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How U.S. Supreme Court Justices Voted in Free Speech

Cases? —Ideological Contest Over Freedom of Speech—

HE F
Tsukasa INOUE

Summary

A number of journalistic and academic accounts suggest that conservative jus-
tices on the U.S. Supreme Court and political conservatives have become inclined to
embrace free speech with regard to the First Amendment cases in the recent past and
cast doubts on the traditionally held view that liberal justices are more pro-free speech
than conservative counterparts. However, there has been little empirical research to
quantitatively assess the above-mentioned trend in the Supreme Court free speech
cases. While legal scholars focus on legal interpretation and doctrine in their case cen-
tered research, political scientists’ study of judicial behavior tend to overlook legal and
social context of the Court’s rulings. This paper examines how conservative and liberal
justices have voted in free speech cases involving judicial review after the World War 11
and ascertain for each chief justice regime which of the two ideological camps is more
supportive of free speech claims and how their stance varies across different types of
cases.

The study provides a brief overview of the Court’s rulings in major free speech
cases and reveals voting patterns of the two camps of the justices by using speech cat-
egories defined based on the subject of speech and the capacity of speaker. It shows that
while the conservatives as a whole not only support less free speech claims than the
liberals but also vote more on the side of government regulation than free speech in the
Vinson, Warren, Burger and Rehnquist Courts, their position is reversed in the current
Roberts Court. In addition, the attitudinal shift in free speech decisions between the
conservatives and liberals on the Roberts Court has been brought about by a bunch of
cases concerning government regulation of campaign finance in which the conservative

majority declared the statutes unconstitutional and the liberals cast dissenting votes.
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M & BE ), DERIARBL), DRz |, TBURER - %), TBE - AR - HiE) 12
WCIERBLOMWE, TAKE - AE . TEEEA - £, TRA - JLIRE ) 1220 TIER
Bla1T o ERICESS T A =L LTERL, LEOWTHITS X TTE S RWEBER
KREUTHOWTIT [Zoft) [ZHBE L 9, IR THDONTZREANR ZHOULEOH T Y —|Z
M D LM SN, TFEERE - T b THERRBL) ki [Z2oftl) (2
o2 EROIEFITEWNT, &bEFITHDHT TV =T LT, BlziX, RERH
B el 04 B BRI 0 0 D 2 ERRFICE T 2 MR ORE. T2 EE TS T
M - AR - HiE) TR, ERER TR, 488 & LTz,

£1 RIAOBHOHRICBITOIREANT IV —48H
TG - 7€) [FETE - ERINRE, BEIRIL,  Bod T EEd) - R

RERiDESEN BB Sim, AV - ZOMOMERIEET O HIR - HoE
By sl FEEGOT DA ER, MADOTIAN—2RET LMW
MEFIR R I BN - SEFIC X 5 EAI B OISR, i - Biikiss)
geE Bl | A ICX 3 D @EE TN - I, @RIy KRB
LARIRIZ D0 2 BUNAT R, BUFIC K 2 ERE 0N SR it % 0 25K

il

VHRERR - B s o

W - R - ) (B - ST, A - SR B, I - A7 ¢ 7 BREC L 5 S
TR - A KB, SR, BORE, HE - AT 55

CHGREATE - 0% [SM, JEEO - SR, S k52

A ATEES [N - AR, R 5 e

B EHAE, FILLE RBOBI o CULOL T b %S L7vEA
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41 T4 2¥Y 22— 1,1946-1952

é.ﬁizf ERIZER LT Y s a— Tk, REDOBHBIZH»DD 27 O G F{F D

CBIRZOWTGERMHEA TSN, ROK2ITRTED, &R E L TRELOR#EIZITN

ffﬁé’}( 55.6%) T %, RIHMT =V —TiL, TFFTE - 72, MERIRERIL ., TBUF LK -
HE L TBE - AR - #oE ), TR A - AT ICBET 2RI i, TBE - AR -
Wil ] R T RXTOHT Y —IZBWT, RIBHNI KT 5 G E R EE AR AL K E
< EREl>TWS, SO LW TEEEETE - 7€) OB 7 3 Y — T, ALOLERk
Frafl L o 2 mE R EEHT B AT A% 2BUFOIRY #i £ VAT 228 .0RIZH)
biv, Ka— MI Mb—~ VBOESHIT OBURR 2 #0013 2 24 KX 5 REn e £ 8l 4 4
-7z Feiner v. New York |k 47 7 U W R RZEZET H2HETOSmad F o7z
Beauharnais v. Illinois f7& 49C, BUFRIOG 2 A& S HWr Lz, 72, TBUFEH - &
2Tk, AR O XY kAT R E LR S KBUN I 72 S i O BUN IR TS B
W2t L COBUMIC K DREHITT 2038 A D F72%4 & S 41, Dennis v. United States ik 49
Tl TR OBUEDfER] @J?EIJ@YE)?: T A T IPESE OFRFHIT LD ERICHEN S
AT EFRBUN O BB IR L, Wb D A I RIEITH L THBEOHIM N ZWE I L7,
LosULfth5, Aa— R FHJ&@ - R - HoE) TO 5D H L 4 ETREOARIZES
EEHW A2 T LY., Joseph Burstyn, Inc. v. Wilson 7k 46 CiX, Jof) 2 &5 L CBE
DRI 2 EEEL) L PR+ 25 2 & THEBTORIO A hOER LT ER I,

K2 U4V a—MIBITHRBADOBEHDHR LRT « U T AIRAE DR R

R HIEORZE
- = TEAE R LRI = RBUKIT D1
HK - e RAFIR S U RTAUR RSFIR U NF R
s - 7 33.3%(9) ~77. 8% 84. 2% 55% ~78. 9% +30%
PR B — — - — — —
i — — — — — —
IR B 11. 1%(3) -100% 88. 2% 70% ~76. 5% ~40%
e A — — — — — —
B RRER - B 33.3%(9) ~77. 8% 89. 1% 25% -56. 4% +75%
W - AR - ol 18. 5% (5) +60% 59. 3% 88. 2% -3.7% +88. 2%
NER - SWE 3. 7% (1) -100% 100% 33. 3% -100% +33. 3%
AR (A - A2 — — — — — —
PAPNER/LE =23 — — — — — —
Z Dt — — — — — —
YU 100% (27) ~55. 6% 82. 5% 57. 6% ~58. 8% +45. 5%

&#l Harold J. Spaeth, Lee Epstein, et al. 2017 Supreme Court Database, Version 2017 Releasel(http://
Supremecourtdatabase.org)lZ331F 2 H[ik7 — ¥ . Martin-Quinn Scores (http://mgscores.wustl.edu/)iZ 351} 5 f]
FEOA T A u¥— lfég?‘é?*—y 7&’”6 EAZEFER, HIRICB LT, RN OBMEIL. 3247 D04, *
Iﬁfﬁ% PEEIL, AT 2HRICBIT AR OB R %f%u% L7 OEIA b iR Li@f)\o TR OEIS & Dz

. HEFEOHRFICEL T, ?f}iﬂ.ﬁfﬁ $. R L72HIRIC B W CEEBIRMNC R ZE L-EE . RBUCKHT 5308
l‘i\ YT DRI DRI B & R Lf’?‘%af@%l/\ LIRFE Lo TJ‘Q%‘%@%U/\ k DEFEDH DT,

F2HICIE, Tar Vv s a—bOHIRIZEBWT, /5 « URZILIROHFEN, HE L

HANTIBNT, ENEHEERR, 2E VBRI O HE R L7, £ LTERIAIL
9



A RZLERE S 2E R THEBE S bS] (ISSN 2187-2082) %5 31 & (2018.3)

U TCHB S D WVIIREDONLIGEZ R LD, IZOWVWTHRTEHREEZ TR LTS, &2fkE
LT, Uy vy a—hTiE, BERFARICEL T, RFIR62.5%) 2 Y X T LIR(57.6%)
EREL EAloTEY, RELOBHRIZET 238 TiE, RSFIRH S S ZHLHIKA(-58.8%).
U RZVPRHI SN RBLEE N (+45.5%) e B EZ B 2 R L CWb, 7TV —RINCRTH,
KBLHFI 2 PRSF A HIR &2 FH T 5 L0 O AR ORI A b D A, EEHRN LK
i [WRE « AR - d0E] Tk, REWEERR Y X T VIROBENHR A FE LT,

42 #r—L2 13— },1953-1968

RKIIWCHDEIZ, TAVIHRZBIT LI XRT U A LOEBICHERELZHE T2 7 +—
Ly a— MNE, 29T HOFRFHD S H 70 CRELO A B AR L (+44.3%), [MERFE
Bl R DHBREA - ), T488E) ol » o TRIEOABOEER b
Te 2 kR 72 REBUKT U CRRIERIMERI 278 0 72, THRE - Hﬁﬁ'%&L NN - JR3RE ) &2 FR<
TRTOHT Y —CTREOHBRENED B, 1960 FRUICKIT 2 A RMEEENZBES
LERAN GO TFEERE - 7%, YR Todt Eﬁ%tﬂﬁ@&ﬂ@%éht
BURF ORERINAT 2 % % < o 7o TBURERL « B2 THRBPEEN 2B EZ R L TV D,
Fo. HIPNERICELTH, Aa— MT [BIENLREE] OBN o7z LT=a—
=7 Z A LADIKE DRI T L EBRIBOF A2 BT 2 T4EZA] ITBT 5 New
York Times v. Sullivan i 400 JREHHIRBLOBLHFEAEICE LT, 122 Ll - 7@ E T4
ZoOlER LY 2REELHE LT THEEHRE - 78] T Brandenburg v. Ohio |k 4872
. ZOBROBEEEHICI W TEEREF L Ro72T v Ry — 7 PR 5 LT,

£3 UF—lLr - a—bMNIBITOIREADBHDOHER LR - U T AIRHIFOREME

F#B AEE LRI == REBUKIT D315
R e R U~o ~
RSFIR S UNTk RSFIR . U TR

e - 7 15.5%(15)  +46. 7% 86. 5% 79. 6% +13. 5% +52. 7%
PR 18.6%(18)  +55. 6% 76. 7% 87. 3% +16. 7% +76. 5%
4= B4R 9.3%(9) +77. 8% 92% 87% +60% +81. 5%
R FRE — — — — — —
iz SRS 1% (1) +100% 100% 100% +100% +100%
BUM B - B 36. 1%(35) +20% 75. 7% 60. 9% -38. 9% +76. 4%
W - AR - 0 3. 1%(3) -33. 3% 100% 73. 3% -40% -20%
NHER - NI 2. 1%(2) +100% 100% 92. 3% +100% +84. 6%
FHAREIA - 3 10. 3%(10) +80% 70. 3% 95. 9% +24. 3% +95. 9%
WA - LFeE 1% (1) -100% 33. 3% 100% +33. 3% -100%
saoliih 3. 1%(3) +100% 46. 2% 100% -7.7% +100%
I 100% (97) +44. 3% 77. 4% 78. 5% -3.9% +72. 6%

&kl Harold J. Spaeth, Lee Epstein, et al. 2017 Supreme Court Database, Version 2017 Releasel
(http:/Supremecourtdatabase.org)iZ 1} % FJik7— % | Martin-Quinn Scores (http://mqgscores.wustl.edu/)iZ
B AHEOA T A X—ICHlT T — 2% b L ITEFER,

RN IE - EEEZ BT 2B Y XT U XL RITHMAR T +— L - a— M
YOS TRIBL L2 BUREOmWEMIZE T 2 F BV Th, REICHETLHRO
10



A RZLERE S 2E R THEBE S bS] (ISSN 2187-2082) %5 31 & (2018.3)

MR 2 FIE < R LT, THLRREIAR - 3] 123851 5 NAACP v. Alabama HIR 99Cl%, 2
A EE) 2 X9 5 2k B AN EHENAACPICH LT, 7 I3 INHEDEER &
ORBHICHET 2 EROBNAZERT 57 7 AAINBFOIT AR Fbi, HiEHFEOL2S
—31Z T NAACP OEIESE — 5 OHEFR| 23R # X 1172, Dombrowski v. Pfister 7k 50T,
2N RAMETER O SRR S - LPE EREFBREO G EENME L 720 . Ka— M,
USENRYICRBATAE EMR I L20RE Lo T D & LT, IEEEED OB % 5
W L7z, 29 L —EOHRIT, BUAHRICRBIT 2 AREES OHEZ HET 2L DT
BHY . IR EENCHER T 22D BIROSH I T D U+ — L - a— F O
R KRR LD L TN D,

KBILIZHDLE T, HFEORETIE, IBEER~ORMET, VT YIR(78.56%) 3k
SFUR(77.4%) 200 ERIY | RELO H BIZET 2815 - FEEDOLZIZ OV TIE, REHH
PRARSFIR(-8.9%) & REBUFEHEN 72 U X T NVIR(EHT2.6%) E WO B A LD, LavL, A=
— MZBWT, REFIRITS X2 EBUSEWERZEIZB W TRE O B REMNICFEF L TR0,
[ 7 28 D BB IR O ERSFIR S I 35U T b RELHIKI R 22 A 2348260 THRW D 1T TIX R0 o
Too BT AV —RNCREMIMZ 2 TH TS, o7y T - MR - #0E) & 120
flt), &L C TBUFEHK - B ZRWEERB DT TV —ICBW T, REFIRIERBEEN 72
BEMAZ R LTS, L LG T, TBUFGER - B8 CTld. RSFIROFZEIC R BLHIKY
#(-38.9%) 7 3 A S AL, U RTAIR(HT6.4%) & DILIBOEWRHEICSH B b T\ 5,

43 /)N—H— 33—, 1969-1985

MOFANZHD LD, =7 Y VBHEINATA SN RSFIRHF 2R 53 —H— - 2
— ME, RELO B B OEHEBIZ TR - 72 165 O FHEFEE D2 T, 90 fRIT 2N TERED
HHAZRE L(E9.1%), EDa— hTfbiv T IFEEHRE - 7). [BUFEH - 5%,

Mk - AR - #aE ), £ LT 70 FEREAGICHEEFED N L. TERIREL, R
] ZOWT S REFGEN 2El A S ic, TEETE - 7 TiX, 1960 F£RA25 70
FERUTT TR E o 7o b A RHGEE) I BAE T 2 7 F 0 E ) 72 G T 2 | R IER
RENED b, FlziE, MERSDO A vy —0ENNEZD Y 7y hOFRICKT 5B
FFED 5% 0 2B FES) L BT L 7= Cohen v. California @t 50, KD B — AT RV &
EHIZRFIEA BT D RETAIZRKELO B H % fREE L 72 Spence v. Washington ik 5273 &
%o, FleARz— M, YRREFIOZFRN D 72hoTz TEFIMERIL (T L, EAEMEL
HWrd 5 4 >OREHEA ML L 7= Central Hudson Gas and Electric Corp. v. Public Service
Commission Pk 53 BEEEOHIRIZE L, EMAE IS5 28T L BEME B I
K& EEX L MEEEHE ] TO Buckley v. Valeo HJik 5972 &0 W< DD )
WRIZBWTRBLOBMZRE L Do, HERHIFNER AL LT, )7, K=— FTiE, T
HOREL), TR - 23], £ L T—RITR & ITER R 2 ABBOBURRIRBLN FrioiLiz T4
BE - KIE ) T, RBBHENS T 2 8 FHRNZ OB L2 EDOTWD, R THIHEK
DN THERIFERBL) 122\ T, Aa— M, Miller v. California VR 592 T, FIERIRE
DRIRINT o HAREEIR ANV Ik T D a2 =7 ¢ EHETOHGI 23RO, F72 New York v.

Ferber iR 560 Ci&, WEIZEET 2RV ISk L THAE 223250 O I SLIE 2 HEeg LT,
11



i E RKZEEE UL R TEER U] (ISSN 2187-2082)

% 31 % (2018.3)

Fzd N—FH—+a— NIBIFTHRADHBEOHBR LR - UV RIAIRMEBOREMER

e 2@%& FAEE LRI H FEBUZxT B
A - W ek URTAIR SR U ST LR

s - 7 12. 1%(20) +60% 71. 4% 82. 3% +10. 7% +67. 7%
PR FRBL 24.8%(41)  -17.1% 83. 4% 52. 8% -29. 3% +73. 2%
KR 12. 1%(20) 0 83. 8% 67. 2% -20. 7% +34. 4%
IR B 6. 1%(10) +20% 78% 71. 4% +22% +57. 1%
B2 By 4. 8%(8) +50% 81. 8% 81. 8% +27. 3% +9. 1%
BUM R - B 5.5%(9) +11. 1% 78. 7% 64. 5% -31. 9% +74. 2%
WL - HRR - HoE 10.3%(17)  +29. 4% 82. 5% 69. 4% +13. 4% +67. 3%
NER - AE 8.5%(14) -28. 6% 80. 5% 42. 1% -34. 1% +42. 1%
FHRR AR - 2 4.2%(7) -14. 3% 76. 9% 89. 5% ~43. 6% +15. 8%
PAPNRI/LE(EE o 1.2%(2) 0 100% 66. 7% 0 +66. 7%

Z DAl 10.3%(17)  +17.6% 84% 70% +2% +72%
I 100% (165) +9. 1% 81% 65. 5% -10. 5% +58. 5%

%&#l Harold J. Spaeth, Lee Epstein, et al. 2017 Supreme Court Database, Version 2017 Releasel
(http://Supremecourtdatabase.org)lZ 35 (F 2 k7 — & . Martin-Quinn Scores (http:/mqscores.wustl.edu/)|Z
BIHEOATAXF—IZHT 2T — 4% b L IEHEK,

HIEORIIZOWTIE, IEEERFEFE T, RTFIREO1%) 2 U T LIR(65.5%) & K & <
EESTERY, &K E LU TRSFIROZFHFIIMER (-10.6%), U X T VIRO % BLE#EE T
(+585%) R ENT WS, 29 LI-EHBIEHT Y —HITHRBEICA SN, £4E6ITRT
WY, Ra—hTo MERREL X TABER - A& 21X 00 &3 2 REGIKIA 722k
OEEFIX, REFIROEHTH 25 INTRY, W2 TFEETE - 7] CIERBWHEEN
UNRFAPRDEFEE Lz, Lo Lans, EEEE] (IS8 TiE, W O 72 H AL E
PR L TEY , RFIROBEEN U RTIRE D b REFEEN 2B Z2 R LTV 5D,

44 L—Y2FX 10— F,1986-2004
L— U ARSFBHEINC R R LTz — 2 F A b - a— M, FS5IRTHY | 104 53
HEOFELFIT DN TRELD H HREOHW 2R L(+1.9%), B 7 2V —RITRBUHT 5 1l
K - BEEm O TR R o TS, REPEEN RBEm RSN PN E - 7F ],
M), TERIERBL, TABE - /& 0955, L DOITEmAICEZBLOREN
HD LTz THEHEFRE - 7 Tld, Texas v. Johnson H|Pk 57 & United States v. Eichman
R 58T B S 2 RO T I BUR O BUBRIZRBL R, A. V. v. City of St. Paul | 59 & Virginia
v. Black HHk 6023\ T, BAEMNFRE L BEEOERNHFLBERIC LD ~A F - AL—F
ARE L, MEOVWTIIHERERIZHE L RWEEL 52 5 2 KBE~OHFNT R LW
SN IR UTc, TREBAR) Tk, BSR4 RE T/ e 7 ¢ LR T 54 5 %R
D 2 %z 3817 7= Hustler Magazine v. Falwell | 6D PEALSEOHEZ TR L CEW =B
FLFEOHR O B H 24 L7z Florida Star v. B. J. FHR 23 H 0 | MERIFYFRBL] T,
NN BTDHFX Y 7 VDOJRERBLZ %7 L7- Greater New Orleans Broadcasting
Association, Inc. v. United States |k 690, Z57F{EE A B ) & U 728 )A S 25 & &

12



A RZLERE S 2E R THEBE S bS] (ISSN 2187-2082) %5 31 & (2018.3)

L 7= 44 Liquormart v. Rhode Island i} 697 & Kk 22 RELTERICK L CHRELOBH B %
RO, LrL—F, REFKHRERLRAONTZZOMO AT TY —D 55, RERL
(ZBAT 2 HIRAF RN 2 72 THERO R B | IR E G RTECBURIRBL A - 72 TR zE
C&%U\#ﬁ#%mbkFEA'ﬁﬁﬁjC%WT\%ﬁ@EE@%hC%CﬁLw%

ErloTnaRlE, b—rFA L a— MIRENTH D,

#£5 U—VFRbIa— R NIBITDIREOHBOHPELST - )V _RXIAJRHEDOREME M

s e} AR RLRFR RBUTHTT DL
RIS g s : — : —
A - FEE R URTAMR S RSEIR U RTUR

g - 7 8. 7%(9) +77. 8% 67. 4% 82. 4% +13% +76. 5%
PRI EBL 17.3%(18) -22. 2% 84. 4% 51. 4% —44. 4% +37. 1%
X %A 5. 8% (6) +66. 7% 65. 5% 91. 7% +10. 3% +50%
IR 12.5%(13) +7.T% 82. 4% 65. 3% +8. 8% +34. 7%
pez L P 9. 6%(10) -20% 67. 3% 69. 2% -6. 1% +2. 6%
BURER « B - — — — — —
WO - AR - $RE 10. 6% (11) -9.1% 77. 4% 65. 1% -1. 9% +39. 5%
3= W/N i 2y 7. 7%(8) +50% 62. 5% 81. 3% ~25% +37. 5%
AEREE (A - {22 1%(1) -100% 100% 100% -100% -100%
AN LE = 7.7%(8) -50% 97. 6% 75. 9% -52. 4% -10. 3%
Z DM 19. 2%(20) -10% 82. 2% 83. 3% -40. 6% +12. 8%
BN 100% (104) +1. 9% 78. 4% 72. 1% -20. 3% +28. 7%

%kl Harold J. Spaeth, Lee Epstein, et al. 2017 Supreme Court Database, Version 2017 Releasel
(http://Supremecourtdatabase.org)(Z 351} % H|kT— 4 . Martin-Quinn Scores (http://mgscores.wustl.edu/)(Z
B AHEOA T A X—ICHlT T —2 % b L ITEFEML,

L—2F% R h« a— NCTOHPRIZEITAHEOEEMEAIZHOWTIE., BEERICHT S
AT, ORCRSTFIR(78.4%) 08 U T LIR(72.1%) K 0 @ s KT < . FHUIZx LT
SFIRDMEIA(-20.8%) . U T VIR FEE)(+28.7%) e i a2 m LT\ b, 7 3 U —RIliC
BB A D &, DRFEE ] 26170 LT, Aa— MBI T2V —ZL TORH
HlKD - B OHIRB M OFEVA, RBHM 2 RSFIRE T LT D U XTIk E DORFT
DIFIEZERFHROBL LEHRL TWE Z Enbhd, HREERLEFEE, TXCohT A
U —IZHBWT, RFIROEBBIRGE IR T DFEMMEIT Y XTAIRED & FTEI->TED | {RF
R THEREE - 7)., T4EBE], MERNEREL DA CIERBHFM 22 B =@l b
%4

45 0O/\—Y - 3— },2005-2016
F6IZAHADE T, BlIEOr A=Y « a— NI, 2016 FFBEM £ TITiT b -RBLO
HHICBET 2 EHRA 331D 9 b 18 DR TREDOHHOMRELZ S WVEL TEXTEY
(+9.1%), A7 Y —HITiE, I ﬂm%ﬁmfﬁWﬁﬂ HE] 7L AT DI
VIR NT A =N 50, [RZERE ) [RAFE - ARE | COEHOBN L,
@A'%ﬂﬂié@égéiﬁ’%ﬁK@Téﬁ%ﬂ$bm b TR T 9

