We asked ChatGPT 50 questions about the Supreme Court. Here are its answers.

= correct
= incorrect

Yellow = incomplete / potentially misleading

Question

2023 ChatGPT’s Response

Who was the first chief
justice of the United
States?

Notes

2025 ChatGPT’s Response

1
Who was the longest
serving Supreme Court
justice in history?

2

Notes

4o0:

03-mini: Added that Justice Ja

ol: Substantially the same output.

03-mini: Added
Douglas was

that Justice

ol: Thought that Justice Douglas

40: Justice Douglas served for 36
years and 209 days, not 211.
However, 40 quickly cured this
negligible mistake when asked to
double check its answer:

ol: Another slight discrepancy:
Justice Douglas assumed office on
April 17, 1939, not April 15.
When asked to double check its
answer, ol rectified the mistake,

noting that,




When does each new
Supreme Court term
begin?

03-mini: Substantially the same
output, except that the U.S.C.
provision was not cited.

ol: Mentioned that

How does the Supreme
Court decide whether
to grant a petition for
certiorari?

The Supreme Court decides
whether to grant a petition for
certiorari (review) through a

rocess called "the cert pool."”

Justices are each given a certiorari
petition and any opposition or
amicus briefs that have been filed.
They then vote on whether to
grant certiorari. Typically, four
Justices must vote in favor of
granting certiorari in order for the
Court to hear a case. However,
there are no set rules and

. The decision to
grant certiorari is discretionary,

which means the Court can
choose to hear a case or not hear a
case for any reason.

The justices hold conferences on
many Fridays during the term, but
not every Friday. While the
four-vote  threshold to grant
review is not established by any
statute or any published rule of the
court, the court in the modern era
has rigorously adhered to this
threshold, so four votes can be
considered a “set number of votes
required to grant certiorari.”

The answer also omits any
discussion of the substantive
factors that lead the court to grant
review, such as the existence of a
circuit split.

40: ChatGPT noted that

considered in
the Al

Among factors
granting  certiorari,
mentioned

“lower court conflict with
Supreme  Court  precedent,”
“impact and importance,”

capitalization removed).

a conference,

As regards the factors considered
whether to grant certiorari, the
Al’s  output seems  fairly
acceptable for the most part, even
though it does not follow the exact
wording of the Supreme Court
Rule 10. However, “impact and
importance”—found, according to
ChatGPT, in “[c]ases with
widespread legal, political, or
societal consequences are more
likely to be reviewed”—does not
appear in Rule 10 and is too vague
to be equated with “important
federal question,” especially given
that the Al already mention that
factor previously as a separate
consideration. “Important federal
question” itself, as a factor, is
potentially misleading, given that
ChatGPT did not add, like Rule 10
does, that “certiorari is rarely
granted when the asserted error
consists of . . . misapplication of a




, the Al noted that

03-mini: Added that

ol: Substantially the same result;
also mentioned the “rule of four.”

properly stated rule of law.” It is

also “important,” not
“significant,” federal question.
And, without a doubt, “U.S.

government involvement” is not a
factor that is considered.

What types of cases
fall under the Supreme
Court's original
jurisdiction?

The Supreme Court of the United
States has original jurisdiction in
cases involving ambassadors,
public ministers, consuls, and
those in which a state is a pa

This means that
the Supreme Court can hear these
types of cases directly, rather than
having to hear them on appeal
from a lower court.

Under Article 1III of the
Constitution and 28 U.S.C. §
1251, the court has original
jurisdiction over disputes between
states; disputes between the U.S.
and a state; disputes brought by a
state against citizens of another

state; and cases involving
ambassadors, public ministers,
and  consuls. Its  original

jurisdiction does not extend to all
cases arising under the federal
Constitution, laws, and treaties;
those cases fall under the court’s
appellate jurisdiction.

4o0:

four

identified
categories of such cases:

ChatGPT

(capitalization
removed). The AI went on to add




Roughly how many
cases does the Supreme
Court hear for
argument each term?

ChatGPT also noted that

In conclusion, it
that

observed

03-mini:

Among the
original jurisdiction cases, the Al
mentioned  “disputes  between
states,” ‘“cases involving
ambassadors, public ministers,
and consuls,” and other cases
designated as original jurisdiction
cases by Congress.

ol:

Among
such cases, ol mentioned “[c]ases
involving ambassadors, other

public ministers, and consuls” and
“[c]ontroversies in which a U.S.
state is a party.”

