates the two parts of Congress.
 
Section 2
A. Defines the House of Representatives, known as the lower house of Congress. 

B. Must be 25 years old, will serve for two years each.  Must be a citizen 7 years. 

C. Each state gets Representatives based on state population. 

D. Has a leader called the Speaker of the House. 

 
Section 3
A. Defines the Senate, knows as the upper house of the Congress. 

B. Must be 30 years old, will serve for six years each.  Must be a citizen 9 years. 

C. Each state gets two Senators. 

D. Vice-President breaks tie votes. 

 
Section 4
A. Says that each state may establish its own methods for electing members of the Congress. 

B. Requires, that Congress must meet at least once per year. 

 
Section 5
A. Says that Congress must have a minimum number of members present in order to meet. 

B. Fines for members who do not show up. It says that members may be expelled. 

C. Each house must keep a journal to record proceedings and votes. 

D. Neither house can adjourn without the permission of the other. 

 
Section 6
A. Establishes that members of Congress will be paid. 

B. They cannot be detained while traveling to and from Congress. 

C. That they cannot hold any other office in the government while in the Congress. 

 
Section 7
A. Say how bills become law. 
B. All bills must pass both houses of Congress in the exact same form. 

C. Bills that pass both houses are sent to the President. 

D. He can either sign the bill, in which case it becomes law, or he can veto it. 
E. If he vetoes a bill, it is sent back to Congress, and if both houses pass it by a two-thirds majority, the bill becomes law over the President's veto. This is known as overriding a veto. 

 
Section 8 
A. Gives Congress the power to establish and maintain an army and navy. 

B. To establish post offices, to create courts, to regulate commerce between the states, to declare war, and to raise money. 

 
Section 9
A. Can’t suspend right to remain silent laws. 

B. Can pass laws that make things illegal starting yesterday or last week, etc. 

C. No law can give preference to one state over another 

D. Can’t spend money without permission. 

 
Section 10
A. States can’t make their own money, or declare war, or tax goods from other states. 

 
Article 2 – Creates the job of President, called the Executive.
 
Section 1
A. Establishes the office of the President and the Vice-President. 

B. Both serve for four years. 

C. Presidents are elected by the Electoral. 

D. Must be 35 years old.  Must be born in the USA. 

E. Their pay cannot change, up or down, as long as he in is office. 

 
Section 2
A. President leads the armed forces. 

B. He has a Cabinet to aid him, and can pardon criminals. 

C. He makes treaties with other nations. 

D. Picks many of the judges and other members of the government. 

 
Section 3
A. President must give a yearly speech to the nation. 

B. Give suggestions to Congress. 

C. Meet with Ambassadors and other heads of state from other nations. 

D. Ensure the laws of the United States are carried out. 

 
Section 4
A.  Explains how to kick the president from office, called impeachment.
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Article 3 – Establishes Judges, called the Judiciary.
 
Section 1
A. Establishes the Supreme Court, the highest court in the United States. 

B. Judge serve for life, or until they want to retire. 

 
Section 2
A. Says what cases the Supreme Court must decide. 

B. It also guarantees trial by jury in criminal court. 

 
Section 3
A. Defines, without any question, what the crime of treason is. 
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Article 4 – States Rights.
 
Section 1
A. All states will honor the laws of all other states. 

 
Section 2 
A. Citizens of one state are treated equally and fairly like all citizens of another. 

B. It also says that if a person accused of a crime in one state flees to another will be returned to the state that person fled from. 

 
Section 3
A. How new states come into the Nation. 

B. Control of federal lands. 

 
Section 4
A. Ensures a “Power by the People” government. 

B. Guarantees that the federal government will protect the states against. 
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Article 5 – How to change the Constitution.
A. Representatives must vote on the change. 

B. Senators must vote on the change. 

C. 2/3 of the States must vote for the change. 
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Article 6 - Concerns the United States.
A. Guarantees that the Constitution and all laws and treaties of the United States to be the supreme law of the country. 

B. Requires all officers of the United States and of the states to swear an oath of allegiance to the United States and the Constitution when taking office. 
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Article 7 – Explained how the Constitution was agreed to.
A. Of the original 13 states in the United States, nine had to accept the Constitution before it would officially go into effect.
Appendix II
Condensed 

The Bill of Rights
 
1st Amendment
Protects the people's right to practice religion, to speak freely, to assemble (meet), to address the government and of the press to publish.

