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Handout 2 
The Litigation Process 

 
In both state and federal court, a body of rules, known as court procedure, outlines the process of 
civil litigation from beginning to end.  In order to work within American constitutional 
government, court procedure must put into practice our constitutional values and principles and 
conform to our ideas of fairness. 
 
Part I: Pretrial 
 
This Part describes the major steps in the litigation process that occur before the trial starts. As 
you walk through each step, consider what court procedures ensure that the process is fair. 

The Complaint 
As described in Handout 1, the plaintiff begins a lawsuit by filing a complaint in a trial court.  
The complaint is a formal document accusing the defendant of violating the law.  It provides the 
defendant with notice, and outlines the plaintiff’s case against the defendant. Specifically, the 
complaint: 

• identifies the plaintiff and defendant  
• describes the facts that show the defendant harmed the plaintiff 
• explains what law those facts violate 
• requests a remedy—usually court order to the defendant to pay money damages or to 

start or stop doing something 
 
The Answer 
After the plaintiff formally files the complaint against the defendant, the defendant must respond 
to each allegation.  Reponses can deal with facts, law, or both.  With respect to the facts, the 
defendant will typically respond by admitting some of the plaintiff’s allegations, denying some 
of them, and stating that he or she lacks knowledge about some of them. The defendant might 
also argue that there are additional facts that change the situation. This is done in a document 
called an answer.   
 
Discovery 
If the case is not dismissed, then the parties begin a process called discovery. This is how 
attorneys on each side gather evidence from the other side. There are several types of discovery.  
Parties can obtain information through depositions, which are interviews of witnesses, conducted 
under oath.  Parties also find out information through interrogatories, which are written 
questions submitted to the opposing party.  The opposing party’s written answers to these 
questions are also under oath.  Attorneys for both parties can also demand that the opposing side 
share documents and other physical evidence relevant to the case.  
 
Since the pre-trial process can be so long, attorneys often try to get witness statements as soon as 
possible, when events are clearer in people’s minds.  They can then use those statements to 
corroborate or dispute what may be said during the trial.  Contrary to what is often shown in 
movies and television, there should be no surprises in a trial, and everyone should have ample 
time to evaluate information and evidence.   
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Developing a Theory of the Case 
Attorneys take all the statements and evidence they have gathered from discovery and develop a 
theory of the case.  A theory of the case is a clear outline of what they hope to prove in court, the 
facts that will make up their argument, the evidence to support the facts, and the strategy that 
will lead others to the conclusion they want. Good lawyers develop themes around which the 
case will be centered, such as equality, human dignity, greed, or vengeance. Lawyers also 
organize the theory of the case so that it tells a coherent story throughout the trial. 
 
Alternative to Reaching Trial: Settlements  
Movies and television usually focus on the trial part of the litigation process but, in fact, most 
cases never go to trial.  The biggest reason is that judges and lawyers try to resolve disputes out 
of court through negotiation. During negotiation, the opposing parties try to reach a settlement—
an agreement that is acceptable to all that ends the dispute. Most cases settle, at some point.  If 
they can reach a settlement and avoid trial, both parties save a lot of time, money, and other 
resources. 
 
Alternative to Reaching Trial: Motions 
Even apart from settlement, there is a long process prior to trial, during which many cases are 
resolved.  Remember that litigation can concern factual disputes, legal disputes, or both.  Trials 
are where facts are developed and decided.  But legal disputes are sometimes resolved without a 
trial.  Judges very often decide cases based on the law through motions—requests to the court.  
 
Both parties have several chances to file motions for judgment in their favor. These are written 
arguments that claim, based on the law and whatever uncontested evidence exists, that their side 
should win. A motion of this type can occur before discovery, after discovery, before trial, 
during trial, and even after trial. In fact, more disputes are resolved by this kind of motion than 
by a trial. 
 
