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SICIEase the powers of the National
JOV!“IT

J JJm 1 the powers of the states

= etuate the Federalist principle of
E—CET trallzatlon

i'i"operty rights of the individual need to
be protected from government
Interference
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ViU Vs, Madison = Judicial Review:

SAVErtinivs. Hunter’s Lease — Court’s right to
OVEITUIE al state court

BNeohens s. Virginia — State courts must
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==t ibmit to federal jurisdiction

“’- » Cherokee vs. Georgia & Worchester vs.
Georgia — should have worked, but
Jackson refuses to act on their decision
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SViceullough vs. Maryland — Charter a
9Nk, states cannot tax federal
_;ment. Necessary & Proper set up
& E{astic Clause

— .|bbons vs. Ogden — control interstate
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Gases weakening the authorityAof .
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teher vs. Peck — state laws invalid when
conflict with' Constitution

J DJf outh vs. Woodward — protected
_.ﬁ_,,__..,,..-c yate charter from state takeover

,Martln vs. Mott — denied states the right
"_- to withhold militia from service



ey of thg,gg_rshau-eeﬁﬂ" —

> FJ;,J'JIj\ ed the primacy of the federal
Jovem Jent over states in exercising control of
trle 2ldo)] omy

2 CJojs er ed the way for an increased federal role in
_?_{amotlng economic growth
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’:‘:'f‘-’??“é’f"'gfﬁr—med protection for corporations and other
~ private institutions from local interference.
Allows for the growth of the new industrial
capitalist economy
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IGentify the following

SDate of case!

SIS5UE (Story behind the case)

S@onstitutional Issue

S -6 Ut c—)me

=5 = % Share with Class (quickly & to the point!)

~ e Ifiyour case is after Marshall left the bench, does the
-~ outcome seem to differ from earlier decisions?

o \Who was appointed to replace Marshall AND who
appointed him? HINT — Marshall retired in 1835




