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What does student engagement look like?
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J Respond at PollEv.com/aprildawson417
1 Text APRILDAWSONA417 to 22333 once to join, then text your message

Why is student engagement important?

@ Poll Everywhere



A Few Ways | Engage

I Polling
1 Use of multimedia

I Student presentations
I Self- and peer-grading

I Attendance takeaway

North Carolina Central University School of Law



Engagement via Multimedia

I What facilitates the engagement of my students?

A\ 4

| Context

A\ 4

| Relevance

A4

| Having to share their thoughts

North Carolina Central University School of Law



Providing Context & Relevance

A\ 4

| Multimedia
1 Videos
1

Podcasts, Radio Shows, etc.

North Carolina Central University School of Law
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Syllabus

_ Reading Assignments Fall 2019

Quizzes Reading Assignments (Please note that the reading assignments are subject to change)

Assignments

WEEK 1 - INTRODUCTION & BACKGROUND
Monday, August 19, 2019

Read Syllabus
Complete Syllabus Quiz

Complete Student Information Form

1. Introduction & Background

Settings 1.1. Read Declaration of Independence & (2 pages)

1.2. Read Articles of Confederation e (5 pages)
1.3. Read A More Perfect Union: The Creation of the U.S. Constitution ez (? pages)

1.4. Read Background in Treatise ("TR") pages 1-16 (Note: Treatise readings are not mandatory, but are very helpful.)

1.5. Read U.S. Constitution. A copy of the Constitution is located in the front of your casebook. As you read the U.S. Constitution, supplement
your understanding of the provisions of the Constitution by using The Supreme Court Review Explore the Constitution & link. This link
provides commentary on the specific provisions of the Constitution. This exercise may take a few hours, so start on it early.

1.6. Watch the following videos:

Schoolhouse Rock - The Constitution Preamble ¢2

Schoolhouse Rock - How a Bill Becomes a Law & (Art. |, Sect. 7)
Electoral College video = (Art. Il, Sect. 1, Cl. 2 & 4)

Tuesday, August 20, 2019

17 Read Path to the Federal Bench 7 Pases 1-12 (Re nrenared to comment on what voii learned ahout hecomine a federal indee )
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WEEK 2 - FEDERAL JUDICIAL POWER

Mandavy Avnieanied 24 27N10

2. Federal Judicial Power

pilotimslsp.route53.lexis.com & ® O |'_T'l

2.1 Constitutional Authority for Judicial Review
2.1.1. Background (Case Book "CB" 1-2)
2.1.2. Authority to Review Federal Executive Action and Federal Legislation
2.1.2.1. Marbury v. Madison (CB 2-10)
2.1.3. Authority to Review State Court Judgments
2.1.3.1 Martin v. Hunter's Lessee (CB 10)
2.1.3.2 Cohens v. Virginia (CB 10-11)

Tuesday, August 27, 2019

2.1.4. Authority to Review State Executive Action and State Legislation «

2.1.4.1. Background for Cooper v. Aaron «

Dred Scott v. Sanford (CB 756-759)
2.1.4.1.1.1. Listen to More Perfect Podcast Episode: American Pendulum Il & (35 minutes)

2.2.4.1.1.2. (Optional) Listen to the Stuff You Missed in History Class podcast - Dred Scott vs. Sandford part

1 (33 mins.)
2.2.4.1.1.3. (Optional) Listen to the Stuff You Missed in History Class podcast - Dred Scott vs. Sandford part

2 (32 mins.)

2.2.4.1.1.4. (Optional) Watch or listen to C-SPAN Supreme Court Landmark Case: Dred Scott v. Sandford &
(1 hr. 33 mins.)

2141.2.

Thursday, September 5, 2019
2.1.4.1.3.
2.14.14.
2.1.4.1.5.
2.1.4.1.6.
214.1.7.
214.1.7.