A Motion to Dismiss, for example, seeks to have the case thrown out.  A defendant might file a 
Motion to Dismiss claiming that even if the plaintiff’s allegations are true, those allegations do 
not add up to a legal violation. Many other grounds for filing a Motion to Dismiss exist. For 
example, if the plaintiff filed the complaint in the wrong court, or failed to properly serve the 
complaint on the defendant, the judge may dismiss the case.  If the judge grants a Motion to 
Dismiss, the lawsuit is over; the plaintiff has lost. 
 
Part II: Trial 
 
This Part describes the major steps in the litigation process that occur during trial. Although quite 
infrequent, trials remain the dramatic central moment of civil litigation. Cases are developed and 
settled based on the parties’ expectations about what will happen at trial.  So understanding how 
trials work is critical to understanding all the other possibilities.  As you walk through each step, 
consider what rules ensure that the process is fair. 
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What Happens at a Trial? 
Trials are mostly about disputed facts.  During trial, the decision-maker (a judge or jury) finally 
decides whose facts are true.  In order to establish their version of the facts, the parties introduce 
evidence in court.  Evidence can include witness or expert testimony, physical evidence, and 
documentary evidence.  Nearly always, plaintiffs have the burden of proof.  This means they 
have to convince the judge or jury of their version of the facts. Unlike in criminal cases, where 
the prosecutor must establish its version of events beyond a reasonable doubt, the plaintiff in a 
civil case has a lower burden, called the preponderance of the evidence standard.  To meet the 
preponderance of evidence standard, civil plaintiffs must show that their version of events is 
more likely than not. The defendant tries to provide enough evidence, or a convincing enough 
explanation of the evidence, to prevent the plaintiff from meeting that burden of proof.     
 
What Evidence can be Used During a Trial? 
Not all of this evidence can be used at trial. The Rules of Evidence regulate what kinds of 
evidence can be used during the trial.  

● First, all evidence and witness questions and answers must be relevant—that is, only 
evidence that is helpful in establishing a legal proposition involved in the case may be 
considered.  

● Hearsay, or second-hand testimony, is often inadmissible (not allowed) in court.  
Witnesses usually must have directly seen, heard or experienced whatever it is they are 
testifying about. This is to improve the reliability of the testimony. 

● Character evidence, defined broadly as any evidence showing a person’s general 
tendency to act in a certain way, is nearly always inadmissible. This is because character 
evidence is often unfairly prejudicial, wastes time, and confuses the jury. 

● Privileged information, such as conversations between a husband and wife, between a 
client and a lawyer, or a patient and a doctor, is also excluded from trial. This is because 
we want to respect these types of private relationships, and not encourage distrust or 
betrayal. 

● Other rules of evidence inform the ways lawyers can ask questions and the ways 
witnesses can answer them.  

o For example, lawyers in a trial cannot ask their own sides’ witnesses leading 
questions—questions phrased in a way that suggests the desired answer to the 
witness. This is to protect against unreliable, untruthful answers.   

o Further, the witness must answer reasonably specific questions, not provide 
narration.   In other words, they must limit their answer to the information that 
the question calls for. This is to limit testimony so that it is both relevant and time 
efficient. 

o Except for technical experts, who can give opinions about matters relating to their 
field, witnesses cannot give opinions in their testimony.  Testimony is limited to 
facts, not opinions for witnesses that are not testifying as experts.  This is because 
the opinions of witnesses are typically irrelevant and can confuse the jury. 

 
The Basic Trial Process 
Only a very small proportion of civil cases go to trial.  Although there is really no “typical” trial, 
the basic steps in the trial process are outlined below. 
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1. Jury Election.  In criminal cases, and in civil cases, if the plaintiff is seeking damages, 

either the plaintiff or the defendant usually can choose to have the case presented or tried 
to a jury. This means the jury will decide factual disputes. Civil cases seeking other kinds 
of relief—for example, court orders requiring the defendants to do something or stop 
doing something—are presented to a judge without a jury. 

 
2. Jury Selection.  Typically on the first day of trial, a pool of potential jurors—citizens 

from the same county (for state court) or state (for federal court)—is gathered in the 
courtroom.  During jury selection, the judge and attorneys ask those potential jurors 
questions about the particular case, including questions about ideological views and life 
experiences that may indicate some involvement in the dispute or other bias.  The 
questioning is called voir dire.  If a potential juror’s experience makes it difficult for him 
or her to be fair, the lawyers from either side can seek to exclude that person from the 
actual jury through a challenge for cause.  For example, a juror can be excluded from the 
actual jury if he or she knows one of the parties or witnesses, already has an opinion 
about the facts of the case, or has himself or herself had an experience similar to the 
case’s subject.  In addition, the parties can exclude a set number of the potential jurors 
without explaining the reason for exclusion. This is called a peremptory challenge.  
However, peremptory challenges may not be based on the race, ethnicity, or gender of the 
juror.  

 
Once the jury is chosen, the trial can begin. 
 

3. Opening Statements. At the beginning of trail, the attorneys representing each party 
introduce the case to the judge and jury as clearly and persuasively as possible.  In theory 
the opening statement is not an argument. Instead, it summarizes the facts that each party 
sets out to prove. But the opening statement is an argument of sorts, since each lawyer 
tries to persuade the jury to begin to see the case in a certain way.  The plaintiff’s lawyer 
delivers the first statement, followed by the defendant’s lawyer.  Both speak in the future 
tense, using statements like “the evidence will show,” to provide the jury with a helpful 
overview of what’s to come.  

 
4. The Plaintiff’s Case. The plaintiff has the first chance to present evidence through 

witness testimony.  If there is non-witness evidence—documents or physical evidence—a 
witness typically presents and explains that evidence.  The plaintiff’s lawyer has met with 
the witnesses in advance, and knows what they are going to say.  The defendant’s lawyer 
has usually deposed the witnesses (interviewed the witnesses under oath) during 
discovery, and therefore also knows what they are going to say.    
 

a. Direct Examination. To begin with, the plaintiff’s lawyer asks the plaintiff’s 
witnesses questions.  Attorneys want to question witnesses and present evidence 
in such a way that tells a compelling story and convinces the judge and jury that 
the defendant violated the law.   
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b. Cross-Examination. For each witness, the defendant’s attorney has the 
opportunity to ask questions to show weaknesses in the witness’s testimony.  This 
happens after the plaintiff’s attorney has completed the direct examination.  All 
questions asked during cross-examination must relate to the questions asked in the 
direct examination.   
 

c. Redirect Examination. At the close of the cross-examination, the plaintiff gets an 
opportunity to conduct a redirect examination.  Redirect examination is limited to 
subjects from the cross-examination.  
 

After the plaintiff’s attorney has finished presenting the plaintiff’s case, the defendant has 
an opportunity to try to get the case dismissed.  The defendant can file a Motion for 
Judgment as a Matter of Law, arguing that the plaintiff has not presented sufficient 
evidence to meet his or her burden of proof.  The judge hears this motion out of the 
presence of the jury (if there is a jury).  If the judge believes that, given the evidence 
presented, no reasonable jury could find for the plaintiff, the judge may grant the motion.  
This means that the defendant will win the case without completing the trial. 

  
5. The Defendant’s Case. Once the plaintiff has presented all of his or her witnesses and 

evidence, it’s the defendant’s turn.  The process is the same: 
  

a. Direct Examination 
b. Cross-Examination  
c. Redirect Examination 

 
6. Plaintiff’s Rebuttal.  If (but only if) the defendant raises any issues that were not 

addressed in the plaintiff’s initial presentation of evidence, the plaintiff’s attorney gets an 
opportunity to address these issues with additional witnesses and other evidence, if there 
are any. This is called a rebuttal.  

