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AMERICAN GOVERNMENT HOMEWORK PACKET
Homework is worth 25% of your grade. Over the course of this semester, you will be assigned numerous homework assignments. Assignments will build off topics discussed in class or topics that will be discussed in the future. Other assignments will act as a means for you to make connections with history as we live it and experience it and make connections to the past. 

Homework assignments will . . . 

· List your name, band and date submitted.

· Be a mix of primary/secondary source reading as well as use of web resources. Plan ahead.
· Be challenging and require you to do your best to complete it. Please complete assignments on your own 
· Include complete sentences and well-developed paragraphs that clearly address the question and provide clear examples from the source used. 
· Be submitted on time during class time and/or online through Pupilpath.

· Be accepted late only if submitted with a legitimate excuse note that is signed by a doctor, teacher, or parent/guardian.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
FOUNDATIONS
HW #1. Enlightenment Ideas

1. Explain two beliefs of Locke and two beliefs of Hobbes.

2. Explain whether you think Locke and Hobbes would agree or disagree about the nature of people. Explain reasoning.

3.  What do Hamilton and Madison think about people?  How does it compare to Locke and Hobbes?

4.  Should the founders of the US think like Locke or like Hobbes? WHY (support your reasons)? 
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                    THOMAS HOBBES, Leviathan 1651

JOHN LOCKE, Two Treaties of Government, 1690

[image: image4.png]



Hamilton and Madison, Fed 51
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

HW #2. Weakness of the Articles of Confederation (AOC)

1) (i) Define the words delegated and sovereignty.  (ii) Explain the meaning of Art II of the AOC? 

2) Create a Chart:  Explain the Powers the government has?  Doesn’t have?

3) According Federalist Paper 21 below, what other problems existed in the AOC?

ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION, Article II

“Each state retains its sovereignty, freedom, and independence, and every power, jurisdiction, and right, which is not by this Confederation expressly delegated to the United States, in Congress assembled.”  
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Federalist Paper 21, Alexander Hamilton, 1787

The United States, as now composed, have no powers to ensure obedience, or punish disobedience to their resolutions, …by a suspension of privileges, or by any other constitutional mode. There is no express delegation of authority to them to sue force against delinquent members; and if such a right should be ascribed to the federal head, as resulting from the nature of the social compact between the States, it must be by inference and construction in the face of that part of the second article by which it is declared "that each State shall retain every power, jurisdiction, and right, not expressly delegated to the United States in the Congress assembled." . . . If we are unwilling to prevent the force of this idea, we shall be obliged to conclude, that the United States is unable to enforce the execution of its own laws. . . .

Without a change, the Union is unable to repel those domestic dangers which may sometimes threaten the existence of the State constitutions, …Usurpation may exist in each State and trample upon the liberties of the people, while the national government could legally do nothing more than behold its encroachment with indignation and regret. A successful faction may erect a tyranny on the ruins of order and law, while no succor could constitutionally be afforded by the Union to the friends and supporters of the government. Who can predict what effect a despotism established in Massachusetts would have upon the liberties of New Hampshire or Rhode Island, of Connecticut or New York?
4) Cartoon: Explain the message about the union of the states of America under the AOC?  Are the AOC good or bad? Explain.
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----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
HW #3. THE CONSTITUTION

1. Describe with many DETAILS the six basic principles to the Constitution.

2. Explain which 2 principles you think are the most important to having a good government.   Discuss your reasoning (Why?). 

The Constitution is built on six basic principles. These are deeply ingrained in the mindset and landscape of US Government.

Popular Sovereignty - This principle states that the source of governmental power lies with the people. This belief stems from the concept of the social contract and the idea that government should be for the benefit of its citizens. If the government is not protecting the people, it should be dissolved.

Limited Government - Since the people give government its power, government itself is limited to the power given to it by them. In other words, the US government does not derive its power from itself. It must follow its own laws and it can only act using powers given to it by the people.

Separation of Powers - As stated previously, the US Government is divided into three branches so that no one branch has all the power. Each branch has its own purpose: to make the laws, execute the laws, and interpret the laws.

Checks and Balances - In order to further protect the citizens, the constitution set up a system of checks and balances. Basically, each branch of government has a certain number of checks it can use to ensure the other branches do not become too powerful. For example, the president can veto legislation, the Supreme Court can declare acts of Congress unconstitutional, and the Senate must approve treaties and presidential appointments.

Judicial Review - This is a power that allows the Supreme Court to decide whether acts and laws are unconstitutional. This was established with Marbury v. Madison in 1803.

Federalism - One of the most complicated foundations of the US is the principle of federalism. This is the idea that the central government does not control all the power in the nation. States also have powers reserved to them. This division of powers does overlap and sometimes leads to problems such as what happened with the response to Hurricane Katrina between the state and federal governments.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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HW #4. FEDERALISM
1. Define delegated and reserved. How does the 10th Amendment divide power? 

2. Explain how “federalism’’ works in a Democracy?
3. Cartoon: Describe what is happening in the cartoon. Explain the message about federalism.
4. Map/Case Study:  How does federalism impact our government’s policies on medical marijuana? 
{WEB ALERT! use map; for 2013 version go on my weebly!} 

	10th Amendment 

The powers not delegated to the United States (federal government) by the Constitution, …, are reserved to the States respectively, ...


Federalism and Democracy           By David J. Bodenhamer
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Federalism is a system of shared power between two or more governments with authority over the same people and geographical area. In the US, laws of the national government, located in Washington, apply to any individual who lives within the national boundaries, while laws in each of the 50 states apply to residents of those states alone. Under the U.S. Constitution, Congress does not have the power to abolish a state nor can a state assume a power intended for the national government alone. Under American federalism, in fact, the U.S. Constitution is the source of authority for both national and state governments. This document, in turn, reflects the will of the American people, the ultimate power in a democracy.