However,
the exact number can vary from
term to term.

The answer is outdated. Over the
past decade, the court has
typically heard between 56 and 70
cases for argument each term.

03-mini: Technically, 03-mini did
not name all the original
jurisdiction categories (e.g., did
not mention disputes between the
U.S. and a state).

ol: While “[c]ontroversies in
which a U.S. state is a party” (ol)
is undoubtedly more
encompassing  than  “disputes
between states” (03-mini), it is
somewhat misleading, for this
phrase does not explain what these
cases could be and the limitations
imposed by the Eleventh
Amendment.




What is the ‘“shadow
docket™?

These
cases are not officially scheduled
for oral argument or for a decision
on the merits, but they are still
pending before the Court and
could be acted upon at any time.

The shadow  docket most
commonly refers to emergency
requests for the Supreme Court’s
intervention in litigation that has
not yet concluded in the lower
courts. The court generally acts on
these requests without the benefit
of full briefing and oral
arguments, and its decisions
commonly take the form of brief,
unexplained orders rather than
lengthy, signed opinions. The
shadow docket may also refer to
other decisions the court makes
without full briefing and without a
formal opinion, such as summary
reversals of lower-court
judgments. The shadow docket
does not refer to cases that are
being “held in abeyance.”

ChatGPT listed four “key
features” of the shadow docket: (i

Among the recent

shadow docket controversies,

40: Everything seems accurate,
except that the examples of
shadow docket cases provided by
ChatGPT were described by the
nature of the dispute and the date
rather than by case names. Given
that many of these cases involved
multiple opinions, this approach
could be somewhat confusing.
The orders referenced are,
respectively, Roman Catholic
Diocese of Brooklyn v. Cuomo,
592 U.S.  (2020); Wolf w.
Innovation Law Lab, 140 S. Ct.
1564 (Mar. 11, 2020); and Biden
v. Texas, No. 21A21 (Aug. 20,
2021).




ChatGPT mentioned: (i) Texas
Abortion Law (2021), when “the
Court refused to block Texas’s
restrictive abortion law without
full briefing or argument”; (ii)
COVID-19 Restrictions
(2020-2021), when “[t]he Court
issued emergency rulings on
religious gathering limits”; and
(iii) Trump’s “Remain in Mexico”
Policy (2021), where “[t]he Court
reinstated the policy without a full
hearing.”

03-mini:




What is a “per curiam”
opinion?

A "per curiam" opinion is a
decision issued by an appellate
court in which the authorship of
the opinion is not attributed to a
specific judge or group of judges.
The term "per curiam" is Latin for
"by the court," and such opinions
are typically issued when the
court reaches a unanimous
decision on a relatively
straightforward legal issue. In the
United States Supreme Court, per
curiam opinions are usually brief
and do not have dissenting or
concurring opinions.

The first sentence is accurate. In
the second and third sentences, the
words “typically” and “usually”
save the answer from being
incorrect, but it's important to note
that per curiam opinions do
sometimes involve issues that are
not “straightforward” and do
sometimes draw dissenting or
concurring opinions. Bush .
Gore, for instance, was a per
curiam opinion, and it drew
multiple concurrences and
dissents.

40: The way ChatGPT referred to
Diocese of Brooklyn v. Cuomo,
592 U.S. __ (2020) is confusing,
especially given that the Al erred
by one year.




These opinions are typically brief
and are used when the Court finds
that the legal issues do not require
a detailed explanation or when the
decision is seen as
straightforward.

Because these opinions do not
identify an individual justice as
the author, they represent the

collective ruling of the Court.”

o3-mini: Like with ChatGPT’s
2023 output, the word “typically”
saves the answer from being
incorrect, but it is important to
note that per curiam opinions do
sometimes involve issues that are
not “straightforward.”

ol: This output omits the
important fact that some per
curiam opinions have

concurrences and dissents, as in
Bush v. Gore.

Provide three notable
examples of cases in
which the Supreme
Court overturned its
own precedent.

1. In the 1954 case "Brown v.
Board of Education," the Supreme
Court overturned the "separate but
equal" doctrine established in the
1896 case "Plessy v. Ferguson."
This  decision declared that
segregation in public schools was
unconstitutional.

While it is true that Roe v. Wade
struck down state laws restricting
abortion, Roe did not overturn any
precedent of the Supreme Court.