Plessy v. Ferguson (CB 772-775)

Brown v. Board of Education (Brown |) (CB 775-779)

Bolling v. Sharpe, 347 U.S. 497 (1954) =

Brown v. Board of Education (Brown 1) (CB 804-809)

View PBS Supreme Court Documentary clip & (20 minutes)
View Who Speaks for Birmingham two clips 2 (1:16 & 1:44)

Review Cooper v. Aaron Timeline &
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Thursday, September 5, 2019
2.1.4.1.3. Brown v. Board of Education (Brown |) (CB 775-779)
2.1.4.1.4. Bolling v. Sharpe, 347 U.S. 497 (1954) =
2.1.4.1.5. Brown v. Board of Education (Brown Il) (CB 804-809)
2.1.4.1.6. View PBS Supreme Court Documentary clip # (20 minutes)
2.1.4.1.7. View Who Speaks for Birmingham two clips ez (1:16 & 1:44)
2.1.4.1.7. Review Cooper v. Aaron Timeline @@
Aaron v. Cooper, 257 F.2d 33 = (8th Cir. 1958) (Note: This is the
2.1.4.1.8. Court of Appeals decision. You will better understand the Supreme
Court decision by reading this decision first.)
WEEK 4 - FEDERAL JUDICIAL POWER Cont.
Monday, September 9, 2019
2.1.4.2. Cooperv. Aaron, 358 U.S. 1 #(1958)

(Note: There have been other instances where the U.S. Supreme Court has
been defied. As we discussed, in the actions leading to the U.S. v. Shipp case
Memphis ignored a Supreme Court order. Another example is the case of
Worcester v. Georgia. In 1832, the Supreme Court, in an opinion by Chief

Justice Marshall, held that the Cherokee could not be removed from their
native lands. President Andrew Jackson ignored the Court and proceeded with
the removal. Nearly 4,000 Cherokee died on the Trail of Tears as a result of the
Indian removal. View: Justice Breyer Discussing Worcester v. Georgia 2 2:21,
Privacy Policy Andrew Jackson's Controversial Decision- Trail of Tears: Forced Native
American Relocation &, History Channel 4:00)

Listen to More Perfect Podcast Episode Kittens Kick Giggly Blue Robot All
Summer ¢ (36 Mins.)

2.143.

Tuesday, September 10, 2019
2.2. Interpretive Limits (& the Second Amendment)
2.2.1. Introduction (CB 11-13)
2.2.2. District of Columbia v. Heller (CB 13-32)

2.2.2.1. Listen to More Perfect Podcast Episode: The Gun Show & (1 hour & 12
minutes)
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Eyes On The Prize (Part 2): Fighting Back 1957 1962 Americas Civil Rights
Movement - The Best Docume
10
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Reading Assignments Spring 2020

WEEK OF JANUARY 13 - EQUAL PROTECTION & SUBSTANTIVE DUE PROCESS
Monday, January 13, 2020
1. Equal Protection Con't

1.1. Classification Based on Race and National Origin Con't
1.1.1. Washington v. Davis - Facially Neutral Laws with Disparate Impact (CB 781 - 785)
1.1.1.1. Read Test 21 @
1.1.2. McCleskey v. Kemp - Death Penalty and Disparate Impact (CB 785 - 791)
1.1.2.1. Listen to More Perfect podcast episode Cruel and Unusual ¢ (approx. 40 mins.)
1.1.3. Fisher v. Texas - Affirmative Action (CB 870 - 877)
1.1.3.1. Listen to More Perfect podcast episode The Imperfect Plaintiffs & (approx. 1 hour)

1.1.3.2. Listen to More Perfect podcast episode The Architect & (approx. 40 mins.)
1.1.3.3. Read NYT Article - The Place of Women on the Court ## (11 pages)

Wednesday, January 15, 2020
2. Substantive Due Process (Fundamental Rights under Due Process and Equal Protection)
2.1. Introduction (CB 949 - 955)
2.2. Right to Marry
2.2.1. Loving v. Virginia (CB 955 - 957)
2.2.2. Pavan v. Smith (Supp 155-158)
2.3. Family Autonomy
2.3.1. Troxel v. Granville (CB 997 - 1002)
24, Reproductive Autonomy
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968 8. Fundamental Rights Under Due Process and Equal Protection

1. The Right to Procreate

The Supreme Court has held that the right to procreate is a fundamental right
and therefore government-imposed involuntary sterilization must meet strict
scrutiny. Initially, the Court rejected this position.

