
supreme court nomination requirements

supreme court nomination requirements are a critical aspect of the United States judicial system, shaping
the highest court’s composition and its interpretation of the law. These requirements encompass
constitutional provisions, political considerations, and procedural steps that govern the nomination and
confirmation of Supreme Court justices. Understanding these requirements provides insight into how
candidates are selected, evaluated, and ultimately confirmed or rejected. This article explores the formal
and informal qualifications, the nomination process, Senate involvement, and the political dynamics
influencing Supreme Court appointments. The detailed discussion aims to clarify the complexities
surrounding supreme court nomination requirements and their implications for judicial independence and
the balance of power within the federal government.

Constitutional and Legal Framework

Informal Qualifications for Supreme Court Nominees

The Nomination and Confirmation Process

Role of the Senate in Supreme Court Confirmations

Political and Public Considerations

Constitutional and Legal Framework
The supreme court nomination requirements are grounded primarily in the U.S. Constitution, which
outlines the authority and procedures for appointing justices to the Supreme Court. Article II, Section 2,
Clause 2, commonly known as the Appointments Clause, empowers the President to nominate Supreme
Court justices with the "advice and consent" of the Senate. However, the Constitution does not specify
explicit qualifications such as age, education, or professional experience for nominees, leaving significant
discretion to the President and Senate.

Constitutional Authority for Nominations
The President’s power to nominate justices is a key constitutional role designed to ensure that the Supreme
Court remains an independent branch of government. The nomination is followed by Senate confirmation,
which serves as a check on presidential authority. This dual mechanism embodies the principle of checks
and balances central to U.S. governance.



Absence of Formal Eligibility Criteria
Unlike many other federal offices, the Constitution does not set formal eligibility criteria such as age limits,
citizenship duration, or legal experience for Supreme Court nominees. This absence allows Presidents to
select candidates based on a wide range of factors, including legal expertise, judicial philosophy, and political
considerations.

Informal Qualifications for Supreme Court Nominees
Despite the lack of formal requirements, certain informal qualifications have become customary
benchmarks for Supreme Court nominees. These qualities are assessed by both the President and the Senate
to determine a nominee’s suitability for the high court.

Legal and Judicial Experience
Supreme Court nominees typically possess extensive legal backgrounds, often including prior judicial
service at the federal appellate level or experience as a prominent attorney, legal scholar, or government
official. This experience is perceived as vital for understanding complex legal issues and constitutional
interpretation.

Professional Reputation and Integrity
Candidates are expected to have impeccable professional ethics and a reputation for integrity. The scrutiny
during the confirmation process includes evaluating past conduct, judicial decisions, and adherence to legal
principles.

Judicial Philosophy and Ideology
The nominee’s judicial philosophy—such as originalism, textualism, or a more progressive interpretive
approach—plays a crucial role in the selection process. Presidents often nominate individuals whose legal
philosophy aligns with their own political and policy goals.

Diversity and Representation
In recent decades, diversity in terms of gender, ethnicity, and background has become a significant
consideration in nominations. While not a formal requirement, enhancing the Court’s representativeness
contributes to public confidence and legitimacy.

The Nomination and Confirmation Process
The process of appointing a Supreme Court justice involves several stages, beginning with the President’s
nomination and culminating in Senate confirmation. This process is governed by established customs,
procedural rules, and institutional practices.



Presidential Selection and Announcement
The President typically undertakes a thorough vetting process, consulting advisors, legal experts, and
sometimes Senators before announcing a nominee. This stage includes background checks, review of legal
writings, and assessment of potential controversies.

Senate Judiciary Committee Review
Once the nomination is submitted to the Senate, the Judiciary Committee conducts hearings where the
nominee answers questions about their qualifications, judicial philosophy, and past rulings. This phase is
critical for evaluating the nominee’s suitability and building support or opposition.

Senate Confirmation Vote
Following the committee hearings, the full Senate debates the nomination and votes to confirm or reject
the nominee. A simple majority is required for confirmation. The vote is often influenced by partisan
considerations, public opinion, and the nominee’s perceived qualifications.

Role of the Senate in Supreme Court Confirmations
The Senate’s involvement is a cornerstone of the supreme court nomination requirements, providing a
deliberate check on the President’s appointment power. The Senate’s role ensures that nominees undergo
rigorous evaluation before joining the nation’s highest court.