 
2nd Amendment
Protects the right to own guns.

 
3rd Amendment
Guarantees that the army cannot force homeowners to give them room and board.

 
4th Amendment
Protects the people from the government improperly taking property, papers, or people, without a valid warrant based on probably cause (good reason).

 
5th Amendment
Protects people from being held for committing a crime unless they are properly indicted, that they may not be tried twice for the same crime, and that you need not be forced to testify against yourself. It also contains due process guarantees.

 
6th Amendment
Guarantees a speedy trial, an impartial jury, and that the accused can confront witnesses against them, and that the accused must be allowed to have a lawyer.

 
7th Amendment
Guarantees a jury trial in federal civil court cases. This type of case is normally no longer heard in federal court.

 
8th Amendment
Guarantees that punishments will be fair, and not cruel, and that extraordinarily large fines will not be set.

 
9th Amendment
Simply a statement that other rights aside from those listed may exist, and just because they are not listed doesn't mean they can be violated.

 
10th Amendment
Says that any power not granted to the federal government belongs to the states.

 
 Amendments passed once the Constitution was adopted.
 
11th Amendment
Says how someone from one state can sue another state.

 
12th Amendment
Redefines how the President and Vice-President are chosen by the Electoral College.

 
13th Amendment
Abolished slavery in the entire United States.

 
14th Amendment
People had rights on the federal level and on the state level, too.  Dealt with civil war items.

 
15th Amendment
Ensured that a person’s race could not be used as criteria for voting.

 
16th Amendment
Authorizes the United States to collect income taxes.

 
17th Amendment
Shifted the choosing of Senators from the state legislatures to the people of the states.

 
18th Amendment
Abolished the sale or manufacture of alcohol in the United States. 

 
19th Amendment
Ensures that sex could not be used as a criteria for voting.

 
20th Amendment
Set new start dates for the terms of the Congress and the President.

 
21st Amendment
Repealed the 18th Amendment.

 
22nd Amendment
Set a limit on the number of times a President could be elected - two four-year terms.

 
23rd Amendment
Grants the Washington D.C. the right to three electors in Presidential elections.

 
24th Amendment
Ensured that no tax could be charged to vote for any federal office.

 
25th Amendment
Establishes rules for a President who becomes unable to perform his duties while in office.

 
26th Amendment
Ensures that any person 18 or over may vote.

 
27th Amendment
Any law that increased the pay of legislators may not take effect until after an election.

Appendix III
Name ______________________________________ 

Organizing Your Ideas

	Support you would Use

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.
	What will they say to Oppose your Ideas

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.




Appendix IIII

Landmark Civil rights Cases

Brown Vs Board of Education (1954)
 In 1954, large portions of the United States had racially segregated schools, made legal by Plessy v. Ferguson (1896), which held that segregated public facilities were constitutional so long as the black and white facilities were equal to each other. However, by the mid-twentieth century, civil rights groups set up legal and political, challenges to racial segregation. In the early 1950s, NAACP lawyers brought class action lawsuits on behalf of black schoolchildren and their families in Kansas, South Carolina, Virginia, and Delaware, seeking court orders to compel school districts to let black students attend white public schools. 

One of these class actions, Brown v. Board of Education was filed against the Topeka, Kansas school board by representative-plaintiff Oliver Brown, parent of one of the children denied access to Topeka's white schools. Brown claimed that Topeka's racial segregation violated the Constitution's Equal Protection Clause because the city's black and white schools were not equal to each other and never could be. The federal district court dismissed his claim, ruling that the segregated public schools were "substantially" equal enough to be constitutional under the Plessy doctrine. Brown appealed to the Supreme Court, which consolidated and then reviewed all the school segregation actions together. 
Gideon vs Wainwright (1963)