4o0:




2. In the 1967 case "Loving V.
Virginia," the Supreme Court
overturned the precedent set in the
1883 case "Pace v. Alabama"
which upheld state laws that
banned interracial marriage. This
decision declared that such laws

were unconstitutional.







10

Tell me about
jurisprudence
Clarence Thomas.

the
of

1c

lations

historical

firearm

40: Got everything right, except
that modern regulations must be
evaluated against the ‘“historical
tradition of firearm regulation,”
not historical regulations
themselves.







03-mini:













11

Name three noteworthy
opinions  written by
Ruth Bader Ginsburg,
and summarize them.

1. United States v. Virginia
(1996): Ginsburg wrote the
majority opinion in this case, in
which the Supreme Court struck
down the Virginia Military
Institute's male-only admissions
policy. Ginsburg argued that the
policy  violated the equal
protection clause of the 14th

Amendment, as there was no
"exceedingly persuasive
justification" for the gender
discrimination.

2. Ledbetter v. Goodyear Tire &
Rubber Co. (2007): Ginsburg

wrote a dissenting opinion in this
case, in which the Supreme Court
ruled against a woman who had
filed a pay discrimination lawsuit.
Ginsburg argued that the Court's
decision would make it harder for
victims of pay discrimination to
seek justice, as it would require
them to file a complaint within
180 days of the initial
discriminatory  pay  decision,

rather than within 180 days of the
most recent paycheck affected by
that discrimination.

Ginsburg did not dissent in

Obergefell. She joined Justice
Anthony  Kennedy’s majority
opinion.

2. Olmstead v. L.C. (1999).

Issue: Whether the Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA)
required  states to provide

community-based treatment for
people with disabilities rather than
institutionalizing them.

Ruling: Ginsburg, writing for the
majority, ruled that the ADA
prohibits the unjustified
segregation of individuals with
disabilities. She emphasized that
people with disabilities have the
right to receive care in the least

restrictive environment if
medically appropriate.
Impact: This decision

strengthened  disability rights,
promoting community integration
rather than institutionalization. It
was a major step in enforcing
equal rights and accessibility for
individuals with disabilities.

40: Olmstead specifically
addressed individuals with mental
disabilities. =~ Summarizing the
opinion as “[individuals with
disabilities] have the right to
receive care in the least restrictive
environment if medically
appropriate” is not entirely
accurate. As the Court stated, such
a right exists only when “the
State's treatment professionals
have determined that community
placement is appropriate, the
transfer from institutional care to a
less restrictive setting is not
opposed by the  affected
individual, and the placement can
be reasonably accommodated,
taking into account the resources
available to the State and the
needs of others with mental
disabilities.”

As for Friends, “harm to public
interest” was not deemed by the
Court to constitute sufficient basis
for standing. Conversely, the
Court held that “[t]he relevant
showing for Article III standing is
not injury to the environment but
injury to the plaintiff.”










12

Compare and contrast
the Supreme Court’s
decision-making under
Chief  Justice Earl
Warren  vs.  Chief
Justice Warren Burger.

40: Beyond what appears below,
ChatGPT also came up with two
comparative tables (omitted).







03-mini:




ol: Substantially the same output.

13

How long do Supreme
Court justices serve?

Supreme Court Justices serve for
life or until they choose to retire.

The answer omits the possibility
that justices can be impeached by
the House and removed from
office by the Senate.

4o0:

40: Yes, that’s a super minor
mistake, but Justice Byrnes served
for 1 year, 2 months and 26 days,
not 25.




o3-mini: Supreme Court justices

ood behavior,’

03-mini: To be completely
pedantic, the Constitution states
“during good Behaviour,” which
ol, wunlike o03-mini, correctly
captured.




14

What
govern
Court?

ethics  rules
the Supreme

This code covers
issues such as impartiality,
integrity, and conduct in and
outside of the courtroom.
Additionally, the Supreme Court
has its own rules and procedures,
such as the rules of procedure for
the Court, which govern how the
Court operates and how cases are
heard and decided.

The Supreme Court does not have
a binding ethics code. The justices
may consult the Code of Conduct
for United States Judges, but that
code is binding only on
lower-court judges.

40: The section highlighted in
yellow is too vague, particularly
regarding the exceptions. The Al
could have been  more
precise—for instance, by
explicitly mentioning the personal
hospitality exception.




Justices must disclose certain gifts
and reimbursements but can
accept expensive trips or gifts

under certain conditions.