BUCK v. BELL, 274 U.S. 200 (1927): Justice HoLMEs delivered the opinion of
the Court.

This is a writ of error to review a judgment of the Supreme Court of Appeals of
the State of Virginia, affirming a judgment of the Circuit Court of Amherst
County, by which the defendant in error, the superintendent of the State Colony
for Epileptics and Feeble Minded, was ordered to perform the operation of
salpingectomy upon Carrie Buck, the plaintiff in error, for the purpose of mak-
ing her sterile. The case comes here upon the contention that the statute author-
izing the judgment is void under the Fourteenth Amendment as denying to the
plaintiff in error due process of law and the equal protection of the laws.

Carrie Buck is a feeble-minded white woman who was committed to the State
Colony above mentioned in due form. She is the daughter of a feeble-minded
mother in the same institution, and the mother of an illegitimate feeble-minded
child. She was eighteen years old at the time of the trial of her case in the Circuit
Court in the latter part of 1924.

An Act of Virginia approved March 20, 1924 recites that the health of the
patient and the welfare of society may be promoted in certain cases by the
sterilization of mental defectives, under careful safeguard, etc.; that the sterili-
zation may be effected in males by vasectomy and in females by salpingectomy,
without serious pain or substantial danger to life; that the Commonwealth is
supporting in various institutions many defective persons who if now discharged
would become a menace but if incapable of procreating might be discharged
with safety and become self-ssupporting with benefit to themselves and to society;
and that experience has shown that heredity plays an important part in the
transmission of insanity, imbecility, etc.

The judgment finds the facts that have been recited and that Carrie Buck
“is the probable potential parent of socially inadequate offspring, likewise
afflicted, that she may be sexually sterilized without detriment to her general
health and that her welfare and that of society will be promoted by her sterili-
zation,” and thereupon makes the order. In view of the general declarations of
the Legislature and the specific findings of the Court obviously we cannot say as
matter of law that the grounds do not exist, and if they exist they justify the
result. We have seen more than once that the public welfare may call upon the
best citizens for their lives. It would be strange if it could not call upon those who
already sap the strength of the State for these lesser sacrifices, often not felt to be
such by those concerned, in order to prevent our being swamped with incom-
petence. It is better for all the world, if instead of waiting to execute degenerate
offspring for crime, or to let them starve for their imbecility, society can prevent
those who are manifestly unfit from continuing their kind. The principle that
sustains compulsory vaccination is broad enough to cover cutting the Fallopian
tubes. Three generations of imbeciles are enough.
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Wednesday, January 15, 2020
2. Substantive Due Process (Fundamental Rights under Due Process and Equal Protection)
2.1. Introduction (CB 949 - 955)
2.2. Right to Marry
2.2.1. Loving v. Virginia (CB 955 - 957)
2.2.2. Pavan v. Smith (Supp 155-158)
2.3. Family Autonomy
2.3.1. Troxel v. Granville (CB 997 - 1002)
24. Reproductive Autonomy
2.4.1. Introduction (CB 1002 - 1003)
2.4.2. Buck v. Bell - Right to Procreate (CB 1003)
2.4.2.1. Listen to Fresh Air episode "The Supreme Court Ruling That Led To 70,000 Forced Sterilizations" & (40 mins.)

Listen to NPR Hidden Brain Podcast episode "Emma, Carrie, Vivian: How A Family Became A Test Case For Forced

24.2.2. . ,
Sterilizations" ez (40 mins.)

