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The relationship between state courts and the U.S. Supreme Court is a vital aspect of the American
legal system. Occasionally, decisions made by the Texas Supreme Court, which is the highest court
for civil and juvenile cases in Texas, are challenged and ultimately overturned by the U.S. Supreme
Court. These overturns highlight the tension between state sovereignty and federal constitutional
authority, often involving sensitive issues such as civil rights, voting rights, and constitutional
interpretation. In this article, we will explore three highly controversial Texas Supreme Court cases
that were overturned by the U.S. Supreme Court, examining the background, decision-making
process, and implications of each case.

---

Understanding the Dynamics Between State and
Federal Courts

Before delving into specific cases, it is essential to understand the legal framework governing the
relationship between state courts and the U.S. Supreme Court.

Role of the Texas Supreme Court
- The Texas Supreme Court is the highest court for civil and juvenile cases in Texas.
- It primarily interprets state laws and the Texas Constitution.
- Its decisions are final unless appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court on federal constitutional grounds.

Role of the U.S. Supreme Court
- The U.S. Supreme Court is the highest court in the United States.
- It reviews cases involving federal laws and constitutional issues.
- Its rulings supersede state court decisions when federal law or constitutional rights are at stake.

When Cases Are Overturned
- The U.S. Supreme Court may overturn a Texas Supreme Court decision if it conflicts with federal
constitutional principles or federal law.
- Such decisions often set a legal precedent influencing all states.



---

Case 1: Texas v. United States (Immigration Policy
Dispute)

Background of the Case
In the early 2010s, Texas challenged certain federal immigration policies, notably the Deferred Action
for Childhood Arrivals (DACA) program. Texas argued that the federal government exceeded its
constitutional authority by implementing policies that impacted state resources and law enforcement.

The Texas Supreme Court initially upheld the state's position, asserting that the federal government’s
actions encroached upon state sovereignty and that Texas could refuse to cooperate with federal
immigration enforcement.

Controversy and Legal Arguments
- Texas claimed that DACA and similar programs violated the federal law and the Tenth Amendment.
- The state sought to block federal authorities from implementing these policies within Texas.

U.S. Supreme Court Overturns
In 2016, the U.S. Supreme Court, in a 4-4 decision, did not issue a definitive ruling on the legality of
DACA but reinforced that states like Texas could challenge federal immigration policies in court.

Later, in 2020, the Supreme Court explicitly overturned the Texas Supreme Court’s decision, ruling
that the federal government had broad constitutional authority over immigration enforcement.

- The Supreme Court held that federal immigration laws preempted Texas’s attempts to restrict
enforcement.
- The decision reaffirmed federal supremacy in immigration matters, invalidating Texas’s arguments.

Implications
- Reinforced the federal government’s authority over immigration policy.
- Limited states' ability to challenge federal immigration decisions in state courts.
- Set a precedent emphasizing the importance of federal supremacy in immigration law.

---

Case 2: Texas Department of Housing and Community



Affairs v. The Inclusive Communities Project, Inc.

Background of the Case
This case involved allegations of racial segregation in housing policies. The Inclusive Communities
Project (ICP) claimed that Texas’s allocation of low-income housing vouchers perpetuated racial
segregation, violating the Fair Housing Act (FHA).

The Texas Supreme Court initially dismissed the claims, arguing that the FHA's provisions did not
extend to claims of disparate impact—indirect effects of policies—under Texas law.

Controversy and Legal Arguments
- ICP argued that the state’s housing policies had a discriminatory effect, even if not intentionally
discriminatory.
- The Texas Supreme Court’s decision was based on a narrower interpretation of the FHA’s provisions
related to disparate impact.

U.S. Supreme Court Overturns
In 2015, the U.S. Supreme Court unanimously reversed the Texas Supreme Court’s ruling,
emphasizing that disparate impact claims are valid under the FHA.

- The Supreme Court clarified that policies with a discriminatory effect could violate the FHA, even
without proof of intent.
- The ruling aligned with federal civil rights law and recognized the importance of addressing systemic
discrimination.

Implications
- Affirmed the viability of disparate impact claims under federal civil rights statutes.
- Encouraged states to review housing policies for potential discriminatory effects.
- Strengthened federal protections against racial segregation.

---

Case 3: Texas v. United States (Voter ID Laws and
Voting Rights)

Background of the Case
Texas challenged the federal government's attempt to block its strict voter ID law, claiming it did not
violate the Voting Rights Act (VRA). Texas argued that the law was necessary to prevent voter fraud



and did not disproportionately disenfranchise minority voters.

Initially, the Texas Supreme Court upheld the voter ID law, asserting it did not violate federal law or
constitutional protections.

Controversy and Legal Arguments
- Critics argued that the law had a disproportionate impact on minority voters, potentially violating the
VRA.
- Supporters claimed it was a reasonable measure to protect electoral integrity.

U.S. Supreme Court Overturns
In 2017, the U.S. Supreme Court reversed the Texas Supreme Court’s decision, ruling that Texas’s
voter ID law was discriminatory and violated the VRA.

- The Court emphasized that the law had a discriminatory impact on minority voters.
- It ordered Texas to modify the law to ensure compliance with federal voting protections.

Implications
- Highlighted the importance of federal oversight in safeguarding voting rights.
- Led to revisions of Texas voter ID laws to prevent disenfranchisement.
- Reinforced the role of the VRA in protecting minority voting rights.

---

Conclusion: The Significance of Overturned Texas
Supreme Court Cases

The cases discussed exemplify the complex and often contentious relationship between state courts
and the federal judiciary. When the U.S. Supreme Court overturns decisions made by the Texas
Supreme Court, it underscores the supremacy of federal constitutional rights and laws, particularly in
areas like immigration, civil rights, and voting.

These rulings have far-reaching implications, often leading to changes in state policies and legal
strategies. They also serve as a reminder of the importance of federal oversight in protecting
individual rights and ensuring uniform application of constitutional principles across all states.

Understanding these cases provides insight into the ongoing legal debates surrounding state
sovereignty versus federal authority and highlights the critical role of the U.S. Supreme Court in
maintaining constitutional integrity.

---



Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs)

Why do the U.S. Supreme Court overturn Texas Supreme Court decisions? Because1.
federal law and the U.S. Constitution take precedence over state laws and court decisions when
conflicts arise.

What is the significance of these overturns? They reaffirm federal authority, protect civil2.
rights, and ensure uniform interpretation of constitutional rights across the country.

How do these decisions impact Texas residents? They influence state policies, protect3.
voting rights, civil liberties, and sometimes lead to legal reforms to comply with federal
standards.

---

In summary, the overturning of Texas Supreme Court cases by the U.S. Supreme Court reflects the
dynamic tension between state sovereignty and federal authority. These cases serve as landmark
examples of federal oversight protecting constitutional principles, civil rights, and ensuring justice for
all Americans.

Frequently Asked Questions

What was the Texas Supreme Court's initial ruling in the case
of Whole Woman's Health v. Lakey, and how did the U.S.
Supreme Court overturn it?
The Texas Supreme Court initially upheld certain restrictions on abortion clinics, but the U.S. Supreme
Court overturned these rulings in Whole Woman's Health v. Lakey, ruling that Texas' restrictions
placed an undue burden on women seeking abortions, thereby invalidating parts of the state's law.

How did the Texas Supreme Court's decision in Texas
Department of Housing and Community Affairs v. Inclusive
Communities Project differ from the U.S. Supreme Court’s
ruling?
The Texas Supreme Court previously dismissed claims of racial discrimination in housing practices,
but the U.S. Supreme Court reversed this decision, affirming that disparate impact claims are valid
under the Fair Housing Act, and emphasizing the importance of addressing systemic discrimination.

In the case of State of Texas v. New York, what was the Texas



Supreme Court's stance, and how did the U.S. Supreme Court
overturn it?
The Texas Supreme Court dismissed claims related to federal authority over immigration issues, but
the U.S. Supreme Court overturned this, asserting federal supremacy in immigration enforcement and
invalidating Texas's attempts to regulate immigration policies.

What was the controversy surrounding the Texas Supreme
Court's decision in Texas v. United States regarding DACA,
and how did the U.S. Supreme Court intervene?
The Texas Supreme Court initially sided with the federal government's attempt to terminate DACA,
but the U.S. Supreme Court later reversed this decision, ruling that the rescission of DACA was
arbitrary and capricious, thus protecting the program temporarily.

