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Figure 1: The relationship between newspaper editors’ characterizations of Juas-
tices’ ideolagies prior to their appoimtments and the Justices’ votes, 1953-2003
terma. The superimposed [ine represents a regression-based prediction of the Jus-
tices” votes based on their ideologies. The closer ¢ point to the line, the stranger
the assaciation between the Justice’s ideclogies and the Justice’s votes., Justices
above the [ine voted more conservatively than predicted; Justices below the line
voted more berally than predicted. The correlation between the Justices” idealo-
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Source: Lee Epstein, Andrew D. Martin, Kevin M. Quinn, & Jeffrey A. Segal. 2007.
“ldeological Drift among Supreme Court Justices: Who, When, and How Important?”
Northwestern University Law Review 101 (Fall): 1492.
http://epstein.law.northwestern.edu/research/ideodrift.html
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