2.4.2.3. Read Equal Justice Initiative - Racial Eugenics

2.4.2.4. Watch "State of Eugenics" Filmmaker's Interview 2 (10 mins.)
2.4.3. Skinner v. Oklahoma - Right to Procreate (CB 1004 - 1005)
2.4.4. Griswold v. Connecticut - Right to Purchase and Use Contraception (Privacy) (CB 1005 - 1011)

Thursday, January 16, 2020
2.4, Reproductive Autonomy Con't (View Recorded Lecture & 9 mins.)
2.4.5. Roev. Wade - Right to Abortion (CB 1014 - 1021)
2.4.6. Planned Parenthood v. Casey - Right to Abortion (CB 1023 - 1035)
2.4.7. Planned Parenthood v. Casey - Spousal Notification (CB 1060 - 1065)
2.4.8. Whole Women's Health v. Hellerstedt - Right to Abortion (CB 1035 - 1041)
2.4.9. Read Oyez June Medical Services LLC. v. Gee Facts and Question Presented ¢z

Read Article - ABA asks U.S. Supreme Court to reject Fifth Circuit’s decision in Louisiana abortion case ¢

2.4.10. Listen to National Constitution Center Podcast Episode Should Roe v. Wade be Overturned? 2 (approx. 50 mins.)
WEEK OF JANUARY 20 - SUBSTANTIVE DUE PROCESS Con't

Monday, January 20, 2020
No class - Martin Luther King, Jr. Day of Service
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Engagement via Multimedia

I What facilitates the engagement of my
students?

Context
Relevance
Having to share their thoughts -

A 4
A4
A4

North Carolina Central University School of Law
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Students Sharing Their Thoughts

1 Discussion boards
1

Breakout rooms

North Carolina Central University School of Law
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Dashboard

Courses
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Read West Coast Hotel Co. v. Parrish (1937) Oyez case page 2

1/17 - Read Scholarly Writing: Ideas, Examples, and Execution Chapter 2, Thinking: Finding Your

1/21 Topic and Developing Your Thesis, pp. 21 - 52
Note: Seminar Paper Topic & Thesis Due by Sunday, February 2.

1/22 History of the Read Bloch, Jackson, and Krattenmaker, pages 701-715 (Chapter 5 - Role of the

Court Participants, Intro & Sec. A - The Chief Justice)

Read Brown v. Board of Ed. of Topeka, Shawnee County, Kan. (Brown I), 347 U.S. 483 (1954)
(pull from Lexis or Westlaw)
Read Brown v. Board of Ed. of Topeka, Shawnee County, Kan. (Brown Il), 349 U.S. 294 (1955)
(pull from Lexis or Westlaw)
Read short biography of Justice Thurgood Marshall (serving from 1967-1991) on Oyez
page 2
Read Atlantic Article - How Resistance to Desegregatio ped Prince Edward County g#
(6 pages)
Complete January 22 Class Discussion Assignment by submitting 250-word minimum
thoughts, comments, and/or questions on the above reading, viewing, and listening, and
responding (no minimum word count) to the post of at least three of your colleagues.
The deadline for this assignment is January 22 at 9:30a. (I encourage you to complete this
assignment well in advance of the deadline.)
The Supreme Court series background reading:
Read Minersville School District v. Gobitis (1940) Oyez case page 2
Read West Virginia School District v. Barnette 2 (1943) 2 Oyez & case page 2
Read_Dennis v. Unites States (1951) Oyez case page 2
Read Gideon v. Wainwright (1263) Oyez page 2
Read Griswold v. Connecticut (1965) Oyez page 2

1/24- Read Heather Meeker, Stalking the Golden Topic: A Guide to Locating and Selecting Topics for

1/26 Legal Research Papers @, 1996 Utah L. Rev. 917 (1996), Page 933-41 (Preemption). You

only need to read Part Il on preemption, however, you may find the entire article helpful.

~ - (= — ] . - — (] — ] . ] -~ Fe - P 1 P Y
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