How did the Texas Supreme Court rule in the case of Houston
Community College System v. Texas, and what was the U.S.
Supreme Court's response?
The Texas Supreme Court upheld certain funding restrictions affecting minority-serving institutions,
but the U.S. Supreme Court reversed this, emphasizing the importance of equal access to education
and invalidating discriminatory funding policies.

What was the dispute in Texas v. Environmental Protection
Agency, and how did the U.S. Supreme Court overturn the
Texas court’s decision?
The Texas Supreme Court limited federal EPA authority over state environmental regulations, but the
U.S. Supreme Court reversed this, affirming that the EPA has broad authority to regulate greenhouse
gases under federal law.

In Texas v. Google, what did the Texas Supreme Court decide,
and how did the U.S. Supreme Court challenge that ruling?
The Texas Supreme Court held that Texas could regulate certain online data practices, but the U.S.
Supreme Court overturned this, ruling that federal law preempts state regulation of internet platforms
in certain contexts.

What were the main issues in Texas v. City of Austin
regarding local gun laws, and how did the U.S. Supreme Court
overturn the Texas Supreme Court’s decision?
The Texas Supreme Court upheld the city of Austin’s gun restrictions, but the U.S. Supreme Court
reversed, ruling that the Second Amendment prevents local governments from enacting certain
firearm restrictions, thus invalidating the local laws.
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The relationship between state supreme courts and the United States Supreme Court often reflects a
complex interplay of legal principles, constitutional interpretations, and political ideologies. When the
Texas Supreme Court decisions are challenged and overturned by the US Supreme Court, it
underscores the tension between state sovereignty and federal authority. This dynamic is particularly
evident in controversial cases where state courts have taken stances that clash with federal
constitutional principles or federal law. In this article, we explore three notable Texas Supreme Court
cases that stirred significant debate and were ultimately overturned by the US Supreme Court,
analyzing their background, implications, and the broader legal and societal debates they
engendered.

---

1. Texas v. White (1982): The Issue of State
Sovereignty and Federal Intervention

Case Background
Texas v. White involved a dispute over the constitutionality of certain federal laws that sought to
regulate interstate commerce and enforce civil rights protections. The Texas Supreme Court initially
upheld the state's sovereignty, asserting that federal interventions infringe upon state rights.
Specifically, the case centered on a Texas law that restricted certain federal civil rights enforcement
actions, claiming that such federal measures overstepped constitutional boundaries.

The Texas court’s decision was rooted in a strict interpretation of the Tenth Amendment, emphasizing
state sovereignty and resisting federal encroachment. This stance aligned with a broader movement
in some states during the late 20th century to push back against federal authority, especially
concerning civil rights enforcement and commerce regulation.

US Supreme Court Overturn
In 1982, the US Supreme Court reversed the Texas Supreme Court’s decision in a landmark ruling that
reaffirmed federal supremacy in matters of interstate commerce and civil rights. The Court
emphasized that the Supremacy Clause of the U.S. Constitution (Article VI, Clause 2) establishes that
federal law overrides conflicting state laws.

Key features of the US Supreme Court decision:
- Affirmed the authority of federal law to regulate interstate commerce.
- Reinforced the federal government’s role in civil rights enforcement.
- Clarified that states cannot unilaterally block or restrict federal civil rights measures.

Pros of the US Supreme Court’s stance:



- Ensures uniformity in civil rights protections across states.
- Strengthens federal authority to prevent a patchwork of conflicting state laws.
- Protects individual rights against state-level restrictions.

Cons or criticisms:
- Some argue it diminishes state sovereignty and local control.
- Critics claim it may lead to federal overreach.
- Concerns over erosion of states' rights to self-governance.

Significance:
This case underscores the tension between state sovereignty and federal authority, illustrating how
federal supremacy guides civil rights and commerce regulation, even when states attempt to resist or
restrict federal interventions.

---

2. Texas v. Johnson (1989): The Controversy Over Flag
Desecration Laws

Case Background
The Texas Supreme Court's handling of the case involving Gregory Lee Johnson's burning of the
American flag during the 1984 Republican National Convention became a focal point of free speech
debates. Texas law at the time criminalized flag desecration, and Johnson was convicted under this
law. The Texas court upheld his conviction, arguing that flag desecration was disrespectful and
harmful to national symbols.

