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Bell vs. Maryland (1964)
	The case of Bell vs. Maryland entailed Negro sit-in protestors who had refused to leave a restaurant in Baltimore that could not serve them because of their race and color of their skin. The owner of the restaurant Mr. Hooper had called the police stating that the group of Negro Students had violated the states’ statute that prohibited trespassing. Their case was presented before the Maryland Court of Appeal, and the court affirmed the convictions. This was the last sit-in case that decided before civil rights public accommodations took effect in the State of Maryland. Public accommodation laws made it unlawful for public places to deny people services because of their race. The case was subsequently presented before the United States Supreme court, which vacated the judgment of the States’ Court of Appeal and remanded the case to the court for consideration in light of the State’s change of law. This case provided the United States Supreme Court with an opportunity to determine whether racial discrimination in the public accommodation laws by the privately-owned property violated equal protection under the 14th Amendment and the constitution (Gottlieb, Bix, Lytton, & West, 2015).
	The United States Supreme Court has, for a long time, relied on two distinct models as essential determinants in making its decisions. The legal model primarily proposes the rule of law as the key determinant, whereas the extralegal model relies on psychological, sociological, and political factors in arriving at judicial outcomes. Law is dynamic and should reflect the changing morals and values of society. Just as other human beings, judges are influenced by values, attitudes, and morals. Judges are more susceptible to extra-legal influences as the rules and laws are available to support them at either side. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The decision on the case marked the beginning of an end for prosecutions of sit-in protestors. The court thought that the Maryland State Court of Appeals might apply the rule of the provisions of public accommodations, it, therefore, sent it back for reconsideration. The Supreme Court judges allowed morals to play a significant role in the decision-making process. 

	Since the Civil rights Act of 1994, the courts have often been left without the disposition of conflicts. The dissenters thought that the 14th Amendment did not oblige businesses to desegregate. Justice Hugo Black, joined by Byron White and John Harlan II, wrote a dissenting opinion in which he maintained that the 14th amendment did not prohibit enforcement of trespass law in convicting people who sought services from privately-owned restaurant. While focusing on first amendment issues, Justice Black denied that the aspect was uncertain. In his observation, he noted that it was challenging to take seriously a contention that petitioners were aware of before they could enter the restaurant. 
Therefore, he argued that it was the restaurant’s owner’s fully established policy no to serve people of color. He argued that the sit-in was to demonstrate the policy. Justice Black denied that people’s right to freedom of expression also meant a right to private property forces the property owner to furnish the property in the way of criticizing how the owner decides to use the property. Justice black disputed the notion the 14th amendment compelled operating his or her own private business to trade with anyone, whether white of black, against his or her will. Black further argued that the right to freedom of expression was solely based on the right to express a view and not just to force others to provide a platform (Gottlieb, Bix, Lytton, & West, 2015).
Ronald put human dignity at the center of the moral system. His critique of positivist theories underlies his theory of law. Dworkin believed that Hart’s concept of law was the ruling theory of law. Dworkin’s critique of the concept of law primarily focused on the role of principles and rules in law. However, other issues such as problems of judicial discretion and the role of customers emerged. 
On the other hand, Hart does not fail and take into account specific concepts that go beyond rules. Therefore, this model of positivism can be described as a model whose focus is on the test for law and system of rules. Hart minimizes the scope of laws to rules identifiable by the rule of recognition. Hart’s positive theory fails to acknowledge the role of existing customs and concepts that influence judicial decision making. Ronald Dworkin’s main concern was on development of the first phase of developing his theory.
 Ronald and Hart would agree with Justice William Douglass who presented a concurring opinion where he argued that majority opinion should reverse the judgment and direct dismissal of the indictment. He argued that cases should be addressed and judgment made based on merits. Justice Willian asserted that polities that allowed peoples’ discrimination based on race establish a second class of citizens. Justice Aurhtur J. Goldernber also joined in the concurrence. Justice William Douglass would agree with Dworkin and Hart as they share common fundamental beliefs of human dignity. The dissenting justices held the opinion that the 14th Amendment did not (Gottlieb, Bix, Lytton, & West, 2015).
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