Now That | Know...Creating an Improvement Plan
The Nest Step — What | will do to increase learning in the lower competencies this year

Program Area:

NOCTI Competency Area:

Homeland Security - Thomas Describe selected landmark cases that illustrates US

Constitutional Law

Enhance Teaching Methods

Project

Group activity
Research paper
Theory adjustment
Lab adjustment
Literacy activities
Math activities

1. Google top ten case laws — note taking outline (Guided Notes)

2. Work with History instructor to emphasize case law (schools that have a History teacher)
3. Max strategy for chapter covering text chapter on Constitutional Law

4. Use strategles fer memorization

5. Students perform research in groups on case law — present Powerpeint or some media
related activity that covers the Constitutional Law governing the topic {use case law from text)

Revise Curriculum

Expand time
Reduce time
Change sequence
Add content
Reduce content

- Use Outside Resources

Guest speakers

Field trips

Work-based experiences
Internet resources

1. Contact Octorara HS to cbtain lessons plans for this area and instructional methods (Curley)




Law Enforcement - Case Studies

Case

List the Following: Use additional paper if needed
Plaintiff
Defendant

Which Amendment was involved (if any)

Issues

Decision

Sienificance

Other related issues

Summarize in your own words




SUPREME COURT CASES

Baker V. Carr

Case deals with Voting districts

United States Supreme Court case that retreated from the Court’s
political question doctrine, deciding t fistric tempts to
change the way voting districts are delineated) present
justifiable questions, thus enabling federal col © intervene inand
to decide reapportionment cases. The defendants unsuccessfully
argued that reapportionment of legislative districts is a “political
question"”, and hence not 2 question that may be resolved by federal

ot

lored the nature of "pelitic

justiciable
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California v. Hodari

* United States Supreme Court case where the
Court held that a fleeing suspect is not "seized"
under the terms of the Fourth Amendment
unless the pursuing officers apply physical force
to the suspect or the suspect submits to officers'
demands to halt. Consequently, evidence that is
discarded by a fleeing suspect prior to the point
in time at which they are seized is not subject to
the Fourth Amendment's exclusionary rule.

* https://www.oyez.org/cases/1990/8g-1632

Chambers v. Maroney

Case deals with the 4™ amendment

Car was taken to a police station and
searched without a warrant.

Court ruled 7 to 1 the search was illegal
Court applied the Carroll Doctrine.
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Chimel v. California B
e
S LB

Case deals with the 4" amendment

Local police officers went to Chimel's home with a warrant (~v it De
authorizing his arrest for burglary. Upon serving him with the
arrest warrant, the officers conducted a comprehensive search
of Chimel's residence. The search uncovered a number of

L —

items that were later used to convict Chimel. State courts
upheld the conviction

In a 7-to-2 decision, the Court held that the search of Chimel's
house was unreasonable under the Fourth and Fourteenth
Amendments. The Court reasoned that searches "incident to
arrest® are limited to the area within the immediate control of
the suspect.

Clinton V. Jones

Case deals with Article 1, Section 7,
Paragraph 2: Separation of Powers

Can the President of the United States be

sued?

In a unanimous decision the court ruled that
Yes, President of the United States can be
sued




11/14/2017

Engel V. Vitale

1" amendment

n 3 6-1decision , Yes. Neither the
¢h ".ac‘:"auc' it fro
New York offic 3'I..» c.:,o.'o' {
n tre'_ i shment clause to eliminate '=||<.r-’45d tl-'mti of
c ena Mrt of public cerérmonies.

Escobebo V. Illinois

Case deals with 6*" amendment

Danny Escobedo was arrested and taken to a police station for
questioning. Over several hours, the police refused his repeated
requests to see his lawyer, Escoded: rer sought unsuccassht
to consult with his client. Escobedo subsequently confessed to
murder..

In & 5-4 decision the Court ruled that Escobedo had not been adequa

rforrr 2d of his constitutional right to remain silent rather than to be forced
to incriminate himself. The case has lost authority as pracedent as the
arguments in police interraqation and confession cases have shifted from
the Sixth Amendment to the Fifth Amendment, emphasizing w 1ether the
apprepriate warings have been given and given correctly, and whether the
right to remain silent has been wa.\-ec'.




