supreme court nominations worksheet
answers

supreme court nominations worksheet answers provide essential insights into
the process, history, and significance of nominating justices to the United
States Supreme Court. These worksheet answers serve as a valuable educational
tool to understand how Supreme Court nominees are selected, vetted, and
confirmed. This article thoroughly explores the key concepts behind Supreme
Court nominations, including the constitutional framework, the role of the
President and Senate, landmark confirmation battles, and the impact of these
nominations on the judicial system. Through detailed explanations and
structured answers, learners can grasp the complexities surrounding judicial
appointments and their broader implications on American law and society. This
comprehensive guide also addresses common questions found in worksheets
related to Supreme Court nominations, offering clarity and authoritative
information to support academic success. Below is an overview of the main
topics covered in this article.

e Understanding the Supreme Court Nomination Process
e The Role of the President and Senate in Nominations
e Historical Supreme Court Confirmation Battles

e Key Factors Influencing Nomination Qutcomes

e Common Worksheet Questions and Model Answers

Understanding the Supreme Court Nomination
Process

The supreme court nominations worksheet answers often begin with an
explanation of the nomination process itself. The process is constitutionally
mandated and involves several steps that ensure the selection of qualified
justices. Article II, Section 2 of the U.S. Constitution grants the President
the power to nominate candidates to the Supreme Court, with the advice and
consent of the Senate. This system of checks and balances helps maintain the
judiciary’s independence while allowing democratic oversight.

Constitutional Basis for Nominations

The nomination process is rooted in the Constitution, which specifies that
the President “shall nominate, and by and with the Advice and Consent of the



Senate, shall appoint... Judges of the Supreme Court.” This provision ensures
that both the executive and legislative branches participate in selecting
justices, balancing power and preventing unilateral decisions.

Steps in the Nomination Process

The nomination process typically follows these key steps:

e The President selects a nominee, often after consulting advisors,
senators, and legal experts.

e The nomination is formally submitted to the Senate.

e The Senate Judiciary Committee conducts hearings to question the nominee
and evaluate qualifications.

e The committee votes to recommend confirmation or rejection.
e The full Senate debates and votes on the nominee’s confirmation.

e Upon Senate approval, the nominee is officially appointed as a Supreme
Court justice.

The Role of the President and Senate in
Nominations

In supreme court nominations worksheet answers, the roles of the President
and Senate are emphasized to illustrate the interplay between branches of
government. The President initiates the nomination, while the Senate
exercises its constitutional responsibility to provide advice and consent,
which often involves rigorous scrutiny.

Presidential Considerations

When selecting a nominee, Presidents weigh factors including legal expertise,
judicial philosophy, political ideology, demographic representation, and the
potential impact on the Court’s balance. Presidents often seek candidates who
align with their policy goals and who are likely to be confirmed by the
Senate.

Senate Judiciary Committee

The Senate Judiciary Committee plays a pivotal role in the vetting process.



It holds public hearings where nominees answer questions about their
qualifications, past rulings, and judicial philosophy. The committee
evaluates the nominee’s character, competence, and judicial temperament
before making a recommendation.

Senate Confirmation Vote

The full Senate debates the nomination, and a majority vote is required for
confirmation. This vote can be highly partisan, reflecting broader political
dynamics in Congress. The Senate’s power to confirm or reject nominees
ensures democratic accountability in shaping the Supreme Court.

Historical Supreme Court Confirmation Battles

Supreme court nominations worksheet answers often include case studies of
contentious confirmations to highlight the political and social stakes
involved. Several historical battles have defined the nomination process and
revealed evolving norms in judicial confirmations.

The Nomination of Robert Bork

In 1987, President Ronald Reagan nominated Robert Bork, a conservative legal
scholar, to the Supreme Court. His nomination faced intense opposition due to
his judicial philosophy and past statements. The Senate ultimately rejected
Bork’s nomination, marking a significant moment of political controversy in
confirmation history.

The Confirmation of Clarence Thomas

Clarence Thomas’'s 1991 confirmation was marked by highly publicized Senate
hearings, including allegations of sexual harassment. The contentious process
underscored the intense scrutiny nominees can face and the role of public
opinion in Senate decisions.

Recent Confirmation Processes

Recent nominations, such as those of Sonia Sotomayor, Neil Gorsuch, Brett
Kavanaugh, and Amy Coney Barrett, have also been focal points of political
debate. These cases reveal how Supreme Court nominations remain a
battleground for ideological control of the judiciary.



Key Factors Influencing Nomination Outcomes

The supreme court nominations worksheet answers identify several critical
factors that influence whether a nominee is confirmed or rejected.
Understanding these factors helps contextualize the complexities of the
nomination process.

Political Composition of the Senate

The Senate’s partisan makeup heavily influences confirmation outcomes. When
the President’s party holds a majority, nominees generally face smoother
confirmations. Conversely, opposition-controlled Senates may block or delay
nominees.

Nominee’s Judicial Philosophy

A nominee’s legal views on issues such as constitutional interpretation,
civil rights, and government powers are scrutinized. Senators evaluate
whether the nominee’s philosophy aligns with their own political and
ideological beliefs.

Public Opinion and Media Influence

Public reaction and media coverage can affect Senate deliberations. High-
profile nominations attract significant attention, with advocacy groups and
the public lobbying for or against the nominee.

Nominee’s Qualifications and Background

Professional experience, prior judicial service, academic credentials, and
personal character all factor into the Senate’s evaluation. Any controversies
or past conduct issues can impact confirmation chances.

Common Worksheet Questions and Model Answers

Supreme court nominations worksheet answers typically address frequently
asked questions designed to test comprehension of the nomination process and
its significance. Below are examples of common questions with model answers.

1. What constitutional provision governs Supreme Court nominations?

The U.S. Constitution, Article II, Section 2, grants the President the
power to nominate Supreme Court justices, subject to Senate
confirmation.



2. What role does the Senate Judiciary Committee play?

The Senate Judiciary Committee conducts hearings to evaluate the
nominee’s qualifications and makes a recommendation to the full Senate.

3. Why are Supreme Court nominations often politically contentious?

Because justices serve lifetime appointments and can influence major
legal decisions, nominations often become partisan battles over the
Court’s ideological balance.

4. List the main steps in the Supreme Court nomination process.

The main steps include: Presidential selection, Senate submission,
Judiciary Committee hearings, committee vote, full Senate debate, and
Senate confirmation vote.

5. How does the Senate vote on a nominee?

The Senate votes by majority to confirm or reject the nominee after
committee recommendation and debate.

Frequently Asked Questions

What is the purpose of a Supreme Court nominations
worksheet?

A Supreme Court nominations worksheet is designed to help students or
individuals understand the nomination and confirmation process of Supreme
Court justices by outlining key steps, criteria, and historical examples.

Where can I find answers for a Supreme Court
nominations worksheet?

Answers for a Supreme Court nominations worksheet can often be found in
civics textbooks, educational websites, or government resources that explain
the Supreme Court nomination process.

What are the key steps usually covered in a Supreme
Court nominations worksheet?

Key steps typically include the President's nomination, Senate Judiciary
Committee hearings, background checks, Senate debates, and the final



confirmation vote.

Why is it important to study Supreme Court
nominations through worksheets?

Studying Supreme Court nominations through worksheets helps learners
comprehend the checks and balances in the U.S. government and the impact of
judicial appointments on law and society.

How do Supreme Court nomination worksheets address
controversies during confirmation?

Worksheets often include questions about past controversial nominations,
providing context on political, ideological, and procedural challenges faced
during confirmation.

Can Supreme Court nominations worksheets include
recent nomination examples?

Yes, many worksheets include recent nomination examples to illustrate current
events and help learners relate the nomination process to real-world
situations.

Additional Resources

1. Confirming Justices: 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 roles of the President,
Senate, and interest groups during confirmation battles. Readers gain insight
into how ideology, partisanship, and public opinion shape the selection of
justices.

2. The Supreme Court Nomination Process: A Comprehensive Guide

A detailed resource that outlines each stage of the Supreme Court nomination
process, from presidential selection to Senate confirmation hearings. The
book includes historical case studies and analysis of key nominees. It is
ideal for students and educators looking for clear explanations and
contextual background.

3. Justice on Trial: The Senate and Supreme Court Nominations

This title examines the Senate’s power in confirming Supreme Court nominees
and how it has evolved over time. It highlights landmark confirmation
hearings and controversies, providing a thorough understanding of legislative
oversight. The book also discusses the impact of political polarization on
recent nominations.

4. Inside the Confirmation Battles: Supreme Court Nominations in American



History

Focusing on the most contentious Supreme Court confirmation battles, this
book offers in-depth narratives of nominees who faced intense scrutiny. It
reveals the strategies used by supporters and opponents during the hearings.
Readers will appreciate the historical context and implications for the
judiciary.

