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                                       Stare Decisis and Supremacy of the Judiciary 

Introduction 
This particular submission endeavors to achieve its purpose by providing answers (detailed) for two questions. 
Question 1 
The doctrine of precedent goes hand in hand with stare decisis. In The Bramble, the author described precedent as," what the court normally does." That statement means that the courts are at liberty to refer cases it had decided in the past (Auteur: Lee Nordling and Zick). In the common law system, it is within the jurisdiction of judges to set a precedent. Is there a justification for precedent? Several debates have arisen in the past. The debates were about whether the judge made laws are democratic.  However, it would be to submit that both common law and equity have grown as a result of the doctrine of precedent.
The Casey case is a landmark case in the history of the United States Supreme Court. This case was about abortion. It would be to submit that abortion is among the issues that are termed immoral. However, people in society practice it regardless. In this case, the plaintiff was Planned Parenthood, while the defendant was Casey.
Further, the defendant, in this particular case, sought to convince the court that the provisions in the Pennsylvania Abortion Control Act of 1982 were not Constitution as provided for in the Roe case. Roe v Wade. This case is also regarded as famous. In this case, the decision formed a major precedent because it provided women with a constitutional right to seek an abortion. This case is still cited even though it was introduced almost five decades ago. Additionally, it is mentioned whenever state organizations try to restrict any abortions. The Roe case was further in line with the fourteenth amendment, which was adopted in 1968.
The decision made in 1992 by the United States Supreme court was nothing but a complete affirmation of Roe's decision. The Roe v Wade is deeply rooted in the lives of the Americans. Through this case, we can understand and appreciate the concepts of judicial precedent and stare decisis. The Constitutional right aired out in Roe has been upheld in several abortion cases. However, the Supreme Court has, in the past, overturned almost 200 of its cases. What if, therefore, it decides to go against the Roe decision? Perhaps it would submit that the case was not decided properly.
In conclusion, there are several sources that our legal system has adopted since time immemorial. A perfect example is a Judicial precedent. Judicial precedents are judge-made laws. The principle of stare decisis provides proper back up for the doctrine. It is because of the principle that precedents still form part of the laws.
Question 2 
Chief Justice Roberts also has certain key opinions about the principle of stare decisis and the doctrine of precedent. It would be to submit that Justice Roberts portrayed himself as an able and profound legal expert during the confirmation hearing. Additionally, it would be to submit that he portrayed himself as a true believer of stare decisis. Justice Robert depicted the latter when he mentioned that judges should ensure that they adhere to rules and precedents. He was of the view that the Constitution of the United States of America was framed by individuals who truly appreciated the concept of precedent and stare decisis (Biskupic). He mentioned further that the framers endeavored to achieve their major goal of promoting predictability and stability in the court system. Justice Roberts’s justification for precedent and stare decisis is generally well put. He reasoned that judges usually work under certain rules, guidelines, regulations as well as frameworks which were put up by judges who served before them. Therefore, they usually have to make reference to previous decisions of the court. 
Alexandra Hamilton submitted in Federalists number 78 that the Judiciary arm of the government would be the least harmful arm of government (O’ Brien pg 20-27). He was of this view because he believed that the Judiciary lacked influence over either “the sword or the purse”. The latter can be best interpreted that the Judiciary lacked control over the executive and legislative arm of government.  Some debates were tangled around the concept o stare decisis and judicial precedent. Therefore some legal experts justified this statement with the disadvantages of precedents and stare decisis. The major disadvantage highlighted was they limit the power of the Judiciary.  
In his essay Alexandra Hamilton even quotes Montesque. Additionally, he believed that only the executive and the legislature are powerful. The reason behind his submission was that the President commands the armed forces while the congress approves budget. Such kind of an argument cannot be accepted today. The Constitution of the Federal Government of United States provides for three arms of government. Additionally, the doctrine of judicial review has since paved way for a more refined judiciary. A judiciary that strives to fight for the rights of the people and conduct reviews on certain decisions by other arms of government. The Marbury against Madison case forms a perfect judicial review case. This case demonstrates the Judiciary conducts review on decisions made by other arms of government. In this case, the supreme court indeed realized that the complainant had been infringed of their rights, and that a writ of mandamus was the perfect remedy but the courts couldn't issue. Additionally, Marshall realized that he had gotten a proper opportunity to demonstrate the power of the Judiciary as well as showcase the primary role of the Supreme Court in constitutional interpretation. In conclusion. It would be so unfair and unreasonable to say that the Judiciary weak and worthless.  
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