Gregg v Georgia

= A jury found Gregg quilty of armed robbery and murder and
ntenced him to death. On appeal, the Georgia Supreme Court

affirmed the death sentence e t 35 to its imposition for the
robbery conviction. Gregg challenged his remaining dea w:en.cr’c
for murder, claiming that his capital sentence was a “cruel an
unusual® punishment that violated the Eighth and F :m't'-:n:h
Amenaoments,

5 the Impesition of the death se ce prohibited under the Eighth
and Fourteenth Amendments as “cruel and unusual® punishment?
No. In a 7-to-2 decision, the Court held that a punishment of death
did not violate the Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments under all
circumstances. In extreme criminal cases, such as when a defendant
has been convicted of deliberately killing another, the careful and
udicious vse of the death penalty may be appropriate If carefully
employed.

Griswold V. Connecticut

s with 2%, 39 ™ g™ amendment
swold was the Executive C'ircc’cr of the Planned Parenthood Les
Connecticut. Both she and the Me i or for the League gave
nformaticn, instruction, and other medical adv © marriad couples
concerning birth control. Grisweld
Connecticut law which eriminalized the pr on of couns
medical treatment, to mamried persons for purposes of preve
2 decision ouwrt ruled that though the Constitution does not
t 3 general right to privacy, the various guarantees
penumbBras, or zones, that establish aright to prw; S
Fourth, and \. nth Amendments, create a new con ltm::m':rqht. the
wacy in marital relations. The Connecticut statute conf
» c‘ this right and is therefora null and void.
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Furman v Georgia O

Furman was burglarizing a private home when a family =5
member discovered him. He attempted to flee, and in doing VEUTEA (&
so tripped and fell. The gun that he was carrying went off and - et
killed a resident of the home. He was convicted of murder and

sentenced to death (Two other death penalty cases we

decided along with Furman: Jacksen v. Georgia crc ,ran.-'n

Texas. These cases concern the co-ns:itutionch:'.f cfth° Jeat

sentence for rape and murder convictions, respecti

Does the impoesition and carrying out of the death pens

cases constitute cruel and unusual punishment in violation of the

Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments?

Yes. The Court held that the imposition of the death penalty in these

cases constituted cruel and unusual punishment and viclated the

Constitution.

Gideon V. Wainwright r5 1
C = \ \ - {
vith the &° J { L C /
harged in a Florida state court with a felony for breaking /-_". 1 1 )OF

He lacked fun 1able to hire a law

. Br d/ i5 case the Court found that the
mcnd*t'*t g arantee of counsel was a fundamental right,
al to a fair trial, which should be made applicable to the states
h the Due Prccess Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.
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Kent v.

Mapp V. Ohio

Case deals with 4" amendment

Mapp was convicted of possessing obscene
materials after an admittedly illegal police
search of her home for a fugitive.

In a 6-3 decision the Court declared that "all
evidence obtained by searches and seizures in
violation of the Constitution is, by [the Fourth
Amendment], inadmissible in a state court.”




Henry V. United States

Tamenaoment
G awarrant ¥ caar~h nrarr - =
Without a warrant for search or arrest, federa f
igating a theft from an interstate shipment of whiskey twice

rin a residential district,

tOP] ner and another man

who wcr.. mu, ,La”“dt’ car, and fou ard seize

containing rac stolen from aninte nipment. At petiticner's
trial for unlay / P adics f.cvmgnm

shipment, his timely motion to suppress the evidence s
r‘v;rmlcu, and he was convicte

n 7-2 declision the court ruled that at the time of his arrest the FB
did not have probable cavse to search ,

Katz V. United States

informatio
attached an eavesdropp :1e e putside of a public phone
booth used by "JtL E d on recordings of his end of the
3 (onu::eJ under ane ght- count indictment
sion © wa-gerirgrn‘or""'m 'Cfn Los
Angelesto Bus-.,r and Miam
Ina7-2 decision the Court ruled that Katz was entitled to Fourth
Amendment protection for his conversations and that a physica
ntrusion into the area he occupied was unnecessany to bring :he
Amendment into play. "The Fourth Amendment protects pecple,
not places”

11/14/2017




NATIONAL SOCIALIST PARTY v. SKOKIE
cont.

The district

Tennessee V. Garner

Case deals with 4™ amendment

The officers in question shot an unarmed suspected felon. This
case was instituted by the victim’s family alleging that the
victim's constitutional rights were violated by the officers.

In a 6-3 decision the Court held that under the Fourth
Amendment, when a law enforcement officer is pursuing a
fleeing suspect, he or she may use deadly force only to
prevent escape if the officer has probable cause to believe that
the suspect poses a significant threat of death or serious
physical injury to the officer or others.

