
T
-

Phillip Marino



-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-



-

-

-

-

Theory of Institutional Rivalry 

and Court-curbing

-

-

-

-

-

Assumptions

-

-

-



-

-

-

-

-

-

-

:



-

-

-

-

 

-

-

-

-

-

-

:



-

-

-

-

-

-

Theoretical Argument

-

-

-

-

-

-



-

-

-

-

-

-

: 

Empirical Analysis

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Variables

Dependent Variable



-

-

-

 

-

-

-

-

    

Primary Independent Variable 

-

-

Control Variables



 

-

-

 

-

-

-

-

-

-



-

 

-

-

 Results

-

-

-

-



-

-

-

-

-

-

Model 1- The Negative Binomial Model



-

-

-

-

-

-

-

The Size of the Effect

-



-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Model 2- Predicted Effect on the Amount of 
Court-curbing Legislation



-

-

Robustness Checks

Controlling for Public Opinion

-

-

-

-

Model 3- Regression Analysis of the Effect of the 
number of Cases Heard on Court-curbing 
Legislation 



-

-

-

-

Conclusion

-

-

-



-

-

-

-

-

-

1Clark, T. (2009). The Separation of Powers, Court 
Cur in ,an  u i ial e it a  . eri an ournal of 
Political Science , 971-989.

2Clark, 2009, Separation.

3 eernik, .,  na ni, . (199 ). Con ressional 
Attacks on Supre e Court ulin s n ol in  
Unconstitutional State Laws. Political Research 

uarterl  ol. 8, o. 1 , 3- 9. 
 artin, A. (2001). Con ressional ecision akin  
and the Separation of Powers. The American Political 
Science Re iew ol. 9 , o. 2 , 3 1-378. 
 eor e, T.,  pstein, L. (1992). n the ature of 
Supreme Court ecision akin . The American 
Political Science Re iew ol. 8 , o. 2 , 323-337.

4 a hew. (1974). Con ressional elections  The 
case of the anishin  mar inals. Polit   , 29 -317.  
Fiorina, M. (1974). Representatives, Roll Calls, and 

Constituencies . Lanham  Le in ton ooks.

Mayhew, 1974; Fiorina, 1974.

Mayhew, 1974; Fiorina, 1974.

7Clark, 2009, Separation.
and er , R.,  ill, . (1980). Court Cur in , Court 

Reversals, and udicial Review  The Supreme Court 
versus Con ress. Law  Society Review , 309-322.

8 er ara, M., Richman, .,  Spiller, P. (2003). 
Modelin  Supreme Court Strate ic ecision Makin  
The Con ressional Constraint. Le islative Studies 
Quarterly , 247-280. 
 Clark, .,  Mc uire, . (199 ). Con ress, the 
Supreme Court, and the Fla . Political Research 
Quarterly 49(4) , 771 81. 

9Clark, 2009, Separation.
 and er  and ill 1980.

10Stephenson, . . (1999). Campai ns  the Court  
The US Supreme Court in Presidential lections. ew 

ork  Colum ia University Press. 
  er ara, Richman, and Spiller 2003. 
  Clark and Mc uire 199 .

11Clark, 2009, Seperation.
  Fenno, R. F. (1973). Con ressmen in Committees. 

oston  Little, rown.

12Clark, T. (2009). deolo ical Polari ation and the 
United States Supreme Court. Political Research 
Quarterly , 14 -1 7.

13Clark and Mc uire, 199 .
 i son, . (2007). The Le itimacy of the U.S. Supreme 
Court in a Polari ed Polity. ournal of mpirical Le al 
Studies, 4 , 07 38.
 i son, .,  Caldeira, . (199 ). The Le itimacy 
of Transnational Le al nstitutions  Compliance, 
Support,and the uropean Court of ustice. American 
ournal of Political Science , 4 9-89.

 i son, ., Caldeira, .,  aird, . (1998). n 
the Le itimacy of ational i h Courts. American 
Political Science Review 92(3) , 343 8.

14Clark, 2009, Separation.

1 Clark, 2009, Separation.

1 Clark, 2009, Separation.

17Clark, 2009, Separation.

18Clark, 2009, Separation.
eor e and pstein, 1992.

19Clark, 2009, Separation.

 