5. Supreme Court Nomination Worksheets: Tools for Civic Education

This practical guide provides educators with worksheets and activities
related to Supreme Court nominations. It helps students analyze the
nomination process, debate constitutional questions, and understand the role
of the judiciary. The book supports active learning through interactive
exercises and answer keys.

6. Balancing Power: The Role of the Senate in Supreme Court Confirmations
This book investigates the constitutional role of the Senate in advising and
consenting to Supreme Court nominations. It discusses procedural rules,
filibusters, and the influence of Senate committees. The analysis includes
recent trends and their effects on the balance of power between branches.

7. Navigating Judicial Appointments: A Historical Perspective

Offering a broad historical overview, this book traces the evolution of
judicial appointments from the nation’s founding to the present. It
highlights significant changes in nomination criteria and Senate dynamics.
Readers will gain a comprehensive understanding of how Supreme Court
confirmations reflect broader political shifts.

8. The Politics of Confirmation: How Supreme Court Justices Are Chosen

This title delves into the political considerations behind Supreme Court
nominations, including interest group lobbying, media influence, and
presidential strategy. It examines case studies of notable nominees and their
confirmation outcomes. The book is a valuable resource for understanding the
intersection of law and politics.

9. From Nominee to Justice: The Journey Through Confirmation

This narrative-driven book follows several Supreme Court nominees through
their confirmation processes, highlighting personal and political challenges.
It provides insight into the hearings, media coverage, and public reaction.
The book emphasizes the human element behind judicial appointments and their
long-term impact on the Court.
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supreme court nominations worksheet answers: Making History Mine Sarah Cooper,
2023-10-10 Middle school history teachers confront the same challenge every day: how to convey
the breadth and depth of a curriculum that spans centuries, countries, and cultures. In Making
History Mine, Sarah Cooper shows teachers how to use thematic instruction to link skills to content
knowledge. By combining thought-provoking activities and rich assessments, Sarah encourages
teachers to challenge students to make history personal and relevant to their lives.

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: ~ASupreme Democracy Richard Davis,
2017-06-06 Supreme Democracy explores how the rise of mass media, and the democratization of
politics more broadly, has affected the Court, the presidency, and the Senate.

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: 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.

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: 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.

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: 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 (S]): 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 Senateés Schedule; Committee Involvement and Institutional
Customs; Controversial Nominations.

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: The Journal of the Kansas Bar
Association Kansas Bar Association, 1990

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: 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.

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: U.S. Supreme Court Nominations
Research Files , 1823 The collection consists of research into U.S. Supreme Court nominations of
the 19th and 20th centuries, and includes 8 inches of printed materials and 7 microfilm reels
(35mm), 1823-1939 (bulk 1860-1939), collected by Frank, for a research project concerning
Supreme Court nominations. The original materials were transcribed, summarized or microfilmed
from the following records in the National Archives: Department of Justice-Appointments Clerk; U.S.
Supreme Court Justices files; Department of Justice-Supreme Court Personnel Papers; and the
United States Senate-Judiciary Committee; Nomination and Confirmation of Supreme Court Justices
files. Files include nominated and rejected individuals as well as nominated and confirmed
individuals.

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: 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.

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: Supreme Court Nominations, 1789 To 2017
Congressional Service, 2018-07-20 The process of appointing Supreme Court 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 a lifetime appointment to the Court, a candidate
must, under the Appointments Clause of the Constitution, first be nominated by the President and
then confirmed by the Senate. A key role also has come to be played midway in the process by the
Senate Judiciary Committee. Table 1 of this report lists and describes actions taken by the Senate,
the Senate Judiciary Committee, and the President on all Supreme Court nominations, from 1789
through 2017. The table provides the name of each person nominated to the Court and the name of
the President making the nomination. It also tracks the dates of formal actions taken, and time
elapsing between these actions, by the Senate or Senate Judiciary Committee on each nomination,
starting with the date that the Senate received the nomination from the President. Of the 44
Presidents in the history of the United States, 41 have made nominations to the Supreme Court.
They made a total of 162 nominations, of which 125 (more than three-quarters) received Senate
confirmation. Also, on 12 occasions in the nation's history, Presidents have made temporary recess
appointments to the Court, without first submitting nominations to the Senate. Of the 37
unsuccessful Supreme Court nominations, 11 were rejected in Senate roll-call votes, 11 were
withdrawn by the President, and 15 lapsed at the end of a session of Congress. Six individuals whose
initial nominations were not confirmed were later renominated and confirmed to positions on the
Court. A total of 119 of the 162 nominations were referred to a Senate committee, with 118 of them
to the Judiciary Committee (including almost all nominations since 1868). Prior to 1916, the
Judiciary Committee considered these nominations behind closed doors. Since 1946, however,
almost all nominees have received public confirmation hearings. Most recent hearings have lasted
four or more days. In recent decades, from the late 1960s to the present, the Judiciary Committee



has tended to take more time before starting hearings and casting final votes on Supreme Court
nominations than it did previously. The median time taken for the full Senate to take final action on
Supreme Court nominations also has increased in recent decades, dwarfing the median time taken
on earlier nominations. This report is current through 2017 and will be updated upon the occasion of
the next Supreme Court confirmation.

