Online Appendix
Graphs
The models in the paper contain multiple interactions.   To conserve space in the paper, we have only included the graphs of the marginal effects and predicted probabilities that best reflect the role of court-curbing bills in guardian behavior.  Graphs of all marginal effects and predicted probabilities can be found in this appendix
Predicted Probabilities:
Predicted Probabilities from Model 1:
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Figure A.1:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court-Curbing Bills variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Congress Distance and Court Divergence variable are both set one standard deviation below their means.  All other variables are set at their means. 
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Figure A.2:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court-Curbing Bills variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Congress Distance is set one standard deviation below its mean and Court Divergence variable one standard deviation above its mean.  All other variables are set at their means.
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Figure A.3:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court-Curbing Bills variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Congress Distance is set one standard deviation above its mean and Court Divergence variable one standard deviation below its mean.  All other variables are set at their means.
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Figure A.4:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court-Curbing Bills variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Congress Distance and Court Divergence variable are both set one standard deviation above their means.  All other variables are set at their means. 
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Figure A.5:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court Divergence variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Curbing Bills variable is set one standard deviation below its mean.  All other variables are set at their means.
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Figure A.6:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court Divergence variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court Curbing Bills variable is set one standard deviation above its mean.  All other variables are set at their means.
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Figure A.7:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court-Congress Distance variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Curbing Bills variable is set one standard deviation below its mean.  All other variables are set at their means.
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Figure A.8:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court-Congress Distance variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Curbing Bills variable is set one standard deviation above its mean.  All other variables are set at their means.
Predicted Probabilities from Model 2
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Figure A.9:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court-Curbing Bills variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Congress Distance and Court Support variable are both set one standard deviation below their means.  All other variables are set at their means. 
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Figure A.10:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court-Curbing Bills variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Congress Distance is set one standard deviation below its mean and Court Support variable one standard deviation above its mean.  All other variables are set at their means.
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Figure A.11:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court-Curbing Bills variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Congress Distance is set one standard deviation above its mean and Court Support variable one standard deviation below its mean.  All other variables are set at their means.
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Figure A.12:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court-Curbing Bills variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Congress Distance and Court Support variable are both set one standard deviation above their means.  All other variables are set at their means. 
[image: ]
Figure A.13:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court Support variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Curbing Bills variable is set one standard deviation below its mean.  All other variables are set at their means.
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Figure A.14:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court Support variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Curbing Bills variable is set one standard deviation above its mean.  All other variables are set at their means.
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Figure A.15:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court-Congress Distance variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Curbing Bills variable is set one standard deviation below its mean.  All other variables are set at their means.
[image: ]Figure A.16:  This figure shows the predicted probabilities from the bivariate probit model over the range of the Court-Congress Distance variable when the lower court decision declared a law constitutional, when the lower court decision declared a law unconstitutional, and when the lower court decision made no declaration of constitutionality.  The Court-Curbing Bills variable is set one standard deviation above its mean.  All other variables are set at their means.
Marginal Effects
In this section we present graphs of the marginal effects of court-curbing bills over various values that are interacted with the measure.
Lower court decision found at least one section of US Code constitutional
	When the lower court found a section of US code constitutional, the number of court-curbing bills does not have a statistically significant effect on the Supreme Court’s constitutionality decision.  This effect is consistent across all metrics of the variables interacted with court-curbing bills.
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Figure A.17: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the divergence measure when Congress is from the Supreme Court. 
