Name: ___________________________ Date: ____________________ Period: _______
AP GOV. Amsco – Chapter 7 Individual Liberties Part I
1. In the introductory quote on page 233 Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes states in 1929 that we must protect “not free thought for those who agree with us but freedom from the thought that we hate.” Give an example of “thought that we hate” being protected in the US or the world.



2.  Page 233 – what is the books definition of “civil liberties?” 

3. In the last sentence of the first paragraph what phrases have the US struggled to interpret and define? 


4. From the second paragraph on page 233 it states that citizens and government officials “often differ on where the line should be drawn between the government’s pursuit of order and the individual’s right to freedom.” Give an example from your own life where you might have questioned the line being crossed between the government or any institution pursuing order and your right to freedom. 


5. From the same paragraph – what options does a citizen have when they feel their civil liberties have been violated?

6. Fill in the chart on pages 234 & 5 for your “must know Supreme Court Cases:”
	Schenck v. United States (1919)


	
	

	Tinker v. Des Moines School District (1969)

	
	

	New York Times Co. v. United States (1971)

	
	

	Engel v. Vitale (1962)


	
	

	Wisconsin v. Yoder (1972)

	
	

	McDonald v. Chicago (2010)

	
	

	Gideon v. Wainright (1963)

	
	

	Roe v. Wade (1973)




	
	



7. On page 236 how does the book define “selective incorporation:”

8. What is “due process” and how does the 5th Amendment define it? 


9. What are some examples in the aftermath of the Civil War of why the 14th Amendment strengthened due process to protections from state governments? 


10. On page 239 what is “prior restraint” and what rights does this relate to? 

11. At the bottom of page 239 what is the “clear and present danger” concept and what is the title of this section? 

12. [bookmark: _GoBack]From page 240 to 241 summarize the case of Schenck v. United States and the reasoning behind the court’s ruling:
