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Citation; Donald J. Trump (petitioner) Vs. Joseph R. Biden (Respondent) 
· Facts
Voters were forced to lie to avoid I.D requirements.
Extensive violations of the chain of custody.
Interfering with the counting of votes
· Procedural history
Just a day after Wisconsin Election Commission following the recount found that Biden has 20682 more votes than the petitioner, immediately petitioner filed another petition for the review of the ruling but was denied after two days. On the same day, the petitioner filed another appeal. Oral argument was heard on 12th December and made a ruling on 14th December.
· Issue presented.
The issue was all about the post-election challenges after the 2020 general election in the United States. The following questions were involved.
           Was the election violates article II of the United States constitution and the 1st and 14th of the on viewing election petition.
           Whether the court should suspend elections from states which were in doubt since it was not produced in the manner directed by the legislature.
· Holding
After listening to the oral argument, the court decided to uphold the votes counting in Wisconsin. And said the court should grant certiorari.
· Legal reasoning.
The court's decision involved the common law doctrine to avoid violating article II this reasoning was given by justice Bradley.
The court upheld the counting of the votes which were in doubt due to their absentee.
· Rule of law.
The court used the law under 2U.S.C 2 to hold on to the disputed records. It again referred to 3U.S.C 7, 11 and said that the two competing slates will be used presented when the counting of votes started.

· Dissenting opinion.
Chief justice accused the majority of fearful that’s, lack the courage to address the merit of the case.
Similarly, Justice Bradley described the majority as antidemocratic for not answering the question of law that they were elected to decide.
The majority was further criticized by Justice Ziegler for undertaking the responsibility to make the decision on issues presented by the case.








REFFERENCE
Pacelle, R. L. (2018). The role of the Supreme Court in American politics: The least dangerous branch?. Routledge.
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