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Figure A.18: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the divergence measure when Congress is close to the Supreme Court.
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Figure A.19: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the Court-Congress Distance measure when the divergence between the Court and the public is high.[image: ]
Figure A.20: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the Court-Congress Distance measure when the divergence between the Court and the public is low.
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Figure A.21: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the percentage of respondents who answer they have “hardly any” support in the Supreme Court measure when Congress is far from the Supreme Court
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Figure A.22: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the percentage of respondents who answer they have “hardly any” support in the Supreme Court measure when Congress is close to the Supreme Court
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Figure A.23: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the Court-Congress Distance measure when support for the Supreme Court is low.
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Figure A.24: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the Court-Congress Distance measure when support for the Supreme Court is high.
Lower court decision found at least one section of US Code unconstitutional
	When the lower court finds at least one section of US Code unconstitutional, the effect of court-curbing bills is positive on likelihood of the Supreme Court engaging in Guardian Behavior and overturning the decision to find the constitutional, and the effect is negative on the likelihood of the Court finding a law unconstitutional.  While the strengths of these effects change in the predicted ways, the changes are not statistically distinguishable from 0.  
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Figure A.25: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the divergence measure when Congress is far from the Supreme Court. 
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Figure A.26: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the divergence measure when Congress is close to the Supreme Court. 
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Figure A.27: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the Court-Congress Distance measure when the public is divergent from the Supreme Court. 
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Figure A.28: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the Court-Congress Distance measure when the public divergence from the Supreme Court is low. 
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Figure A.29: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the percentage of respondents who answer they have “hardly any” support in the Supreme Court measure when Congress is far from the Supreme Court[image: ]
Figure A.30: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the percentage of respondents who answer they have “hardly any” support in the Supreme Court measure when Congress is close to the Supreme Court
[image: ]
Figure A.31: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the Court-Congress Distance measure when the public support for the Supreme Court is low. 
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Figure A.32: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the Court-Congress Distance measure when the public support for the Supreme Court is low. 
Lower court made no declaration of constitutionality
	The final type of lower court decision, and the modal lower court decision, is when the lower court made no decision on constitutionality.  As with the lower court deciding at least one section of US Code is constitutional, the effect of court-curbing bills is never statistically significant.
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Figure A.33: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the divergence measure when Congress is far from the Supreme Court. 
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Figure A.34: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the divergence measure when Congress is close to the Supreme Court. 
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Figure A.35: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the Court-Congress Distance measure when the divergence between the Court and the public is high.
[image: ]
Figure A.36: This graph shows the marginal effect of court-curbing bills over the range of the Court-Congress Distance measure when the divergence between the Court and the public is low.
Robustness Models
Below, we present the results of our robustness checks.  The first set of results are from the model without a circuit split.  The second set of results are from the model with only cases with a circuit split.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
      			 	     (Positive, Negative)		      (Positive, Negative)
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Court-curbing Bills	    	 0.00 (0.01)	-0.05 (0.03) 		-0.00 (0.06)	-0.07 (0.14)
Court-Congress Distance  	 0.86 (0.86)	-3.81* (1.51)  		 0.47 (1.04)	-5.02* (2.05)
Court Distance 		-0.21 (0.28)	  0.43 (0.38)		-0.48 (0.38)	 0.51 (0.56)
Election Year			-0.03 (0.15)	  0.24 (0.21)		 0.01 (0.18)      0.46 (0.31)
GSS Support       							-0.02 (0.05)      0.04 (0.08)
Court Divergence		 0.11 (0.18)	  0.03 (0.24)	 
Lower Court Struck Down	 1.91* (0.31)	  2.96 (0.40)		 1.98* (0.34)	  3.36* (0.54)
Lower Court Upheld		 1.64* (0.24)	  1.60 (0.30)		 1.76* (0.33)	  1.65* (0.44)
GSS Support x								 0.00 (0.00)	 -0.00 (0.01)
Court-Curbing Bills
Court Divergence x		-0.01 (0.01)	 -0.01 (0.01)
Court-Curbing Bills		
Court-Congress Distance	-0.04 (0.06)	  0.24 (0.13)		-0.02 (0.09)	  0.39* (0.23)
x Court-Curbing Bills
Lower Court Struck Down	 0.05 (0.03)	 -0.11* (0.06)		 0.05 (0.04)	-0.21* (0.10)
x Court-Curbing Bills
Lower Court Upheld		 0.01 (0.01)	  0.03 (0.02)		 0.01 (0.02)	 0.04 (0.04)
x Court-Curbing Bills
Constant 			-2.32* (0.19)  	 -2.38* (0.27) 		-1.87* (0.80)	 -2.70 (1.39)
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Rho				           -0.27 (0.14)				 -0.17 (0.15)
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
N           				   3,349				     2,146	
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
standard errors in parentheses
* p<0.05