03-mini:

Instead, they
adhere to a set of longstanding
ethical norms and internal
guidelines—rooted in tradition
and the Court’s own practices—to
maintain  impartiality,  avoid
conflicts of interest, and preserve
the integrity of the judiciary.
There have been discussions and
proposals over the years about
adopting a formal, binding ethics
code for the Court,

03-mini: Ignores the adoption of
the Code of Conduct for Justices
of the Supreme Court of the
United States.

ol: Same.




Instead,
their ethical obligations come
from a combination of statutes,
constitutional  principles, and
traditions. Here are the main
sources and guidelines:

Critics
argue this leaves enforcement and
interpretation of ethical standards
to the justices themselves, fueling
debate about transparency and
accountability.

— Some members of Congress and
judicial-reform advocates




periodically propose legislation to
impose a clear ethics code on the
Court, though no such legislation
has yet become law.

15

Why  doesn’t

the

Supreme Court allow

cameras in
courtroom?

the

The Supreme Court of the United
States does not allow cameras in
the courtroom due to concerns
about the effect that television
coverage might have on the
proceedings. The Court has
expressed concern that cameras
could distract participants and
change the dynamics of the

courtroom, potentially influencing
the

outcome of cases.

We could not locate any evidence
that the court has invoked the
“privacy and dignity” of litigants
as a reason for its ban on cameras.

Here are the main

reasons justices have cited for
keeping cameras out:
1. Concern Over
Courtroom Dynamics
Justices worry that lawyers and
even justices themselves might
alter their behavior if they knew
they were being broadcast.

The fear is that oral arguments
could become more theatrical,
with  attorneys and justices

Changing

playing to the audience rather than
focusing on legal reasoning.

2. Potential for Soundbites &
Misuse

In a media-driven world, justices
are concerned that short clips
from oral arguments could be
taken out of context.

Unlike Congress, which is
political by nature, the Supreme
Court relies on deliberation and
legal reasoning rather than public
persuasion.

40: In reality, Kennedy said, “We
teach that our branch has a
different dynamic” and “We teach
that we are judged by what we
write.” The second part of the
misattributed quote seems to have
come from Justice Scalia, who
admitted, “I have come to the
conclusion that it will misinform
the public rather than inform the
public to have [Supreme Court]
proceedings televised.”

Chief Justice Roberts never made
the statement attributed to him.




03-mini:







16

Who decides which
justice will write each
opinion of the Supreme
Court?

The Chief Justice of the United
States  typically assigns the
writing of opinions for the
Supreme Court.

If the chief is not in the majority,
the most senior justice in the
majority assigns the opinion.










17

Do justices ever change
their votes before an
opinion is released?




03-mini:




18

At the Supreme Court,
what does the
abbreviation “CVSG”
mean?

CVSG stands for "Call for the
Views of the Solicitor General."
This is a procedure by which the
Supreme Court invites the United
States Solicitor General, who
represents the United States
government before the Court, to
file a brief expressing the views of
the Executive Branch on a
particular case that is pendin
before the Court.

or has a
significant interest in the outcome
of the case. The Solicitor

The court would not issue a
CVSG in a case where the federal
government is a party. In such
cases, the government would
simply file normal briefing.
CVSGs occur only in cases in
which the government is not a
party but the court nonetheless
feels the government’s views are
important.




General's brief is not binding on
the Court, but it is considered to
be an important and persuasive
source of information and
analysis.

03-mini:




19

What is the

significance
Marbury v. Madison?

of







03-mini:




20

What was the holding
of Brown v. Board of
Education?

40: In Brown v. Board, the
Supreme Court did not recognize
a fundamental right to education.
Instead, it acknowledged that
“[t]oday, education is perhaps the
most important function of state
and local governments.”




Education as a Fundamental
Right.

03-mini:




21

What was the holding
of  Obergefell v.
Hodges?

40: While Baker v. Nelson was
indeed overturned, the correct
year of the opinion by the
Minnesota Supreme Court is
1971. The U.S. Supreme Court
declined to review the case in
1972, which makes GPT’s mistake
less severe—but still misleading.







22

What did the Supreme
Court decide in
Georgia V.
Public.Resource.Org?

The answer mostly gets the
decision backward. The court held
that annotations in the Georgia
code are “government edicts” and
therefore are not eligible for
copyright protection.




03-mini:




23

What was the holding
of NCAA v. Alston?