Advice and Consent Function
The Senate’s constitutional role is to provide advice and consent on nominations, which includes thorough
examination and approval or rejection. This responsibility underscores the Senate’s influence in shaping the
judiciary.

Committee Hearings and Investigations
The Senate Judiciary Committee plays a pivotal role by holding public hearings that scrutinize the
nominee’s record and philosophy. The committee may also request documents and conduct investigations to
uncover any issues that could affect the nominee’s fitness for office.

Filibuster and Confirmation Rules
Historically, the Senate filibuster could delay or block Supreme Court nominations. However, changes to
Senate rules in recent years have eliminated the filibuster for Supreme Court confirmations, allowing a
simple majority to suffice for approval.



Political and Public Considerations
Beyond legal qualifications and procedural steps, political strategy and public opinion significantly influence
supreme court nomination requirements and outcomes. These factors often shape both the selection of
nominees and the confirmation process.

Partisan Dynamics
Political parties view Supreme Court appointments as opportunities to advance ideological agendas, making
nominations highly politicized. Presidents tend to nominate individuals aligned with their party’s values,
while Senators evaluate nominees through a partisan lens.

Public Opinion and Media Attention
Supreme Court nominations attract intense media scrutiny and public interest. Advocacy groups, interest
organizations, and citizens actively engage in debates, influencing Senators’ decisions and the overall
confirmation environment.

Strategic Timing and Vacancies
The timing of nominations, often linked to upcoming elections or Senate composition, can affect the
likelihood of confirmation. Presidents may strategically delay or expedite nominations based on political
calculations and the current political climate.

List of Key Political and Public Factors

Senate majority and party control

Presidential election cycles

Nominee’s perceived ideological impact

Interest group lobbying and campaigns

Media coverage and public sentiment

Frequently Asked Questions



What are the basic requirements to be nominated to the U.S. Supreme
Court?
There are no specific constitutional requirements such as age, education, or legal experience to be
nominated to the U.S. Supreme Court. The President nominates candidates, who must then be confirmed
by the Senate.

Does a Supreme Court nominee need to have prior judicial experience?
No, there is no legal requirement for a Supreme Court nominee to have prior judicial experience, although
most nominees historically have served as judges or have significant legal backgrounds.

Who appoints Supreme Court Justices?
Supreme Court Justices are nominated by the President of the United States and must be confirmed by the
U.S. Senate.

Are there any citizenship requirements for Supreme Court nominees?
While the Constitution does not explicitly require Supreme Court Justices to be U.S. citizens, it is generally
understood that nominees must be U.S. citizens as they serve in a federal government position.

Is there a minimum age to be nominated to the Supreme Court?
The U.S. Constitution does not set a minimum age for Supreme Court Justices, so there is no formal age
requirement for nomination or appointment.

What role does the Senate play in Supreme Court nominations?
The Senate provides advice and consent on Supreme Court nominations. After the President nominates a
candidate, the Senate Judiciary Committee holds hearings, and the full Senate votes to confirm or reject the
nominee.

Can someone without a law degree be nominated to the Supreme Court?
Technically, yes. The Constitution does not require Supreme Court Justices to have a law degree.
However, all nominees to date have been lawyers or legal scholars due to the nature of the job.

Additional Resources
1. Confirming Justice: The Politics of Supreme Court Nominations
This book explores the intricate political processes behind Supreme Court nominations in the United States.



It delves into the constitutional requirements, Senate procedures, and the increasing partisanship
influencing confirmations. Readers gain insight into how nominees are evaluated and the strategic
considerations of both the executive and legislative branches.

2. The Constitutional Criteria for Supreme Court Nominees
Focusing on the legal and constitutional prerequisites for Supreme Court justices, this book analyzes
historical and contemporary nomination standards. It discusses qualifications such as age, legal experience,
and judicial philosophy, as well as the informal norms that shape nominee selection. The author provides a
comprehensive overview of the constitutional framework governing appointments.

3. Senate Advice and Consent: The Role of the Senate in Supreme Court Nominations
This volume examines the Senate's constitutional role in confirming Supreme Court nominees,
highlighting the advice and consent process. It reviews Senate rules, committee hearings, and voting
patterns, emphasizing the political and procedural hurdles nominees face. The book also considers how
Senate dynamics have evolved over time.