Table A.1: These are the results of the bivariate probit regressions. Columns 1 and 3 present the results for a declaration of constitutionality and Columns 2 and 4 present the results for a declaration of unconstitutionality. 


---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
      			 	     (Positive, Negative)		      (Positive, Negative)
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Court-curbing Bills	    	0.03 (0.03)	-0.05 (0.08) 		 0.22 (0.20)	-1.25 (0.97)
Court-Congress Distance  	-0.29 (2.01)	 3.17 (4.86)  		-1.25 (2.01)	-10.80* (6.98)
Court Distance 		-0.04 (0.67)	-0.95 (1.07)		 0.04 (0.74)	-1.07 (1.08)
Election Year			-0.16 (0.30)	 1.23 (0.69)		-0.38 (0.36)     -0.22 (0.51)
GSS Support       							-0.03 (0.12)     -1.16 (0.66)
Court Divergence		 0.24 (0.16)	 0.76 (0.64)	 
Lower Court Struck Down	 2.69* (0.95)	 2.13 (1.09)		 2.66* (0.95)	  1.94 (1.18)
Lower Court Upheld		 2.15* (0.49)	 0.56 (1.00)		 2.10 (0.56)	  0.48 (1.02)
GSS Support x								-0.01 (0.01)	  0.09 (0.07)
Court-Curbing Bills
Court Divergence x		-0.03 (0.02)	 0.06 (0.06)
Court-Curbing Bills		
Court-Congress Distance	-0.00 (0.16)	 -6.12 (4.07)		 0.10 (0.19)	 -2.68* (1.20)
x Court-Curbing Bills
Lower Court Struck Down	 0.18 (0.28)	-0.19 (0.29)		 0.18 (0.27)	-0.20 (0.42)
x Court-Curbing Bills
Lower Court Upheld		 0.01 (0.04)	 0.31 (0.16)		 0.04 (0.07)	 0.43 (0.22)
x Court-Curbing Bills
Constant 			-2.59* (0.45)  	-1.58* (0.50) 		-2.09 (1.93)	 14.76 (9.23)
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Rho					-1 (0.00)				 -1 (0.00)
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
N           				   1,120				    927	
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
standard errors in parentheses
* p<0.05

Table A.2: These are the results of the bivariate probit regressions. Columns 1 and 3 present the results for a declaration of constitutionality and Columns 2 and 4 present the results for a declaration of unconstitutionality. 