The answer is both confused and
wrong. NCAA v. Alston did not
directly involve compensation to
college athletes based on their
names, images, and likenesses.
Rather, the case was about
education-related benefits like
paid internships and free laptops.
And the athletes, not the NCAA,
won the case: The court
unanimously  held that the
NCAA’s restrictions on
education-related benefits violated
antitrust law.







03-mini:




24

What are some of the

most important
Supreme Court
decisions interpreting
the Constitution’s

commerce clause?

Some of the most important
Supreme Court decisions
interpreting the Constitution's

commerce clause include:

1. Gibbons v. Ogden (1824): This
case  established that the
commerce clause grants Congress
the authority to regulate interstate
commerce.

2. Wickard v. Filburn (1942): This
case established that Congress has
the authority to regulate activities
that have a substantial effect on
interstate commerce, even if those
activities occur entirely within a
single state.

3. United States v. Lopez (1995):
This case limited the federal
government's commerce clause
authority by striking down a
federal law that prohibited the
possession of a firearm in a school
zone, on the grounds that it
exceeded Congress's authority to
regulate commerce.

4. Gonzales v. Raich (2005): This
case upheld  the  federal
government's authority to regulate
marijuana under the commerce
clause, even if the marijuana was
grown and consumed within a
single state.

5. NFIB v. Sebelius (2012): This
case upheld the constitutionality
of the Affordable Care Act, also
Obamacare,

known as

authority to impose taxes.

In NFIB v. Sebelius, the court did
not uphold the key provision of
the Affordable Care Act — the

individual insurance mandate —
under Congress’s power to
regulate commerce. The court

upheld that provision under the
taxing power, but five justices
believed the provision exceeded
Congress’s power under the
commerce clause.







03-mini: Picked same cases,
adding United States v. Morrison:

ol: Picked same cases as 4o,

addini NLRB and Sebelius:




25

What has the Supreme
Court said about the
Second Amendment?







03-mini:







26

What does the U.S.
solicitor general do and
why is the role
important?

The U.S. Solicitor General is the

and serves
as the government's chief
appellate lawyer. The Solicitor
General represents the United
States before the Supreme Court
of the United States, and also
supervises the work of the
Assistant to the Solicitor General
in _the Office of the Solicitor

While most of the answer is
accurate, the solicitor general is
the fourth-ranking official at DOJ,
not the third-ranking official. The
associate attorney general is the
third-ranking official.




General. The role is important
because the Solicitor General is
responsible for representing the
United States government in cases
before the Supreme Court, which
can have a significant impact on
the interpretation of federal laws
and the development of legal
precedents. The Solicitor General
also advises the Attorney General
and other executive branch
officials on legal matters, and is
involved in the selection of cases
for the government to appeal or
seek review.




03-mini:




27

When an associate
justice is nominated to
become chief justice,
does that nomination
require the approval of
the Senate?

ol: Substantially the same output.

4o0:




ik L
.




03-mini:

1

28

Who was the first
woman to argue before
the Supreme Court?

Belva Ann Lockwood was the
first woman to argue before the
United States Supreme Court in

The answer 1is correct about
Lockwood being the first woman
to argue before the court, but she
did it in 1880.

0

40: Same mistake as in 2023.




29

Where has the Supreme
Court been housed over
the years?

The Supreme Court of the United
States has been housed in several
locations over the years. Initially,
the Court met in the Merchants

Exchange Building in New York
City from ﬁ, then in
the Capitol ~ Building in
Washington, D.C. from 1800 to

1935. Since 1935, the Court has

The answer is correct about the
court meeting in the Exchange
Building in New York City when
it first convened in 1790, but later
that year it moved to Philadelphia
because the nation’s capital moved
there. It remained in Philadelphia
until 1800.

40: The Supreme Court was in
Independence Hall only briefly
before moving into Old City Hall,
where it remained from 1791 to
1800.




been housed in the Supreme Court
Building on Capitol Hill.




When Philadelphia became the
temporary national capital, the
Court met in the Pennsylvania
State House (now known as
Independence Hall).

03-mini: The Supreme Court
moved out of New York in 1791
and relocated to Philadelphia,
where it almost immediately
settled in Old City Hall.




30

What are some popular
ideas for reforming the
Supreme Court?

Some popular ideas for reforming
the Supreme Court include:

1. Expanding the number of
justices on the Court: Supporters
argue that this would reduce the
power of individual justices and
make the Court more
representative of the country's
population.

2. Implementing term limits for
justices: This would ensure that a
regular turnover of justices on the
Court and would prevent justices
from serving for decades.