4. Judicial Appointments and the Supreme Court: Eligibility and Expectations
Detailing the qualifications and expectations for Supreme Court appointments, this book covers both formal
requirements and the intangible qualities sought in nominees. It discusses the balance between legal
expertise, ideological alignment, and public perception. The author reflects on how these factors affect the
confirmation process and the Court’s legitimacy.

5. The Nomination Game: Politics, Power, and the Supreme Court
This book provides a comprehensive look at the political maneuvering involved in nominating Supreme
Court justices. It addresses the criteria presidents use to select candidates, the Senate’s role in vetting them,
and the impact of political polarization. Readers are offered a behind-the-scenes perspective on one of the
most consequential political battles in American governance.

6. Supreme Court Nominees: Legal Qualifications and Political Challenges
Analyzing case studies of past nominees, this title explores the intersection of legal qualifications and
political obstacles. It highlights how nominees’ backgrounds, judicial records, and personal histories affect
their chances of confirmation. The book also discusses how changing societal values influence the
nomination criteria.

7. From Nominee to Justice: The Confirmation Process Explained
This accessible guide walks readers through each stage of the Supreme Court nomination and confirmation
process. It explains constitutional stipulations, Senate Judiciary Committee roles, and the significance of
public opinion. The book serves as an essential resource for understanding how justices are selected and
confirmed.

8. Eligibility and Ethics: Supreme Court Nomination Standards in America
Focusing on ethical considerations and eligibility standards, this book investigates the moral and professional
qualities expected of Supreme Court nominees. It discusses conflicts of interest, judicial temperament, and



the importance of impartiality. The author argues that ethical scrutiny is crucial to maintaining the Court’s
integrity.

9. Supreme Court Selection: Legal Frameworks and Political Realities
This book offers a detailed analysis of the legal frameworks governing Supreme Court nominations
alongside the political realities that shape them. It covers constitutional clauses, historical precedents, and
contemporary nomination battles. The text provides readers with a nuanced understanding of the
complexities involved in appointing Supreme Court justices.
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  supreme court nomination requirements: 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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  supreme court nomination requirements: Judicial Nomination and Confirmation
Process United States. Congress. Senate. Committee on the Judiciary. Subcommittee on
Administrative Oversight and the Courts, 2002
  supreme court nomination requirements: Supreme Court Appointment Process
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).
  supreme court nomination requirements: Supreme Court Nominations: Presidential
Nomination, the Judiciary Committee, Senate Consideration, Cloture, and the Use of the Filibuster
Denis Steven Rutkus, Elizabeth Rybicki,
  supreme court nomination requirements: Supreme Court Appointment Process Denis
Stevens Rutkus, 2010-08 Contents: (1) Pres. Selection of a Nominee: Senate Advice; Advice from
Other Sources; Criteria for Selecting a Nominee; Background Invest.; Recess Appoint. to the Court;
(2) Consid. by the Senate Judiciary Comm.: Background: Senators Nominated to the Court; Open
Hear.; Nominee Appear. at Confirm. Hear.; Comm. Involvement in Appoint. Process; Pre-Hearing
Stage; Hearings; Reporting the Nomin.; (3) Senate Debate and Confirm. Vote; Bringing Nomin. to
the Floor; Evaluate Nominees; Filibusters and Motions to End Debate; Voice Votes, Roll Calls, and
Vote Margins; Reconsid. of the Confirm. Vote; Nomin. That Failed to be Confirmed; Judiciary Comm.



