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Relational Infrastructure of the Law (Topic Assignments)

West’s Analysis
of

American Law [l
2005 Revised Edition .C:
Research Question

* Question: What are the topical adjacencies of subjects
addressed by the United States Supreme Court based on
the co-occurrence of top level topics assigned by West
Publishing?

Goal: To create a rigorous substrate map
on which to layer 60 years worth of data.

* Techniques: Principal Component Analysis (PCA),
Multidimensional Scaling (MDS)




Co-occurrence counts of topics
assigned by West Publishing to United
States Supreme Court cases

October 1944 - July 2005
7,948 unigque cases
19,789 topic assignments

405 top level topics in the West
taxonomy

290 appear in Supreme Court cases
during this time period.

289 co-occur with other topics (all but

About the Dataset

U.S. v. Kozminski,

487 U.S. 931 (U

- 356 Slaves

.S. Mich., 1988).

"~ 356 k24 k. Abolition of Slavery; Peonage.

Record contained sufficient evidence of physical or legal
coercion to support conviction for holding mentally
retarded men on farm in involuntary servitude and
conspiring to interfere with their Thirteenth Amendment
right to be free from involuntary servitude.

“791 Conspiracy
== 911l Criminal Responsibility
91lI(A) Offenses

- 91k29.5 Conspiracy Against Exercise of Civil Rights
 91k29.5(2) k. Rights or Privileges Involved.

Reference)

(Formerly 91k29.6)

Statute prohibiting conspiracy to interfere with right
secured by Constitution or laws of United States

¢ 3743 unique topic pairings (out of a

possible 83,521 (289 * 289))

* Sparse matrix

incorporates prohibition of involuntary servitude
contained in Thirteenth Amendment.

“" 361 Statutes

“7110 Criminal Law

Ry
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thin s (he opinion’s grestest strength.
Since i cassot possibly be follewed whern
it lends, the lower ecurs may have the
semse 10 conclode that it lewds nowhers,
and to Emit It %o the single type of suit
before us. Eves w0, becasse | think there
s e justification In law for tresting this
singhe type of wuit differently, | dissest

AET LS. 931, 100 LEd2d TRR
L UNTTED STATES, Petiioner

The KOZMINSKI ot ul.
Now Sé-T0o.
Argued Feb. 23, 10RE.
Decided June 29, 1988,

Defeadarts were convicted in the Usit.
od Btates District Court for the Fastern
Dt of Mickignn of bekdog twn retas:

od farm workers i levohoiary servitude
aueed of eonspiring 5o deprive them of consti-

Btevena, ], concurred in jodgment asd
filed opinion joined by Misckmun, J.

1. Siatutes S=241(1)
Federal erimes are defined by Cos-
gress, and so long as Congress acts within
s constitutional et & epacting erimi-
nal stazute, Guprema Cours must give ef-
foct o Cangresa’ expressed Intention om-
rerning scope of prehibited conduct
2. Conspiracy =06
Siatcte predubiling comsgirny to inter-
fern with raght scured by Constitution or
laws of United States incorporates probibi-
den of isvoluntary centaned

n
Thirteenth  Amendmest. 18 USCA
§ 3L USCA Const Amend 18

1 Conspiracy =284
Eaatutery nmmbmu aguint invelue

and by
USCA § 240,

& Slaves =3
Not aff situsticss in which labor i
sompelied by phylesl cercion or forra of

prooe] 18 Cm:splmcy «=47(3)

Slaves &24

ing to interfere

Record contained sufficient evidence of [
physical or legal coercion to support convie- [T
iresed tion for holding mentally retarded men on [
farm in involuntary servitude and conspir-

Amendment right to be free from involun-
tary servitude. 18 U.B.C.A. §§ 241, 1584;
U.8.C.A. Const.Amend. 13.

with their Thirteenth

4T US98

e by placing the vietim in fear of
physeal restraint or fnjury or legal

special vulnerubilitios B irvelevant in &
prosecutian usder these statutes. As we

2765

117, 18] We disagres with the Court of
ls to the extent it determined that &
fordast could viokate § 241 or § 1684 by
means otler than the use or threatened use
af physical or legal coorclon whers the
wietim is & minor, an immigrant, or 0t who
i mentally incompetent. But because we
believe the record contains. sulficient avi-
deece of physical or legal coorvion to en-
able & jury to coavict the Korminakis even
under the stricter standard of tnvobuntary
servitude that we snpounce today, we
agree with the Court of Appeals that a
jodgment of sequittal is unwarranted.
The judgmest of the Court of Appeals is
affirmed, and the ease & remanded for
further proceedings consistent with this
eginion.

have indieated, the vulnerabdlities of the
victim are relevant in determining whether
the physical or legal coercion or threats
thereaf could plausibly have compelied the
wictim to serve. In addition, a trial court
could property find that evidencs of other
mesns of coercion or of extremely poor
working conditions i relevant {6 corrob-
orate disputed evidence regarding the use
or threatencd use of physical or legal coer-
cion, the defendant’s intention In wsing
#uch means, or the camsal effect of such
conduct. Weo hold oaly that the jury
_Lysmust bu instracted that compulsion of
servicen by the use or threstened use of
phiyaical or legal cosrcion s o necessary
|ntu‘h||! of & condition of Ivoluntary servi-

ml The Distriet Court's irmtraction an
invobuntary servitude, which ecomparaed
cther means of cosrcion, may have caused
the Keomuinskis to be comvicted for conduet
that docs not viclate cither statute. Ac
cordingly, we agree with the Court of Ap-
peals that the convictions must be reversed
and the ease romanded for o mew brial
L mmh{mlhﬁru‘nllh]urjhhrﬂ

porsse the deliminion of “imvoluntary servitude”

o § 1384 |m|ll.u [k I!uml:

Muummnhﬂumx-mdylhﬂ

the § 1584 definivion the District Coert incorse-

Tt i w0 ordered

Justios BRENNAN, with whom Justice
MARSHALL joina, soncurring in the
fodgment.

I agree with the Court that the construe.
tion given 16 US.C. § 1584 by the District
Court and the Government sither aweeps
bayoed the intent of Congress or fails to
dofine the criminal conduet with sufficient
specificity, mmumm-m.ﬂd
ferent instructiona @ therefore required,
eannol, however, squars the Cosrt's d.e-
sioe o add & physical or logal cosrcion
Umitation to the siatute with cither the
statutory text or legilative history, and
wonld ndopt & different Flatutory construe-
tion that, | think, defines the crisw with
sufficient specificity but comports better
with the evideat intent of Congress.

gl
It s common grousd among the
azd all the couris and Justioes that have
imterpreted § 1584 ! that it encompasses, st
riod wa incoerect. 21 F3d © fise e 2
(CAS 19871 1 therefirs balleve
caly the m 3 1,
|munmmimmdnwlm1
e charged & conaperacy 10 interdere wi
mwxumwmollhuwmd




= = Top 40 Topics

(Number of Cases they appear in out of 7,948 total)

3032 Federal Courts 169 Jury

2294 Constitutional Law 164 Injunction

1231 Criminal Law 153 Elections

785 Statutes 144 Armed Services

564 Labor Relations 140 Aliens

526 States 135 Bankruptcy

510 Commerce 134 Schools

488 Courts 131 Arrest

447 Federal Civil Procedure 131 Double Jeopardy

432 United States 122 Eminent Domain

420 Civil Rights 120 Municipal Corporations

398 Internal Revenue 119 Indians

378 Habeas Corpus 113 Declaratory Judgment

370 Administrative Law and Procedure 110 Action

262 Monopolies 106 Social Security and Public Welfare
261 Sentencing and Punishment 101 Evidence

239 Searches and Seizures 100 War and National Emergency
200 Witnesses 20 Trade Regulation

192 Taxation 90 Environmental Law

184 Judgment 85 Telecommunications

= Bottom 40 Topics

= (Number of Cases they appear in out of 7,948 total)

2 Chemical Dependents 1 Homestead

1 Accord and Satisfaction 1 Innkeepers

1 Account 1 Joint Tenancy

1 Account, Action on 1 Motions

1 Assumpsit, Action of 1 Notaries

1 Asylums 1 Parliamentary Law

1 Bigamy 1 Parties

1 Bonds 1 Penalties

1 Boundaries 1 Reference

1 Cancellation of Instruments 1 Sequestration

1 Cemeteries 1 Slaves

1 Champerty and Maintenance 1 Tenancy in Common
1 Clubs 1 Trover and Conversion
1 Deposits in Court 1 United States Marshals
1 Dower and Curtesy 1 Vendor and Purchaser
1 Easements 1 Weights and Measures
1 Explosives 1 Wharves

1 False Pretenses 1 Wills

1 Forgery 1 Woods and Forests

1 Good Will 1 Urban Railroads
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1. Persons

2. Property

3. Contracts

4. Torts

5. Crimes

6. Remedies
7. Government
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This is an enlargement of the area around
the Criminal Law node. Interestingly, the
node closely clusters with a number of
procedural topics (in green). While grouped
in different West categories (blue = Crimes,
green = Remedies), it appears that Criminal
Law more closely relates to some Remedies
topics than Crimes topics.

n the dataset

lor ~ West Category
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Principal Components Analysis
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Criminal Matters (Life & Limb)
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Principal Components Analysis — Just Doctrinal (Aggregated to Law School Topics)
UBLIC LAND LAW
WATER LAW
ENVIRONMENTAL LAW
SECURITIES REGULATION
CONSUMER PROTECTION
w0
9
BANKING LAW
TAXATION OIL AND GAS LAW PRODUCTS LIABII
LAND USE LAW
WORKERS' COMPENSATION
TORTS
PROPERTY LAW LABOR LAMITTRUST LAW
NATIVE PEOPLES LAW
ENTERTAINMENT LAW ONTRACTS
< S HONS-HAW INSURANCE LA\
s © CREDITORS AND DEBTORS' RIGHTS BUSINSS ASSOCIATION:
E SECURED TRANSACTIONS
g HEALTHLAW  INTERNATIONAL LA\
5 EMPLOYEE BENEFITS LAW
MLITARY LAW
INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS TRANSACTIONS
COMMERCIAL LAW
ELECTONLAW CNVIL RIGHTS LAW
FAMLYLAW NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS
ER IMMIGRATION LAW WLLLS AND TRUSTS
ESTATE PLANNING
JUVENILE JUSTICE  EDUCATION LAW
RIMINAL LAW
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW
o
e

Dimension 3
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UBLIC LAND LAW

WATER LAW Family Law Professors:

ENVIRONMENTAL LAW

Professor Stephen A. Conrad

B.A., Haverford College; M.A., Ph.D., Harvard University; J.D., Yale University.

Attorney, Ropes & Gray, Boston, Massachusetts.

Before becoming a lawyer, Professor Conrad became an historian. He still publishes

TAXATION as much in history journals as in law reviews. At Harvard, his history dissertation was
OIL AND GAS LAW % about a school of eighteenth-century philosophy that greatly influenced the American

Founding, especially the framing of our federal Constitution and early Supreme Court
e jurisprudence. As a student at the Yale Law School, Conrad pursued the connections

PROPERTY LAW between his history background and legal scholarship.

NATIVE PEOPLES LAW

ENTERTAINMENT LAW
Professor Julia Lamber
BA 1969, DePauw University; JD 1972, Indiana University. Note Editor, Indiana Law
Journal. Attorney, U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, 1972-75.
Faculty and Assistant Dean, University of Nebraska College of Law, 1977-79.
HEALTHLAW  INTERNATION qer Member, Order of the Coif. The former IU dean for women's affairs and a leading
E . scholar in employment discrimination law, Professor Lamber brings a wealth of
i and to the classroom. She has taught

Administrative Law, Civil Rights Statutes, Employment Discrimination, Family Law,
ELECTION LAW Women and the Law, and the Federal Courts Clinic.

FAMLY LAW

MLLITARY LAW
INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS TRANSACTIONS

IMMIGRATION LAW Professor Aviva A. Orenstein

AB 1981, Cornell University; JD 1986, Cornell Law School. Articles Editor, Cornell
Law Review. Law Clerk, Hon. Edward R. Becker, U.S. Court of Appeals, Third
Circuit, 1987-88. Faculty, Rutgers Law School, 1989-92. Member, Order of the Coif.
Professor Orenstein writes and teaches in the area of evidence. Her current work
examines special evidence rules that allow prosecutors to introduce evidence of a
defendant's prior sexual offenses in rape and child molestation cases. Professor
Orenstein also teaches Civil Procedure, Legal Profession, and Children and the Law.
In 2000-2001, she directed the Child Advocacy Clinic, supervising law students who
serve as guardians ad litem for children in contested custody cases. She has also
served as a court-appointed special advocate for abused and neglected children.

ESTATE INING
JUVENILE JUSTICE  EDUCATION LA

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

© 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.
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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)

. 6" different iion of
+ U.S. Term Limits v. Thornton — no state term e

limits for Congresspersons 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 b

unconstitutional
* Atkins v. Virginia — cannot execute mentally . N
retarded criminals
+ Grutter v. Bollinger — narrowly tailored affirmative | . %
action is permissible =
* Hamdi v. Rumsfeld — enemy combatants have "
right to neutral decisionmaker .
% H e '3
» Kelo v. City of New London — state can take i g * % i
private property for commercial development N # =
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Timeline Layout with Citation Inter-linkages

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

@ellntli v, Baird (19786)
@ueuum v. B (1979)

@GUHH:GS\' Carhart (2007) @H Lo, Maliaon (1981)
@l laetis v MERae (1980}

aﬂbdgsnn v, Minnesola | ‘HWM w. Akron Center for Reproguctive Health (1990

J . W Farenthood v, Danlgeh (1976)
@L—chbq:ru v Cartiarl {2000} 1 y.
aﬁarm Faranthood v, Casey (1992}
@'Ianned Parentiveod v. Ashoroll (1983)
@u . Bollon (1973) - 5 @ﬂwon . Akrafi Cénller for Reproductive Health (1883)

Qoav.maeugral

4 o . Smilh (1988)
s v vusteh 1871y @wansmr v. Reproductivé Healin Services (1983) o
aﬁ;imomulns v, Virginia {1983}

.rlswuln V. Connecticul {1965)
JThomburgh v American Colege of OBGYN's (1986)

@Col&mn w. Franklin (1979)

.tsens'.aul v Baird (1972 'arey . Population Services (1977)

@nnmuim v. Menilla {1975}
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Relational Infrastructure of the Law (Depth of Treatment)

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+
P 5208, v. Guest, 88 $.Ct. 1170 (U.5.Ga, 1966)
734
H 53 Gurn v, Urivarsity Committad to lind War in Vet Mam, 90 5.Ct. 2013 (U.%. Tax. 1670}
m
€ 54 Hammett v. State, 209 5.W. 661 (Tex.Cim.App. 1919)
* K 726
P 55 trrosstmant Co, Institute v, Camg, 91 5.Ct, 1091 (U.5.Dat.Col. 1972}
* % 714
€ 56 Jackson v. State, 115 S.W. 262 (Tex.Crim.App. 1908) ¥
* % 710
P 57 Jacobecn v. Commormaalth of Massachusatts, 25
* % KeyCite Depth of Treatment Stars
s ‘,‘,“:,"' SR SRR e KeyCite depth of treatment stars indicate the extent to which a citing case, administrative

P 50 Knaler v, Suparior Court, 470 P2 817 (Cal 1870) decision, or brief discusses the cited case.
*

4% 4% 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, administrative decision, or brief contains a brief

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

@\vnlu: . Planned Parenthood (2006) _aunm« v Wicklund {1557}

@euqm v, Baird (1976)

ﬁl}ellum v. B (1979)

onzales v. Carhart (2007) s "
. QW v halfeson (1981)

@Hmu v MERBE {1980} y
/ . -'wm« ﬂmnebﬂern_ue@(!w v Akron Center for Reproductive Healih {1990}

Fatenthiood v Dahionh 146761

@&.Lcnbe;__g w- Catiah {2000)

apramed Parenttiood v, Casey (1992)
Hlanned Parenthood v. Ashoroll (1983)

@m v Bollen (1973) @mon . Akt Cénter for Reproductive Heallh (1983)

Qoe ot [1873),
‘}W}DE w. Smith (1988)
@3. . Wuitch (1971} ier-u. Reproductive Health Services (1989)

a&;imommns v Virginia (1983)

.ﬂmlu V. Connectieuly:
wGh ¢ Amiricin Cobege o QBGYN'G (1986)

@cammn v. Franklin (1979)
West Depth of Treatment
.bms:aul.v. Eaird {1572} .arcw Population Services {1977} + % % % = Examined
* % % = Discussed
annnncﬂim‘ . Menilla {1975} * ot = Cited

-4 = Mentioned




olte v. Planned Parenthood (2006) Z3 Lamber v. Wicklund (1967}

\ sird (1679)
dles v Carhart (2007)

“‘1 A2 s v MERGE | 1580) & - m iy
\ 4 5 o imesotragogion v Ao Canter o Reprosutve st (1920

Hw)DE v. Smith (1988)
"-W ces (1988)
- i " oy
{i\v' X i’ T4 Simopoulos v, Virginia (19383)
RO\ 1~
a. A Cobdge o
L)
F” AN Cotaulti v, Franklin (1976)
West Depth of Treatment
y v. Population Services (1977} # % % % = Examined
% % % = Discussed
Gl onnecticut v, Menillo {1975) L4 = Cited

S8 wolte v. Planned Parentheod (2006) o Lamba v. Wicklund (1887}

T cllott v, Baird (1976)

ird (1979)
ales v. Carhart (2007)

Jl o v. Akron Center for Reproductive Health {1990)

B Flanned Parenthood v. Asherofl (1983)
éndier for Reproductive Heallh (1083)

°ooeu.3mm|(1saa;
Seryices (1989)

o Simopoulos v, Virginia (1983)

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

Bk onnecticud v. Menillo (1975)
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28"y olie v. Planned Parenthood (2000) @3 Lambert v. Wicklund (1957}

Tlc!loti v Baird (1976)

(A1REeliot v. Baed (1979)

B Gonzales v. Carhart (2007) i m“r\j
(I3 i MEREE (1 M \ o
Sidos ;

Oheo v Akron Center for Reproductive Health (1900}

“E. -\gﬁ.’-—. (18P 1anned Parenthood v, Ashorofl (1983)

5 —-—— ;"’W enlier for Reproductive Heallh (1963}
W“!/// ODDE . Smilh (1988)
X ~ tister v. Reproductive Healin Services (1989)

A& Simopoulos v, Virginia {1983)

X

..s‘f\«-d-f‘ .

cibgge of OBGYN'S (1986)

AL Colautli v, Franklin (1979)

'.1 West Depth of Treatment
r arey v. Population Services (1977} % % % % =Examined
connodicul v, Menillo {1575}
Ayolte v. Planned Parenthood (2006) °Lumbc|l v. Wicklund {1967}

West Depth of Treatment

sensiadt v. Baird (1972}

77 = Quoting

connodicul v, Menillo {1575}
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Opinions that Quote from Roe v. Wade

@l farris v. McRae ( 1980)
@H:‘xlgsun v Minnesola (1880)

mthood v. Danforth (1876)

@Imu».«l Pan
e!su:nbcrg v. Carhart {2000)
aﬁamnd Parenthood v. Casey (1992)
Hanned Parenthood v. Ashcroll (1983)
Wron w. Akron Center for Reproductive Heallh (1983)

@mv WS (1073)

@\u\eume. v, Reproductive Heallh Services (1983)

Q‘rmxnm:qn . Amgrican Coliege of OBGYN'S (1986)

@Col&mn . Franklin (1876)
West Depth of Treatment

.nm\.- v. Population Services {1977} 7 = Quoting

Relational Infrastructure of the Law (Case Status)

BT B S D

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

Psius. v

P_, A red flag indicates that a case or administrative
ot 86 5.CE 1170 (11.5.G2. 1966) decision s no longer good law for at least one of the
points of law it contains or that the statute or regulation

H 53 Gurn v, Usivarsity Committas to ind War in Vet Ham, 90
has been

d by a recent session law or rule,

€ 54 Hammett v. State, 209 5.W. 661 (Tex.Crm.Agp. 1919) repealed, superseded, or held unc al or
* preempted in whole or in part.
- :":'"""' e L A [:> A yellow flag indicates that a case or administrative
© 56 Jackson v. State, 115 5.W. 262 (Tex.Crim.App. 1908) ™ decision has some negative history bur hasn't been
* * reversed or overruled; the the statute has been

> 57 Jacobsen v. Commermaalth of Massbchusatts, 75 5.C1

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

IEB (U5 Mass. 1005

renumbered or transferred by a recent session law; that
an uncodified session law or proposed legislation
affecting the starure is available (statutes mere
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1 that the regulation has been reinstated,

P 50 Kaaler v, Suparior Ceurt, 470 9,24 617 (CaL 1970) X
K ( vellow

corrected, or confirme

hart the stature or regulation
was limited on constitutional or preemption grounds or
its validity was otherwise called into doubt; or that a

l |: H c prior version of the statute or regulation received

negative treatment from a court,

H A blue H indicates thar a case or administrative des
has some history.

c A green C indicates that a case or admimstranve

decision has citing references but no direct history or
tive citing rel or that the statute or
regulation has ciring references,
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Lambed v. Wicklund (1857}

{ olte v. Planned Parentheod (2006) -

ird (1979)

~°0|:»z v. Smith (1988)
ces (1989)

Simopoulos v, Virginia (1983)

West Depth of Treatment
¥ ¥ % % =Examined

% % % = Discussed
Bl onnecticut v. Menilla (1975) * % = Cited
* = Mentioned

lte v. Planned Parenthood (2006)

3 Lambert v. Wicklund {1957}

~°0|:»z v. Smith (1988)
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[ A Simopoulos v Virginia (1983)

3 West Status Flags

CENCotaulli v. Franklin (1979) = at least one point is
no longer good law

RS [ 1ol cBoTs (1900
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U H = case has some history

C = case has been cited
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Bradford's law is a pattern first described by Samuel C. Bradford in 1934 that

i the exponentially diminishing returns of extending a search for
references in science journals. One formulation is that if we sort journals in a field
by number of articles into three groups, each with about one-third of all articles,
then the number of journals into each group will be proportional to 1:n:n2. There
are a number of related formulations of the principle.

In economics this pattern is called a Pareto distribution. As a practical example,
suppose that a researcher has 5 core scientific journals for their subject. Suppose
that in a month there are 12 articles of interest in those journals. Suppose further
that in order to find another dozen articles of interest, the researcher would have to
go to 10 journals. Then that researcher's Bradford multiplier bm is 2 (ie 10/5). For
each new dozen articles, that researcher will need to look in bm times as many
journals. After looking in 5, 10, 20, 40, ... journals, most researchers quickly realize
that there is little point in looking further.

Different researchers have different numbers of core journals, and different
Bradford multipliers. But the pattern holds quite well across many subjects, and
may well be a general pattern for human interactions in social systems. Like Zipf's
law, to which it is related, we do not have a good explanation for why it works. But
knowing that it does is very useful for librarians. What it means is that for each
specialty it is sufficient to identify the "core publications” for that field and only
stock those. Very rarely will researchers need to go outside that set.

However its impact has been far greater than that. Armed with this idea and
inspired by Vannevar Bush's famous article As We May Think, Eugene Garfield at
the Institute for Scientific Information in the 1960s undertook the development of a
comprehensive index of how scientific thinking propagates. The creation of his
Science Citation Index (SCI) had the effect of making it easy to identify exactly
which scientists did science that had an impact, and which journals that science
appeared in. It also caused the discovery, which some did not expect, that a few
journals like Nature and Science were core for all of hard science. The same
pattern does not happen with the humanities or the social science - possibly
because objective truth is so much harder to establish there, or because literature
use in these fields is more diffuse, with less emphasis on journals.

ty

The result of this is pressure on scientists to publish in the best journals, and
pressure on universities to ensure access to that core set of journals.

- Wikipedia (June 21, 2007)
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THE END
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