ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION WORKSHEET

ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION WORKSHEET IS AN ESSENTIAL EDUCATIONAL TOOL DESIGNED TO HELP STUDENTS
UNDERSTAND THE COMPLEX PROCESS OF SUPREME COURT NOMINATIONS IN THE UNITED STATES. THIS WORKSHEET FACILITATES
CRITICAL THINKING BY GUIDING LEARNERS THROUGH THE ROLES OF THE PRESIDENT, THE SENATE, AND THE JUDICIARY IN SELECTING
AND CONFIRMING SUPREME COURT JUSTICES. BY USING THIS RESOURCE, STUDENTS GAIN INSIGHT INTO THE CONSTITUTIONAL
FRAMEWORK, POLITICAL CONSIDERATIONS, AND THE SIGNIFICANCE OF EACH STEP IN THE NOMINATION PROCESS. THE ICIVICS
SUPREME COURT NOMINATION WORKSHEET ALSO ENCOURAGES ANALYSIS OF HISTORICAL CASES AND CONTEMPORARY EXAMPLES,
ENHANCING CIVIC KNOWLEDGE AND ENGAGEMENT. THIS ARTICLE EXPLORES THE COMPONENTS, BENEFITS, AND APPLICATIONS OF
THE ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION WORKSHEET, PROVIDING A COMPREHENSIVE OVERVIEW FOR EDUCATORS AND STUDENTS
ALIKE. THE FOLLOWING SECTIONS WILL DELVE INTO THE STRUCTURE OF THE WORKSHEET, ITS EDUCATIONAL OBJECTIVES, AND
PRACTICAL USAGE TIPS.

o [UNDERSTANDING THE SUPREME COURT NOMINATION PROCESS
o CoMPONENTS oF THE ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION \W ORKSHEET

® EDUCATIONAL BENEFITS OF THE W ORKSHEET

How To UsSe THE W ORKSHEET EFFECTIVELY IN THE CLASSROOM

CoMMON CHALLENGES AND SOLUTIONS

UNDERSTANDING THE SUPREME COURT NOMINATION PROCESS

THE SUPREME COURT NOMINATION PROCESS IS A CRUCIAL ELEMENT OF THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT’S SYSTEM OF CHECKS
AND BALANCES. IT INVOLVES MULTIPLE STEPS, STARTING WITH THE PRESIDENT’S NOMINATION OF A CANDIDATE. THIS CANDIDATE
MUST THEN BE REVIEWED AND CONFIRMED BY THE SENATE BEFORE OFFICIALLY JOINING THE SUPREME COURT BENCH. THE ICIVICS
SUPREME COURT NOMINATION \WORKSHEET PROVIDES A DETAILED BREAKDOWN OF EACH PHASE, HELPING STUDENTS UNDERSTAND
THE CONSTITUTIONAL BASIS AND PROCEDURAL DETAILS. THE WORKSHEET EMPHASIZES THE IMPORTANCE OF THE SENATE
JUDICIARY COMMITTEE HEARINGS, BACKGROUND CHECKS, AND THE POLITICAL DYNAMICS THAT CAN INFLUENCE THE OUTCOME.

THE RoLE oF THE PRESIDENT IN NOMINATING JUSTICES

THE PRESIDENT HOLDS THE CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY TO NOMINATE INDIVIDUALS TO THE SUPREME COURT WHEN
VACANCIES ARISE. THIS POWER IS SIGNIFICANT BECAUSE THE PRESIDENT’S CHOICE CAN SHAPE THE COURT’S IDEOLOGICAL
BALANCE FOR DECADES. THE ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION WORKSHEET EXPLAINS HOW PRESIDENTS CONSIDER
QUALIFICATIONS, JUDICIAL PHILOSOPHY, AND POLITICAL STRATEGY BEFORE SELECTING A NOMINEE. IT ALSO HIGHLIGHTS RECENT
NOMINATION EXAMPLES TO ILLUSTRATE THESE CONSIDERATIONS IN PRACTICE.

SeNATE CONFIRMATION PROCESS

AFTER THE PRESIDENT NOMINATES A CANDIDATE, THE SENATE IS RESPONSIBLE FOR PROVIDING ” ADVICE AND CONSENT,” A
PROCESS THAT INCLUDES COMMITTEE HEARINGS, DEBATES, AND A FINAL VOTE. THE WORKSHEET DETAILS THE ROLE OF THE
SENATEJUDICIARY COMMITTEE, WHICH CONDUCTS HEARINGS TO EVALUATE THE NOMINEE’S QUALIFICATIONS, JUDICIAL RECORD,
AND PERSONAL BACKGROUND. STUDENTS LEARN ABOUT THE SIGNIFICANCE OF CONFIRMATION VOTES AND HOW POLITICAL
FACTORS SUCH AS PARTY CONTROL AND PUBLIC OPINION CAN IMPACT THE DECISION.



CoMPONENTS oF THE ICIVIcS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION \X/ ORKSHEET

THE ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION WORKSHEET IS CAREFULLY STRUCTURED TO PROMOTE COMPREHENSION AND CRITICAL
ANALYSIS. |T CONTAINS A VARIETY OF SECTIONS DESIGNED TO ENGAGE STUDENTS IN ACTIVE LEARNING. THESE COMPONENTS
GUIDE LEARNERS THROUGH KEY CONCEPTS, ENCOURAGE EXPLORATION OF CONSTITUTIONAL PRINCIPLES, AND FOSTER
EVALUATION OF REAL-\WORLD NOMINATION SCENARIOS.

