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Voting frequencies represented as the edge weight between
nodes and presented visually as a graph. (Rendered with
Pajek using a stochastic, spring force algorithm.)
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© 2007 Peter A. Hook — Spatial distribution based on the percentage of co-voting in Supreme
Court opinions. Source: Harvard Law Review (O Data). Rendered with Pajek. Blue border
color = appointed by a Democrat. Red border color = appointed by a Republican.




Justices of the United States Supreme Court (1956 — 2005 Terms)

10 Highest Cumu

Justice 1
O’Connor
Warren
Reed
Fortas
Warren
Scalia
Roberts
Warren
Kennedy
Brennan

(1956 — 2005 Terms)

Justice 2 %
Roberts 91
Marshall 88
Clark 85
Marshall 85
Brennan 82
Roberts 82
Alito 82
Fortas 80
Roberts 79
Fortas 79

lative Voting Percentages

# Cases
Together

23] |7 =
178 v
40
132 %
1406
78
39
391
78
394

-

p S ALY

Justices of the United States Supreme Court (1956 — 2005 Terms)

10 Highest Cumu

Justice 1
O’Connor
Warren
Reed
Fortas
Warren
Scalia
Roberts
Warren
Kennedy
Brennan

(1956 — 2005 Terms)

Justice 2 %
Roberts 91
Marshall 88
Clark 85
Marshall 85
Brennan 82
Roberts 82
Alito 82
Fortas 80
Roberts 79
Fortas 79

lative Voting Percentages

# Cases
Together

23
178
40
132
1406
78
39
391
78
394




Justices of the'nited States Supreme Court (1956 — 2005 Terms)
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3 o ; 2 Justice 1 Justice 2 % Cases
- Douglas Rehnquist 28 513
\ I Douglas Burger 35 792
Douglas Blackmun 36 695
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£ " {pouglas  Harlan Ii 39 1633
Marshall Rehnquist 41 2819
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N " Black Harlanll 41 1628
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Justices of the United States Supreme Court (1956 — 2005 Terms)

Rehnquist Court 6

Significant Cases Rehnquist Court 6: (Aug. 3, 1994 to Sept. 28, 2005)

» U.S. Term Limits v. Thornton — no state term
limits for Congresspersons

(6™ different composition of nine
Justices during the tenure of Chief
Justice William H. Rehnquist.)

« Clinton v. Jones — President can be sued while in
office

* Boy Scouts of America v. Dale — private
organization can prohibit homosexuals

* Bush v. Gore — Florida recount must stop

* Lawrence v. Texas — sodomy laws
unconstitutional

» Atkins v. Virginia — cannot execute mentally
retarded criminals

« Grutter v. Bollinger — narrowly tailored affirmative
action is permissible

* Hamdi v. Rumsfeld — enemy combatants have | s
right to neutral decisionmaker

[

» Kelo v. City of New London — state can take
private property for commercial development




Relational Infrastructure of the Law (Topic Assignment)
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Timeline Layout with Citation Inter-linkages




@\vnl&: . Planned Parenthood (2006) @Lnn'bml v Wicklund (1887}

@eunm v. Baird (1976)
_Wellum v. Baard (1979)

@Gunmcﬂ Garhart (2007) @i Malason (1561}
@I-Iam: v MR ae (1580) 5

> 'alfuésgsnn v, Minnesola | |u9°0fw w. Akron Center for Reproguctive Health (1980

@_mmxm T L= W Farenthiood v. Danfeeth {1976)
eﬁarmed Farerithood v, Casey (1992}
Hanned Parenthood v. Ashoroll (1993)
@u v Bollon (19737 F @mon . Akrofi Cénter for Reproductive Heallh (1863)

@oav.maensm

4 i oe v. Smilh (1088)
@'5' ¥ Vudlch (1571} : \ . ebster v. Reproductive Healln Services (1989) @0
Q&;imomulns v Virginia (1983)

.flswuln V. Connecticul {(4965)
homurgh o Amencan Colege of OBGYN'S (1986)

@Cammn w. Franklin (1978)

.tsens'.aul w. Baird {1972} 'arey . Population Services (1977}

annmﬂim‘ v. Menilla {1975}

Relational Infrastructure of the Law (Depth of Treatment)

eyl C— - = TR —

Fiest Part | Mt Part>s
125 Cases Cited in Roe v. Wade

P 51 Griswaid v. Connecticut, 85 5.Ct. 1678 (U.5.Conn. 1965)