to Further Examine the Nomin.; After Senate Confirm.
  supreme court nomination requirements: Judicial Nominations, Filibusters, and the
Constitution United States. Congress. Senate. Committee on the Judiciary. Subcommittee on the
Constitution, Civil Rights, and Property Rights, 2003
  supreme court nomination requirements: Speed of Presidential and Senate Actions on
Supreme Court Nominations, 1900 - 2010 R. Sam Garrett, 2010-10 Contents: (1) Recent Activity:
Activity During 2010, 2009, and 2005-2006: Recent Nominations: Roberts, Miers, Alito; (2)
Measuring the Pace of Supreme Court (SC) Appoint.; (3) How SC Vacancies Occur: Death of a
Sitting Justice (SJ): Retirement or Resignation of a SJ; Nomination of a SJ to Another Position;
Controversial, Withdrawn, and Rejected Nominations; (4) Date of Actual or Prospective Vacancy;
Announcement-of-Nominee Date: Use of Medians to Summarize Intervals; The Duration of the
Nomination-and-Confirmation Process: Changes Since 1981; Factors Influencing the Speed of the
Process: How the Vacancy Occurs; The Senate¿s Schedule; Committee Involvement and Institutional
Customs; Controversial Nominations.
  supreme court nomination requirements: Electing Justice Richard Davis, 2005-03-10 Davis
offers an illuminating tour of the current confirmation process, discussing the increasing role of
interest groups, the press, and the public in the selection of Supreme Court Justices. First he
examines in detail the history and nature of the process, then he looks at the impact of other players.
His conclusions about how non-political actors affect the outcome of Supreme Court Justice selection
leads him at the end of his book to suggest controversial reforms.
  supreme court nomination requirements: Appointment and Nomination of Supreme Court
Justices Ilka Kreimendahl, 2005-04-26 Seminar paper from the year 2002 in the subject American
Studies - Culture and Applied Geography, grade: 1,0 / A, University of Kassel, course: Amerikanische
Entwicklung im Spiegel ausgewählter Entscheidungen des Supreme Court, language: English,
abstract: “Equal Justice Under Law” – this inscription is written above the main entrance of the
Supreme Court building, proclaiming that every case and individual will be judged according to the
same principles. Members of the court have the duty to come to a decision, which is free of personal
and also political influences, a task that requires numerous virtues, among them independence,
incorruptibility, and the self-confidence to apply new methods that might alter the country.
Accordingly, the work of a Supreme Court justices makes high demands on a person and it is
doubtful that any judge would be able to fulfill them. Yet from which point of view are these
extraordinary individuals selected? And who has a right of codetermination in the appointment
process? Since the Supreme Court is a major policy maker in the U.S, the appointments of the
justices have a great impact on the future of the country. Consequently, the nominations are
fundamental to a number of people, organizations and interest groups, as possible future decisions
of the tribunal might transform society and American life. This paper will investigate the selection
and nomination process of Supreme Court justices and the factors playing a role in the background.
Beginning with an historical overview, we will take a closer look at the legal foundation and the
early stages of the newestablished court. The second part attends to the qualification of justices and
their ensuing appointment, also taking into consideration the various demographic factors that
might influence a selection nowadays. Subsequently, the focus will be on interest groups and other
society-relevant organizations, which take an interest in the tribunal and concentrate their attentio n
on the selection of justices who are of importance to them. Finally, the thesis will go into the role
presidents play in the selection procedure and to conclude I will summarize the results that follow
from this work.
  supreme court nomination requirements: American Judicial Process Pamela C. Corley,
Artemus Ward, Wendy L. Martinek, 2015-09-25 This text is a general introduction to American
judicial process. The authors cover the major institutions, actors, and processes that comprise the
U.S. legal system, viewed from a political science perspective. Grounding their presentation in
empirical social science terms, the authors identify popular myths about the structure and processes
of American law and courts and then contrast those myths with what really takes place. Three