 
Plaintiff’s rebuttal closes the evidence phase of the trial. At that point, either party may 
file another Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law, arguing that no reasonable jury 
could find for his or her opponent.  If the judge grants the motion, the trial ends.  

 
7. Closing Arguments. After all the evidence has been presented, the attorneys for each 

party summarize their main arguments, highlight the most important evidence in their 
favor, and explain why the jury should not believe or not care about evidence against 
them.  This is called closing arguments. Unlike opening statements, closing arguments 
are just that—arguments, although they may not go beyond the evidence presented.  They 
are attempts to persuade the judge and jury. Closing arguments give both parties one last 
chance to address doubts, reinforce sympathies, and explain why the judge or jury should 
agree with their theory of the case.  

 
8. Deliberation and Verdict.  Finally, the judge or jury considers the evidence and delivers a 

verdict.  For a jury trial, the judge first provides instructions to the jury giving them 
information about the legal standards they should apply to reach their decision.  In federal 
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civil litigation, and in both federal and state criminal litigation, jury verdicts must be 
unanimous; if any member of the jury disagrees with the other members of the jury, the 
jury cannot render a verdict, and the case has to be retried.  States often allow civil cases 
to be resolved by jury with one or two dissenting votes.  Either way, the verdict ordinarily 
does not include any explanation.  It simply states who wins, and what damages (if any) 
are awarded.   

 
(Once a jury verdict is reached, the parties can, one last time, file a Motion for Judgment 
as a Matter of Law.  Even if the judge disagrees with the jury verdict, usually the verdict 
stands.  This is because judges are supposed to overturn a jury verdict only if “no 
reasonable jury” could have reached that verdict.)   

 
Part III: Post-Trial 
 
This Part describes the major steps in the litigation process that occur after the trial. As you walk 
through each step, consider what rules ensure that the process is fair.  

What Happens After the Judgment? 
In a civil case, after the trial court enters its judgment, the losing party generally has a right to 
appeal the decision—to apply to a higher court for reversal of the lower court’s decision. In the 
federal Courts of Appeals, a three-judge appellate panel is chosen at random from among that 
particular court’s judges. The party that lost in the trial court must choose particular aspects of 
the process to appeal, making specific claims of trial-court error.   
 
If the appeal deals with the trial court’s decisions regarding questions of law, appellate review is 
undeferential—no weight at all is given to the trial court’s opinion. The legal term for this type 
of review is de novo review. (De novo is Latin for “from the beginning” or “anew.”)  
 
If, however, the appeal deals with factual decisions, appellate review is highly deferential to the 
trial court’s decisions.  Appellate courts will not reverse jury findings unless the findings had “no 
reasonable basis” in the testimony or other trial evidence.  If the case was tried to a judge rather 
than a jury, appellate courts will not reverse trial judge findings-of-fact unless those findings are 
“clearly erroneous.”  In that situation, appellate reversal of the trial judge findings is appropriate 
only if the appellate judges have a “definite and firm conviction that a mistake has been 
committed.” These high standards make it difficult for the party who lost in the trial court to win 
any appeal on decisions of fact. 
 
Whichever party loses the appeal may have additional options for further review.  For example, 
the losing party can petition the Supreme Court of the United States to hear the case. The 
Supreme Court can choose whether or not to hear the case. Nearly always, the Supreme Court 
chooses against hearing the case. At that point, the decision of the Court of Appeals becomes 
final.   
 
In state’s court systems, cases can be appealed from the intermediate appellate court to the state’s 
supreme court.  Depending on the state, this may be rare or routine.  If the issues on appeal do 
not involve the federal Constitution or a federal statute, that is the end.  When the issues on 
appeal do involve the federal Constitution or a federal statute, the losing party in the state 



Unit 1: Lesson 2  
Introduction to Civil Rights and Litigation 

 25 

supreme court may, seek even further review before the U.S. Supreme Court. However, U.S. 
Supreme Court review is extremely rare.  The Court receives thousands of applications for 
review each year, and decides to hear well under a hundred of them
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Handout 3 
Introduction to America’s Core Democratic Values 

 
The United States is built on shared core democratic values. These values provide underpinnings 
of our democracy, unite us as citizens, and help protect individual rights. They are expressed in 
the Declaration of Independence, the U.S. Constitution, and many other significant documents 
and speeches. America’s core democratic values overlap, and they sometimes conflict with each 
other. Developing and disputing their meaning and application is a part of our democratic 
tradition. This handout addresses four core democratic values: due process, equality, justice, and 
rule of law.  
 
Due Process 
The phrase “due process of law” appeared first in an English statute in 1354, which codified the 
1215 Magna Carta. That first text stated: “No man of what[ever] state or condition he be, shall be 
put out of his lands or tenements nor taken, nor disinherited, nor put to death, without he be 
brought to answer by due process of law.” In those early days, “due process” meant most 
crucially that rules should be established in advance, and that court procedures should be fair. In 
the United States, the Constitution’s Fifth Amendment recognizes numerous more specific 
guarantees against unfair treatment for criminal defendants, and then dictates more generally that 
“No person shall . . . be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law.” This 
first Due Process Clause, in the Bill of Rights, was originally applicable only against the federal 
government. It was joined in 1868 by the Fourteenth Amendment’s similar requirement, 
applicable against the states:  “nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, 
without due process of law.” While many procedural protections are, in different circumstances, 
considered “due,” the core of due process is that individuals must be provided notice of the 
government’s claim against them and an opportunity to be heard by a fair decisionmaker at a 
meaningful time and in a meaningful way.  
 
Equality  
American ideals of equality have been central to our self-conception from the dawn of the 
republic, when the Declaration of Independence proclaimed, “We hold these truths to be self-
evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain 
unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.” Of course, 
the ideal dramatically outpaced the reality. At various times in American history, American 
Indians were dislocated and slaughtered; women forbidden to own property or participate in 
democratic self-governance; Asian immigrants barred from citizenship. And most shamefully, 
enslavement of African Americans marred American equality for generations, and slavery’s 
aftermath continues to undermine achievement of this key value.   
 
But even as a matter of theory, the claim of equality is not that everyone is equally strong, smart, 
or talented. It is that governments, to be just, must value all people equally and give them equal 
respect. As the Universal Declaration of Human Rights puts the idea, “recognition of the inherent 
dignity and of the equal and inalienable rights of all members of the human family is the 
foundation of freedom, justice and peace in the world.” A government acts unjustly if it protects 
the rights of some of its people while denying the same protection to others, because all people 
share a common humanity and value. Equality claims have been vital and often persuasive over 
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the course of American history. A claim of equal humanity and worth motivated the movement 
to abolish slavery in the nineteenth century and the movement to abolish Jim Crow segregation 
in the 1960s. Similar claims have been pressed by women seeking the vote and more recently 
seeking equal treatment in employment, education, and other endeavors. Gay and lesbian people, 
people with disabilities, and members of religious minorities have all founded often-successful 
civil rights movements on the shared democratic value of equality. 
 
Only after the Civil War and end of American slavery did the Constitution centrally and plainly 
embrace equality, with the Fourteenth Amendment’s Equal Protection Clause. It reads, “No State 
shall . . . deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.” (The 
Supreme Court has made clear that this requirement applies to the federal government as well.) 
Ratification of the Fourteenth Amendment was, however, just one step in our nation’s hesitant 
expansion of who is considered part of “We the People” and our still in-progress task of 
bolstering equality.  
 
Justice  
Justice is a vital goal of our Constitution, stated as such in its Preamble: 
 

“We the People of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union, establish 
Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defence, promote the 
general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity, do 
ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of America.” 

 
The Constitution’s most central drafter, James Madison, explained in The Federalist (#51), 
“Justice is the end of government. It is the end of civil society. It ever has been and ever will be 
pursued until it be obtained, or until liberty be lost in the pursuit.” But what does “justice” really 
mean? Political, philosophical, and legal thinkers agree that the idea of justice combines “desert” 
(deservingness), procedural fairness, and distributional fairness.   
 