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT VS. STATE GOVERNMENT

In a federal nation, the central government has defined powers, with full sovereignty over external affairs. The exercise of authority in domestic affairs is more complicated. Under the Constitution, the U.S. government has exclusive power to regulate interstate and foreign commerce, coin money, provide for the naturalization of immigrants and maintain an army or navy, among other things. These areas are ones in which national interests clearly supersede state interests and are properly reserved for the national government. The national government also has judicial authority to resolve controversies between two or more states and between the citizens of different states.

In other areas of domestic policy, however, the central and state governments may have parallel or overlapping interests or needs. Here, power may be exercised simultaneously by both state and national governments; chief among these concurrent powers is the power to tax. And in areas where the Constitution is silent regarding national authority, states may act provided they do not conflict with powers the central government may legally exercise. On large and important subjects that affect citizens in their daily lives -- education, crime and punishment, health and safety -- the Constitution fails to assign direct responsibility. According to the republican principles that guided the founding generation, especially the theories of 17th-century British philosopher John Locke, the people reserved these powers, which they delegated to the states through the various state constitutions.  

http://www.america.gov/st/usg-english/2007/January/20071128094357abretnuH0.8318903.html       WEB ALERT! For 2013 map see weebly!!!
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
HW #5. SEPARATION OF POWERS, continued on next page!  (1,2,3,4)

1. How does the constitution ensure a separation of powers?


2. Why did the founders want to make sure power was separated?  (use the quote about “Ambition…”
The first article of the Constitution says "ALL legislative powers...shall be vested in a Congress."  
The second article vests "the executive power...in a President."  
The third article places the "judicial power of the United States in one Supreme Court" and "in such inferior Courts as the Congress...may establish." 
Separation of powers serves several goals.  Separation prevents concentration of power (seen as the root of tyranny) and provides each branch with weapons to fight off encroachment by the other two branches.  As James Madison argued in the Federalist Papers (No. 51), "Ambition must be made to counteract ambition."  Clearly, our system of separated powers is not designed to maximize efficiency; it is designed to maximize freedom.
SEPARATION OF POWERS, CONSTITUTION CHART

3.  Use the constitution in the boxes to complete this chart in your notebook.  Put three powers in your own words.   

               4.   Explain how these powers check and balance each other? Use 2 examples to make it clear.
	Article I-Legislative

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

To declare war… and make rules concerning captures on land and water;

To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers…
	Article II-Executive

The President shall be commander in chief of the Army and Navy of the United States, and of the militia of the several state

Shall appoint ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United States, 

He shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed,
	Article III-Judicial

The judicial power shall extend to all 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

Marbury vs. Madison

It is emphatically the responsibility and duty of the Judicial Branch to say what the law is. Those who apply the rule to particular cases must, of necessity, explain and interpret that rule. If two laws conflict with each other, the Courts must decide the [constitutionality] of each.

	1.

2.

3.
	1.

2.

3.
	1.

2.




--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
HW #6. ELECTIONS: ELECTORAL COLLEGE
1.  Explain: How states get a number of ‘Electors’?  How many has New York? California? Texas? Mass? Penn? Ohio? FL?

2.  Explain: How are electoral votes awarded to a candidate? How is the winning candidate determined by the Elect. College?
3.  Why did the Founding Fathers create this system?  Do you agree with Hamilton’s statements (in italics below)?

4.  Should we change or keep this system? Explain. 
[image: image9.jpg]


The Electoral College  

by Timothy A. Cantrell
The Electoral College was a way in which the states would have a voice in the election of a President. States are represented in the Electoral College according to their total number of representatives in the legislative branch. In other words, a state like Kentucky has 6 Representatives and 2 Senators; this means that Kentucky has 8 electoral votes.
The presidential election should be viewed as 51 separate elections for electoral votes. (50 States and D.C.) The reasons they are considered separate elections is that the candidate with most votes in a state gets all of the “electoral votes” (the number on each state above) for winning that state. The key to victory is to win enough votes to win enough states to reach at least 270 electoral votes(a majority of the total of 538). Remember: The candidate who wins the most votes in a state gets all the electoral votes of that state.
Why Was the Electoral College Created?  by Marc Schulman

The Electoral College was created for two reasons. The first purpose was to create a buffer between population and the 

selection of a President. The founding fathers were afraid of direct election to the Presidency. They feared a tyrant could manipulate public opinion and come to power. Hamilton wrote in the Federalist Papers:
It was equally desirable, that the immediate election should be made by men most capable of analyzing the qualities adapted to the [office of president], and acting under circumstances favorable to deliberation, and to a judicious combination of all the reasons and inducements which were proper to govern their choice. A small number of persons, selected by their fellow-citizens from the general mass, will be most likely to possess the information and discernment requisite to such complicated investigations. It was also peculiarly desirable to afford as little opportunity as possible to tumult and disorder. This evil was not least to be dreaded in the election of a magistrate, who was to have so important an agency in the administration of the government as the President of the United States. But the precautions which have been so happily concerted in the system under consideration, promise an effectual security against this mischief.
WEB ALERT! For more information, visit:  http://www.archives.gov/federal-register/electoral-college/faq.html
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
HW #7. PRESIDENT: THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH

1.  Explain the two ways the powers of the presidency can be interpreted.  Which do you prefer? (2 reasons why!!!)


2.  Explain the president’s actions in both cases.  Do you agree with their actions?


3.  Explain how the court interpreted the power of the President.


4.  Do you think presidents (Obama, Bush, others) use(d) or abuse(d) their power?  (Be specific! Cite examples.)

Two very different views of executive power have been articulated by past presidents.  One view, the "strong president" view, favored by presidents such as Theodore Roosevelt essentially held that presidents may do anything not specifically prohibited by the Constitution.  The other, "weak president" view, favored by presidents such as Howard Taft, held that presidents may only exercise powers specifically granted by the Constitution or delegated to the president by Congress under one of its enumerated powers.
	Sheet & Tube Co. v Sawyer (1952) arose when President Harry Truman, responding to labor unrest at the nation's steel mills during the Korean War, seized (took) control of the mills.  Six-members (a majority) of the Court concluded that Truman's action exceeded his authority under the Constitution.  But, seven justices indicated that the power of the President is not limited to those powers expressly granted in Article II.  Had the Congress not expressly disapproved of Truman's seizure of the mills, the president’s actions might have been upheld.  
	United States v Richard Nixon:   Executive privilege is the right of the President to withhold certain information sought by another branch of government.  It was first created by President Jefferson in response to a subpoena (request for information at a trial) from John Marshall in the famous treason trial of Aaron Burr.  The Supreme Court's first major pronouncement on the issue, however, did not come until 1974 in United States v Richard Nixon.  The case involved the refusal to President Nixon to turn over to Watergate Special Prosecutor Leon Jaworski several hours of Oval Office tapes believed to concern the Watergate break-in and the cover-up of the break-in.  Although the Court unanimously concluded that the Constitution does indeed contain an executive privilege, the Court said the privilege was not absolute.  Balancing the interests in the Nixon case, the Court found the privilege did not extend to the requested Watergate tapes and forced Nixon to submit them to the court.


HW #8.  ELECTIONS: NOMINATION OF PRESIDENT
1.  How does the first graphic describe the campaign trail?
2.  Explain four things you must do to get elected as president. Is this process too long and drawn out? Explain. 
3.  Cartoon:  What is the message about the campaign?

4.  Chart:  What does this tell us about the cost of elections?  Is this good or bad? Why?  (Look at some actual costs below!)
5. WEB ALERT! VIEW: http://elections.nytimes.com/2012/campaign-finance Compare Obama’s spending to Romney’s for the 
   2012 election. What were some of the results/patterns? What does this indicate to us about campaigning? 
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Presidential Campaign Spending
[image: image11.png]


October 21, 2008, US News and World Report
$150 mill: Obama's fundraising for September ‘08
$47 mill: McCain had for October 1 and Election Day

$345 mill: Total spent by George W. Bush in 2004 

$310 mill: Total spent by John Kerry in 2004 
$718 mill: Total spent by all pres. candidates in 2004

$343. mill: Total spent by all pres. candidates in 2000

$239 mill: Total spent by all pres. candidates in 1996

$192. mill: Total spent by all pres. candidates in 1992

$210mill: Total spent by pres. candidates in 1988

$103 mill: Total spent by pres. candidates in 1984

$92. mill: Total spent by pres. candidates in 1980

$66.9 mill: Total spent by pres. candidates in 1976
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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HW #9.  ELECTIONS:  ADVERTISEMENTS, Internet
1.  Watch advertisements from 2 of the candidates in the 2012 election. WEB ALERT! 
2. Who were the candidates? Explain what you see in the advertisements.
3.  How do these try to influence the public opinions? Were they effective ads? Explain. 
4.  Cartoon:  Explain what an “attack ad” is, and the message of the cartoon below.

HW #10. VOTING BEHAVIOR, 
1.  Write an article for the Murrow Network that explains American voters or non-voters to the school. In your article, clearly explain FOUR trends revealed in the quote and graphs below. 
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2. Should we make voting mandatory (penalize those who do not vote)?

3. Describe 2 reasons why young people vote less than older people.

Less than 50% of American adults voted in the 1996 presidential election, and only 36% voted in the November 1998 congressional elections.   Voter turnout in American elections has plunged in recent years, but the drop has been particularly pronounced among the young. In fact, turnout among senior citizens has increased since 1972, even as turnout dropped from 50% to 32% among citizens aged 18 to 24 and from 71% to 49% among citizens aged 25 to 44.   -www.fairvote.org

http://kids.clerk.house.gov/high-school/lesson.html?intID=1
HW #11. WHAT POLITICAL PARTY DO YOU SUPPORT? 

Research using the class handout and the following websites:  WEB ALERT! RNC.org and DNC.org

1.  Explain 5 “typical beliefs” of a Democrat (5). 

2.  Explain 5 “typical beliefs” of a Republican (5). 

3.  Explain 3 reasons why you are a Democrat, Republican, or Independent.
4.  (i) Explain how the cartoons critique political parties. (ii) What does donkey, elephant, red and blue state mean?
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Rethinking red states and blue states — in 1 map; By Aaron Blake, Updated: February 1, 2013

Gallup is out with its latest annual rankings of which states are the most conservative and which are the most liberal.

WEB ALERT! SEE MAP: http://www.gallup.com/poll/160196/alabama-north-dakota-wyoming-conservative-states.aspx#mapsnippet1

Map ranks the states according to the ratio of conservative voters to liberal voters.

1. Alaska: It’s clearly a red state, but voters there don’t consider themselves to be terribly conservative. In fact, there are more self-described conservatives in blue-leaning states like New Mexico and Pennsylvania than there are in Alaska, and Alaska has the highest population of self-described moderates (42.5 percent). President Obama actually did a few points better in the Last Frontier in 2012 than in 2008 — one of very few places where that was true — which suggests the state might be shifting politically.

2. New Hampshire: It may be a swing state, but relatively few voters there consider themselves to be conservative. In fact, its ratio of conservative voters to liberal voters ranks 36th out of 50 states.

3. The Dakotas: North and South Dakota are considered pretty politically analogous, but North Dakotans see themselves as being significantly more conservative than their southern neighbors. North Dakota ranks third in ratio of conservatives to liberals, while South Dakota ranks 18th. Still, that didn’t stop North Dakota from electing a Democratic senator last year, Heidi Heitkamp.

4. Emerging swing states: New Mexico and Pennsylvania rank near the middle on the blue side, while Arizona and Kentucky (!) rank near the middle on the red side. In fact, the ratio of conservatives to liberals is less in Kentucky than it is in North Carolina, Missouri and even Iowa.

That’s not to say that these states will be battlegrounds any time soon. New Mexico, for instance, has many Latino voters who consider themselves conservative but regularly vote Democratic, and Kentucky just went more than 60 percent for Republican Mitt Romney. But the numbers suggest Arizona and Pennsylvania are on the verge of being more competitive at the statewide level.
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
HW #12. INTEREST GROUPS


1.  (i) What is the goal of an “Interest Group” or “Pressure Group”? (ii) Define lobbyist. 