unique elements of this myth versus reality framework are incorporated into each of the topical
chapters: 1) Myth versus Reality boxes that lay out the topics each chapter covers, using the myths
about each topic contrasted with the corresponding realities. 2) Pop Culture boxes that provide
students with popular examples from film, television, and music that tie-in to chapter topics and
engage student interest. 3) How Do We Know? boxes that discuss the methods of social scientific
inquiry and debunk common myths about the judiciary and legal system. Unlike other textbooks,
American Judicial Process emphasizes how pop culture portrays—and often distorts—the judicial
process and how social science research is brought to bear to provide an accurate picture of law and
courts. In addition, a rich companion website will include PowerPoint lectures, suggested topics for
papers and projects, a test bank of objective questions for use by instructors, and downloadable
artwork from the book. Students will have access to annotated web links and videos, flash cards of
key terms, and a glossary.
  supreme court nomination requirements: Supreme Court Confirmation Hearings and
Constitutional Change Paul M. Collins, Lori A. Ringhand, 2013-06-24 Before Supreme Court
nominees are allowed to take their place on the High Court, they must face a moment of democratic
reckoning by appearing before the Senate Judiciary Committee. Despite the potential this holds for
public input into the direction of legal change, the hearings are routinely derided as nothing but
empty rituals and political grandstanding. In this book, Paul M. Collins and Lori A. Ringhand present
a contrarian view that uses both empirical data and stories culled from more than seventy years of
transcripts to demonstrate that the hearings are a democratic forum for the discussion and
ratification of constitutional change. As such, they are one of the ways in which 'We the People' take
ownership of the Constitution by examining the core constitutional values of those permitted to
interpret it on our behalf.
  supreme court nomination requirements: The Legal Dominion Pasquale De Marco,
2025-08-14 In the heart of American democracy, where justice prevails and the fate of the nation
hangs in the balance, lies the Supreme Court of the United States. This book offers an in-depth
exploration of the Supreme Court, its intricate processes, and its profound impact on American
society. Delve into the fascinating history of the Supreme Court, tracing its evolution from a
fledgling institution to a powerful force shaping the nation's legal landscape. Witness the
transformation of the nomination and confirmation processes, influenced by shifting political tides
and the ever-changing role of media and public opinion. Discover the inner workings of the Supreme
Court's decision-making process, where justices grapple with complex legal issues, deliberate, and
cast votes that have far-reaching consequences. Analyze the different types of cases that come
before the Court, from landmark constitutional challenges to seemingly mundane disputes, and
explore how the Court's decisions impact the lives of every American. Examine the Supreme Court's
intricate relationship with other branches of government, including the President and Congress.
Understand how these interactions shape the Court's decisions and its role in the delicate balance of
power that defines American democracy. Confront the challenges facing the Supreme Court in the
21st century, including increasing partisanship, a growing backlog of cases, and a rapidly evolving
media landscape. Consider potential reforms aimed at strengthening the Court and ensuring its
continued relevance in shaping American law and society. Journey through the Supreme Court's
legacy, revisiting its most significant decisions and their lasting impact on the United States. From
landmark rulings on civil rights and liberties to transformative judgments that have reshaped the
nation's political, economic, and social fabric, uncover the Court's profound influence on American
history. If you like this book, write a review!
  supreme court nomination requirements: Judicial Process in America Robert A. Carp,
Kenneth L. Manning, Lisa M. Holmes, Ronald Stidham, 2019-02-20 Known for shedding light on the
link between the courts, public policy, and the political environment, Judicial Process in America
offers students a clear but comprehensive overview of today’s American judiciary. Considering the
courts from every level, the authors thoroughly cover judges, lawyers, litigants, and the variables at
play in judicial decision-making. The highly anticipated Eleventh Edition offers updated coverage of



recent Supreme Court rulings, including same-sex marriage and health care subsidies; the effect of
three women justices on the Court′s patterns of decision; and the policy-making role of state
tribunals as they consider an increasing number of state programs and policies. New to this Edition
Discussions of recent judicial appointments take a critical look at how President Trump’s victory has
set the stage for moving the ideological direction of the Supreme Court and of the lower federal
judiciary in a distinctly more conservative direction. An analysis of recent controversial Supreme
Court decisions help students to identify with the content by exploring issues such as, citizenship
rights for immigrants, gay and lesbian rights, and freedom of speech and religion. Additional tables
and graphs illustrate the patterns and trends that are occurring in today’s judicial process. New
coverage of current topics help students see how the judicial process is applied. These topics
include: the legality of Congress’ feeble attempts to repeal and replace the Affordable Care Act that
affects millions of people; how to address the issues of immigration and deportations, including what
to do about so-called Dreamers (children brought illegally to the United States by their parents
without the children’s knowledge and who have spent much or all of their lives here); the status of
abortion rights in America as more and more conservative states have sought to further restrict a
woman’s right to such a procedure; the legal status of transgender persons in the armed forces; the
degree to which severely gerrymandered legislative districts pass constitutional muster; and the
great changes in the issue of same-sex marriage, both among average Americans and within the
state and federal court systems (including all the ancillary issues such as whether same-sex couples
can adopt children and obtain government fringe benefits).
  supreme court nomination requirements: Congressional Record Index , 1987 Includes
history of bills and resolutions.
  supreme court nomination requirements: Congressional Record United States. Congress,
1994
  supreme court nomination requirements: The Constitution of the United States of America
Mark Tushnet, 2008-12-18 This book provides a critical introduction to the history and current
meaning of the United States' Constitution. It is organised around two themes: Firstly, the US
Constitution is old, short, and difficult to amend. These characteristics have made constitutional
'interpretation', especially by the US Supreme Court, the primary mechanism for adapting the
Constitution to ever-changing reality. Secondly, the Constitution creates a structure of political
opportunities that allows political actors, including political parties, to pursue the preferred policy
goals even to the point of altering the very structure of politics. Politics, that is, often gives meaning
to the Constitution. Deploying these themes to examine the structure of the national government,
federalism, judicial review, and individual rights, the book provides basic information about, and
deeper insights into, the way the US constitutional system has developed and what it means today.
  supreme court nomination requirements: Judicial Process and Judicial Policymaking G. Alan
Tarr, 2019-06-04 An excellent introduction to judicial politics as a method of analysis, the seventh
edition of Judicial Process and Judicial Policymaking focuses on policy in the judicial process. Rather
than limiting the text to coverage of the U.S. Supreme Court, G. Alan Tarr examines the judiciary as
the third branch of government, and weaves four major premises throughout the text: 1) Courts in
the United States have always played an important role in governing and their role has increased in
recent decades; 2) Judicial policymaking is a distinctive activity; 3) Courts make policy in a variety of
ways; and 4) Courts may be the objects of public policy, as well as creators. New to the Seventh
Edition ■ New cases through the end of the Supreme Court’s 2018 term. ■ New case studies on the
Garland-Gorsuch controversy; plea negotiation (of special relevance to the Trump administration);
and the litigation over Obamacare, as well as brief coverage of the Kavanaugh confirmation. ■
Expanded coverage of the crisis in the legal profession, sentencing with attention to the rise of mass
incarceration and the issue of race, constitutional interpretation and the rise of “originalism,” and
same-sex marriage. ■ Updated tables and figures throughout. ■ A new online e-Resource including
edited cases, a glossary of terms, and resources for further learning. This text is appropriate for all
students of judicial process and policy.