Some philosophers emphasize “desert”—justice, they say, requires that people be treated in 
accordance with the praiseworthiness or blameworthiness of their conduct. The Roman legal 
thinker Cicero, for example, wrote that “Justice renders to every one their due.” This idea was a 
key part of Martin Luther King, Jr.’s famous I Have a Dream speech, when he described his 
“dream that my four little children will one day live in a nation where they will not be judged by 
the color of their skin but by the content of their character.” 
 
Procedural justice is a different aspect of justice, encompassing procedural fairness not just in 
court but in all dealings between individuals and their government. Ideas about procedural justice 
may be quite a bit broader than Due Process (see above). For example, some scholars have 
identified the key dimensions of procedural justice to include not just the right to a hearing but to 
decisional transparency and procedural respect for the dignity of participants. Procedural justice 
helps ensure that societal conflicts are settled in an orderly, non-arbitrary, and respectful manner. 
 
Distributive justice addresses the distribution of good—money, resources, benefits—among 
people. Public programs that provide medical care, housing, food, money, etc. for people who 



Unit 1: Lesson 2 
Introduction to Civil Rights and Litigation 

 28 

need them implement an idea of distributive justice. But of course members of any democracy 
can and do debate how much resource redistribution justice requires.  
 
Rule of Law  
When John Adams, the United States’ second President, drafted the Massachusetts Constitution, 
in 1780, he included a phrase that soon became famous: the state, he wrote, should have “a 
government of laws and not of men.” In Marbury v. Madison, the 1803 Supreme Court case 
establishing judicial review of the constitutionality of legislation, Chief Justice John Marshall 
borrowed the phrase and applied it to the whole of the United States. The phrase encapsulates the 
core democratic value of rule of law—as English theorist John Locke put it in 1690, people 
should “not be subject to the inconstant, uncertain, unknown, and arbitrary will of others,” but 
are, rather entitled to laws and rules that are: 

• Developed and adapted under fair procedures. 
• Announced in advance. 
• Applicable to everyone, including the government. 
• Binding and enforced. 

 
Additional Sources:  

• DANIELLE ALLEN, OUR DECLARATION: A READING OF THE DECLARATION OF 
INDEPENDENCE IN DEFENSE OF EQUALITY (2014)  

• Yick Wo and the Equal Protection Clause Video (20 mins), available at: 
http://www.annenbergclassroom.org/page/yick-wo-equal-protection-clause 

• “Right to Equal Protection of the Laws” from Our Rights by David J. Bodenhamer, 
available online at: http://www.annenbergclassroom.org/files/documents/books/our 
rights/chapter_3_our_rights.pdf 

• U.S. Constitution: Fourteenth Amendment (History and Meaning), available at: 
http://www.annenbergclassroom.org/Files/Documents/Books/Our%20Constitution/Fourte
enth%20Amendment_Our%20Constitution.pdf 

• “We Are All Slaves of the Law” from The Pursuit of Justice by Kermit L. Hall and John 
Patrick, available online at: 
http://www.annenbergclassroom.org/files/documents/books/the pursuit of 
justice/200_203_epilogue.pdf 

• Law and the Rule of Law, available at: http://judiciallearningcenter.org/law-and-the-rule-
of-law/  

  
 