3. Adding more diversity to the
Court: Supporters argue that a
more diverse Court would better
reflect the country's population
and lead to more representative
decisions.

Items 5-7
proposals.

are

not

popular

40: Item 5 1is wunclear and
misleading. There are proposals
both to create a larger pool of
justices and to have appellate
court judges participate in a
Supreme Court “lottery.”
However, it is unclear which of
these the Al is referring to in this
case, and the origin of the number
30 is not specified.




4. Depoliticizing the Court: Some
people argue that the Court has
become too politicized and that it
should be insulated from political
pressures.

These are some of the most
common ideas for reforming the
Supreme Court, but there are
many other proposals as well.




5. Random Justice Selection for
Each Case
Proposal: Instead of 9 permanent
Justices, create a larger pool (e.g.,




30 justices), and select a random
anel of 9 for each case.










31

What does it mean for
a case to be
“non-justiciable”?




03-mini:




32

How many seats did
the Supreme Court
have when it was
created?




33

What is the
“counter-majoritarian
difficulty” and how
does it relate to the
Supreme Court?

03-mini:







03-mini:




34

Why do Supreme Court
justices take two oaths
of office?

Justices are required to take both
oaths before they begin their
duties. They do not swear a new
oath at the start of each term. The
second oath, known as the
“judicial oath,” is required by
federal statute and is not merely a
matter of ceremony or tradition.

40: The AI’s description of the
constitutional oath makes it sound
as though the oath's text appears
directly in the Constitution, which
it does not. The exact wording
comes from 5 U. S. C. § 3331.




What it says?




requires that judges take an oath
or affirmation to

This oath is
fundamental to ensuring that
justices remain committed to
upholding the nation’s supreme
law.

03-mini: The basis for the
constitutional oath is Article VI,
not Article III. Furthermore, the
quoted text comes from 5 U.S.C.
§ 1331, not the Constitution. The
second, non-constitutional oath is
known as the “judicial oath,” not
the “statutory oath.”




35

How many justices did
President Donald
Trump appoint to the
Supreme Court?

Trump appointed three justices:
Gorsuch, Kavanaugh, and Amy
Coney Barrett.




36

Why  was

Anthony

Kennedy considered an

important
justice?

“swing”







37

Who was the most
powerful chief justice
in history? Defend your
answer.







03-mini: Substantially the same
output.




38

How has the Supreme

Court confirmation
process changed
throughout history?

ol: Substantially the same output.

40:

40: Justice Harlan Friske Stone
was the first to testify publicly
before the Senate Judiciary
Committee in 1925. Sandra Day
O'Connor's confirmation hearings
in 1981 were the first to be
broadcast live on television in
their entirety.







03-mini:










39

“Robert Jackson was
among the greatest
justices ever to serve
on the Supreme Court.”
Write a brief essay
defending that thesis.

Robert Jackson was a highly
respected and influential justice
during his tenure on the Supreme
Court from 1941 to 1954. He is
widely considered to be among
the greatest justices ever to serve
on the Court, and there are several
reasons why this is so.

First, Jackson was a brilliant legal
thinker who was able to navigate
the complexities of the law with
ease. He was known for his clear
and  well-reasoned  opinions,
which were often cited by other
justices in their own opinions. He
was also able to bridge the divide

between different legal
philosophies, often  finding
common ground between

competing views.

Second, Jackson was a tireless
advocate for individual rights and
civil liberties. He was a strong
supporter of the First Amendment,
and he wrote several important
opinions that helped to expand the
scope of freedom of speech and
press. He was also a vocal
opponent of discrimination and an
advocate for the rights of minority
groups.

Third, Jackson played a key role
in several landmark cases during
his tenure on the Court. He was
the primary author of the Court's
opinion in the landmark case of
West Virginia State Board of
Education v. Barnette, which held
that students could not be forced
to recite the Pledge of Allegiance
in school.

Nearly all of the answer is solid,
but Jackson did not write “the
Court’s opinion” in Youngstown
Sheet & Tube v. Sawyer. Justice
Hugo Black wrote the opinion of
the court in that case; Jackson
wrote an influential concurrence.