  supreme court nomination requirements: The Judicial Process Christopher P. Banks, David
M. O'Brien, 2015-02-19 The Judicial Process: Law, Courts, and Judicial Politics is an all-new, concise
yet comprehensive core text that introduces students to the nature and significance of the judicial
process in the United States and across the globe. It is social scientific in its approach, situating the
role of the courts and their impact on public policy within a strong foundation in legal theory, or
political jurisprudence, as well as legal scholarship. Authors Christopher P. Banks and David M.
O’Brien do not shy away from the politics of the judicial process, and offer unique insight into
cutting-edge and highly relevant issues. In its distinctive boxes, “Contemporary Controversies over
Courts” and “In Comparative Perspective,” the text examines topics such as the dispute pyramid, the
law and morality of same-sex marriages, the “hardball politics” of judicial selection, plea bargaining
trends, the right to counsel and “pay as you go” justice, judicial decisions limiting the availability of
class actions, constitutional courts in Europe, the judicial role in creating major social change, and
the role lawyers, juries and alternative dispute resolution techniques play in the U.S. and throughout
the world. Photos, cartoons, charts, and graphs are used throughout the text to facilitate student
learning and highlight key aspects of the judicial process.
  supreme court nomination requirements: The Federal Appointments Process Michael J.
Gerhardt, 2003-08-22 The history of how judges and others get appointed to federal positions, and
the politcal jockeying that has always accompanied the process.
  supreme court nomination requirements: Congress and Its Members Roger H. Davidson,
Walter J. Oleszek, Frances E. Lee, Eric Schickler, 2019-07-12 I think Congress and Its Members is a
near-perfect example of what a textbook is supposed to be. It provides a clear foundation of factual
knowledge for students, along with an accessible summary of the current state of scholarly
knowledge in the field, and well-chosen examples from today’s headlines to better enable students to
understand the implications of what they have read. —James B. Cottrill, St. Cloud State University
The Gold Standard for Congress Courses for Over Thirty Years Congress and Its Members offers
comprehensive coverage of the U.S. Congress and the legislative process by examining the tension
between Congress as a lawmaking institution and as a collection of politicians constantly seeking
re-election. The highly anticipated Seventeenth Edition considers the 2018 elections and the Trump
administration, discussing the agenda of the new Congress, White House–Capitol Hill relations,
party and committee leadership changes, judicial appointments, and partisan polarization, in
addition to covering changes to budgeting, campaign finance, lobbying, public attitudes about
Congress, reapportionment, rules, and procedures. Always balancing great scholarship with
currency, this bestseller features lively case material along with relevant data, charts, exhibits,
maps, and photos. Instructors! Sign in at study.sagepub.com/davidson17e for additional teaching
resources.
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