 
 

http://www.annenbergclassroom.org/page/yick-wo-equal-protection-clause
http://www.annenbergclassroom.org/files/documents/books/our%20rights/chapter_3_our_rights.pdf
http://www.annenbergclassroom.org/files/documents/books/our%20rights/chapter_3_our_rights.pdf
http://www.annenbergclassroom.org/Files/Documents/Books/Our%20Constitution/Fourteenth%20Amendment_Our%20Constitution.pdf
http://www.annenbergclassroom.org/Files/Documents/Books/Our%20Constitution/Fourteenth%20Amendment_Our%20Constitution.pdf
http://www.annenbergclassroom.org/files/documents/books/the%20pursuit%20of%20justice/200_203_epilogue.pdf
http://www.annenbergclassroom.org/files/documents/books/the%20pursuit%20of%20justice/200_203_epilogue.pdf
http://judiciallearningcenter.org/law-and-the-rule-of-law/
http://judiciallearningcenter.org/law-and-the-rule-of-law/
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Handout 4 
Court Procedure and Core Democratic Values 

 
Directions: Consider the following values and principles.  Then, for each democratic value or principle listed, select one court 
procedure and explain how it reflects that value or principle.  
 

Democratic Value or 
Principle 

Exemplary Quotations Court Procedures Explain how the procedure you 
selected reflects the value or 
principle 

Rule of Law. This 
principle means that both 
the government and the 
governed should be subject 
to the law.  Laws, not 
individual rulers, should 
govern—and the laws 
should apply to everyone.  

If men were angels, no government 
would be necessary. In framing a 
government which is to be 
administered by men over men, the 
great difficulty lies in this: you 
must first enable the government to 
control the governed; and in the 
next place oblige it to control itself.  
—James Madison, Federalist 
Paper No. 51 (1788) 

 Complaint 
 Pre-Trial Process 
 Jury Selection 
 Opening Statements & 

Closing Arguments 
 Direct Examination & 

Cross Examination 
 Rules of Evidence 
 Deliberation & Verdict 
 Appellate Review 

 

Justice. People should be 
treated fairly in the 
distribution of the benefits 
and burdens of society.  
One important component 
of justice is “desert”—
people should be treated in 
accordance with the 
praiseworthiness or 
blameworthiness of their 
conduct.   

Justice renders to every one their 
due. 
—Cicero, De Legibus (43 B.C.) 
I have a dream that my four little 
children will one day live in a 
nation where they will not be 
judged by the color of their skin but 
by the content of their character. 
—Martin Luther King, Jr. (1963) 

 Complaint 
 Pre-Trial Process 
 Jury Selection 
 Opening Statements & 

Closing Arguments 
 Direct Examination & 

Cross Examination 
 Rules of Evidence 
 Deliberation & Verdict 
 Appellate Review 
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Due Process. This is a 
constitutional right granted 
to citizens by clauses of 
the Fifth and Fourteenth 
Amendments of the United 
States Constitution.  All 
persons have rights to 
“life, liberty, [and] 
property,” and the 
government cannot take 
away any of those rights 
unless it observes “due 
process of law.” The 
government must follow 
fair procedures in taking 
action with respect to an 
individual and their liberty 
or property.   

No person shall...be deprived of 
life, liberty, or property, without 
due process of law… 
—Fifth Amendment, U.S. 
Constitution (1791) 
 
…[N]or shall any State deprive 
any person of life, liberty, or 
property, without due process of 
law… 
—Fourteenth Amendment, U.S. 
Constitution (1868) 

 Complaint 
 Pre-Trial Process 
 Jury Selection 
 Opening Statements & 

Closing Arguments 
 Direct Examination & 

Cross Examination 
 Rules of Evidence 
 Deliberation & Verdict 
 Appellate Review 

 

 

Equality. The government 
must treat similarly 
situated people the same.  
This clause of the 
Fourteenth Amendment 
has been the source of the 
expansion of rights and 
antidiscrimination battles 
during the past half 
century.  

No State shall...deny to any person 
within its jurisdiction the equal 
protection of the laws. 
—Fourteenth Amendment, U.S. 
Constitution (1868) 
 

 Complaint 
 Pre-Trial Process 
 Jury Selection 
 Opening Statements & 

Closing Arguments 
 Direct Examination & 

Cross Examination 
 Rules of Evidence 
 Deliberation & Verdict 
 Appellate Review 

 

 


