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1. What is the legal issue that the court is addressing? 

Racial discrimination is one of the trendiest issues in the countries that have developed diaspora situations for non-citizens. A country like US even today, there are cases of discrimination on the ground of race. It may appear defiant for one to say that the names ‘blacks and whites’ have an absolute origin from the aspect of racism. Color can never distinguish one, or give them a special characteristic that others don’t have, but personality judgements can. Even on the grounds of a mere social life, far from law, it is not ideal for racial institutionalisms to be imposed.
The aspect being addressed in this context is discrimination based on racial grounds. A group of whites go ahead and assault two African Americans, Jerry and Myra Collins. It was reported that the cause of the assault is the failure of community residents who are African Americans, did not patronize the white’s business. The context of the assault is not of much interest than to investigate and establish truths as to why such issues are happening. The constitution of the state does not heed for issues of that sort and as a result, the Supreme Court assembles the matter and provides a Certiorari for that matter. 
There is a judicature act, represented as an equal protection clause which need to be adhered to as the other laws are adhered to as well. In its drawing, it was not meant for the whites or the blacks alone. As a matter of fact, everyone is factored in the constitution. As a matter of fact, there is a special provision for people in the diaspora states. 


2. Who are the parties in the case, and what are the arguments of each party?
In this context, the parties engaged are three. There is the defaulters, who are the forty three whites and then the defiled who are the two African Americans. The court is also engaged in the conviction since it makes the final decision- which has to be adhered to, regardless of the postulation. What can be ascertained is that, this is purely based on law, that is, what is socially accepted as true and valid and anybody who does not agree to it, the constitution challenges them.

3. Did you understand the case? 
Yes, I understood the case. It is clear that this is a compromise of human rights and to be specific, the constitution has been fought. By one acting against any provision of the constitution is merely absurd and irrational. The equal protections clause is part and parcel of the constitution. It therefore needs respect and adherence as other clauses do. The provisioning of rights to challenge any juror and have a mandate to move on and not assign can be termed as a challenge for cause. This is the problem that erupts in the judgement of similar accusations. 
4. What was the decision of the court?


Recognizing the precise point made by Justice O Connor that simply stated that securing representation of the defendant’s race on the jury may help to overcome racial bias and provide the defendant with a better chance of having fair trial, the court invalidated a state law that prohibited blacks from serving in the jury. The court decided that it was unconstitutional for criminal defendants to purposefully engage racial discrimination in the exercise of peremptory challenges acknowledging that the exercise of a peremptory challenge in a racially discriminatory manner would constitute an impermissible injury to the excluded jurors

5. Do you think the court made the correct decision or not?
Yes, the court made a justifiable decision that judged on fairness. To exercise challenges and/or strikes by cause, just to discriminate on racial ground was denied by the court. Actually, it was certified for an immediate appeal, that is, amendment based on justice to all.
 Explain why you agree or disagree with the position.
As a start a prosecution against the respondents was made. It prohibited them from the exertion of peremptory challenges, challenge for cause, on a racial discrimination ground. This was a strong opinion that lessen the bid of the respondents’ confidence of their immoral. The court made the correct decision because based on the argument made by the counsel of respondents stating that the circumstance of their case gave them the right to exclude African American citizens from participating as juror in the trial, taking into account that a good percentage of the county’s population is African American, commonly referred to as the ‘blacks’. Doing simple statistics and postulating a mathematical model, when a representative panel is assembled for jury selection the most jurors would be African Americans. Faced by challenges of cause, the whites would be able to behead all the African American potential jurors and the result of this would be absolutely unfair to the likely African American potential juror.  In this way, the practice of these challenges by cause, in this context would include injuries on them, and also on the prosecutors who would stand the risk of an unfair judgement. 
	
6.  What did you learn from reading the case? Below are some questions you might consider. 
You don’t need to answer all of these questions, and there may be other issues you would like to address.  These questions are designed to stimulate your thinking:
	The case presented in this chapter is at a larger part showing prominence of a particular race. The court system breaks it down by first, giving a certiorari or approve for hearing. This allows for amendments within the undefined systems of the constitution. Little did I know that there was a challenge for cause, what is named peremptory challenges in the case. This is a very powerful right that was misinterpreted and used wrongfully just to manipulate the races that don’t appear so supreme. 
This case has helped me understand the protocol that a case undergoes in the event of forming a judgement. At the very start, parties involved present themselves before the court of law in order to be heard, and on detail. The second immediate step is for the judges to contemplate whether the case is worth calling for a committee or can be suspended at that point and give a way forward that favors both parties. If it is retained, then the parties are to provide evidences of their arguments and present proofs that can be relied. At this point the Supreme Court gives a certiorari, for the case to be carried on. 
On the hearing, facts are evaluated subject to the constitution and justice. At any circumstance, the constitution is the law abiding body and therefore it is the supreme tool. Every decision to be made should favour the law of justice and all people, regardless of their race are incorporated in systems. A known clause proofs perceptions and incase redefinition is called, it is made with immediate effect favoring the party defiling, but only on knowledge. 
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