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Heatmap of 100 Topic Model
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Figure 1: Heatmap of 100 Topic LDA Topic Proportions By SCD Issue Codes The heatmap
is based on the average LDA topic proportion (x-axis) for each classified in the identified SCD
issue areas (y-axis). Darker gray shades indicate greater values (i.e., higher average topic
proportions for cases classified in that SCD issue area) while lighter gray shades indicate
smaller values (i.e., lower average topic proportions for cases in that SCD issue area).
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Different Topic Values
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Table 1: Effect of Dissenting Opinions on Topic Concentration
50 Topics 75 Topics

(Intercept) 0.496 (0.101) 0.255 (0.117)
Dissenting Opinions 0.018* (0.008) 0.018* (0.009)
Dissenting Votes <0.001 (0.004) 0.004 (0.004)
Ideological Variance 0.007 (0.005) <0.001 (0.006)
Word Count (logged) -0.060* (0.010)) -0.019* (0.011)
Pre-Decision Salience 0.002 (0.007)) 0.024* (0.008)
Phi 30.86 (0.80) 79.28 (2.46)
Note: * = p < 0.05 (one-tailed). N=2,049. The dependent variable in
these analyses is the topic concentration of the briefs minus the topic
concentration of the majority opinion. Thus, larger values indicate ad-
ditional topics discussed in the majority opinion (less topically concen-
trated), while smaller values indicate fewer topics discussed in the ma-
jority opinion.
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Table 2: Model of Topic Dissimilarity Using 50 Topics
Regular Special Dissent

(Intercept) 1.528 (0.247) 1.365 (0.19) 1.103 (0.078)
Distance from Opinion Median -0.009 (0.023) -0.028 (0.022) <0.001 (0.007)
Briefs Topic Concentration -0.455* (0.195) -0.293* (0.156) -0.265* (0.058)
Majority Ideological Variance -0.030 (0.019) -0.009 (0.019) -0.013* (0.006)
Majority Votes -0.010 (0.020) -0.010 (0.017) 0.004 (0.006)
Word Count (logged) -0.180* (0.024) -0.190* (0.020) -0.180* (0.007)
Pre-Decision Salience -0.027 (0.026) -0.007 (0.020) 0.048* (0.008)
Phi 15.16 (1.24) 21.81 (1.77) 25.23 (0.86)
Note: * = p < 0.05 (one-tailed); Dissenting Opinions: N=1,306; Special Concur-
rences: N=242; Regular Concurrences: N=200. The dependent variable in these
analyses is the similarity between the separate opinion and the majority opinion.
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Table 3: Model of Topic Dissimilarity Using 75 Topics
Regular Special Dissent

(Intercept) 1.798 (0.271) 1.686 (0.196) 1.437 (0.086)
Distance from Opinion Median -0.020 (0.025) -0.051* (0.022) 0.005 (0.007)
Briefs Topic Concentration -0.511* (0.213) -0.242 (0.160) -0.260* (0.063)
Majority Ideological Variance -0.024 (0.021) -0.012 (0.020) -0.012* (0.007)
Majority Votes -0.024 (0.022) -0.014 (0.017) -0.001 (0.007)
Word Count (logged) -0.180 (0.026) -0.214* (0.020) -0.200* (0.008)
Pre-Decision Salience -0.032 (0.028) -0.023 (0.021) 0.043* (0.009)
Phi 13.62 (1.11) 22.10 (1.79) 21.80 (0.74)
Note: * = p < 0.05 (one-tailed); Dissenting Opinions: N=1,306; Special Concur-
rences: N=242; Regular Concurrences: N=200. The dependent variable in these
analyses is the similarity between the separate opinion and the majority opinion.
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Models with Amicus Curiae Briefs
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Table 4: Effect of Dissenting Opinions on Topic Concentration With Amicus Curiae
25 Topics 100 Topics

(Intercept) 0.375 (0.115) 0.084 (0.067)
Dissenting Opinions 0.025* (0.013) 0.022* (0.008)
Total Amicus Curiae 0.003* (0.002) 0.001 (0.001)
Dissenting Opinions * Amicus Curiae -0.002* (0.001) -0.003* (0.001)
Dissenting Votes -0.009* (0.005) -0.007* (0.003)
Ideological Variance -0.006 (0.006) -0.001 (0.003)
Word Count (logged) -0.031* (0.013)) -0.024* (0.008)
Pre-Decision Salience 0.017* (0.010)) -0.001 (0.006)
Phi 28.51 (0.88) 79.28 (2.46)
Note: * = p < 0.05 (one-tailed). N=2,049. The dependent variable in
these analyses is the topic concentration of the briefs minus the topic
concentration of the majority opinion. Thus, larger values indicate ad-
ditional topics discussed in the majority opinion (less topically concen-
trated), while smaller values indicate fewer topics discussed in the ma-
jority opinion.
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Table 5: Models of Topic Dissimilarity With Total Amicus Curiae & Briefs
Regular Special Dissent

25 Topic LDA
(Intercept) 0.967 (0.283) 0.845 (0.197) 0.623 (0.084)
Distance from Opinion Median 0.013 (0.032) -0.023 (0.023) -0.014* (0.008)
Total Amicus Curiae -0.001 (0.005) 0.001 (0.002) 0.002 (0.001)
Briefs Topic Concentration -0.388 (0.228) -0.254 (0.172) -0.319* (0.066)
Majority Ideological Variance -0.037 (0.027) -0.02 (0.02) -0.013* (0.007)
Majority Votes -0.025 (0.023) -0.02 (0.018) 0.003 (0.007)
Word Count (logged) -0.143* (0.027) -0.151* (0.021) -0.146* (0.008)
Pre-Decision Salience -0.045 (0.038) -0.012 (0.027) 0.044* (0.011)
Phi 15.10 (1.48) 22.63 (2.04) 24.94 (0.97)

100 Topic LDA
(Intercept) 2.009 (0.36) 1.921 (0.250) 1.590 (0.097)
Distance from Opinion Median 0.004 (0.042) -0.042 (0.029) -0.003 (0.009)
Total Amicus Curiae 0.006 (0.007) -0.001 (0.003) 0.003* (0.002)
Briefs Topic Concentration -1.109* (0.507) -0.736* (0.391) -0.780* (0.130)
Majority Ideological Variance -0.052 (0.034) -0.012 (0.025) -0.016* (0.008)
Majority Votes -0.025 (0.030) -0.019 (0.023) 0.005 (0.008)
Word Count (logged) -0.209* (0.035) -0.209* (0.026) -0.204* (0.009)
Pre-Decision Salience -0.056 (0.050) -0.003 (0.033) 0.054* (0.013)
Phi 11.48 (1.11) 17.24 (1.53) 22.14 (0.85)
Note: * = p < 0.05 (one-tailed); Dissenting Opinions: N=1,306; Special Concur-
rences: N=242; Regular Concurrences: N=200. The dependent variable in these
analyses is the similarity between the separate opinion and the majority opinion.
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