L & & 4 715+
74
M 53 Gure v, Uivarsity Committes to lind War in Vet Ham, 90 5.1, 3013 (UL, Tax. 1975}
i
€ 54 Hammett v. State, 209 5.W. 661 (Tex.Cnm.App. 1919)
ok 726
P 55 trosatment Co, Ingtitute v, Camg, 91 5.CE, 1091 (U.5.0mt.Col 1971)
* 714
€ 56 Jackson v. State, 115 S.W. 262 (Tex.Crim.App. 1908) ¥
* 710
P 57 Jacobssn v. Commormaalth of Massachusatts, 25
* % KeyCite Depth of Treatment Stars

e :‘;“- e B8 SRS SO (L SUCN Tea ) KeyCite depth of treatment stars indicate the extent to which a citing case, administrative

P 50 Knaber v, Suparior Court, 470 B,2d 617 (Cal 1970) decision, or brief discusses the cited case.

* *%%% Examined The citing case, administrative decision, or brief contains an
extended discussion of the cited case, usually more than a printed page of text.

#%% Discussed The citing case, administrative decision, or brief contains a
substantial discussion of the cited case, usually more than a paragraph but less
than a printed page.

* & Cited The citing case, administrative decision, or brief contains some discussion
of the cited case, usually less than a paragraph
* Mentioned The citing case, adrministrative decision, or brief contains a brief

reference to the cited case, usually in a string citation.




olte v. Planned Parenthocd (2006) (@ Lambrerd v. Wicklund (195T)

ird (1979)

‘H‘“'ODM v. Smith (1988)
ces (1983)

e Ml imopoLios v, Virginia (1983)

West Depth of Treatment
¥ ¥ % % =Examined

% % % = Discussed
B rnectiont v. Menillo (1575} L4 = Cited
¥ = Mentioned
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ird (1979)

I v. Smith (1988)
b Serices (1589) L

= Simopoulos v, Virginia (1983)

West Depth of Treatment
¥ % % % = Examined
% ¥ % = Discussed

GIE onnecticud v. Menilla {1975} * ot = Cited
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ird (1979)

Jl o v. Akron Center for Reproductive Health {1990)
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°ooeu.3mmmsaa;
vices (1989)

4 Simopoulos v, Vinginia (1983)
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¥ ¥ % % =Examined
% % % = Discussed

Bk onnecticud v. Menillo (1975)

@8 wolte v. Planned Parentheod (2008) o Lamba v. Wicklund (1887}

ket v. Baird (1976)

pird (1979)
28 Gonzales v. Carhart (2007)

°ooeu.3mmmsaa;
vices (1989)

4 Simopoulos v, Vinginia (1983)

Coligge of OBGYN'S (1985)

olaulli v. Franklin {1970,
= J West Depth of Treatment

¥ % % % = Examined

connodicul v, Menillo {1575}
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@\vnlm . Planned Parenthood (2006) @Lunm« v Wicklund {1557}

@eunm v, Baird (1976)
-@Bellom v. Bairg (1979)
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@Hmu - MERGE {1580}

@Hﬂﬂlgsun v Minnesota{ wg@olw v, Akron Center for Reproductive Health (1980)

@lmm«! Farenthood v. Danforth (4976)
@{;ﬂcnbcrq_u. Carhart (2000} :
aﬁanmd Paranttiood v. Casey (1992)
Hanned Parenthood v. Ashcroll (1983)

@U i Bollon {1973) w«on . Aksafi Center for Reproductive Heallh (1983)

@m v S T1873)
. o v Smilh (1988)
@ 5. v. Vullch (1) @Wﬂnver v. Reproductive Heaith Services (1983) @D

@Simnmulns v, Virginia {1983}

‘riuwulu v Cunneulmga“
mipargh v, Amgricang College of OBGYN'S (1986)

@Cammn . Franklin (1876)
West Depth of Treatment

.Mns'.:lrll v, Baird (1572 .nrcv « Population Services (1577) 77 = Quoting

@nnnnui:m v, Menilla {1975}

Opinions that Quote from Roe v. Wade

@l larris v. McRae (1580)
a}k‘xlgsun v Minnesola (1880)

@Iarum! Farenthood v. Danforth (1876)
@acnbcrg v. Carhart {2000

a'ﬂ!anmd Parenthood v. Casey (1992)
Hanned Parenthood v. Ashcroll (1983)