STeEP-BY-STEP NOMINATION BREAKDOWN

THIS SECTION PRESENTS THE SUPREME COURT NOMINATION PROCESS IN SEQUENTIAL ORDER, FROM VACANCY OCCURRENCE TO
THE SWEARING-IN OF A JUSTICE. STUDENTS ARE PROMPTED TO IDENTIFY AND DESCRIBE EACH STAGE, REINFORCING THEIR
UNDERSTANDING OF PROCEDURAL FLOW AND INSTITUTIONAL ROLES.

CAsE STupIes AND HisToricAL CONTEXT

THE WORKSHEET INCLUDES CASE STUDIES OF LANDMARK SUPREME COURT NOMINATIONS, SUCH AS THOSE OF THURGOOD
MARSHALL, CLARENCE THOMAS, AND AMY CONEY BARRETT. THESE EXAMPLES SERVE TO CONTEXTUALIZE THE POLITICAL AND
SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS SURROUNDING NOMINATIONS. STUDENTS ANALYZE FACTORS THAT INFLUENCED THE CONFIRMATION
PROCESS, INCLUDING MEDIA COVERAGE, SENATE HEARINGS, AND PUBLIC REACTION.

CRITICAL THINKING QUESTIONS

To DEEPEN ENGAGEMENT, THE ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION WORKSHEET POSES THOUGHT-PROVOKING QUESTIONS.
THESE ENCOURAGE LEARNERS TO EVALUATE THE FAIRNESS AND EFFECTIVENESS OF THE NOMINATION PROCESS, CONSIDER THE
BALANCE OF POWER, AND REFLECT ON THE IMPACT OF IDEOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONS IN JUDICIAL APPOINTMENTS.

VocCABULARY AND Key TErRMS

"on "on

THE WORKSHEET PROVIDES A GLOSSARY OF ESSENTIAL TERMS SUCH AS “FILIBUSTER,” “MAJORITY VOTE,” “JUDICIAL
PHILOSOPHY,” AND “LAME DUCK SESSION.” THIS ENHANCES STUDENTS’ LEGAL LITERACY AND COMPREHENSION OF COMPLEX
TERMINOLOGY RELATED TO THE SUPREME COURT NOMINATION PROCESS.

EDUCATIONAL BENEFITS OF THE W/ ORKSHEET

THE ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION WORKSHEET OFFERS NUMEROUS EDUCATIONAL ADVANTAGES, MAKING IT A VALUABLE
RESOURCE FOR CIVICS EDUCATORS AND STUDENTS. |T SUPPORTS CURRICULUM GOALS RELATED TO GOVERNMENT, LAW, AND
AMERICAN HISTORY WHILE FOSTERING ANALYTICAL SKILLS AND CIVIC AW ARENESS.

ENHANCES Civic UNDERSTANDING

BY EXPLORING THE SUPREME COURT NOMINATION PROCESS IN DEPTH, STUDENTS DEVELOP A CLEARER UNDERSTANDING OF HOW
THE JUDICIARY FUNCTIONS WITHIN THE BROADER GOVERNMENTAL SYSTEM. THE WORKSHEET HELPS DEMYSTIFY CONSTITUTIONAL
PROCEDURES AND EMPHASIZES THE IMPORTANCE OF JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE AND ACCOUNTABILITY.

ProMoTES CRITICAL THINKING AND DEBATE

THE WORKSHEET’S DESIGN ENCOURAGES LEARNERS TO THINK CRITICALLY ABOUT POLITICAL PROCESSES AND THE IMPLICATIONS
OF JUDICIAL APPOINTMENTS. STUDENTS ENGAGE IN DISCUSSIONS AND DEBATES, WHICH CULTIVATE SKILLS IN ARGUMENTATION,



REASONING, AND RESPECTFUL DISCOURSE.

ALIGNS WITH EDUCATIONAL STANDARDS

THE ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION WORKSHEET ALIGNS WITH CoMMON CORE AND NATIONAL CIVICS STANDARDS,
SUPPORTING EDUCATORS IN MEETING LEARNING OBJECTIVES RELATED TO GOVERNMENT INSTITUTIONS, CONSTITUTIONAL
PRINCIPLES, AND CIVIC PARTICIPATION.

FACILITATES INTERACTIVE LEARNING

THROUGH CASE STUDIES, ANALYSIS QUESTIONS, AND VOCABULARY EXERCISES, THE WORKSHEET FOSTERS ACTIVE
PARTICIPATION. THIS INTERACTIVE APPROACH IMPROVES RETENTION AND ENCOURAGES STUDENTS TO CONNECT THEORETICAL
KNOWLEDGE WITH CURRENT EVENTS.

How To Use THE W ORKSHEET EFFECTIVELY IN THE CLASSROOM

MAXIMIZING THE EDUCATIONAL IMPACT OF THE ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION WORKSHEET REQUIRES THOUGHTFUL
IMPLEMENTATION. EDUCATORS CAN ADOPT VARIOUS STRATEGIES TO ENGAGE STUDENTS AND ENHANCE COMPREHENSION.