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: Questioning Judicial Nominees
Congressional Research Service, 2018-09-06 The U.S. Constitution vests the Senate with the role of
providing advice and affording or withholding consent when a President nominates a candidate to be
an Article IIT judge-that is, a federal judge entitled to life tenure, such as a Supreme Court Justice.
To carry out this advice and consent role, the Senate typically holds a hearing at which Members
question the nominee. After conducting this hearing, the Senate generally either consents to the
nomination by voting to confirm the nominee or instead rejects the nominee. Notably, many prior
judicial nominees have refrained from answering certain questions during their confirmation
hearings on the ground that responding to those questions would contravene norms of judicial ethics
or the Constitution. Various canons of judicial conduct-that is, self-enforcing aspirational norms
intended to promote the independence and integrity of the judiciary-may potentially discourage
nominees from fully answering certain questions that Senators may pose to them in the confirmation
context. However, although these canons squarely prohibit some forms of conduct during the
judicial confirmation process-such as pledging to reach specified results in future cases if
confirmed-it is less clear whether or to what extent the canons constrain judges from providing
Senators with more general information regarding their jurisprudential views. As a result,
disagreement exists regarding the extent to which applicable ethical rules prohibit nominees from
answering certain questions. Beyond the judicial ethics rules, broader constitutional values, such as
due process and the separation of powers, have informed the Senate's questioning of judicial
nominees. As a result, historical practice can help illuminate which questions a judicial nominee may
or should refuse to answer during his or her confirmation. Recent Supreme Court nominees, for
instance, have invoked the so-called Ginsburg Rule to decline to discuss any cases that are currently
pending before the Court or any issues that are likely to come before the Court. Senators and
nominees have disagreed about whether any given response would improperly prejudge an issue
that is likely to be contested at the Supreme Court. Although nominees have reached varied
conclusions regarding which responses are permissible or impermissible, nominees have commonly
answered general questions regarding their judicial philosophy, their prior statements, and judicial
procedure. Nominees have been more hesitant, however, to answer specific questions about prior
Supreme Court precedent, especially cases presenting issues that are likely to recur in the future.
Ultimately, however, there are few available remedies when a nominee refuses to answer a
particular question. Although a Senator may vote against a nominee who is not sufficiently
forthcoming, as a matter of historical practice the Senate has rarely viewed lack of candor during
confirmation hearings as disqualifying, and it does not appear that the Senate has ever rejected a
Supreme Court nominee solely on the basis of evasiveness.

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: Advice and Consent on Supreme Court
Nominations , 1976

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: HeinOnline , 2012* Searchable database
which brings together hundreds of articles, hearings, documents, online resources and books to
create a historical repository of information, primary and secondary, on the nominations of Supreme
Court justices, beginning with the first Supreme Court justices. It also features the complete print
series Supreme Court of the U.S. Hearings and Reports on Successful and Unsuccessful
Nominations of Supreme Court Justices by the Senate Judiciary Committee. For more information:

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: Supreme Court Nominations,
1789-2005 Denis Steven Rutkus, Maureen Bearden, R. Sam Garrett, 2007 The process of
appointing Supreme Court 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 a lifetime appointment to the Court, a candidate must first be nominated by the President
and then confirmed by the Senate. An important role also has come to be played midway in the
process (after the President selects, but before the Senate considers) by the Senate Judiciary
Committee. The book provides information on the amount of time taken to act on all Supreme Court
nominations occurring between 1900 and the present. It focuses on the actual amounts of time that
Presidents and the Senate have taken to act (as opposed to the elapsed time between official points
in the process). This book focuses on when the Senate became aware of the President's selection
(e.g., via a public announcement by the President).

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: 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.

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: Supreme Court Nominations, 1789 to
the Present Denis Steven Rutkus, Maureen Bearden, 2012

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

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: Advice and Consent on Supreme Court
Nominations , 1976

supreme court nominations worksheet answers: 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 nominations worksheet answers: Supreme Court Nominations, 1789 to the
Present Rutkus,
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