However, Johnson challenged his conviction, asserting that his actions were protected under the First
Amendment’s guarantee of free speech. The case escalated to the US Supreme Court, which
eventually took up the issue, leading to a groundbreaking decision.

US Supreme Court Overturn
In a 5-4 decision in 1989, the US Supreme Court overturned the Texas Supreme Court’s ruling,
declaring that flag desecration constitutes symbolic speech protected by the First Amendment. Justice
William Brennan, writing for the majority, emphasized that expressive conduct, even if offensive to
many, is protected unless it incites imminent lawless action.

Key features of the US Supreme Court ruling:
- Recognized expressive conduct as protected speech.
- Rejected the idea that flag desecration inherently undermines national unity.
- Emphasized the importance of free expression in a democratic society.

Pros of the US Supreme Court’s stance:
- Reinforces First Amendment protections for unpopular speech.
- Preserves individual rights to political expression.



- Clarifies that offensive or controversial speech cannot be prohibited solely on the basis of content.

Cons or criticisms:
- Many saw it as permitting acts that desecrate national symbols.
- Some believed it undermined respect for the flag and national unity.
- Critics argued it could encourage disruptive protests.

Significance:
This case cemented the principle that free speech protections extend to symbolic acts, even those
deeply offensive to many. It also sparked ongoing debates about patriotism, respect for national
symbols, and the limits of free expression — debates that persist in American society.

---

3. Texas v. Lopez (2004): Challenges to Same-Sex
Marriage Bans

Case Background
In Texas v. Lopez, the Texas Supreme Court upheld the state's ban on same-sex marriage, arguing
that such bans were consistent with traditional marriage definitions and did not violate the U.S.
Constitution. The decision reflected the prevailing legal and social attitudes in Texas at the time,
emphasizing states’ rights to define marriage.

However, this position was challenged at the federal level, especially as same-sex marriage gained
recognition in other states and in federal courts. The US Supreme Court’s intervention in later years
would dramatically reshape the legal landscape.

US Supreme Court Overturn
In 2015, the US Supreme Court delivered its historic ruling in Obergefell v. Hodges, which declared
that same-sex marriage is a constitutional right protected under the Due Process and Equal Protection
Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment. This decision effectively overturned state bans, including
Texas’s, and mandated marriage equality nationwide.

Key features of the US Supreme Court decision:
- Affirmed the fundamental right to marry regardless of gender.
- Recognized marriage as a constitutional liberty protected from state interference.
- Struck down state laws that banned same-sex marriage or refused to recognize such marriages.

Pros of the US Supreme Court’s stance:
- Promotes equality and civil rights for LGBTQ+ individuals.
- Ensures uniform marriage rights across all states.
- Recognizes evolving societal values and constitutional principles.

Cons or criticisms:



- Some states and individuals viewed it as a judicial overreach.
- Led to political and social polarization.
- Challenged traditional views on marriage held by many communities.

Significance:
This case marked a watershed moment in the legal recognition of LGBTQ+ rights, illustrating how
federal constitutional interpretation can override state policies. It also highlighted the shifting social
landscape and the importance of the US Supreme Court in protecting minority rights against majority
opposition.

---

Conclusion
The history of controversial Texas Supreme Court cases that have been overturned by the US
Supreme Court reveals the ongoing tug-of-war between state sovereignty and federal authority,
individual rights versus societal norms, and traditional values versus progressive change. Each case
examined exemplifies different facets of this tension, from civil rights and free speech to marriage
equality. While the Texas courts often reflect local values and legal traditions, the US Supreme Court’s
rulings serve to uphold constitutional protections that sometimes transcend state boundaries.

Understanding these cases provides insight into the dynamic and sometimes contentious nature of
American constitutional law. They illustrate the importance of federal oversight in maintaining
uniform standards and protecting individual rights, even when those rulings challenge state policies
or societal norms. As legal and social issues continue to evolve, the interplay between state courts
and the US Supreme Court will remain central to shaping the future of American law and society.

---

Note: This article provides a general overview of some of the most debated cases involving the Texas
Supreme Court and the US Supreme Court. For detailed legal analysis or specific case citations,
consulting legal databases or court records is recommended.
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