PRE-ASSESSMENT AND INTRODUCTION

BEFORE BEGINNING THE W ORKSHEET, TEACHERS SHOULD ASSESS STUDENTS’ PRIOR KNOWLEDGE OF THE SUPREME COURT AND ITS
NOMINATION PROCESS. THIS CAN BE DONE THROUGH BRIEF QUIZZES OR DISCUSSIONS. INTRODUCING KEY CONCEPTS BEFOREHAND
PREPARES STUDENTS FOR DEEPER EXPLORATION.

GrourP Work AND COLLABORATIVE LEARNING

USING THE WORKSHEET IN SMALL GROUPS ENCOURAGES PEER LEARNING AND DISCUSSION. STUDENTS CAN DIVIDE CASE STUDIES
OR SECTIONS AMONG THEMSELVES AND SHARE FINDINGS, PROMOTING COLLABORATION AND DIVERSE PERSPECTIVES.

INCORPORATE MULTIMEDIA RESOURCES

COMPLEMENTING THE WORKSHEET WITH VIDEOS, NEWS ARTICLES, AND SuPREME COURT HEARING TRANSCRIPTS ENRICHES THE
LEARNING EXPERIENCE. THESE RESOURCES PROVIDE REAL-WORLD CONTEXT AND HELP STUDENTS VISUALIZE THE NOMINATION
PROCESS.

FACILITATE DEBATES AND ROLE-PLAYING

ASSIGNING STUDENTS ROLES SUCH AS PRESIDENT, SENATOR, OR NOMINEE ALLOWS THEM TO SIMULATE THE NOMINATION AND
CONFIRMATION PROCESS. THIS METHOD DEEPENS UNDERSTANDING BY IMMERSING LEARNERS IN THE PROCEDURAL AND POLITICAL
DYNAMICS INVOLVED.

ASSESSMENT AND FEEDBACK

AFTER COMPLETING THE WORKSHEET, TEACHERS SHOULD PROVIDE FEEDBACK AND ASSESS STUDENT UNDERSTANDING THROUGH
QUIZZES, ESSAYS, OR PRESENTATIONS. THIS HELPS REINFORCE LEARNING AND IDENTIFY AREAS FOR FURTHER INSTRUCTION.



CoMMoN CHALLENGES AND SOLUTIONS

W/HILE THE ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION WORKSHEET IS A VALUABLE TOOL, EDUCATORS MAY ENCOUNTER CHALLENGES
IN ITS IMPLEMENTATION. ADDRESSING THESE OBSTACLES ENSURES EFFECTIVE LEARNING OUTCOMES.

CoMPLEXITY OF LEGAL TERMINOLOGY

SOME STUDENTS MAY STRUGGLE WITH THE LEGAL JARGON USED IN THE WORKSHEET. TO MITIGATE THIS, TEACHERS CAN PROVIDE
GLOSSARIES, SIMPLIFY EXPLANATIONS, AND ENCOURAGE QUESTIONS TO CLARIFY DIFFICULT TERMS.

ENGAGEMENT WITH PoLITiIcAL CONTENT

GIVEN THE POLITICAL NATURE OF SUPREME COURT NOMINATIONS, SOME STUDENTS MAY FEEL DISENGAGED OR BIASED.
EDUCATORS SHOULD EMPHASIZE NEUTRALITY AND ENCOURAGE CRITICAL THINKING RATHER THAN PARTISAN VIEWS.

TiME CONSTRAINTS

THE COMPREHENSIVE NATURE OF THE WORKSHEET CAN BE TIME-CONSUMING. BREAKING THE MATERIAL INTO MANAGEABLE
SECTIONS AND ASSIGNING PARTS AS HOMEWORK OR GROUP PROJECTS CAN HELP MANAGE CLASSROOM TIME EFFECTIVELY.

V ARIED STUDENT BACKGROUNDS

STUDENTS’ PRIOR KNOWLEDGE AND INTEREST LEVELS MAY VARY WIDELY. DIFFERENTIATED INSTRUCTION, SUCH AS OFFERING
SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS OR ADVANCED QUESTIONS FOR HIGHER-LEVEL LEARNERS, CAN ACCOMMODATE DIVERSE NEEDS.

® PROVIDE CLEAR DEFINITIONS AND EXAMPLES
® ENCOURAGE OPEN-MINDED DISCUSSION

e |USE MULTIMEDIA TO MAINTAIN INTEREST

® DIVIDE CONTENT INTO SMALLER SEGMENTS

e OFFER ADDITIONAL SUPPORT AND RESOURCES

FREQUENTLY AskeD QUESTIONS

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF THE ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION \X/ ORKSHEET?

THEe 1ICIvics SuPREME CoOURT NOMINATION W/ ORKSHEET IS DESIGNED TO HELP STUDENTS UNDERSTAND THE PROCESS OF
NOMINATING AND CONFIRMING SUPREME COURT JUSTICES BY GUIDING THEM THROUGH KEY CRITERIA AND CONSIDERATIONS.

How poEes THE ICIvics SUPREME COURT NOMINATION W/ ORKSHEET HELP STUDENTS
LEARN ABOUT THE SUPREME COURT?

THE WORKSHEET ENGAGES STUDENTS IN EVALUATING POTENTIAL NOMINEES BASED ON QUALIFICATIONS, JUDICIAL PHILOSOPHY,



AND OTHER FACTORS, PROMOTING CRITICAL THINKING ABOUT THE NOMINATION PROCESS.

