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the law. The legislature then moves and decides whether to change the law by overruling 
the judge. Consider the situation outlined in Figure 15.16, where we have three legislative 
veto players, L1, L2, and L3, located in a two-dimensional policy space. We are going to 
examine two scenarios with two different judges ruling on separate laws. The ideal points 
of the two judges are shown in Figure 15.16 as J1 and J2.
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Note: L1, L2, L3 = legislative veto players; J1, J2 = judicial agenda setters.

Activist Judges with Agenda-Setting PowerFigure  15.16

a.	Draw the unanimity core for this situation.

b.	First consider judge J1. If she interprets statutes so that the new policy is exactly at her 
ideal point, will the legislative veto players be able to overturn it and move it someplace 
else? If so, where could they move it? If not, why not? Where should judge J1 set policy?

c.	Now consider judge J2. If she interprets statutes so that the new policy is exactly at her 
ideal point, will the legislative veto players be able to overturn it and move it someplace 
else? If so, where could they move it? If not, why not? Where should judge J2 set policy?

d.	What do you think would happen to the agenda-setting power of judges if the ideal 
points of the legislative veto players were further apart? What do you think the relation-
ship is between the size of the unanimity core and the amount of discretion judicial 
activists can exercise over policy outcomes? Why?

e.	Based on your answers to question (d), do you think that we should expect to see more 
judicial activism in federal and bicameral countries or in unitary and unicameral ones? 
Why?