The case began with the 1961 arrest of Clarence Earl Gideon. Gideon was charged with breaking and entering into a Panama City, Florida, pool hall and stealing money from the hall's vending machines. At trial, Gideon, who could not afford a lawyer himself, requested that an attorney be appointed to represent him. He was told by the judge that Florida only provided attorneys to indigent defendants charged with crimes that might result in the death penalty if they were found guilty. After he was sentenced to five years in prison, Gideon filed a habeas corpus petition (or petition for release from unjust imprisonment) to the Florida Supreme Court, claiming that his conviction was unconstitutional because he lacked a defense attorney at trial. After the Florida Supreme Court denied his petition, Gideon appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court, which reviewed his case in 1963

Griswold v. Connecticut (1965)
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In Griswold v. Connecticut (1965), the Supreme Court ruled that a state's ban on the use of contraceptives violated the right to marital privacy. The case concerned a Connecticut law that criminalized the encouragement or use of birth control. The 1879 law provided that "any person who uses any drug, medicinal article or instrument for the purposes of preventing conception shall be fined not less than forty dollars or imprisoned not less than sixty days." The law further provided that "any person who assists, abets, counsels, causes, hires or commands another to commit any offense may be prosecuted and punished as if he were the principle offender." 

Estelle Griswold, the executive director of Planned Parenthood League of Connecticut, and Dr. C. Lee Buxton, doctor and professor at Yale Medical School, were arrested and found guilty as accessories to providing illegal contraception. They were fined $100 each. Griswold and Buxton appealed to the Supreme Court of Errors of Connecticut, claiming that the law violated the U.S. Constitution. The Connecticut court upheld the conviction, and Griswold and Buxton appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court, which reviewed the case in 1965.

Miranda v. Arizona (1966)
The case began with the 1963 arrest of Phoenix resident Ernesto Miranda, who was charged with rape, kidnapping, and robbery. Miranda was not informed of his rights prior to the police interrogation. During the two-hour interrogation, Miranda allegedly confessed to committing the crimes, which the police apparently recorded. Miranda, who had not finished ninth grade and had a history of mental instability, had no counsel present. At trial, the prosecution's case consisted solely of his confession. Miranda was convicted of both rape and kidnapping and sentenced to 20 to 30 years in prison. He appealed to the Arizona Supreme Court, claiming that the police had unconstitutionally obtained his confession. The court disagreed, however, and upheld the conviction. Miranda appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court, which reviewed the case in 1966.

Roe v Wade (1973)
In 1970, two recent graduates of the University of Texas Law School, Linda Coffee and Sarah Weddington, brought a lawsuit on behalf of a pregnant woman, Dallas area resident Norma L. McCorvey ("Jane Roe"), claiming a Texas law criminalizing most abortions violated Roe's constitutional rights. The Texas law banned all abortions except those necessary to save the life of the mother. Roe claimed that while her life was not endangered, she could not afford to travel out of state and had a right to terminate her pregnancy in a safe medical environment. The lawsuit was filed against Henry Wade, Dallas Country District Attorney, in a Texas federal court. The Texas court ruled that the law violated the Constitution. Wade appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court, which reviewed the case throughout 1971 and 1972.

Dred Scott V Sandford (1857)

The controversy began in 1833, when Dr. John Emerson, a surgeon with the U.S. Army, purchased Dred Scott, a slave, and eventually moved Scott to a base in the Wisconsin Territory. Slavery was banned in the territory pursuant to the Missouri Compromise. Scott lived there for the next four years, hiring himself out for work during the long stretches when Emerson was away. In 1840, Scott, his new wife, and their young children moved to Louisiana and then to St. Louis with Emerson. Emerson died in 1843, leaving the Scott family to his wife, Eliza Irene Sanford. In 1846, after laboring and saving for years, the Scotts sought to buy their freedom from Sanford, but she refused. Dred Scott then sued Sanford in a state court, arguing that he was legally free because he and his family had lived in a territory where slavery was banned. In 1850, the state court finally declared Scott free. However, Scott's wages had been withheld pending the resolution of his case, and during that time Mrs. Emerson remarried and left her brother, John Sanford, to deal with her affairs. Mr. Sanford, unwilling to pay the back wages owed to Scott, appealed the decision to the Missouri Supreme Court. The court overturned the lower court's decision and ruled in favor of Sanford. Scott then filed another lawsuit in a federal circuit court claiming damages against Sanford's brother, John F.A. Sanford, for Sanford's alleged physical abuse against him. The jury ruled that Scott could not sue in federal court because he had already been deemed a slave under Missouri law. Scott appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court, which reviewed the case in 1856. Due to a clerical error at the time, Sanford's name was misspelled in court records.