11/14/2017
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Miranda V. Arizona

Case deals with g™ amendment
The Court was called upon to consider the constitutionality of
a number of instances, ruled on jointly, in which defendants
were questioned " NnIEIﬂCL<thVCF thenvseuecrvedcf
[their] freedom in any significant way.".
decision the Court he d'*’tr—:sc:u.o could not use
[ om custodial interrogation of defendants unless
U quards "effective to secure
ourt noted that “the
errogation is psychologically rathes
and that "the blood of accused is
unconstitutional inquisition.” The Court spe
u_t ned the neces aspects of police wamings to suspects, including
warnings of the right to remain sllent and the right to have counsel
present during interrogations.
Lead 1o the creation of the Miranda waming

NATIONAL SOCIALIST PARTY v. SKOKIE

Case deals with a* amendment
a2 of Skokie, Winois had a population of z approximately 7

persons, of whom approxamately 40,500 were Jewish. Included w thm

popuiation were '*,o-cands who survived detention in Nazi concentrat
. 1977, Frank ..cl n thc leader of thc ‘Jvthf‘ SeC

As a result
entionand a r.ﬂber ;:r'»r‘ calls z edly made by Nazi
: mbers to residents with “Jewish names ,IhlS f'l-mﬁd
gemonstration became common knowledge among Skokia’s Jewish
community

11/14/2017
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NATIONAL SOCIALIST PARTY v. SKOKIE

JJ5tcel

& decision the Cour

tod

Tennessee V. Garner

3\

.

C

el
z ey <TuDY
The officers in question shot an unarmed suspected felon. This »
' ' g . —
case was instituted by the victim’s family alleging that the (_-\ U/ D L
> - - - - )
victim’s constitutional rights were violated by the officers. —

Case deals with 4" amendment

In @ 6-3 decision the Court held that under the Fourth
Amendment, when a law enforcement officer is pursuing a
fleeing suspect, he or she may use deadly force only to
prevent escape if the officer has probable cause to believe that
the suspect poses a significant threat of death or serious
physical injury to the officer or others.

10



Terry V. Ohio

Case deals with 4" amendment

Terry and two other men were observed by a plain clothes
soliceman in what the officer believed to be ‘casing a job, a
stick-up." The officer stopped and frisked the three men, and
found weapons on two of them. Terry was convicted of
carrying a concealed weapon and sentenced to three years in
jail.

n an 8-10-2 decision, the Court held that the se

officer was 'Pasanablc nder ’he Foufth Amend"e nt ann_ t

Court f.JUnL.. that the searches andcrtekcn were wmut-so: In scope and
designed to protect the officer’s safety incident to the investigation

Tinker V. Des Moines

Christopher

protest the\ :
schools during the Chris
‘ﬁ'»n' ons, and fearing :1'-'.

Trln-r blings Jnd hn .tc heir armband school, they were
askad to remove them. u'htr“ zh»:« refused, they uerc 'u spended utxl after
New Year's Day.

In 3 7-2 decision the court stated The weanng of .:rrr'\.md was “closely akin
to 'pure speech™ and protected b

environments imply limitations

lacked justification for imposing any such limits. ht P

show that the forbidden conduct would substantially s

appropriate scheel discipline.

11/14/2017

STUD Y

4

b€

11



United States V. Leon

The exclusionary rule requires that evidence illeqally seized must
be excluded from criminal trials. Leon was the target of police
surveillance based on an anonymous informant's tip. The police
applied to a judge for a search warrant of Leon's home based on
the evidence from their surveillance. A judge issuved the warrant
and the police recovered large quantities of illegal drugs. Leon
was indicted for violating federal drug laws. A judge concluded
that the affidavit for the search warrant was insufficient; it did
not establish the probable cause necessary to issue the warrant.
Thus, the evidence obtained under the warrant could not be
introduced at Leon's trial.

is there a "good faith® exception to the axclusionary rule?

Weeks V. United States

Case deals with 5" amendment

Police entered the home of Fremont Weeks and seized papers which
were used to convict him of transporting lottery tickets through the
mail. This was done without a search warrant.

In 2 unanimous dedision, the Court held that the seizure of items
from Weeks' residence directly violated his constitutional rights. The
Court 2lso held ie government's refusal to return Weeks'
possessions violated the Fourth Amendment. To allow private
documents to be seized and then held as evidence against citizens
weould have meant that the protection of the Fourth Amendment
declaring the right to be secure against such searches and seizures
would be of no value whatsoever. This was the first application of
what eventually became known as the "exclusionary rule.”

hRged
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