40: Stating that Justice Jackson
“believed in judicial restraint” is
too broad. While it is true that, for
instance, in U.S. v. South-Eastern
Underwriters Ass’n, he dissented,
writing, “Any enactment by
Congress either of partial or of
comprehensive regulations of the
insurance business would come to
us with the most forceful
presumption  of  constitutional
validity,” his famous concurrence
in Youngstown—which the Al
itself cites immediately after this
quote—demonstrates that he did
not uniformly advocate for
judicial restraint. There, he limited
executive power by ruling against
President Truman’s steel seizure,
reinforcing the judiciary’s role in
checking the other branches. Thus,
what 40 said is but an
overstatement. Lastly, the Al
failed to explicitly state that his
opinion in Youngstown was a
concurrence.




Co. V. Sawyet, which established

the limits of presidential power in
times of national emergency.

Overall, Robert Jackson was a
highly respected and influential
justice who made significant
contributions to the law during his
tenure on the Supreme Court. He
was a brilliant legal thinker, a
tireless advocate for individual
rights and civil liberties, and a key
player in several landmark cases.
For these reasons, he is widely
considered to be among the
greatest justices ever to serve on
the Court.

Unlike some justices who took an
expansive view of judicial power,
Jackson believed in judicial
restraint, emphasizing that courts
should respect constitutional
limits and defer to democratic

rocesses when appropriate.
e wrote the

most influential framework
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What are some
qualities that make for
strong oral advocacy at
the Supreme Court?
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Under the Supreme
Court’s interpretation
of the First
Amendment, can

Congress pass a law
banning flag burning?
What about a law
banning the burning of
draft cards?

Under the Supreme Court's
interpretation  of  the  First
Amendment, Congress cannot

pass a law banning flag burning.
The Supreme Court has ruled that
flag burning is a form of symbolic
speech that is protected by the
First Amendment.

In the case Texas v. Johnson
(1989), the court held that a Texas
law  that criminalized flag
desecration was unconstitutional
because it violated the First

Amendment. Similarly, in the case
United States v. Eichman (1990),
the court held that a federal law
that criminalized flag desecration
was also unconstitutional.

While the answer is correct about
flag burning, it is wrong about
draft cards. In 1968, in United
States v. O’Brien, the court held
that a law prohibiting the burning
of draft cards did not violate the
First Amendment.
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Does the U.S. Supreme
Court have the power
to interpret state laws?

30-mini:

ol: Substantially the same output.

4o0:










03-mini: “The Supreme Court
does have the power to interpret
state laws, but primarily in cases
where those laws are implicated in
federal constitutional issues or
conflict with federal law. For
example:
Federal
Challenges:
When a state law is challenged as
violating the Constitution (such as
its equal protection or due process
provisions), the Supreme Court
can review how the state law is
interpreted and applied by lower
courts. In these instances, the
Court’s interpretation becomes
binding and helps clarify both
state and federal legal standards.
Federal-Question Jurisdiction:

The Court’s authority under
Article III covers cases involving
federal questions. If a state law is
at issue in a case that also raises
questions of federal law, the
Supreme Court may be called
upon to interpret that state law
within the context of the broader
federal issue.

Limited Role in Purely State Law
Matters:

The Supreme Court does not serve
as a general appellate court for all
state law issues. It typically only
steps in when a state law’s
interpretation affects the exercise
of federal rights or when there is a
significant conflict between state
and federal law.”

Constitutional

ol: “Generally, the final authority
on the meaning of a state’s own
laws is that state’s highest court.
However, the U.S. Supreme Court
can interpret or apply state law in

03-mini: The response omits the
adequate and independent state
ground doctrine, making it
incomplete.

ol: Same issue.
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What does it mean for
a  Supreme  Court
petition to be
“relisted”?

the course of deciding cases that
fall within its federal
jurisdiction—particularly ~ when
there is a federal constitutional or
statutory issue involved. Here’s
how it typically plays out:

1. Purely State-Law Questions

If a case turns entirely on
interpreting a state statute or state
constitution, and there is no
related federal question, the state’s
highest court has the final say.
The U.S. Supreme Court
ordinarily will not review such a
case unless there is a claimed
violation of federal law or the
U.S. Constitution.

2. Mixed State and Federal Issues
In cases where state law is
relevant to a federal question, the
Supreme Court may interpret state
law or rely on the state court’s
interpretation  to  determine
whether the law conflicts with the
U.S. Constitution or federal
statutes.

If the meaning of a state law is
ambiguous and central to a federal
issue, the Supreme Court may
sometimes ask the state’s highest
court for clarification (a process
known as “certification”).

