ISSUE 1: Can States Ban Physician Aid-in-Dying for Terminally Ill Patients?
YES: William H. Rehnquist, from “Majority Opinion, Washington v. Glucksberg” (U.S. Supreme Court, June 26, 1997)
NO: Stephen Reinhardt, from “Majority Opinion, Compassion in Dying v. State of Washington” (U.S. Supreme Court, May 28, 1996)Former Supreme Court Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist, writing one of six opinions of a unanimous Court in Washington v. Glucksberg, rules that although patients have the right to refuse life-sustaining medical treatment, “physician-assisted suicide” is not constitutionally protected, and states may ban that practice. Judge Stephen Reinhardt, writing the majority opinion for the Ninth Circuit case that became Washington v. Glucksberg when it reached the U.S. Supreme Court, argues that criminalizing physician assistance in hastening the death of competent, terminally ill patients who request life-ending prescriptions violates the Due Process Clause of the Constitution.
ISSUE 2: Is the Eighth Amendment Protection Violated If Prisoners Are Deprived of Basic Sustenance, Including Adequate Medical Care?
YES: Anthony Kennedy, from “Majority Opinion, Brown v. Plata” (U.S. Supreme Court, May 23, 2011
)NO: Antonin Scalia, from “Dissenting Opinion, Brown v. Plata” (U.S. Supreme Court, May 23, 2011)Supreme Court Justice Anthony Kennedy rules that if a prison deprives prisoners of basic sustenance, including adequate medical care, the courts have a responsibility to remedy the resulting violation of the Eighth Amendment. Justice Antonin Scalia believes that a ruling that may result in the release of 40,000 prisoners is unwarranted and unprecedented.UNIT: Law and the State: 
ISSUE 3: Is a Dog Sniffing for Drugs Outside a Home a Search Prohibited by the Fourth Amendment?
YES: Antonin Scalia, from “Majority Opinion, Florida v. Jardines” (U.S. Supreme Court, March 26, 2013)
NO: Samuel Anthony Alito, Jr., from “Dissenting Opinion, Florida v. Jardines” (U.S. Supreme Court, March 26, 2013)Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia finds that it is a search and a violation of the Fourth Amendment when police obtain evidence by allowing a trained dog to physically enter and occupy an area outside a home in which permission has not been obtained from the home owner. Supreme Court Justice Samuel Alito disagrees that there was a trespass here or that the dog sniff could be considered an invasion of any reasonable expectation of privacy given that one can expect that odors will float outside of a house.
ISSUE 4: Does the Fourth Amendment Prohibit the Police from Collecting a DNA Sample from a Person Arrested, but Not Yet Convicted on Felony Charges?
YES: Anthony Kennedy, from “Majority Opinion, Maryland v. King” (U.S. Supreme Court, June 3, 2013)
NO: Antonin Scalia, from “Dissenting Opinion, Maryland v. King” (U.S. Supreme Court, June 3, 2013)Justice Anthony Kennedy rules that using a cheek swab to collect a person’s DNA during post-arrest processing is a reasonable search under the Fourth Amendment because it is predominantly used to confirm the identity of the arrestee. Justice Antonin Scalia argues that DNA collection at the time of arrest is an unreasonable search because the arrestee’s DNA profile is predominantly used to investigate unrelated crimes. 
ISSUE 5: Does the Constitution’s Commerce Clause Allow Congress to Require Uninsured Individuals to Buy Health Insurance?
YES: Ruth Bader Ginsburg, from “Opinion, National Federation of Independent Businesses v. Sebelius” (U.S. Supreme Court, June 28, 2012)
NO: John G. Roberts, Jr., from “Opinion, National Federation of Independent Businesses v. Sebelius” (U.S. Supreme Court, June 28, 2012)Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg argues that, under existing Supreme Court interpretations of the Constitution’s Commerce Clause, Congress has the constitutional authority to require uninsured Americans to buy health insurance or pay a penalty. Chief Justice John G. Roberts, Jr, argues that a federal mandate to buy a service or product exceeds Congress’s power under the Commerce Clause.
ISSUE 6: Is It Constitutional to Open a Town Meeting with a Prayer?
YES: Anthony Kennedy, from “Majority Opinion, Town of Greece, New York v. Susan Galloway”, United States Supreme Court ” (2014)
NO: Justice Kagan, et al., from “Dissenting Opinion, Town of Greece, New York v. Susan Galloway”, United States Supreme Court ” (2014) Supreme Court Justice Anthony Kennedy, writing for the Majority, affirms the right of local government bodies to hold a prayer prior to conducting official business maintaining that the history of the United States is consistent with such a practice, and thus the Establishment Clause is not implicated. Supreme Court Justice Elena Kagan, dissenting from the Court’s opinion, argues that prayer prior to local town meetings is a violation of the Establishment Clause of the Constitution and is materially different from prayer held in other governmental forums, which had been previously upheld by the Court.

