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How to Predict United States Supreme Court Ruling Based on their Current Composition of the Court and their Previous Case Decisions at the Lower Court Level
The Supreme Court is under the powers of the judicial system. It has powers that are not unconditional and limits its decisions. Both internal and external factors influence most of the judicial rulings. They include; ideological factors, influence from political differences, personal, and legal considerations. To stopover appropriateness, the decisions made by the Court have to keep up with the moving time, and the judicial decision-making supremacy is subjected to the backing provided by the other divisions of government in the process of implementation and execution (Katz et al. 2017). The courts have developed into a vital part of the government as a distinct and coequal division that infers the law, making of policy, guarding of the Constitution, as well as protecting the rights of the individuals.
According to Katz et al. (2017), judicial Court ruling presents a guide for the future. The Supreme Court’s judgments are not always undivided, but the putout majority opinion, or explanation of the justices' decision, is the one with which a majority of the nine justices agree. It can exemplify a vote as narrow as five in right turn to four against. A secured vote is rare but can happen at a time of opportunity, nonappearance, or nonparticipation from a case, but where there is a conflict of interest. In the event of a protected vote, the decision of the lower Court stands (Casillas et al. 2011).
However, the courts themselves are influenced by other Court, which is probably public opinions (Casillas et al. 2011). Although to some extent it is separated from political views and the unpredictability of the electorate, justices may still be wavered by the pressure from the special-interest group, the influence of elected officials, public and mass media. As periods vary and the thoughts of the population change, the Court's interpretation is likely to proceed with those changes, in case the courts face the danger of losing their relevance. This makes it very difficult to have a precise prediction of the Court in the pending litigation.  
For instance, the rulings on sodomy laws which happened in 1986, the United States Supreme Court defended the constitutionality of the State of Georgia’s ban on sodomy, but it upturned the decision seventeen years later, overturning sodomy laws in Texas and thirteen other states. Lawrence v. Texas, 539 U.S. 558 (2003).
Clayton & Gillman (1999) argued that there is no doubt that the Court well-thought-out what had been happening across the states. In the 1960s, the act of sodomy was forbidden in all the states. But by 1986, the number had been condensed by almost half. By the year 2002, more than thirty-six states had put an end to their sodomy laws, and most states were only selectively imposing them. Changes in state laws, along with an emerging LGBT movement, no doubt persuaded the Court and led it to the reversal of its earlier ruling with the 2003 decision in the case of Lawrence v. Texas.
In simple terms, the decisions made by the Court is as a result of the credibility, viability and the support from other branches of the government. It is also to some extent a matter of custom and the way the United States Supreme Court has gone about its judicial system for the changing world. Although not everyone agrees with the decisions made by the Court, rulings are generally accepted and followed, and the Court is valued as the foremost interpreter of the laws and the Constitution. Over time, its decisions have become yet another way policy is legally made, and justice more effectively served in the United States. 
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