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Of The 5 Supreme Court Cases Youve Learned About, Which Of The Courts
Decisions Do You Agree With The Supreme Court of the United States plays a
pivotal role in shaping the legal landscape of the country. As the highest
judicial authority, its decisions impact millions of lives and establish
legal precedents that influence future rulings. Over the years, numerous
landmark cases have defined the scope of constitutional rights, federal
authority, and individual freedoms. For students, legal scholars, and
citizens alike, understanding these cases and critically evaluating the
court’s decisions is essential in grasping the complexities of American law
and governance.

In this article, we will explore five significant Supreme Court cases that
have garnered widespread attention and debate. By analyzing the court’s
decisions and reflecting on which ones resonate with personal principles or
societal values, we aim to provide a comprehensive understanding of these
pivotal moments in U.S. legal history.

Understanding the Role of the Supreme Court in Shaping Society

Before delving into specific cases, it'’s important to recognize the Supreme
Court’s function. The Court interprets the Constitution, reviews laws passed
by Congress, and resolves disputes that have constitutional implications. Its
decisions can uphold, strike down, or reinterpret laws, thereby shaping
American society and its legal framework.

The Court’s decisions often reflect complex considerations, balancing
constitutional principles, societal needs, and political contexts. As
citizens or students, engaging critically with these rulings enables us to
understand the legal reasoning behind them and assess their alignment with
our values.

The Landmark Supreme Court Cases Explored

Below are five landmark Supreme Court cases that have significantly
influenced U.S. law. We will review each case’s background, decision, and
implications, followed by a discussion of which decision we agree with and
why .

1. Marbury v. Madison (1803): Establishing Judicial Review

Background

Marbury v. Madison is widely regarded as the case that established the
principle of judicial review in the United States. William Marbury petitioned
the Supreme Court to compel the delivery of his commission as a justice of



the peace, which had been signed but not delivered before President Jefferson
took office.

Court’s Decision

Chief Justice John Marshall ruled that the specific law Marbury relied upon
was unconstitutional, thereby asserting the Court’s authority to review and
invalidate laws that conflict with the Constitution.

Significance

This decision cemented the judiciary as a co-equal branch of government and
laid the foundation for the Court’s power to check legislative and executive
actions.

Reflection

I agree with the Court’s decision because establishing judicial review 1is
essential for maintaining the supremacy of the Constitution and safeguarding
individual rights against potential overreach by other branches.

2. Brown v. Board of Education (1954): Ending Racial Segregation

Background

Brown v. Board challenged the legality of racial segregation in public
schools, asserting that “separate but equal” facilities created inequality
and violated the Equal Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment.

Court’'s Decision

The Supreme Court unanimously overturned Plessy v. Ferguson’s “separate but
equal” doctrine, declaring that racial segregation in public schools 1is
inherently unequal and unconstitutional.

Significance
This landmark ruling was a catalyst for the Civil Rights Movement, leading to
desegregation efforts across the nation and advancing racial equality.

Reflection

I strongly agree with the Court’s decision because segregation perpetuated
inequality and discrimination, and integrating schools is vital for fostering
social justice and equality.

3. Roe v. Wade (1973): Legalizing Abortion

Background

Jane Roe (a pseudonym) challenged Texas laws criminalizing most abortions,
claiming they violated her right to privacy under the Due Process Clause of
the 14th Amendment.

Court’s Decision



The Supreme Court ruled that the right to privacy encompasses a woman’s right
to terminate her pregnancy, effectively legalizing abortion nationwide, with
certain restrictions based on pregnancy stages.

Significance
Roe v. Wade became a defining case in reproductive rights and remains central
to debates on abortion laws and women’s autonomy.

Reflection

This decision is complex and emotionally charged. I believe that women should
have the right to make decisions about their bodies, and the Court’s
recognition of privacy rights aligns with fundamental individual freedoms.
However, I also acknowledge the importance of balancing rights with societal
interests, which has led to ongoing legal debates.

4. Citizens United v. Federal Election Commission (2010): Money as Speech

Background

Citizens United challenged restrictions on independent political spending by
corporations and unions, arguing that such limitations violated First
Amendment rights.

Court’s Decision

The Supreme Court held that corporate funding of independent political
broadcasts in candidate elections cannot be limited, equating spending with
free speech.

Significance

This ruling significantly expanded the influence of money in politics,
raising concerns about the impact of wealthy interests on democratic
processes.