Wron w. Akron Center for Reproductive Heallh (1983)

Qoe S 1873)

@\Mﬂ.h:ﬂer v, Reproductive Heallh Services (1983)

Q‘rr\mnmn\_’pn . Amgrican Coliege of OBGYN'S (1986)

@Cammn . Franklin (1876)
West Depth of Treatment

.nrc\.- . Population Services (1977} 79 = Quoting
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Relational Infrastructure of the Law (case Status)

Fiest Part | Mt Part>s

P 51 Griswold v. Connecticut, 85 5.Ct. 1678 (U.5.Conn. 1965)
* K KK
P 52,5, v, Guast, 86 5.Ct. 1170 (U5.6a, 1966

M 53 Gure v Usivarsity Committn to nd War in Vet Mam, 90 5.Ct, 2013 (U5, Tax. 1570)

P 58 Katz v. U.S., B8 S.CE 507 (U.5.Cal. 1967)
*

125 Cases Cited in Roe v. Wade

P, A red flag indicates that a case or administrative
decision is no longer good law for at least one of the
points of law it contains or that the statute or regulation

has been amended by a recent session law or rule,

© 54 Hammett v. State, 209 5.W. 661 (Tex.Crm.App. 1919) repealed, fed, or held unc al o
+* % preempred in whole or in part.
P 55 tenestmant Co, Institute v, Camg, 91 5.Ct. 1091 (U.5.0at.Col. 1671)
i = A yellow flag indicares thar a case or adminiserative
B ke BT B S T A s decision has some negative history but hasn't been
* reversed or overruled; the the statute has been
[ 57 Jacobuen v. Commermualth of Masshehusatts, 25 5.Ct, 250 (U5 Mass, 1905) renumbered or rransferred by a recent session law; that

%% an uncodified session law or proposed legislation

affecting the stature is available (statutes merely

referen , are not marked with a
L ;""" - Suparior Court, 470 P.34 017 (Cal. 2070) vellow flag; that the regulation has been reinstated,
corrected, or confirmed; that the statute or regulation
was limited on constitutional or preemption grounds or
its validity was otherwise called into doubt; or that a
prior version of the statute or regulation received
P p> H Cc negative treatment from a court,

H A blue Hindicates thar a case or administrative decision
has some history.

c A green C indicates that a case or admimstranve
decision has citing references bur no direct history or
negative citing references or that the statute or
regulation has ciring references,

comttinmed owr mext page .
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ﬂl}ellunl v. Bgirg (1979)

@euqm v, Baird (1976)

a_ﬁunulﬁ . Carhart (2007)
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@cammn v. Franklin (1979)
West Depth of Treatment
.bms:aul. «. Baird (1572) .arcw Population Services (1577} + % % % = Examined
* % % = Discussed
annnncﬁinn . Menilla {1975} * ot = Cited
s = Mentioned
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B &= - [+
A @erv Smilh (1888)
@' O hlch (13711 @'mnum . Reproductive Healt Services (1989)
|»—::' ' aﬁimmmulns v, Virginia {1993}
.quld v Connecticul (o [:_:a-
Tﬂmun_m W Amirica l::}.r.‘ ol DBGYN'S (1986) West Status Fl ags

@cmuﬂ. v. Franklin (1979) P> = atleast one point is

- =
no longer good law

.bms:adl «. Baird (1572) .am\.- . Population Services (1577}
I:;, = at least one point
H has negative treatment
fonnecticud v. Menillo (1975) .
@ M =case has some history
C = case has been cited
e o . L]
9 0 0 @9 @ 9 @9 o L @ (1]
@ @ ® @

22. Planned Parenthood of SE Penn. v. Casey, 492 U.S. 490 (June 29, 1992)

=

\&

o'Connor  Kennedy  Souter Dk RebAQUist.  White 3 Thomas

Informed consent provisions of Pennsylvania's abortion statute that require giving of truthful,
nonmisleading information about nature of abortion procedure, about attendant health risks of abortion
and of childbirth, and about probable gestational age of fetus do not impose undue burden on woman's
right to choose to terminate her pregnancy.
— West Publishing

aﬁanr\ed Parenthood v. Casey (19921

@/\xmn w. Akron Center for Reproductive Heallh (1983)

[

@'mm;mgn . American Coliege of OBGYN'S (1986)
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1. Griswold v. Connecticut, 381 U.S. 479 (June 07, 1965)