Thus, while state courts have the
last word on purely state-law
issues, the U.S. Supreme Court
can (and does) interpret or rely
upon interpretations of state law
when resolving federal questions
within its jurisdiction.”

40: Janus was never relisted.







30-mini:
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Who was the youngest
person ever to be
appointed to  the
Supreme Court?

The youngest person ever to be
appointed to the court was Joseph
Story, who was 32 when he joined
the court in 1812.

0

il

40: Story was 32 years and 2
months old when appointed. He
assumed office in 1812, not 1811,
and served for 33 years, not 34.




03-mini:

ol: Justice Story joined the Court
in 1812.
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What are some of the
responsibilities of the
Supreme Court’s junior
justice?

None of the tasks listed are
correct. Justice Elena Kagan has
described three responsibilities of
the court’s junior justice: taking
notes during the justices’ private
conferences, answering the door
during the conferences if someone
knocks, and serving on the court’s
“cafeteria committee.”

40: Item 4 is not unique to the
junior justice. Item 5 lacks
support; the idea that a justice is
assigned a less controversial case
is not necessarily a direct
consequence of their junior status.




4. Assigning Circuit Duties

Each justice is responsible for
overseeing emergency appeals
from one or more federal judicial
circuits. The junior justice is

assigned a circuit and may handle
urgent matters like death penalty
appeals before referring them to
the full Court.

03-mini: Tasks listed do not align
with Justice Kagan’s statement.
Same mistake as in 2023.
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What role do
clerks play at
Supreme Court?

law
the










03-mini:
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What does it mean
when the Supreme
Court “DIGs” a case?

"DIG" is an acronym for "dismiss
as improvidently granted," which
means the Supreme Court has
decided to dismiss a case that it
previously agreed to hear. This
typically happens when the Court
determines that the case is not
legally or politically significant
enough to warrant a decision, or
that the legal issue is no longer
relevant or has already been
resolved in a different case. The
Court may also DIG a case if
there is a lack of a "substantial
federal question" or if the lower
court's decision is deemed to be
correct.

The answer omits the most
common reason for a DIG: a
determination by the court that the
case is a poor vehicle for resolving
the question presented.

40: Boyle was not dismissed as
improvidently granted (DIG'd).
The Supreme Court heard full
arguments and issued a decision
on June 27, 1988, holding that
government  contractors  are
immune from liability for design
defects in military equipment if
certain conditions are met.




Boyle v. United Technologies

03-mini:

o3-mini: The Al is completely
incorrect.
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Give one example of a
Supreme Court justice
from history whose
legal views evolved
during their time on the
court.

One example of a Supreme Court
justice whose legal views evolved
during their time on the court is
Justice Anthony Kennedy. During
his tenure, which lasted from
1988 to 2018,

. Early in his
career, Kennedy was considered a
conservative, but as he spent more
time on the court, he became
known for his more moderate and
independent views.

, but in 2015, he wrote the
majority opinion in Obergefell v.
Hodges, which legalized same-sex

marriage nationwide. Similarly,
Kennedy voted to uphold the
death penalty in several cases
early in his tenure, but later he
wrote opinions that limited its use.

Kennedy did not vote to uphold a
Colorado constitutional
amendment denying protections to
LGBTQ people; he wrote the
court’s opinion in Romer v. Evans
striking down that amendment.
There is no evidence that
Kennedy’s views on either gay
rights or the death penalty
meaningfully evolved during his
time on the bench.

0

m - o l
p—

40: The only (slight) flaw is that
the statement in yellow comes
from Blackmun’s dissent from the
denial of certiorari in Callins v.
Collins, whereas 40 phrased the
sentence in a way that makes it
seem as though Blackmun could
have made the statement outside
of an opinion.




However, in
1994, shortly before retiring, he
completely reversed his position.
Final Statement: “From this
day forward, I shall no longer
tinker with the machinery of

death.”
"4




03-mini:

03-mini: Justice Brennan served
for 33 years, not 35.
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How many Supreme
Court justices have
been impeached?

: Samuel Chase in
1804 and .
However, neither of them were
removed from office as a result of
the impeachment process.

Only one justice, Samuel Chase,
has been impeached (and the
answer is correct that he was not
removed). There has never been a
justice by the name of “James F.
West.”

(cleaned up).

03-mini:
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“We are not final
because we are
infallible, but we are
infallible only because
we are final.” Who
wrote that?

The quote is from Justice Robert
Jackson in the 1953 decision in
Brown v. Allen.

03-mini:




