Study Guide For State Nullification Of Obamacare: A Response To The New England Journal Of Medicine

Questions And Answers For The

Nullification Series
Part Four

TEACHERS’ VERSION
1.)
Which of the following is correct?
a.)
The Supreme Court, and some of the Justices, have consistently taken the position that the Supreme Court is beneath the Constitution.

b.)
The Supreme Court, and some of the Justices, have consistently taken the position that the Supreme Court is above the Constitution.

c.)
The Supreme Court has always taken the position that the Supreme Court is equal to or above the Constitution, and this view has been shared by at least some of the Justices.

d.)
The Supreme Court has never stated that it is either equal to or above the Constitution, but some of the Justices have nonetheless said that it is.

Answer:
d.)
The Supreme Court has never stated that it is either equal to or above the Constitution, but some of the Justices have nonetheless said that it is.

See, Part Four, Section II.C., pp. 1-3.

2.)
Which of the following is correct?
a.)
It is important for the Christian to understand the role of the Supreme Court in the constitutional scheme of things so that the Christian can grasp the underlying meaning of the Court’s decision, and fully go along with everything the Supreme Court says.

b.)
It is important for the Christian to understand the role of the Supreme Court in the constitutional scheme of things so that the Christian can understand that disagreeing with the Supreme Court is not only something which the Christian may do, but is also something which the Christian will, under certain circumstances, have the obligation to do.

c.)
It is not important for the Christian to understand the role of the Supreme Court in the constitutional scheme of things because the Christian should just do whatever the Court says, whether the Christian understands the underlying meaning of it or not.

d.)
It is not important for the Christian to understand the role of the Supreme Court in the constitutional scheme of things because the Christian is free to ignore the Supreme Court and just do whatever God says.

Answer:
b.)
It is important for the Christian to understand the role of the Supreme Court in the constitutional scheme of things so that the Christian can understand that disagreeing with the Supreme Court is not only something which the Christian may do, but is also something which the Christian will, under certain circumstances, have the obligation to do.

See, Part Four, Section II.D., pp. 3-4.

3.)
Which of the following is correct?
a.)
Absolute Nullification means that a state would have the right to nullify a federal law on the grounds that the federal law is unconstitutional, and that the federal courts would have no authority to overturn this decision, whereas Limited Nullification, by contrast, would recognize that federal courts do have the authority to overturn the state decision.

b.)
All forms of Nullification would allow a state to nullify with finality an unconstitutional federal law.

c.)
All forms of Nullification are unconstitutional.

d.)
Absolute Nullification means that a state would have the right to nullify a federal law on the grounds that the federal law is unconstitutional, and that the federal courts would have no authority to overturn this decision, whereas Limited Nullification, by contrast, means that a state would have the authority to nullify an unconstitutional federal law only if the state first asked a federal court if it may do so.

Answer:
a.)
Absolute Nullification means that a state would have the right to nullify a federal law on the grounds that the federal law is unconstitutional, and that the federal courts would have no authority to overturn this decision, whereas Limited Nullification, by contrast, would recognize that federal courts do have the authority to overturn the state decision.

See, Part Four, Section II.E., pg. 4.

4.)
Which of the following is correct?
a.)
Limited Nullification would be futile because a branch of the federal government (i.e., the federal judiciary) would ultimately judge the constitutionality of an Act of Congress.

b.)
Limited Nullification would be unnecessary because state officials could always bring suit against the federal government to prevent the enforcement of unconstitutional federal laws.

c.)
Limited Nullification would be unnecessary because it would only constitute an exercise in political theater, and would have no real benefits for America’s political or legal development.

d.)
All of the above are incorrect.

Answer:
d.)
All of the above are incorrect.

See, Part Four, Section II.E.1., pp. 4-7.
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