-2(?) Constitutional Law, Privacy In General

“The First
Amendment has a
penumbra where
iswold v. Connecticut (1965) privacy is protected
from governmental

intrusion.”
— West Publishing

-) Crimes and Prosecutions

“Connecticut law forbidding use of
contraceptives unconstitutionally
intrudes upon the right of marital
privacy.” — West Publishing

40, 390 A T, i, 4l the S ELACA ot Amend




e @ L]
9 0 0 @9 @ 9 99 o L @ (1]
Ia ° . L]
3. Eisenstadt v. Baird, 405 U.S. 438 (March 22, 1972)

Vs. 3
A
Dissent
-J Crimes and Prosecutions
' “Massachusetts statute permitting married
persons to obtain contraceptives to prevent
pregnancy but prohibiting distribution of
contraceptives to single persons for that
purpose violates equal protection clause.”

_ . —West Publishing
sweld v. Connecticut (1965)

"(10) Constitutional Law, Privacy In General

Took No Part

]
Concurrence

“Under right of privacy, individual, married or
single, has right to be free from unwarranted
governmental intrusion into matters so
fundamentally affecting a person as decision
whether to bear or beget a child.” _es pubiishing

L
4. Doe v. Bolton, 410 U.S. 179 (Jan. 22, 1973)
5. Roe v. Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (Jan. 22, 1973)

Full sy (et} | Show oguive Trnatreses | Vi o8 it iy | Mootz v ey te dbart | Binie Cone Org Chasis
irect istory for Boa v. Wads, %3 5.C1. 70% lanusry 32, 1973) E
09w &= B= a2

d
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Concurrence

Concurrenc

Dissent

A .

% o
Blackmun  Douglas  Brennan  Stewart  Marshall

Main Opinions

] L] . ]

o9 O O @9 o 9 99 o 2 9 L1 ]

e o L]

@
™ 5. Roe v. Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (Jan. 22, 1973)

fik145 Production, Procurement or Inducement in General #ed10 Clinics, Facilities, and Practitioners

msa Attempts

{330@ v-WWade (1973)
ms? Health.of Patient; Necessity

mm‘, Fetal Age and Viability: Trimester @ua Health and Safety of Patient

*

4k106 Fetal Age and
Viability: Trimester with his patient is free to determine, without

= “Prior to approximately the end of the first trimester of
pregnancy, the attending physician in consultation

regulation by state, that in his medical judgment the
patient's pregnancy should be terminated, and if that
decision is reached such judgment may be effectuated
by an abortion without interference by the state.”

= “From and after approximately the end of the first
trimester of pregnancy, a state may regulate abortion
procedure to extent that the regulation reasonably
relates to preservation and protection of maternal
health.”

= “If state is interested in protecting fetal life after
viability, it may go so far as to proscribe abortion
during that period except when necessary to preserve

the life or the health of the mother.”
— West Publishing

16



L ]

Q@ 9 L
L] o9 O O @9 o 9 99 o 2 9 L1 ]

e o ® L]

19. Webster v. Reproductive Health Services, 492 U.S. 490 (July 03, 1989)

) ‘{?!”

@, u‘ z"{. )

Rehnquist White O'Connor Scalla

“State's interest in protecting potential
human life does not come into existence
only at point of viability and thus, there
should not be rigid line allowing state
regulation of abortion after viability but
prohibiting regulation before viability.
(Per Chief Justice with two Justices
concurring.).”

“Today, Roe v. Wade, and the fundamental
constitutional right of women to decide
whether to terminate a pregnancy, survive
but are not secure.”

“| fear for the future. | fear for the liberty and
equality of the millions of women who have
lived and come of age in the 16 years since
Roe was decided. | fear for the integrity of,
and public esteem for, this Court.”

] L] . ]

L] o9 O O @9 o 9 99 o 2 9 L1 ]

e o ® L]

22. Planned Parenthood of SE Penn. v. Casey, 492 U.S. 490 (June 29, 1992)

BN

Thomas

“Reliance on Roe v. Wade rule's limitation on state
power required reaffirmance of Roe's essential holding
under doctrine of stare decisis; for two decades of
economic and social developments, people organized
intimate relationships and made choices that defined
their views of themselves and their places in society in
reliance on availability of abortion in event of
contraceptive failure.”  _west publishing
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1970 Term — Blackmun / Burger First Together
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THE END
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