2.  How is it different than a Political Party (Democrat or Republican)?


3.  According to the chart, what is the “interest” of most interest groups?

Pressure groups play an important role in American politics. In America, as with other democracies, other institutions exist, apart from the political parties, to organize and transmit to government and politicians the views of different sections of society. Pressure groups allow this to happen. These organization are pressure or interest groups, and they provide the link between the people and the government.

In America, the title "pressure group" has all-but been replaced with the title "interest group". Therefore, an organization such as Greenpeace would lobby for the interests of environmental issues; the pro/anti gun groups would lobby for the interests of those concerned with either side of the gun issue. The word "interest" is seen as being less forceful than the word "pressure" which could hint at vaguely undemocratic tendencies and processes as a pressure group goes about the work it does to support its beliefs - especially if they represent a minority of people within a community.

The differences between pressure groups and political parties are often hard to see, but generally, political parties nominate candidates for elective office, seek to win and then staff these offices, by appealing to the electorate.  Pressure groups, on the other hand, do not usually offer candidates in elections or seek to gain political power by holding positions in office, but try to influence legislation by mobilizing public opinion. Pressure groups can be called to give evidence at Congressional hearings and give evidence to government departments on their specific area(s) of concern. A pressure group may therefore be described as "an organized body of individuals who share some goals and who try to influence public policy."
Percentage of Total in Washington DC

	
	Offices in Washington
	Retained lobbyists in Washington

	Corporations
	20.6
	45.7

	Trade Associations
	30.6
	17.9

	Foreign Corporations
	0.5
	6.5

	Professional Associations
	14.8
	6.9

	Unions
	3.3
	1.7

	Citizen Groups
	8.7
	4.1

	Civil Rights/Minorities
	1.7
	1.3

	Social Welfare and the poor
	1.3
	0.6

	Governmental Units
	1.4
	4.2

	Other unknown
	14.6
	10.2


--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

HW #13. CONGRESS: THE FIRST BRANCH

1.  Explain bicameralism.  Explain how and why is our legislature bicameral?

2.  Explain at least 5 differences between the House and Senate based on the chart below.  (Make your own chart on a 
     separate sheet of paper.)
The Legislative Branch

Congress, the primary lawmaking body of the U.S. government, meets at the United States Capitol in Washington D.C. Members of Congress introduce legislative proposals called bills or resolutions. Members vote on the proposals, which are then sent to the Executive branch to be approved. Members of Congress also review the work of executive agencies to determine if they are following government policy.

The duties of the legislative branch were decided during the Philadelphia Convention. During the Convention, the delegates debated at length about how to form the Legislative Branch— delegates from large states wanted the number of representatives decided by the number of citizens in the state, but delegates from the smaller states were worried they would have no power. To compromise, the delegates decided the Congress would be a bicameral legislature— a lawmaking body with two houses—consisting of the House of Representatives and the Senate to ensure everyone had equal representation.


SOURCE: http://kids.clerk.house.gov/high-school/lesson.html?intID=1
	The House of Representatives

The House of Representatives has 435 voting Members and five Delegates, each serving a two year term, and one Resident Commissioner who serves for four years. The House of Representatives is referred to as the lower house of the United States Congress, because it has more Members than the Senate. It also has powers not granted to the Senate, like the ability to elect the President if the Electoral College is tied.

The creation of the House of Representatives addressed the wishes of the delegates from larger states during the Philadelphia Convention. States are divided into congressional districts, based on population, and each Congressional district is represented by one Member. If an entire state’s population does not meet the population criteria for a district, then a Member is elected “at large,” meaning he or she represents the entire state. Both Vermont and Montana are represented by Members at Large.
	The Senate

The Senate has 100 members and is the upper house of the United States Congress. It is called the upper house because it has fewer members than the House of Representatives and has powers not granted to the House, such as giving approval to appointments of Cabinet secretaries and federal judges.  The creation of the Senate addressed the concern of the delegates from smaller states at the Philadelphia Convention because each state, regardless of the size of its population, is represented by two Senators. Senators serve six year terms and both Senators from the same state are never up for re-election at the same time.   

	1

2

3

4

5
	1

2

3

4

5


--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
HW #14.  CONGRESSIONAL POWERS
1. What does enumerated powers mean?

2. The Constitution says Congress can make laws “necessary and proper,” should this be read broadly to give a lot of powers to 

    Congress or strictly to give a little bit of power to Congress? WHY? Provide reasoning.
3.  Cartoons: (i) Explain what the images represent. (ii)Explain how each cartoon describes Congress. (iii) Explain why the 
     message of each cartoons is positive or negative? 

4. How is Congress influenced by outside forces? Explain. 
[image: image17.png]


The United States is a government of enumerated powers.  Congress, and the other two branches of the federal government, can only exercise those powers given in the Constitution.  The powers of Congress are enumerated in several places in the Constitution.  The most important listing of congressional powers appears in Article I, Section 8 (see left) which identifies in seventeen paragraphs many important powers of Congress.  The last paragraph of Article I, Section 8 grants to Congress the power "to make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers"--the "Necessary and Proper Clause."  The proper interpretation of the Necessary and Proper Clause was the subject of a heated debate between such important figures as Alexander Hamilton (who argued that the clause should be read broadly to authorize the exercise of many implied powers) and Thomas Jefferson (who argued that "necessary" really meant necessary).  Hamilton's more flexible interpretation makes possible a strong central government, whereas Jefferson's narrower interpretation strengthens states' rights. http://www.law.umkc.edu/faculty/projects/ftrials/conlaw/congpowers.htm
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HW #15.  CONGRESS: HOW DOES A BILL BECOME A LAW? (a,b,c,d)
WEB ALERT! Visit:   http://congress.indiana.edu/modules/Legislative_Process/main.htm, CLICK ON SECTION 2
1. Make your own diagram of the steps of the legislative process.

2. Fill in each box with details…therefore you must make this image LARGE on your paper! 

[image: image1]
         Visit:  http://congress.indiana.edu/modules/Legislative_Process/main.htm,  CLICK ON SECTION 4/look up elsewhere 
3. Explain three other things that influence or happen during the legislative process. Examples: Filibuster, Lobbying, Super Majority votes, etc…
4. Does this process seem to be effective or ineffective? Explain. 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
HW #16.  MEDIA
1.   Describe the difference between the “old media” to the “new media”? (use examples)  
2.   Explain 3 positives and 3 negatives about the media influence on people and politics today. Be specific. 

3.   Cartoon:  What is the message about the media coverage of politics?  Is there a bias in the media?
4.   Take a stand:  Is the influence of media positive or negative? Discuss your opinion in detail; provide proof for your argument. 
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Old Media vs. New Media

Usage of national network newscasts for political news declined from 60 percent to 30 percent, while usage of cable TV news rose from 30 percent in 2002 — the first year it was included — to 40 percent now. Usage of radio was just short of 50 percent in 1994, while newspapers were at 60 percent. Each of those two have slid to the mid-thirties in percentages in 2008. 

But the Internet’s “online news,” which was just above zero as a news source in 1996, is now at 40 percent — and that understates its impact, Rainie said. “More than a quarter of voters get video online, and a lot of people are using the Internet to read whole speech texts or see entire TV ads. They’re using the Internet as pushback against mainstream media’s cutbacks in political coverage,” he noted. 


	Media Role is Positive

Much of the impact is positive, as the Internet has drawn more people than ever before into the political process — and helped them make an immediate and direct impact, said the two panelists, pollster Celinda Lake and Lee Rainie, director of the Internet and American Life Project for the non-profit non-partisan Pew Center. 

The Internet’s impact is still evolving, Rainie and Lake said. And while the Internet is rapidly rising as a news source, especially among younger voters, local TV news — though declining — is still the most-used news source for most of the country. Respondents in Pew surveys could name more than one source. 

Local TV news, says Rainie — a former Washington bureau member of the unionized New York Daily News and former editor of U.S. News and World Report—is still a prime political news source for just over half the country. That’s down from 70 percent in 1994.  
The Newspaper Guild points out that rising consolidation of the mainstream media — large TV networks, cable operations, newspapers and radio — produces cuts in political and civic coverage, and jobs. 

What the Internet users are doing is interesting: A cadre of thousands of leaders take the roles once played by publishers and broadcasters, and evaluate information before re-sending it out, with comment and analysis. Rainie cited HuffingtonPost, a noted liberal “blog,” as an example. And the best of those thousands are breaking stories themselves. 

There is also one worrisome phenomenon the Internet intensifies, Rainie warned: The tendency of people to tailor incoming information to fit their own preconceived notions. “People want to get information that matches ‘The Daily Me’,” he explained. That refusal of information that disagrees with their own views has always occurred, but “the Internet has that (filtering) on steroids. 

“There’s great concern that as we customize” information for ourselves by Internet usage, “we’ll have less to talk about, less of a common story and less of a dialog,” he added. But even then, opposing views are not always shut out. After all, many Internet users, to respond to comments on blogs, Twitter and elsewhere, find themselves researching opposition statements in order to strike back intelligently.  http://www.pww.org/article/articleview/13933/


	Media Role is negative
All of the American broadcast media, and most of the print media as well, are owned primarily by wealthy individuals. Direct ties to the biggest of big businesses are almost unbelievably extensive (see our analysis below), and, we believe, these ties cannot help but seriously bias and compromise news coverage. Moreover, the media empires are, first and foremost, profit-making corporations that conduct themselves like other corporations when it comes to corrupting American politics. 

That is, the parent corporations of many make so-called "campaign contributions" and also act against the public interest in other ways. As big winners in the corruption game, they show no signs of serious interest in political reform. (As large corporations themselves, the mass media want the same preferential treatment, and have the same desire to grow without bounds, as all other corporations.)

Allegations of political bias in the media are common, although there is considerable controversy concerning the nature of this bias: neither liberals or conservatives are pleased. Conservatives allege that the media exhibit a liberal bias. On the other hand, liberals allege that the media exhibit a pro-corporate,plutocratic bias. However, we believe such charges rely on a faulty and simplistic analysis of the American political and economic spectrum (for a better understanding of that spectrum, see the linked diagrams,politics and economics). The truth is that the apparent liberalism of some of the mass media is primarily cultural, and rarely economic. In effect, and like most other American institutions, the mass media advance the economic interests of the wealthy few at the cost of the interests, and values, of the majority; and the self-indulgent, empire-building interests of the wealthy few are not those of either liberals or cultural conservatives.

An ever accelerating commercialism has been evident in public radio and television for some time. While its news coverage is generally far less misleading than that of the corporate media, when NPR is used as a conduit to bring Americans the message that "globalization is inevitable", any pretense that it truly provides journalism in the public interest stands revealed as a sham.

Unsurprisingly, and again consistent with a pro-corporate bias, all of the major broadcast and print media have been either directly involved in secret negotiations with the government regulators. Of course, corporations owning media corporations have no business whatsoever making "campaign contributions" (bribes) to presidential candidates.  (Note:  all analysis of bribes below refers to the first Bush campaign.)
http://www.progressiveliving.org/mass_media_and_politics.htm
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HW #17. COURTS: JUDICIAL BRANCH
1.  Explain the power that the Article III gives to the Supreme Court.

2.  Describe two checks and balances that Congress has on the Supreme Court.

3.  Explain the two ways that a case reaches the Supreme Court.

4.  CHART:  How does this chart explain the court structure?

SUPREME COURT

The Constitution and the Supreme Court: the Constitution is very clear about the position of the Supreme Court as stated in Article III.
"The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Court and in such inferior courts that the Congress may from time to time ordain and establish…The judicial power shall extend to all cases, in law and equity, arising under the Constitution, the laws of the United States and Treaties."

Article III states very little else (Section 3 refers to treason) and it is in this short section of the Constitution that the power of the Supreme Court emanates. Ironically, it is unclear whether the Founding Fathers intended the Supreme Court to have such power and the written record of debate on this issue contains very few references to the power that this body should have or might develop.

The structure of the Federal courts:

The Constitution clearly places the Supreme Court at the head of the federal judicial system in America. Congress does have the right to establish inferior courts and it has taken the opportunity to do this. Originally, Congress established three circuit courts of appeal and thirteen district courts. Since then, the federal court system has expanded to eleven circuit courts of appeal plus one for Washington DC, and ninety four district courts. Under Article 1 of the Constitution,  Congress has also established four legislative courts. They are those of the District of Columbia, territorial courts, tax courts and the Court of Military Appeals.

District courts are courts of original jurisdiction. That is, they are the basic trial courts of the federal system. Most decisions taken in these courts are usually final but they can be reviewed by the Courts of Appeal. The Courts of Appeal are organized into circuits and they may only hear appeals from within their own circuits. The Supreme Court is the final court of appeal. It can hear cases from the inferior federal courts and from state courts when a federal issue is involved. Federal issues include crimes against America, disputes between citizens of different states, disputes between US citizens and a foreign nation and actions arising under the Constitution.

There are two ways in which a case can be referred to the Supreme Court. The first is a direct appeal from the lower federal courts if a constitutional issue is deemed to be involved. The second way is by petitioning for a writ of certiorari. This means that the records of a case in a lower federal court are sent to the Supreme Court for review. Such a writ can only be granted with the agreement of four justices of the Supreme Court.

The Supreme Court acts as a court of original jurisdiction in very rare cases only. It would be extremely unlikely that a case would go straight to the Supreme Court and bypass the lower federal courts. Article III, Section 2 is very clear when it states that this only happens in "cases affecting Ambassadors, public ministers and consuls and those in which a state shall be a party."
Alexander Hamilton wrote, "the complete independence of the courts of justice is peculiarly essential in a limited constitution."  To maintain full judicial independence, the Constitution clearly states, in Article III, that judicial power lies with the Supreme Court and the inferior federal courts established by Congress. The Article also clearly states that judges cannot be dismissed or receive unfavorable treatment simply because they make a judgment that does not find political support and/or favor from the party in power. 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

HW #18  BILL OF RIGHTS
USE CONSTITUTION TO ANSWER THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS
1) Explain in order the three most important rights in the Bill of Rights.

2) Why are they most important three rights to you?

3) Analyze the statement “students take their rights for granted.”  Explain three reasons why you agree or disagree with the statement above.

___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
HW #19  FREEDOM OF RELIGION: ESTABLISHMENT


1) Explain the two different clauses that deal with religion in the Constitution.


2) Why is it difficult to understand the meaning of the establishment clause?

3) How was the freedom of religion different after 1940 compared to before?


4) Does the Pledge of Allegiance violate the “establishment” clause by supporting a religion?
1) “Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof...”
Two clauses of the First Amendment concern the relationship of government to religion: the Establishment Clause and the Free Exercise Clause.  Although the clauses were intended by the framers to serve common values, there is some tension between the two.  For example, some people might suggest that providing a military chaplain (religious minister) for troops stationed overseas violates the Establishment Clause, while others might suggest that failing to provide a chaplain violates the Free Exercise Clause rights of the same troops.  We will, however, postpone discussion of how the two clauses ought to be reconciled, and begin with an examination of the meaning of the Establishment Clause.

2) At an absolute minimum, the Establishment Clause was intended to prohibit the federal government from declaring and financially supporting a national religion, such as existed in many other countries at the time of the nation's founding.  It is far less clear whether the Establishment Clause was also intended to prevent the federal government from supporting Christianity in general.  Proponents of a narrow interpretation of the clause point out that the same First Congress that proposed the Bill of Rights also opened its legislative day with prayer and voted to apportion federal dollars to establish Christian missions in the Indian lands.  On the other hand, persons seeing a far broader meaning in the clause point to writings by Thomas Jefferson and James Madison suggesting the need to establish "a wall of separation" between church and state.
	3) BEFORE 1940

Before 1940, only one state constitution — ironically, the Constitution of Utah (1896) — had a provision mandating “no union of Church and State.” For much of the 19th century, state officials routinely acknowledged and supported common (usually Christian) beliefs and practices. “In God We Trust” and similar confessions appeared on currency, stamps, state seals and government stationery. The Ten Commandments and other Bible verses were inscribed on the walls of many courthouses, public schools and other public buildings. Crucifixes and other Christian symbols were erected in some state parks and on statehouse grounds. Flags flew at half staff on Good Friday. Easter, Christmas and other Christian holy days were state holidays. Sundays were official days of rest. Government-sponsored chaplains were appointed to state legislatures, asylums, prisons, and hospitals. 
	AFTER 1940

In more than 50 cases from 1940 to 1980, the Court created a strong free-exercise clause guarantee that protected both religious individuals and religious groups. This provided religious claimants with special protections from general laws that ran afoul of core claims of conscience or central commandments of faith. Since the mid-1980s, however, the Court has weakened the free-exercise clause, requiring only that laws be “neutral” and “generally applicable” to pass constitutional muster. Similarly, in more than 30 cases from 1947 to 1989, the Court created a strong establishment clause, emphasizing especially the principle of separation of church and state. This eradicated many traditional privileges and protections of public Christianity, particularly in the public schools. 
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4) PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Pledge of Allegiance was written in August 1892 by the Francis Bellamy. In 1923, the words, "the Flag of the United States of America" were added.   So at this time it read:

"I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the United States of America and to the Republic for which it stands, one nation, indivisible, with liberty and justice for all."