e 7 HCEBHEA TSN, FOH9b 70 R~—7 L E LT b5 Citizens
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United v. FEC ¥Ji& 128\ T, A=z — ~NE, Buckley v. Valeo LItk D > D | 5] 65 %
BT, BEANCE T 2ENT L DRFEDREEF v o — UEENI 6T 58k 4 i
BEHr U, TS - 7€) IiE, SREEMCRE 2 TG T 2R Ry v T 1
> 7 FBl 2RI L 72 Snyder v. Phelps H|iR 60 & | KFED ANz 75T 5 L 5 REH T V—
TN ST PR E O BUE & FiEiER & L2 Matal v. Tam iR 60D 4 2 TEBL
RAENED B, S5 MERFEBL) (23517 5 United States v. Stevens ik 69Td, 4
AIRELT PG & L CHIEI 28 ERF O B 7 AR5 @ HE OB 2@ E R Lz, Ly
LG T, moN—=> « a— NI, —TTRE 822 Re 8k FIRIC KL 2RBC, Rk 7z ek
WZRITLHREUCEA L T, #lfil 2 E LB ZHEE L TETWo, TR - KFk#E] I
BWTIE, A% EZIT LIEEBOABEE LT R 7ATAICRT 5, AR EFICE D
WIERI AT AR EITFDIL, £D ) BLEAIOIHH TH % Garcetti v Ceballos H|ik 69T,
NBIZHESSRBUT, 72 2 AMBALIHNDI D TH> THHEKT LI ENARETH D
ZEWRESNTE, £, Tr ) X MRS T 2R A ZE C s e E S L [
JF K - B2 ) @ Holder v. Humanitarian Law Project ¥J7k 70 H#Ej#HE} L R—7 L — |
EBFIZL 2R E L TR, 20T VA BT 2B E LR O - Walker v. Texas Divi-
sion, Sons of Confederate Veterans, Inc. ik 70, “ERETE O A X b CTRBREEH 2 X H7
LFEORBUIK T 2 AR OBH Z5#F L Lz 20O © Morse v. Frederick *fi]i 72
&, AERLELIT. EERICE L TBUF E 220200 O b 5 KRB A Fro TR TlE, RELHHI
DFD BT,

£6 wNA—Y . a— MNIRITHRIDEHBHOHR LR - U AT AIRHEOREER

ik 2%@511 AR LRI =R KRBT 538
W - HEE  fRepR S UNTAR O BSER U RTAR

Fph - 7 6. 1%(2) +100% 88. 9% 100% +77. 8% +100%
PR B 9.1%(3) +33. 3% 80% 81.8% -6. 7% +63. 6%
4% 4R — - — — — —
R 3% (1) +100% 100% 25% +100% -50%
peiZ el 27. 3% (9) +55. 6% 91. 1% 25% +73. 3% -94. 4%
BUR DG - 55 3% (1) -100% 100% 25% -100% +50%
WeE - AR - E0E 3% (1) +100% 80% 75% +60% +50%
NHE - AT 18. 2% (6) -33. 3% 93. 1% 70. 8% -51. 7% +25%
FERR A - B3 9.1%(3) -100% 71. 4% 100% —42. 9% -100%
WA - J03RE 6.1%(2) 0 100% 75% 0 +50%
Z DA 15. 2% (5) -20% 87% 70% -39. 1% +40%
fE 100% (33) +9. 1% 88. 6% 61. 1% +7. 6% -8. 4%

&k} Harold J. Spaeth, Lee Epstein, et al. 2017 Supreme Court Database, Version 2017 Releasel
(http://Supremecourtdatabase.org)iZ 351} 2}k T — % | Martin-Quinn Scores (http://mgscores.wustl.edu/)(Z
BIHFEOALTAaX—ICBlT LT — 4 % b L IEEVEN

8= « a— hTOHPRICE T LHEOHRETENCER T D &, EEERICH L TR

SFIR(88.6%) M3 U X TLIR(61.1%) L 0 L L < HFAL TRV . RHEHO B HIZHT D3 5I12o0

TlE, (RSFIRDEBRBEEN(+7.6%) . U XFAIRDFRBHIFIA(-8.4%) 72 2 7= L T\ 5,
14
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BT Y =R, TERETE - 78, TWERRB ) TR - 23 2fsh e LT, f*
SIRICE D HBENHREZTEL TE TN, TOREOHIK - FEEHm O mtiE,
THY) =Ko THIERENR A DN D, RTIRIL THERRE) & TABE - &G ©
AT AY —TREAMMN LB HD L TWD—J, [FRETE - 7], TERRIRIL,
M - HAR - HoE ), £ L TROIFEROL Y NEEEE | CHMBIICEHRZR#EL TET
B THBHIREERICE T 2 RTIRORIFEENBEN 2 EA TN D, £, RTIRICE
WTRBIEEN REM N Ao T IV —0 5 b THEEERE - 75 & T - TR -
Hol ) TiE. VNI AIRL RO B ORISR TH D O3 LT, MEFIRIRI],
Z LT NEEEE] 2B 25 U NI IROKETIE, RIBIKIAY 2 T5710 TO RO E A%
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