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Question 1: War

According to the US constitution, the power to declare war is stated in Article I, Section 8, and full mandate is bestowed on the Congress as the only institution that could call for war and issue letter of marquee. However, in Article II, Section 2 of the same constitution states that, “The president of United States shall be Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy”. Whereas its apparent that Framers meant for Congress alone to have powers to declare war, the presidents have gone against that checks to call for war (Law, 2013). For instance President Truman went against the stipulation to declare war on Korea, same to President Bush. 
The bypassing of the general, defensive and diplomatic powers of the congress during war made irate to pass law that require President to get approval of Congress in 90 days after going into war. 
It is argued since 1930s, Supreme Court have expanded presidential power without perusing through original intent of the Framers. This has been possible through (a) erroneous readings of conventional precedent, (b) during development of doctrines, and (c) through abdication of court’s role to adjudicate.  The cases of betrayal of Americans against America have not been prevalent in the US, but in case they resurface they are treated as treason by Supreme Court (Law, 2013). Ex Quirin with Hamdi v. Rumsfeld is historical case in the US Supreme Court ruling during the WWII, which upheld the US jurisdiction of military tribunal that had ruled against 8 German saboteurs in US. It entailed trial of unlawful combatant.
Question 2: Federalism

Federalism is a category of government with power divided between the national government and other governmental units. While the government with no power sharing among government units is known as unitary government. 

Intrinsic aspect of American jurisprudence is a legal reference source with published US law. It encompasses court cases and collection of law materials exploring on law situations and their uniqueness between them (Law, 2013).  Dual federalism explores on federal system with different part of government undertaking its tasks that are within its mandate while cooperative federalism came to existence after New Deal where power vested in federal government expanded in response to the economic slump of 1930s. Cooperative federalism does not state apparent difference in functions of states and federal government, and postulates that in many situations functions overlap (Law, 2013). For instance, in enforcement of drug laws, federal government uses its agents at same time it use state troopers and local police. A classic court cases in favor of two forms of federalism was during the historical ruling by Supreme Court on power of federal government and that of the state, in the case of Marbury v. Madison. 
The link of Civil Rights Act of 1964 to the way federalism may affect civil rights since it takes away some state government powers and avails to federal government. And this involves what position of federalism and any form of changes between two forms of government must connect to federalism (Goldford, 2005). 
The civil rights cases to Jones v. Alfred H. Mayer was a landmark case at the US Supreme Court that ruled out on issue of discrimination and property, by insisting that Congress could take control the sale of private property to avoid issue of racial discrimination. 
Question 3: Commerce Clause

Commerce Clause refers to provision within the US Constitution that permits Congress to regulate business with overseas nations, as well as among several states. the interpretation of the commerce clause has been in favor of authority to Congress and prohibit any discriminatory dealings of the interstate commerce (Diane, 2006). 
Chief Justice Marshall define of commerce in Gibbons v. Ogden was that “commerce” involves not only “traffic” buying as well as selling or exchange of products, but also involved any form of commerce “intercourse” that encompassed navigation of goods. This definition by Justice Marshall was used in case of Cooley v. Board of Wardens of Port of Philadelphia.  
Commerce clause interpretation in the era of dual federalism considers commerce to be between the federal and state government, but with federal government have power over the later. As stated in the case of Cooley v. Board of Wardens of Port of Philadelphia. The court ruled on implied mandate to control interstate commerce by affirming that law did not have the discriminate or interfere with commerce and that it needed national or equal regulation and that state interest of controlling commerce doe not supersedes the power of federal government.
Commerce clause interpretation in the era of cooperative federalism, considers commerce to exist between state and federal government and other parties of interest, and case in point is United States v. Darby, even though some goods that had been produced by Darby Lumber had to be moved through interstate commerce, Supreme Court ruling held that federal commerce may be applied throughout the interstate production of products.  

According to Diane (2006), Commerce clause interpretation during Rehnquist Court had focused more on conservative interpretation as it was in the case of Lopez v. United States. In this case, the court ruled that presence of gun in school compound could ignite violence and affect economic situations. However, chief justice declined the definition of court by going to conservation way and ruled that Congress was the only mandated institution to control channels of commerce. 
Question 4: Judicial Interpretation

The two terms, Originalism and Living Constitution are closely related and one may consider them to be same. Originalism and the Living Constitution affect our understanding of federalism because of their constitution interpretation, the former is exclusively conservative and the latter is exclusively progressive (Balkin, 2006). The way Originalism influences the decision of a case because it bases the interpretation of conservative views, which is the originality of the constitution. The cases ruled in Originalism may vary because of (a) basing argument on original intent theory and (b) original meaning.
The way Living Constitution influence the decision of a case is through loose constructionism, which argues that constitution has dynamic meaning and could change depending on animate being interpretation (Balkin, 2006). The interpretations in Living Constitution are based mostly on observations of contemporary society. This contemporary view may vary because of (a) pragmatist view that tends to interpret constitution from its original form with meaning and intent, and (b) interpreting by linking intent with constitutional framers. The Originalism is considered exclusively conservative and the Living Constitution exclusively progressive.
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