In 1954, in response to the Communist threat of the times, President Eisenhower encouraged Congress to add the words "under God," creating the 31-word pledge we say today. Bellamy's daughter objected to this alteration. Today it reads:

"I pledge allegiance to the flag of the United States of America and to the republic for which it stands, one nation under God, indivisible, with liberty and justice for all."


______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

HW #20  FREEDOM OF RELIGION: FREE EXPRESSION

1) Why does this absolute statement have some limits?

2) Which should be more important society’s laws or right to practice religious beliefs?

3a.) Describe the balance the Court is addressing between the free exercise and establishment clauses. 3b.) In your opinion, 

        is the Court correct in its reasoning and decision? Why/why not? 

4) Should businesses be able to restrict religious clothing? If yes, under what circumstances? If no, why not? 
"Congress shall make no law … prohibiting the free exercise (of religion)" 
1/2) Above is the free-exercise clause of the First Amendment. The free-exercise clause pertains to the right to freely exercise one’s religion. It states that the government shall make no law prohibiting the free exercise of religion.  Although the text is absolute, the courts place some limits on the exercise of religion. For example, courts would not hold that the First Amendment protects human sacrifice even if some religion required it. The Supreme Court has interpreted this clause so that the freedom to believe is absolute, but the ability to act on those beliefs is not.

Questions of free exercise usually arise when a citizen’s civic obligation to comply with a law conflicts with that citizen’s religious beliefs or practices. If a law specifically singled out a specific religion or particular religious practice, under current Supreme Court rulings it would violate the First Amendment. Controversy arises when a law is generally applicable and religiously neutral but nevertheless has the “accidental” or “unintentional” effect of interfering with a particular religious practice or belief.

	3) LOCKE v. DAVEY, 2004

In 2004, the Supreme Court in Locke v Davey considered the reach of the “FREE EXERCISE” clause in a case involving a Washington State scholarship program for gifted students.  The program allowed students receiving a state scholarship to pursue any major, with one exception: a degree in devotional theology.  When Joshua Davey, a scholarship recipient, was denied funding to pursue a theology program at Northwest, a private religious college, he sued, alleging that Washington had violated his Free Exercise right.  Chief Justice Rehnquist, writing for a 7 to 2 majority, found that the Free Exercise Clause and Establishment Clause, read together, offered enough "play in the joints" to allow Washington to exclude a major in devotional theology.
  “The State’s interest in not funding the pursuit of devotional degrees is

   substantial and the exclusion of such funding,  places a relatively minor burden on Promise Scholars. If any room exists between the two

 Religion Clauses, it must be here.” –SC Justice W. Rehnquist 

	4) Company must pay Muslim woman for banning scarf 
By The Associated Press, 06.04.07

PHOENIX — A federal jury has ordered Alamo Rent A Car to pay a Muslim woman $287,640 for firing her because she refused to remove a head scarf she was wearing during the holy month of Ramadan.  The firing of Bilan Nur, then 22, came just four months after the Sept. 11, 2001, terror attacks. The federal Equal Employment Opportunity Commission sued the company for what it termed a “post 9/11 backlash,” alleging that she was fired because of her religious beliefs in violation of the Civil Rights Act of 1964.

The jury in the three-day trial awarded Nur $21,640 in back wages, $16,000 in compensatory damages and $250,000 in punitive damages.

Nur, a Somali who fled the war-ravaged country and came to the U.S. in 1998, was hired by Alamo as a rental agent at its Phoenix office in November 1999. Her job performance was described as “fine,” until the events leading to her firing, Judge Silver wrote in her ruling.




HW #21  FREEDOM OF SPEECH


1)  Explain 2 reasons for censorship and 2 reasons for no censorship.


2)  Do you think we have some or no censorship?


3)  Should student speech be limited in this case?  Why or why not?


4)  Should student speech be limited in this case?  Why or why not?

1/2) The First Amendment to the Constitution declares that "Congress shall make no law ... abridging the freedom of speech." 

What does and should this mean? 

	SOME CENSORSHIP?

Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes, in his famous Abrams v. United States (1919) dissenting opinion, began what may be the single most poetic paragraph ever written by a Supreme Court justice on the meaning of freedom of speech. Here is that improbable opening line: "Persecution for the expression of opinions seems to me perfectly logical." 

What could Holmes have been thinking? 

Censorship is thus a kind of social instinct. As caring and responsible citizens of society, especially good and decent citizens of a good and decent society, we are likely to want many results with all our hearts. We want security, we want freedom from fear, we want order, civility, racial and religious tolerance, we want the well-being of our children. 

We want these things with all our hearts, and when others express opinions that seem to threaten these aspirations, who can blame us for being tempted to express our wishes in law and sweep away the opposition? It is perfectly logical. Should be tolerate…

· Desecrate the national flag as a symbol of protest?

· Burn the cross as an expression of racial hatred?

· Disseminate information invading personal privacy if the revelation is deemed "newsworthy” and “true”?


	NO CENSORSHIP?

On an individual level, speech is a means of participation, the vehicle through which individuals debate the issues of the day, cast their votes, and actively join in the processes of decision-making that shape the polity. Free speech serves the individual’s right to join the political fray, to stand up and be counted, to be an active player in the democracy, not a passive spectator.

Freedom of speech is also an essential contributor to the American belief in government confined by a system of checks and balances, operating as a restraint on tyranny, corruption and ineptitude. 

Probably the most celebrated attempt at explanation is the "marketplace of ideas" metaphor, a notion that is most famously associated with Holmes' great dissent in Abrams, in which he argued that "the best test of truth is the power of the thought to get itself accepted in the competition of the market." The marketplace of ideas metaphor does not posit that truth will emerge from the free trade in ideas, at least not instantly. The marketplace metaphor reminds us to take the long view. Americans like to believe, and largely do believe, that truth has a stubborn and incorrigible persistence. Cut down again and again, truth will still not be extinguished. 


	3) Federal judge OKs students' 'Hitler Youth' buttons 
By The Associated Press, 09.21.07

NEWARK, N.J. — Two students in northern New Jersey can wear buttons featuring a picture of Hitler Youth to protest a school-uniform policy, a federal judge ruled yesterday.

U.S. District Judge Joseph A. Greenaway Jr. sided with the parents of the students, who had been threatened with suspension by the Bayonne school district last fall for wearing the buttons. However, the judge added in his ruling that the boys will not be allowed to distribute the buttons at school.“I’m very pleased,” said Laura DePinto, mother of one of the students. “I think it upholds the most basic of our American rights, which is to protest peacefully.” The buttons bear the words “no school uniforms” with a slash through them superimposed on a photo of young boys wearing identical shirts and neckerchiefs. There are no swastikas visible on the buttons, but the parties agreed that they depict members of Hitler Youth.
	4) Gay-straight student club can't meet at high school 
By The Associated Press, 03.04.04

LUBBOCK, Texas — A federal judge yesterday ruled that a group of gay high school students in this conservative West Texas city cannot meet on campus, siding with the Lubbock school district in a lawsuit filed by students.

The Lubbock Gay-Straight Alliance claimed in its July lawsuit that the district violated students' constitutional rights and a federal law, which forbids discrimination against groups meeting on campuses of schools receiving federal funds, by refusing the group's requests to meet at a high school in late 2002.

“The longer it takes with the legal process, the longer we are without our rights," said a 17-year-old. 
Mark Griffin, Lubbock school board president, said he was pleased by the ruling. "It confirms our policy as a district, and I think it accurately reflects the community perspective as a whole," he said.

U.S. District Judge Sam R. Cummings ruled that "the local school officials and parents are in the best position to determine what subject matter is reasonable and will be allowed on campuses."


HW #22: Shouting Fire Documentary (see separate question sheet) 20 point HW!

HW #23: SECOND AMENDMENT

(1) Define Documentary

(2) Based upon the Documentary – “Bowling for Columbine”.
(1) What are some of the issues discussed concerning gun laws in the United States? 

(2) Why does the United States have such an issue with gun violence in comparison to other Westernized nations? 

(3) In your opinion, what is the strongest reasoning for limiting gun rights? 

(4) In your opinion, what is the strongest reasoning for allowing gun rights? 

(5) According to the article below and your understanding of the Constitutional Amendment 2, how should we interpret/understand the Second Amendment? 
US teacher sues to carry handgun 

A high school teacher in the US state of Oregon is suing for the right to carry a handgun to work. 
The teacher, who has a permit to carry a concealed weapon, says she needs the gun to protect herself from an abusive ex-husband who has threatened her. The Medford School District prohibits teachers from bringing weapons onto school grounds. The case has grabbed the attention of both sides of the debate on firearms in schools and universities. School safety became a national issue after the 1999 shootings at Columbine High School in Colorado, in which two students killed 13 people. The issue was raised again after a student shot dead 32 people at Virginia Tech University in April. Anti-gun advocates say the tragedies show the need for tighter gun control. Pro-gun supporters say armed teachers and pupils would act as a deterrent and prevent further tragedies. 
'Safe environment' 
The teacher has been identified in court papers as "Jane Doe", in order to protect her from her former spouse. 

In an interview with the Christian Science Monitor, the veteran teacher said that while she only bought her first gun during the breakdown of her marriage, she also believed that having responsible armed adults on campus could prevent further shootings. "I have no doubt at all that any time a criminal has gone into a school intending to commit violence, they did so knowing nobody was going to be able to stop them," she said. 

The Oregon Firearms Federation, which is paying her legal bills, said state law gave her the right to protect herself. 

However, a lawyer for the school district said it had the right to "regulate the conduct of its employees to foster a safe environment for students and staff". A hearing is set for mid-October. Story from BBC NEWS:
http://news.bbc.co.uk/go/pr/fr/-/2/hi/americas/7003028.stm Published: 2007/09/19 14:57:25 GMT
HW #24. Fourth Amendment – Right to Privacy and No Improper Search or Seizure – USE CLASS HANDOUT!!!!!
(1) What are the rights given to you in the 4th Amendment?

(2) Use handout on the Fourth Amendment. Write a scenario using the 4th Amendment rights. The class will decide whether it was a proper search or not. The scenario must be at least one full paragraph. It should have more than one idea from the sheet in it. 

(3) Why do some people believe that the police abuse their power? Site an example from the news! WEB ALERT!!!! 

· Article Title, Author, Newspaper, Date

· Basic Facts

· Describe how it connects to the 4th Amendment.

(4) Describe the purpose of the CCRB (Civilian Complaint Review Board). (WEB ALERT! Look it up!)

(5) Explain the cartoon. When can an officer search a car? 

HW #25. Fifth and Sixth Amendment  - CONSTITUTION – look at the Constitution for this HW!
(1) In your opinion, what are the most important rights of the accused?

(2) Look up and define/identify the following terms/case: 

(a) Assistant District Attorney

(b) Public Defender 

(c) Gideon vs. Wainwright case.

(3) Using the cartoon below:

(a) Explain which right of the accused is being addressed

(b) What is the message of the cartoonist? 
(c) Do you agree or disagree with the cartoonist? WHY?


"All men are liable to error; and most men are, in many points, by passion or interest, under temptation to it."


"New opinions are always suspected, and usually opposed, without any other reason but because they are not already common." �"He is willing to join in Society with others for the mutual Preservation of their Lives, Liberties and Estates, which I call by the general Name, Property." 





“Hereby it is manifest, that during the time men live without a common Power to keep them all in awe, they are in that condition which is called War; and such a war, as is of every man, against every man.”





“I observe the diseases of a Commonwealth that proceed from the poison of seditious doctrines, whereof one is that every private man is judge of good and evil actions.” 





If men were angels, no government would be necessary. If angels were to govern men, neither external nor internal controls on government would be necessary. In framing a government which is to be administered by men over men, the great difficulty lies in this: you must first enable the government to control the governed; and in the next place oblige it to control itself. A dependence on the people is, no doubt, the primary control on the government; but experience has taught mankind the necessity of auxiliary precautions. 
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