\X/HERE CAN TEACHERS FIND THE ICIVIcS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION \X/ ORKSHEET?

TEACHERS CAN FIND THE WORKSHEET ON THE OFFICIAL ICIVICS WEBSITE UNDER THE LESSON PLANS AND CLASSROOM RESOURCES
SECTION FOCUSED ON THE SUPREME COURT AND JUDICIAL BRANCH.

Is THE ICIVIcs SUPREME COURT NOMINATION \W/ ORKSHEET SUITABLE FOR ALL GRADE
LEVELS?

THE WORKSHEET IS PRIMARILY DESIGNED FOR MIDDLE AND HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS BUT CAN BE ADAPTED BY EDUCATORS FOR
DIFFERENT GRADE LEVELS DEPENDING ON THE CURRICULUM.

WHAT ToPICS ARE COVERED IN THE ICIVICS SUPREME CoOURT NOMINATION
\X/ ORKSHEET?

TOPICS INCLUDE THE NOMINATION AND CONFIRMATION PROCESS, CRITERIA FOR SELECTING JUSTICES, THE ROLE OF THE SENATE,
AND THE IMPACT OF SUPREME COURT DECISIONS.

CAN sTUDENTS USE THE ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION W/ ORKSHEET FOR A
MOCK SUPREME COURT NOMINATION ACTIVITY?

YES/ THE WORKSHEET IS OFTEN USED AS PART OF A MOCK NOMINATION EXERCISE WHERE STUDENTS ACT AS PRESIDENTS OR
SENATORS TO NOMINATE AND CONFIRM A SUPREME COURT JUSTICE.

Dokes THE ICIvics SuPREME COURT NOMINATION \¥/ ORKSHEET INCLUDE INFORMATION
ABOUT HISTORICAL SUPREME COURT NOMINATIONS?

\W/HILE THE \WORKSHEET FOCUSES ON THE NOMINATION PROCESS, SOME VERSIONS INCLUDE EXAMPLES OR CASE STUDIES OF
NOTABLE SUPREME COURT NOMINATIONS TO PROVIDE CONTEXT.

ARE THERE DIGITAL VERSIONS OF THE ICIVICS SUPREME COURT NOMINATION
\X/ ORKSHEET AVAILABLE?

YES/ ICIVICS OFFERS DIGITAL AND PRINTABLE VERSIONS OF THE WORKSHEET TO ACCOMMODATE DIFFERENT TEACHING
ENVIRONMENTS, INCLUDING REMOTE LEARNING.

How cAN THE 1ICIvics SUPREME COURT NOMINATION \W ORKSHEET BE INTEGRATED INTO
A CIVICS CURRICULUM?

[T CAN BE USED ALONGSIDE LESSONS ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH, CHECKS AND BALANCES, OR GOVERNMENT FUNCTIONS TO DEEPEN
STUDENTS' UNDERSTANDING OF HOW SUPREME COURT JUSTICES ARE SELECTED.

ADDITIONAL RESOURCES

1. Supreme CoURT CONFIRMATION BATTLES: A HISTORY

THIS BOOK OFFERS AN IN-DEPTH LOOK AT THE CONTENTIOUS BATTLES THAT HAVE SHAPED SUPREME COURT NOMINATIONS
THROUGHOUT AMERICAN HISTORY. [T EXPLORES KEY CONFIRMATION HEARINGS, THE POLITICAL DYNAMICS INVOLVED, AND THE
IMPACT OF THESE BATTLES ON THE JUDICIARY AND THE NATION. READERS GAIN INSIGHT INTO HOW THE NOMINATION PROCESS
HAS EVOLVED AND ITS SIGNIFICANCE IN THE BALANCE OF POWERS.



2. THe SupreMe COURT AND THE PoLiTicS oF CONFIRMATION

FOCUSING ON THE INTERPLAY BETWEEN LAW AND POLITICS, THIS BOOK EXAMINES HOW SUPREME COURT NOMINEES ARE VETTED
AND CONFIRMED BY THE SENATE. |IT PROVIDES A DETAILED OVERVIEW OF THE NOMINATION PROCESS, INCLUDING THE ROLE OF
INTEREST GROUPS, MEDIA INFLUENCE, AND PUBLIC OPINION. THE BOOK ALSO DISCUSSES LANDMARK CONFIRMATIONS AND THEIR
IMPLICATIONS FOR THE COURT’S DIRECTION.

3. UNDERSTANDING THE SUPREME COURT NOMINATION PROCESS

DESIGNED FOR STUDENTS AND EDUCATORS, THIS BOOK BREAKS DOWN THE STEPS INVOLVED IN NOMINATING AND CONFIRMING A
SUPREME COURT JUSTICE. IT INCLUDES WORKSHEETS, CASE STUDIES, AND DISCUSSION QUESTIONS TO ENGAGE READERS IN
CRITICAL THINKING ABOUT THE JUDICIARY’S ROLE. THE BOOK IS A PRACTICAL RESOURCE FOR LEARNING HOW JUSTICES ARE
CHOSEN AND THE IMPORTANCE OF THEIR DECISIONS.

4. JusTicE on TRIAL: THE SENATE’S ROLE IN SUPREME COURT NOMINATIONS

THIS TITLE DELVES INTO THE SENATE’S CONSTITUTIONAL RESPONSIBILITY TO PROVIDE “ADVICE AND CONSENT” ON SUPREME
COURT NOMINEES. |IT ANALYZES THE HEARINGS, QUESTIONING TACTICS, AND POLITICAL STRATEGIES USED BY SENATORS TO
EVALUATE CANDIDATES. THE BOOK ALSO REFLECTS ON HOW THESE CONFIRMATION TRIALS AFFECT PUBLIC TRUST IN THE
JUDICIARY.

5. NoMINee To JUSTICE: THE JOURNEY TO THE SUPREME COURT

TRACING THE PATH FROM NOMINATION TO CONFIRMATION, THIS BOOK HIGHLIGHTS THE PERSONAL AND PROFESSIONAL
CHALLENGES FACED BY SUPREME COURT NOMINEES. |T INCLUDES BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCHES, NOMINATION TIMELINES, AND MAJOR
CONTROVERSIES SURROUNDING RECENT JUSTICES. READERS GAIN A HUMAN PERSPECTIVE ON WHAT IT TAKES TO BECOME A
MEMBER OF THE NATION’S HIGHEST COURT.

6. THe Power oF THE SupreME COURT: NOMINA TIONS AND IMPACT

THIS BOOK CONNECTS THE NOMINATION PROCESS TO THE BROADER INFLUENCE THE SUPREME COURT HAS ON AMERICAN LAW AND
SOCIETY. IT DISCUSSES HOW JUSTICES” BACKGROUNDS AND JUDICIAL PHILOSOPHIES INFLUENCE THEIR RULINGS. THE BOOK ALSO
COVERS SIGNIFICANT CASES DECIDED BY RECENTLY CONFIRMED JUSTICES, SHOWING THE LONG-TERM EFFECTS OF NOMINATION
BATTLES.

7. Insipe THE CONFIRMA TION Room: A GuIDE To SuPreMe COURT HEARINGS

OFFERING A BEHIND-THE-SCENES LOOK AT CONFIRMATION HEARINGS, THIS BOOK EXPLAINS THE PROCEDURES, KEY PARTICIPANTS,
AND TYPICAL QUESTIONS NOMINEES FACE. |T INCLUDES TIPS FOR ANALYZING HEARING TRANSCRIPTS AND UNDERSTANDING THE
POLITICAL STAKES INVOLVED. THE GUIDE IS IDEAL FOR CIVICS STUDENTS EXPLORING THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH’S ROLE IN
JUDICIAL APPOINTMENTS.

8. CHecks AND BALANCES: THe SupreME COURT NOMINATION WorkSHEET COMPANION

THIS COMPANION BOOK PROVIDES EDUCATORS WITH WORKSHEETS, LESSON PLANS, AND ACTIVITIES CENTERED ON THE SUPREME
COURT NOMINATION PROCESS. |T ENCOURAGES STUDENTS TO EVALUATE NOMINEES CRITICALLY AND CONSIDER THE
CONSTITUTIONAL PRINCIPLES AT PLAY. THE RESOURCE SUPPORTS INTERACTIVE LEARNING AND PROMOTES CIVIC ENGAGEMENT.

9. THe CONFIRMATION PROCESS: DEMOCRACY, DEBATE, AND THE SUPREME COURT

THIS BOOK EXPLORES THE DEMOCRATIC IDEALS AND DEBATES INHERENT IN CONFIRMING SUPREME COURT JUSTICES. |T ADDRESSES
QUESTIONS ABOUT TRANSPARENCY, PARTISANSHIP, AND THE EVOLVING NATURE OF THE CONFIRMATION PROCESS. THE TEXT
ENCOURAGES READERS TO THINK ABOUT HOW DEMOCRACY IS UPHELD OR CHALLENGED THROUGH THESE HIGH-STAKES DECISIONS.
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2017-06-06 In the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, Supreme Court nominations were driven
by presidents, senators, and some legal community elites. Many nominations were quick processes
with little Senate deliberation, minimal publicity and almost no public involvement. Today, however,
confirmation takes 81 days on average-Justice Antonin Scalia's former seat has already taken much
longer to fill-and it is typically a media spectacle. How did the Supreme Court nomination process
become so public and so nakedly political? What forces led to the current high-stakes status of the
process? How could we implement reforms to improve the process? In Supreme Democracy: The
End of Elitism in the Supreme Court Nominations, Richard Davis, an eminent scholar of American
politics and the courts, traces the history of nominations from the early republic to the present. He
examines the component parts of the nomination process one by one: the presidential nomination
stage, the confirmation management process, the role of the Senate Judiciary Committee, and the
increasing involvement over time of interest groups, the news media, and public opinion. The most
dramatic development, however, has been the democratization of politics. Davis delves into the
constitutional underpinnings of the nomination process and its traditional form before describing a
more democratic process that has emerged in the past half century. He details the struggle over
image-making between supporters and opponents intended to influence the news media and public
opinion. Most importantly, he provides a thorough examination of whether or not increasing
democracy always produces better governance, and a better Court. Not only an authoritative
analysis of the Supreme Court nomination process from the founding era to the present, Supreme
Democracy will be an essential guide to all of the protracted nomination battles yet to come.

icivics supreme court nomination worksheet: Strategic Selection Christine L. Nemacheck,
2007 In this book, Christine Nemacheck makes use of presidential papers to reconstruct the politics
of nominee selection from Herbert Hoover's appointment of Charles Evan Hughes in 1930 through
President George W. Bush's nomination of Samuel Alito in 2005. By revealing the pattern of
strategic action, Nemacheck takes us a long way toward understanding this critically important part
of the American political system.

icivics supreme court nomination worksheet: Advice & Consent Paul Simon, 1992 With
America suffering from the most mediocre court in history, recent bloody confirmation battles in the
Senate have confirmed one thing: the process has run amuck. Senator Simon, a leading member of
the Judiciary Committee, provides an insider's viewpoint on the appointment process and reveals the
maneuvering that goes on behind closed doors. 16 photographs.

icivics supreme court nomination worksheet: Supreme Court Appointment Process
Denis Steven Rutkus, 2005 The appointment of a Supreme Court Justice is an infrequent event of
major significance in American politics. Each appointment is important because of the enormous
judicial power the Supreme Court exercises as the highest appellate court in the federal judiciary.
Appointments are infrequent, as a vacancy on the nine member Court may occur only once or twice,
or never at all, during a particular President's years in office. Under the Constitution, Justices on the
Supreme Court receive lifetime appointments. Such job security in the government has been
conferred solely on judges and, by constitutional design, helps insure the Court's independence from
the President and Congress. The procedure for appointing a Justice is provided for by the
Constitution in only a few words. The Appointments Clause (Article II, Section 2, clause 2) states
that the President shall nominate, and by and with the Advice and Consent of the Senate, shall
appoint ... Judges of the Spreme Court. The process of appointing Justices has undergone changes
over two centuries, but its most basic feature -- the sharing of power between the President and
Senate -- has remained unchanged: To receive lifetime appointment to the Court, a candidate must
first be nominated by the President and then confirmed by the Senate. Although not mentioned in
the Constitution, an important role is played midway in the process (after the President selects, but
before the Senate considers) by the Senate Judiciary Committee. On rare occasions, Presidents also
have made Court appointments without the Senate's consent, when the Senate was in recess. Such
recess appointments, however, were temporary, with their terms expiring at the end of the Senate's
next session. The last recess appointments to the Court, made in the 1950s, were controversial,



because they bypassed the Senate and its advice and consent role. The appointment of a Justice
might or might not proceed smoothly. Since the appointment of the first Justices in 1789, the Senate
has confirmed 120 Supreme Court nominations out of 154 received. Of the 34 unsuccessful
nominations, 11 were rejected in Senate roll-call votes, while nearly all of the rest, in the face of
committee or Senate opposition to the nominee or the President, were withdrawn by the President
or were postponed, tabled, or never voted on by the Senate. Over more than two centuries, a
recurring theme in the Supreme Court appointment process has been the assumed need for
excellence in a nominee. However, politics also has played an important role in Supreme Court
appointments. The political nature of the appointment process becomes especially apparent when a
President submits a nominee with controversial views, there are sharp partisan or ideological
differences between the President and the Senate, or the outcome of important constitutional issues
before the Court is seen to be at stake.

icivics supreme court nomination worksheet: Supreme Court Appointment Process
Congressional Research Service, 2018-09-06 The appointment of a Supreme Court Justice is an
event of major significance in American politics. Each appointment is of consequence because of the
enormous judicial power the Supreme Court exercises as the highest appellate court in the federal
judiciary. To receive appointment to the Court, a candidate must first be nominated by the President
and then confirmed by the Senate. Although not mentioned in the Constitution, an important role is
played midway in the process (after the President selects, but before the Senate considers) by the
Senate Judiciary Committee. Specifically, the Judiciary Committee, rather than the Senate as a
whole, assumes the principal responsibility for investigating the background and qualifications of
each Supreme Court nominee, and typically the committee conducts a close, intensive investigation
of each nominee. Since the late 1960s, the Judiciary Committee's consideration of a Supreme Court
nominee almost always has consisted of three distinct stages-(1) a pre-hearing investigative stage,
followed by (2) public hearings, and concluding with (3) a committee decision on what
recommendation to make to the full Senate. During the pre-hearing investigative stage, the nominee
responds to a detailed Judiciary Committee questionnaire, providing biographical, professional, and
financial disclosure information to the committee. In addition to the committee's own investigation
of the nominee, the FBI also investigates the nominee and provides the committee with confidential
reports related to its investigation. During this time, the American Bar Association also evaluates the
professional qualifications of the nominee, rating the nominee as well qualified, qualified, or not
qualified. Additionally, prior to hearings starting, the nominee pays courtesy calls on individual
Senators in their offices, including Senators who do not serve on the Judiciary Committee. Once the
Judiciary Committee completes its investigation of the nominee, he or she testifies in hearings before
the committee. On average, for Supreme Court nominees who have received hearings from 1975 to
the present, the nominee's first hearing occurred 40 days after his or her nomination was formally
submitted to the Senate by the President. Questioning of a nominee by Senators has involved, as a
matter of course, the nominee's legal qualifications, biographical background, and any earlier
actions as public figures. Other questions have focused on social and political issues, the
Constitution, particular court rulings, current constitutional controversies, and judicial philosophy.
For the most recent nominees to the Court, hearings have lasted for four or five days (although the
Senate may decide to hold more hearings if a nomination is perceived as controversial-as was the
case with Robert Bork's nomination in 1987, who had 11 days of hearings). Usually within a week
upon completion of the hearings, the Judiciary Committee meets in open session to determine what
recommendation to report to the full Senate. The committee's usual practice has been to report even
those Supreme Court nominations opposed by a committee majority, allowing the full Senate to
make the final decision on whether the nomination should be approved. Consequently, the
committee may report the nomination favorably, report it unfavorably, or report it without making
any recommendation at all. Of the 15 most recent Supreme Court nominations reported by the
Judiciary Committee, 13 were reported favorably, 1 was reported unfavorably, and 1 was reported
without recommendation.



icivics supreme court nomination worksheet: The Nomination and Confirmation of Supreme
Court Justices and the Separation of Powers Linda Lee Norman, 1991

icivics supreme court nomination worksheet: Supreme Court Appointments Norman
Vieira, Leonard Gross, 1998 Norman Vieira and Leonard Gross provide an in-depth analysis of the
political and legal framework surrounding the confirmation process for Supreme Court nominees.
President Ronald Reagan's nomination of Judge Robert Bork to the Supreme Court met with a fierce
opposition that was apparent in his confirmation hearings, which were different in many ways from
those of any previous nominee. This behind-the-scenes view of the politics and personalities involved
in the Bork confirmation controversy provides a framework for future debates regarding the
confirmation process. To help establish that framework, Vieira and Gross examine the similarities as
well as the differences between the Bork confirmation battle and other confirmation proceedings for
Supreme Court nominees.

icivics supreme court nomination worksheet: Supreme Court Appointment Process
Congressional Service, 2018-09-14 The procedure for appointing a Justice to the Supreme Court is
provided for in the U.S. Constitution in only a few words. The Appointments Clause in the
Constitution (Article II, Section 2, clause 2) states that the President shall nominate, and by and with
the Advice and Consent of the Senate, shall appoint ... Judges of the supreme Court. While the
process of appointing Justices has undergone some changes over two centuries, its most essential
feature-the sharing of power between the President and the Senate-has remained unchanged: to
receive lifetime appointment to the Court, one must first be formally selected (nominated) by the
President and then approved (confirmed) by the Senate. For the President, the appointment of a
Supreme Court Justice can be a notable measure by which history will judge his Presidency. For the
Senate, a decision to confirm is a solemn matter as well, for it is the Senate alone, through its Advice
and Consent function, without any formal involvement of the House of Representatives, which acts
as a safeguard on the President's judgment. This report provides information and analysis related to
the final stage of the confirmation process for a nomination to the Supreme Court-the consideration
of the nomination by the full Senate, including floor debate and the vote on whether to approve the
nomination. Traditionally, the Senate has tended to be less deferential to the President in his choice
of Supreme Court Justices than in his appointment of persons to high executive branch positions.
The more exacting standard usually applied to Supreme Court nominations reflects the special
importance of the Court, coequal to and independent of the presidency and Congress. Senators are
also mindful that Justices-unlike persons elected to legislative office or confirmed to executive
branch positions-receive the opportunity to serve a lifetime appointment during good behavior. The
appointment of a Supreme Court Justice might or might not proceed smoothly. From the
appointment of the first Justices in 1789 through its consideration of nominee Neil Gorsuch in 2017,
the Senate has confirmed 118 Supreme Court nominations out of 162 received. Of the 44
nominations that were not confirmed, 12 were rejected outright in roll-call votes by the Senate,
while nearly all of the rest, in the face of substantial committee or Senate opposition to the nominee
or the President, were withdrawn by the President, or were postponed, tabled, or never voted on by
the Senate. Six of the unconfirmed nominations, however, involved individuals who subsequently
were renominated and confirmed.
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Congressional Service, 2018-07-04 The appointment of a Supreme Court Justice is an event of major
significance in American politics. Each appointment is of consequence because of the enormous
judicial power the Supreme Court exercises as the highest appellate court in the federal judiciary.
Appointments are usually infrequent, as a vacancy on the nine-member Court may occur only once
or twice, or never at all, during a particular President's years in office. Under the Constitution,
Justices on the Supreme Court receive what can amount to lifetime appointments which, by
constitutional design, helps ensure the Court's independence from the President and Congress. The
procedure for appointing a Justice is provided for by the Constitution in only a few words. The
Appointments Clause (Article II, Section 2, clause 2) states that the President shall nominate, and by
and with the Advice and Consent of the Senate, shall appoint ... Judges of the supreme Court. The
process of appointing Justices has undergone changes over two centuries, but its most basic
feature-the sharing of power between the President and Senate-has remained unchanged: To receive
appointment to the Court, a candidate must first be nominated by the President and then confirmed
by the Senate. Political considerations typically play an important role in Supreme Court
appointments. It is often assumed, for example, that Presidents will be inclined to select a nominee
whose political or ideological views appear compatible with their own. The political nature of the
appointment process becomes especially apparent when a President submits a nominee with
controversial views, there are sharp partisan or ideological differences between the President and
the Senate, or the outcome of important constitutional issues before the Court is seen to be at stake.
Additionally, over more than two centuries, a recurring theme in the Supreme Court appointment
process has been the assumed need for professional excellence in a nominee. During recent
presidencies, nominees have at the time of nomination, most often, served as U.S. appellate court
judges. The integrity and impartiality of an individual have also been important criteria for a
President when selecting a nominee for the Court. The speed by which a President selects a nominee
for a vacancy has varied during recent presidencies. A President might announce his intention to
nominate a particular individual within several days of when a vacancy becomes publicly known, or a
President might take multiple weeks or months to announce a nominee. The factors affecting the
speed by which a President selects a nominee include whether a President had advance notice of a
Justice's plan to retire, as well as when during the calendar year a Justice announces his or her
departure from the Court. On rare occasions, Presidents also have made Court appointments without
the Senate's consent, when the Senate was in recess. Such recess appointments, however, were
temporary, with their terms expiring at the end of the Senate's next session. Recess appointments
have, at times, been considered controversial because they bypassed the Senate and its advice and
consent role. The last recess appointment to the Court was made in 1958 when President
Eisenhower appointed Potter Stewart as an Associate Justice (Justice Stewart was confirmed by the
Senate the following year).
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Rutkus, Thecapitol.Net, 2009 This volume explores the Supreme Court Justice appointment
process--from Presidential announcement, Judiciary Committee investigation, confirmation hearings,
vote, and report to the Senate, through Senate debate and vote on the nomination.
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1971 forward. Hearings on the Associate Justice of the Supreme Court nominations of William H.
Rehnquist, Lewis F. Powell, John Paul Stevens, Sandra Day O'Connor, Antonin Scalia, Anthony M.
Kennedy, David H. Souter, Clarence Thomas, Ruth Bader Ginsburg and Stephen G. Breyer. Hearing
on the Nomination of Justice William H. Rehnquist to be Chief Justice of the United States.

icivics supreme court nomination worksheet: Supreme Court Nominations Betsy Palmer,
2009 The appointment of a Supreme Court Justice is an event of major significance in American
politics. Each appointment is important because of the enormous judicial power the Supreme Court
exercises as the highest appellate court in the federal judiciary. Appointments are usually
infrequent, as a vacancy on the nine member Court may occur only once or twice, or never at all,
during a particular President's years in office. Under the Constitution, Justices on the Supreme
Court receive lifetime appointments. Such job security in the government has been conferred solely
on judges and, by constitutional design, helps insure the Court's independence from the President
and Congress. The procedure for appointing a Justice is provided for by the Constitution in only a
few words. The Appointments Clause (Article II, Section 2, clause 2) states that the President shall
nominate, and by and with the Advice and Consent of the Senate, shall appoint . . . Judges of the
supreme Court. The process of appointing Justices has undergone changes over two centuries, but
its most basic feature -- the sharing of power between the President and Senate -- has remained
unchanged: To receive lifetime appointment to the Court, a candidate must first be nominated by the
President and then confirmed by the Senate. Although not mentioned in the Constitution, an
important role is played midway in the process (after the President selects, but before the Senate
considers) by the Senate Judiciary Committee. On rare occasions, Presidents also have made Court
appointments without the Senate's consent, when the Senate was in recess. Such recess
appointments, however, were temporary, with their terms expiring at the end of the Senate's next
session. The last recess appointments to the Court, made in the 1950s, were controversial because
they bypassed the Senate and its advice and consent role. The appointment of a Justice might or
might not proceed smoothly. From the first appointments in 1789, the Senate has confirmed 122 out
of 158 Court nominations. Of the 36 unsuccessful nominations, 11 were rejected in Senate roll-call
votes, while nearly all of the rest, in the face of committee or Senate opposition to the nominee or
the President, were withdrawn by the President or were postponed, tabled, or never voted on by the
Senate. Over more than two centuries, a recurring theme in the Supreme Court appointment
process has been the assumed need for excellence in a nominee. However, politics also has played
an important role in Supreme Court appointments. The political nature of the appointment process
becomes especially apparent when a President submits a nominee with controversial views, there
are sharp partisan or ideological differences between the President and the Senate, or the outcome
of important constitutional issues before the Court is seen to be at stake.
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Steven Rutkus, 2006 The appointment of a Supreme Court Justice is an event of major significance
in American politics. Each appointment is important because of the enormous judicial power the
Supreme Court exercises as the highest appellate court in the federal judiciary. Appointments are
usually infrequent, as a vacancy on the 9-member Court may occur only once or twice, or never at
all, during a particular President's years in office. Under the Constitution, Justices on the Supreme
Court receive lifetime appointments. Such job security in the government has been conferred solely
on judges and, by constitutional design, helps insure the Court's independence from the President
and Congress. The procedure for appointing a Justice is provided for by the Constitution in only a
few words. The Appointments Clause (Article II, Section 2, clause 2) states that the President shall
nominate, and by and with the Advice and Consent of the Senate, shall appoint ... Judges of the



supreme Court. The process of appointing Justices has undergone changes over two centuries, but
its most basic feature -- the sharing of power between the President and Senate -- has remained
unchanged: To receive lifetime appointment to the Court, a candidate must first be nominated by the
President and then confirmed by the Senate. Although not mentioned in the Constitution, an
important role is played midway in the process by the Senate Judiciary Committee. The appointment
of a Justice might or might not proceed smoothly. From the first appointments in 1789, the Senate
has confirmed 122 out of 158 Court nominations. A recurring theme in the appointment process has
been the assumed need for excellence in a nominee. However, politics also has played an important
role in Supreme Court appointments. The political nature of the appointment process becomes
especially apparent when a President submits a nominee with controversial views or there are sharp
ideological differences between the President and the Senate.
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