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Thomas J. Miles, Judging the Voting Rights Act, 108 CoLUM. L. REv. 1 (2008)); 5]
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the Shadow of Terrorism, 126 Q.J. ECON. 1447 (2011)).
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12 See SEGAL & SPAETH, supra note 5.

13 See Lydia B. Tiede, The Political Determinants of Judicial Dissent: Evidence from the
Chilean Constitutional Tribunal, 8 EUR. POL. ScI. REv. 377 (2016).

4 See GUNNAR GRENDSTAD ET AL., POLICY MAKING IN AN INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY: THE
NORWEGIAN SUPREME COURT (2015).

1% See Christoph Honnige, The Electoral Connection: How the Pivotal Judge Affects
Oppositional Success at European Constitutional Courts, 32 W. EUR. POL. 963 (2009).

16 See Chris Hanretty, Dissent in Iberia: The Ideal Points of Justices on the Spanish and
Portuguese Constitutional Tribunals, 51 EUR. J. POL. RES. 671 (2012).

1 L ER 989 B 2 = BE 0 see Lee Epstein et al., The Role of Comparative Law in the
Analysis of Judicial Behavior, AM. J. COMP. L. (forthcoming).

18 See Nuno Garoupa et al., Explaining Constitutional Review in New Democracies: The Case
of Taiwan, 20 PAC. RIM L. & PoL. J. 1 (2011); Lucia Dalla Pellegrina et al., Judicial Ideal
Points in New Democracies: The Case of Taiwan, 7 NATIONAL TAIWAN U. L. REv. 123
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Yen-Tu Su et al., Are Taiwan Constitutional Court Justices Political?, (2020) (Working
paper) (on file with the authors).
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FhILER 2 b9 HF R B RA > see EPSTEIN & WEINSHALL, supra note 4.
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E.g., Chris Krewson, et al., Twitter and the Supreme Court: An Examination of
Congressional Tweets about the Supreme Court, 39 JUST. SYS. J. 322 (2018).

See Voeten, supra note 23.

IR 59 BF R E R 0 see Lee Epstein & Jack Knight, Efficacious Judging on Apex
Courts, in COMPARATIVE JUDICIAL REVIEW 272 (Erin F. Delaney & Rosalind Dixon eds.,
2018).

See David Fontana, Docket Control and the Success of Constitutional Courts, in
COMPARATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 624 (Tom Ginsburg & Rosalind Dixon, eds., 2011);
Erin F. Delaney, Analyzing Avoidance: Judicial Strategy in Comparative Perspective, 66
DuUkEL.J. 1 (2016).

By 4k 0 see Diego Werneck Arguelhes & Ivar A. Hartmann, Timing Control Without
Docket Control: How Individual Justices Shape the Brazilian Supreme Court’s Agenda, 5 J.
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Yen-Tu Su & Han-Wei Ho, Judging, Sooner or Later: A Study of Decision Timing in
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30 RICHARD A. POSNER, ECONOMIC ANALYSIS OF LAW 3 (8th ed. 2011).
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See KAHNEMAN, supra note 7; THALER, supra note 7.
32 See Wistrich et al., supra note 1.
3 See KAHNEMAN, supra note 7; THALER, supra note 7.
3 See T. K. Das & Bing-Sheng Teng, Cognitive Biases and Strategic Decision Processes: An
Integrative Perspective, 36 J. MGMT. STUD. 757 (1999).
See Wistrich et al., supra note 1.
See Wistrich et al., supra note 1.
See Jeffrey J. Rachlinski et al., Probable Cause, Probability, and Hindsight, 8 J. EMPIRICAL
LEGAL STUD. 72 (2011).
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Assignment to Investigate Attorney Ability, 74 U. CHL L. REv. 1145 (2007); Catherine T.
Harris et al., Does Being a Repeat Player Make a Difference? The Impact of Attorney
Experience and Case-Picking on the Outcome of Medical Malpractice Lawsuits, 8 YALE J.
HEALTH PoL’Y L. & ETHICS 253 (2008); Michael Nelson & Lee Epstein. Human Capital in
Court: The Role of Attorney Experience in U.S. Supreme Court Litigation, J.L. & CTS
(forthcoming).
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