Table A.3 shows the results of the models replacing Court-Congress Distance with Lower Court-Congress Distance
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
      			 	     (Positive, Negative)		      (Positive, Negative)
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Court-curbing Bills	    	0.00 (0.01)	-0.02 (0.02) 		 0.02 (0.06)	-0.08 (0.11)
Lower Court-			-0.30 (0.45)	 0.12 (0.60)  		-0.16 (0.51)	-0.28 (0.72)
Congress Distance  	
Court Distance 		-0.18 (0.26)	 0.34 (0.34)		-0.29 (0.34)	 0.39 (0.43)
Election Year			-0.08 (0.13)	 1.52 (0.26)		-0.06 (0.16)      0.35 (0.23)
GSS Support       							-0.03 (0.04)      0.02 (0.05)
Court Divergence		 0.19 (0.14)	 -0.08 (0.17)	 
Lower Court Struck Down	 2.18* (0.28)	 2.59* (0.34)		 2.22* (0.30)	 2.77* (0.43)
Lower Court Upheld		 1.72* (0.21)	 1.52* (0.26)		 1.84* (0.27)	 1.35 (0.35)
GSS Support x								-0.00 (0.00)	 0.00 (0.01)
Court-Curbing Bills
Court Divergence x		-0.01 (0.01)	 0.00 (0.01)
Court-Curbing Bills		
Lower Court-Congress	 0.01 (0.03)	 -0.04 (0.06)		 0.03 (0.04)	0.05 (0.08)
Distance x Court-Curbing Bills
Lower Court Struck Down	 0.04 (0.03)	-0.08 (0.05)		 0.05 (0.03)	-0.15 (0.09)
x Court-Curbing Bills
Lower Court Upheld		 0.01 (0.01)	 0.04 (0.02)		 0.01 (0.02)	 0.06 (0.04)
x Court-Curbing Bills
Constant 			-2.22* (0.15)  	-2.72* (0.21) 		-1.87* (0.63)	 -2.81 (0.86)
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Rho					-0.36* (0.13)				 -0.27 (0.14)
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
N           				   4,514				    3,108	
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
standard errors in parentheses
* p<0.05

Table A.3: These are the results of the bivariate probit regressions. Columns 1 and 3 present the results for a declaration of constitutionality and Columns 2 and 4 present the results for a declaration of unconstitutionality. 

Table A.4 shows the results of the models with polarization added in.  Polarization is calculated as the distance between the medians of the two parties in Congress.  We find that polarization increases the likelihood of negative judicial review, but including this constant does not change the results of the model.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
      			 	     (Positive, Negative)		      (Positive, Negative)
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Court-curbing Bills	    	 0.01 (0.01)	-0.04 (0.02) 		 0.04 (0.06)	-0.13 (0.14)
Court-Congress Distance  	 0.70 (0.77)	-2.78* (1.27)  		 0.56 (0.97)	-1.39 (1.96)
Court Distance 		-0.12 (0.26)	 0.39 (0.35)		-0.25 (0.34)	 0.49 (0.49)
Election Year			-0.10 (0.14)	 0.12 (0.19)		-0.09 (0.16)      0.15 (0.23)
GSS Support       							-0.02 (0.05)     -0.02 (0.07)
Court Divergence		 0.10 (0.16)	 0.05 (0.21)	 
Lower Court Struck Down	 2.12* (0.28)	 2.56* (0.35)		 2.22* (0.30)	  2.77* (0.44)
Lower Court Upheld		 1.75* (0.21)	 1.56* (0.27)		 1.86* (0.27)	  1.48* (0.38)
Polarization			 0.99 (0.66)	 2.30* (0.87)		 1.06 (1.02)	  6.76* (2.14)
GSS Support x								-0.00 (0.00)	  0.00 (0.01)
Court-Curbing Bills
Court Divergence x		-0.01 (0.01)	 -0.01 (0.01)
Court-Curbing Bills		
Court-Congress Distance	-0.03 (0.05)	  0.19 (0.12)		-0.02 (0.08)	  0.25 (0.22)
x Court-Curbing Bills
Lower Court Struck Down	 0.04 (0.03)	-0.09 (0.05)		 0.04 (0.03)	-0.14 (0.09)
x Court-Curbing Bills
Lower Court Upheld		 0.01 (0.01)	 0.04 (0.02)		 0.01 (0.02)	 0.07 (0.04)
x Court-Curbing Bills
Constant 			-3.05* (0.49)  	-3.90* (0.69) 		-2.85* (1.14)	 -6.86* (2.21)
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Rho					-0.40 (0.14)				 -0.33* (0.15)
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
N           				   4,514				    3,108	
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
standard errors in parentheses
* p<0.05

Table A.4: These are the results of the bivariate probit regressions. Columns 1 and 3 present the results for a declaration of constitutionality and Columns 2 and 4 present the results for a declaration of unconstitutionality. 
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