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130 S. Ct. 2592 (2010), at 2613. AP T AFERE LT, BIz2IE, DTOH 0N
& % 5 Tlya Shapiro & Trevor Burrus, “Judicial Takings and Scalia’s Shifting Sands”, 35
Vermont Law Review 423 (2010). Daniel L. Siegel, “Why We Will Probably Never See
A Judicial Takings Doctrine”, 35 Vermont Law Review 459 (2010), David Wagner, “A
Proposed Approach to Judicial Takings, 71 Ohio State Law Journal 176 (2012), J Peter
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9 Id. at 2618 —2619.
10 1d. at 2617—18.
1 Id. at 2616.
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12 1d. at 2614.
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4" The Supreme Court 2010 Term —Leading Cases, “G. Takings Clause”, 124 Harvard
Law Review, 299, at 300.

15 Tlya Shapiro & Trevor Burrus, “Judicial Takings and Scalia’s Shifting Sands”, 35 Ver-
mont Law Review 423 (2010), at 428.
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19 Webb’s Fabulous Pharmacies, Inc. v. Beckwith, 449 U.S. 155 (1980).
20 Id. at 164. 130 S. Ct. 2592, at 2602.

2l 1d. at 2606.

22 1d. at 2607.
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2 The Supreme Court 2010 Term —Leading Cases, “G. Taking, Clause”, 124 Harvard
Law Review, 299, at 305—307.

2 Id. at 2616.

% 1d. at 2617—2618. See also Steven J. Eagle, Judicial Takings And State Takings, George
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