Appendix V

Modern Cases

Student on Facebook Page Criticizing Teacher

The case involves Katherine Evans, who was a senior at Pembrook Pines Charter High School in Florida in 2007 when she created a group on Facebook called, "Ms. Sarah Phelps is the worst teacher I've ever met."

"To those select students who have had the displeasure of having Ms. Sarah Phelps, or simply knowing her and her insane antics: Here is the place to express your feelings of hatred," Evans wrote on the page, which she created on her home computer. 

Peter Bayer, the principal of Pembroke Pines High, suspended Evans for three days and removed her from her Advanced Placement classes for violating the school's rules against "cyberbullying" and "harassment" of a staff member, according to court documents.

Evans sued the principal in his individual capacity, alleging that her First Amendment free speech and 14th Amendment due process rights were violated.

 'Silent' Cheerleader
The U.S. Supreme Court on Monday refused to hear the appeal of a Texas high school cheerleader who was dismissed from the squad after she refused to cheer for a basketball player accused of sexually assaulting her.

The cheerleader and her parents had sued the Silsbee Independent School District near Beaumont, Texas, on grounds that officials violated her right to equal protection and her free-speech right not to cheer in symbolic protest.

The case drew headlines after the cheerleader, identified in court papers as H.S., alleged that she was sexually assaulted at a 2008 party by the basketball player and two other young men. A state grand jury declined to indict the three defendants, and the basketball player was permitted to return to the Silsbee High team. 

When the player went to the free-throw line during a 2009 game, H.S. silently refused to cheer for him along with her fellow cheerleaders. According to court papers filed by the school district, the cheerleader's refusal caused a disruption in the stands, and officials told her she had to participate in the cheers or else go home. H.S. went home, and she was removed from the cheerleading squad the next day. (She later rejoined the squad.)

 Discipline of Student Over Internet Speech
The case involves Avery Doninger, who was a junior at Lewis S. Mills High School in Burlington, Conn., in 2007 when she tussled with school officials over the scheduling of a band contest known as "Jamfest." 

Doninger, who was a student council member and junior class secretary, went home and wrote in an entry in her public blog at the website livejournal.com that "jamfest is cancelled due to douchebags in central office" and that readers should contact the superintendent "to piss her off more."

School officials, citing disruption by the emails and Doninger's Web comments, barred her from running for senior class secretary. She wasn't suspended.

Doninger and her mother initially sought an injunction barring her discipline, but a district court and a panel of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 2nd Circuit, in New York, which included then-Circuit Judge Sonia Sotomayor, ruled against her.

The student continued to press her claims for damages under the First Amendment's free-speech clause. She lost in 2009 in federal district court, which granted qualified immunity to the school officials who disciplined her.

In a decision on Monday, a new 2nd Circuit panel ruled unanimously that school officials were immune from Doninger's suit.

"It was objectively reasonable for school officials to conclude that Doninger's behavior was potentially disruptive of student government functions (such as the organization of Jamfest) and that Doninger was not free to engage in such behavior while serving as a class representative—a representative charged with working with these very same school officials to carry out her responsibilities," Judge Debra Ann Livingston said in her April 25 opinion for the panel in Doninger v. Niehoff.

Appendix VI

Opening and Closing Arguments Grade Sheet

 

10 pts _____ Demonstrates an understanding of particular Supreme Court Case

 
10 pts _____ Communicates ideas effectively and clearly 

 

10 pts _____ Reacts to the ideas presented by opposing counsel 

 

10 pts _____ Closing and opening arguments are not repetitive but do reinforce main points

 

 

Total 40pts _______
Appendix VII
Supreme Court Ruling Grade Sheet

 

10 pts _____ Communicates ideas effectively and clearly 

10 pts _____ There is evidence that the court took   ideas presented by both the prosecution and defense into consideration before making their ruling
10 pts _____ Each member developed their own ruling before coming to a final vote

Total 30pts_______
 

