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Federal law primarily determines the division of authority between these court systems. Rogers v. It has also
made federal jurisdiction exclusive with regard to certain issues that demand national uniformity, such as
patents, copyrights, and suits against the federal government. State bills of rights protect many of the same set
of fundamental rightsâ€”the freedoms of speech and of the press, religious liberty, and protections for
defendantsâ€”found in the federal Bill of Rights. The judge denied his request. State courts must not only give
precedence to federal law over state law, they must also interpret the federal law in line with current rulings of
the U. President Nixon refused to turn over the tapes, asserting executive privilege. In practice, intermediate
courts of appeals render the final decision in most cases that come before them. Madison which establishes the
concept of judicial review. The Due Process Clause has been used by the U. Tinker v. The specific grants of
federal judicial power point to four basic purposes the federal judiciary is meant to serve. By itself, this
structural change had little effect on the caseload problems of state supreme courts. In the federal courts, the
emphasis has been on safeguarding judicial independence. Grutter v. Denying shortcuts to only one of two
cooperating law enforcement agencies tends naturally to breed legitimate suspicion of "working
arrangements" whose results are equally tainted. The Court in Wolf first stated that "[t]he contrariety of views
of the States" on the adoption of the exclusionary rule of Weeks was "particularly impressive" at p. This
section identifies some important instances of this aspect of judicial federalism. Supreme Court 1. State
Judicial Power Because all residual powers under the federal Constitution lie with the states, the state judicial
power extends to all cases that do not fall within the exclusive jurisdiction of the federal courts. Furthermore,
the federal judicial power granted in Article III encompasses only a small proportion of all legal disputes. So,
too, are traffic violations, creditor-debtor disputes, most personal injury suits, and most commercial
transactions. Judicial Branch Autonomy The system of separation of powers at both the federal and state levels
means that each branch will be dependent on the other branches to some extent.


