ACTIVITY III
Social Science Assessment 

Constitutional Law						        Assignment #3  Judicial Opinion
HW # 12
Due: Thursday, April 14th 
You’ve read the majority and dissenting opinions as well as the lawyers’ briefs, heard oral arguments and debated the case with your fellow “judges.”  What do you think should have been the outcome in the case of Goldman v. Weinberger?  Based on the conference today, you will know whether you are writing for the majority or the dissent of the NY Academy Supreme Court.  Write a 2-3 page typed opinion (approx. 900 words) in which you:
1. Clearly and thoroughly explain the legal reasoning behind your decision.

2. Explain and specifically address the best arguments made by the other side – both in the written briefs we read and in oral argument.  You may also explicitly address arguments made by judges in the class with whom you disagree.

3. Discuss how you have applied the three precedent cases of Yoder v. Wisc., Parker v. Levy and Brown v. Glines to this case.


4. Make it clear what factors were decisive for you in making your decision so it’s clear how future cases should be decided.  What criteria or standards are you setting for future caes in which an individual claims s/he can’t practice their religion unless the military makes an accommodation or exception to one of its regulations? Remember, your opinion should act as a guide for deciding future similar cases!

You may use portions of the writing you did for the “leanings” homework (the HW due last week) as long as you incorporate it into a well-organized and decisive opinion for either  the majority or the dissent.