Reflection

I have reservations about this decision because it amplifies the influence of
money over democratic representation, potentially drowning out the voices of
ordinary citizens. While free speech is fundamental, I believe safeguards are
necessary to ensure political equality.

5. Obergefell v. Hodges (2015): Recognizing Same-Sex Marriage

Background

The case consolidated multiple challenges to state bans on same-sex marriage,
asserting that such bans violated the Equal Protection and Due Process
Clauses of the 14th Amendment.

Court’'s Decision
The Supreme Court ruled that same-sex marriage is a constitutional right



nationwide, requiring all states to recognize and license such marriages.

Significance
Obergefell v. Hodges was a major victory for LGBTQ+ rights, affirming the
dignity and equality of all individuals regardless of sexual orientation.

Reflection

I wholeheartedly agree with this decision because it promotes equality and
non-discrimination, ensuring that all citizens have the freedom to marry the
person they love without government interference.

Comparing and Contrasting the Decisions

While each case dealt with different issues—ranging from judicial authority
to civil rights and personal freedoms—they collectively demonstrate the
Court’s influence on societal progress and individual rights.

- Cases I fully support include Marbury v. Madison, Brown v. Board of
Education, and Obergefell v. Hodges, as they uphold constitutional principles
of checks and balances, equality, and human dignity.

- Cases where I have mixed feelings include Roe v. Wade and Citizens United,
where I see the importance of rights and free speech but also recognize the
potential for societal harm or imbalance.

Final Thoughts: Which Court Decision Do I Agree With Most?

Among the five cases, I find myself most aligned with the decisions in Brown
v. Board of Education and Obergefell v. Hodges. Both decisions embody core
American values of equality, justice, and human dignity. They reflect a legal
recognition that societal progress often requires challenging and overturning
unjust precedents or societal norms.

Brown v. Board dismantled institutionalized racial segregation, paving the
way for civil rights and social integration. It exemplifies the Court’s role
in correcting societal injustices and promoting fairness.

Obergefell v. Hodges affirms the fundamental right to marry regardless of
sexual orientation, reinforcing the importance of personal liberty and
equality. It represents a progressive interpretation of constitutional
protections.

While I respect the principles underlying all decisions, these cases resonate
most with my belief in fairness, human rights, and the ongoing pursuit of an
equitable society.

Conclusion

The decisions made by the Supreme Court have profound and lasting impacts on
American society. By critically analyzing landmark cases like Marbury v.
Madison, Brown v. Board, Roe v. Wade, Citizens United, and Obergefell v.
Hodges, we gain insight into the evolving interpretation of the Constitution



and the values that underpin our legal system.

Choosing which decisions we agree with involves balancing constitutional
principles, societal values, and personal beliefs. Engaging with these cases
helps foster informed citizenship and encourages ongoing dialogue about
justice, rights, and the future of American law. Ultimately, understanding
these landmark rulings empowers us to participate actively in shaping a
fairer and more equitable society.

Frequently Asked Questions

Which Supreme Court decision among the five do you
find most justified and why?

I find the decision in Brown v. Board of Education most justified because it
ended racial segregation in public schools and promoted equality under the
law.

How does your agreement or disagreement with these
decisions reflect your view on judicial activism?

My agreement with certain decisions, like Obergefell v. Hodges, aligns with
supporting judicial activism when it advances civil rights, whereas
disagreement with others may stem from preferring legislative action.

Which Supreme Court case's ruling do you believe had
the most positive impact on society?

I believe Roe v. Wade had a significant societal impact by shaping
reproductive rights and personal privacy laws.

Are there any decisions among the five that you
think could have been interpreted differently? Why?

Yes, I think the decision in Citizens United v. FEC could have been
interpreted differently to better balance free speech with campaign finance
regulations, to reduce influence of money in politics.

How do your personal values influence which Supreme
Court decisions you agree with?

My values emphasizing equality and individual rights lead me to agree more
with decisions expanding civil liberties, like Obergefell v. Hodges.



Do you believe the courts should prioritize
constitutional originalism or evolving standards
when making decisions? Which decisions support your
view?

I believe the courts should consider evolving standards to adapt to societal
changes, as seen in Obergefell v. Hodges, which acknowledged contemporary
views on marriage equality.

Which of the five Supreme Court decisions do you
think set the most important legal precedent?

Brown v. Board of Education set a crucial precedent for desegregation and
civil rights law in the United States.

Would you have agreed with the Court's decision in
the cases you studied? Why or why not?

In some cases, like Roe v. Wade, I agree because it protected individual
rights, but in others, I might disagree if I believe the decision overstepped
judicial authority.

How do these Supreme Court decisions influence your
perspective on the role of the judiciary in shaping
society?

They demonstrate that the judiciary can have a profound impact on social
justice and policy, reinforcing the importance of careful and principled
decision-making.

Additional Resources

Of The 5 Supreme Court Cases You’'ve Learned About, Which Of The Courts
Decisions Do You Agree With?

The Supreme Court of the United States stands as the highest arbiter of
constitutional interpretation, often shaping the trajectory of American law
and society through its landmark rulings. Over the years, the Court’s
decisions have sparked intense debate, reflecting divergent philosophies
about justice, liberty, and societal values. As students, legal scholars, and
citizens analyze these pivotal cases, a compelling question emerges: Of the 5
Supreme Court Cases You've Learned About, Which Of The Courts Decisions Do
You Agree With?

This article explores five significant Supreme Court cases, offering a
comprehensive analysis of their contexts, rulings, implications, and the



reasons behind agreement or disagreement with the Court’s decisions. By doing
so, it aims to deepen understanding of judicial reasoning and its impact on
American life.

1. Brown v. Board of Education (1954):
Challenging Segregation in Public Schools

Background and Context

Brown v. Board of Education stands as one of the most transformative cases in
U.S. legal history. It consolidated several cases challenging the "separate
but equal"” doctrine established by Plessy v. Ferguson (1896). The plaintiffs
argued that segregation in public schools inherently violated the Equal
Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment, as segregated facilities were
inherently unequal.

The Court’s Decision

In a unanimous opinion authored by Chief Justice Earl Warren, the Supreme
Court declared that "separate educational facilities are inherently unequal.”
The ruling overturned Plessy v. Ferguson's legal basis for segregation and
mandated the desegregation of public schools nationwide.

Analysis and Personal Reflection

The decision in Brown v. Board symbolizes a moral and legal victory for civil
rights. It recognized the psychological and social harm inflicted by
segregation and pointed toward an inclusive, equitable society. The Court’s
reasoning was rooted in a profound understanding of equality-not merely
formal legal equality but substantive social justice.

Agreement Rationale:

- Promotion of Equality: The ruling aligns with the fundamental principle
that all citizens deserve equal access to quality education, regardless of
race.

- Moral Justice: The Court acknowledged the damaging effects of segregation
on Black children, reinforcing the moral imperative for integration.

- Legal Precedent: The decision corrected a previous misinterpretation of the
Constitution's intent, reaffirming the Court’s role in evolving
constitutional interpretation.

Potential Disagreements:
- Some critics argued that the ruling overstepped judicial authority,



infringing on states’ rights to manage local education policies.
- Others believed that the decision was rushed or lacked sufficient
groundwork to ensure smooth integration.

Personal Position: I agree with the Court’s decision in Brown v. Board
because it embodies core American values of equality and justice. It
recognized the social realities of segregation and took a bold step toward
dismantling institutional racism, setting a precedent for future civil rights
advancements.

2. Roe v. Wade (1973): Legalizing Abortion
Nationwide

Background and Context

Roe v. Wade addressed the legality of abortion, challenging Texas laws
criminalizing most abortions. The petitioner, “Jane Roe,” argued that these
laws violated her constitutional rights to privacy and liberty, as protected
by the Due Process Clause of the 14th Amendment.

The Court’s Decision

In a 7-2 decision, the Supreme Court held that a woman’s right to privacy
extends to her decision to terminate her pregnancy. The Court established a
trimester framework, balancing the woman’s rights with the state's interests,
and effectively legalized abortion nationwide.

Analysis and Personal Reflection

Roe v. Wade symbolizes a landmark assertion of reproductive rights and
personal autonomy. The Court’s decision underscored the importance of
individual liberty and privacy rights—principles rooted in the Due Process
Clause.

Agreement Rationale:

- Autonomy and Privacy: The ruling affirms a woman’s right to make deeply
personal decisions without excessive government interference.

- Legal Consistency: It aligns with prior decisions recognizing privacy
rights in matters such as contraception and family planning.

- Health and Safety: Legal abortion ensures safer procedures than clandestine
methods, protecting women’s health.

Potential Disagreements:



- Opponents argue that abortion terminates potential life and that the
Constitution does not explicitly mention abortion rights.

- Some believe the decision should have been left to states or individual
legislatures rather than a broad federal ruling.

Personal Position: I largely agree with Roe v. Wade, as it upholds
fundamental rights of privacy, autonomy, and healthcare. While respecting
differing moral views, I believe that personal choice should be protected by
law. However, ongoing debates about restrictions and gestational limits
highlight the need for nuanced policies balancing rights and ethical
concerns.

3. Citizens United v. Federal Election
Commission (2010): Money as Speech in Campaign
Finance

Background and Context

Citizens United challenged federal laws restricting independent political
expenditures by corporations and unions. The case questioned whether such
restrictions violated the First Amendment’s free speech protections.

The Court’s Decision

In a 5-4 ruling, the Supreme Court held that corporate funding of independent
political broadcasts cannot be limited, asserting that political spending is
a form of protected speech. This decision effectively equated corporate
political expenditures with individual free speech rights.

Analysis and Personal Reflection

Citizens United has reshaped the landscape of campaign finance, greatly
increasing the influence of money in politics.

Agreement Disagreements:

- Supporters’ Viewpoint: The ruling protects free speech, ensuring diverse
voices in political discourse, and prevents government censorship.

- Critics’ Viewpoint: It undermines democratic equality by enabling wealthy
corporations and special interests to wield disproportionate influence,
drowning out the voices of ordinary citizens.

Personal Position: I find myself conflicted. On one hand, I respect the
principle that free speech includes the right to spend money to express



political views. On the other hand, the practical implications often favor
the wealthy, raising concerns about inequality in political influence.
Therefore, I believe reforms are needed to balance free speech rights with
protections against undue influence.

4. Obergefell v. Hodges (2015): Legalizing
Same-Sex Marriage Nationwide

Background and Context

This consolidated case challenged state bans on same-sex marriage and
recognition of such marriages performed elsewhere. The petitioners argued
that these bans violated their rights to equal protection and due process
under the 14th Amendment.

The Court’s Decision

In a 5-4 decision, the Supreme Court held that same-sex marriage is a
constitutional right protected under the Due Process and Equal Protection
Clauses. The ruling required all states to license and recognize marriages
between same-sex couples.

Analysis and Personal Reflection

Obergefell affirms the dignity and equality of LGBTQ+ individuals,
recognizing their right to marry as fundamental.

Agreement Rationale:

- Equality and Non-Discrimination: The decision ensures that same-sex couples
receive equal treatment under the law.

- Personal Liberty: The ruling respects individual choices concerning
personal relationships and family life.

- Legal Consistency: It aligns with broader civil rights principles and
evolving societal norms.

Potential Disagreements:

- Critics argue it represents judicial overreach, asserting that marriage
laws should be determined by states or legislatures.

- Some moral or religious objections persist, questioning the legitimacy of
same-sex marriage.

Personal Position: I strongly agree with the Court’s decision in Obergefell.
It embodies the principles of equality, liberty, and human dignity, ensuring



that all individuals have the freedom to marry whom they love without
discrimination.

5. Shelby County v. Holder (2013): Voting
Rights Act and Preclearance

Background and Context

Shelby County challenged two provisions of the Voting Rights Act of
1965—particularly the coverage formula that required certain states and
jurisdictions to obtain federal preclearance before changing voting laws.

The Court’s Decision

In a 5-4 ruling, the Supreme Court invalidated the coverage formula, stating
it was based on outdated data and thus unconstitutional. The decision
effectively removed some federal oversight, prompting states to implement
voting law changes without preclearance.

Analysis and Personal Reflection

The ruling sparked debates about voting rights and racial discrimination.

Agreement Disagreements:

- Supporters’ View: The Court emphasized constitutional principles of equal
sovereignty among states and the need for current data to justify
restrictions.

- Critics’ View: Many argue that the decision weakened protections against
voter suppression and discrimination, potentially allowing for discriminatory
voting laws to re-emerge.

Personal Position: I am concerned that the decision in Shelby County has made
it easier for jurisdictions to enact laws that could suppress minority
voters. While the Court aimed to prevent outdated restrictions, I believe
robust protections are essential to safeqguard democratic participation,
especially for historically marginalized communities.

Conclusion: Navigating Judicial Discretion and



Societal Values

The Supreme Court’s decisions reflect complex judgments balancing
constitutional principles, societal needs, and evolving norms. Whether
agreeing or disagreeing with a ruling, understanding the reasoning behind
each case enhances civic literacy and critical engagement with legal and
moral issues.

O0f the 5 cases discussed, I find myself most aligned with the decisions in
Brown v. Board of Education and Obergefell v. Hodges, as they reinforce core
principles of equality
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