Vermont Law Review: Essay Reflections From The Amicus Curiaeln The
Judicial Takings Case

As we notechere(when we posted our article), the latest issub®Yermont Law
Reviewdeals with the U.S. Supreme Court's "judicialngki' caseStop the Beach
Renourishment, Inc. v. Florida Dep't of Environnadiitrotection 130 S.Ct. 2592 (June

17, 2010).

In eight essays, the authors of several of the naamgus briefs add their post-opinion
thoughts. Authors include llya Shapiro (Cato Ing#a), Professor John D. Echeverria
(Vermont Law), and Julia Wyman (Marine Affairs liste). The groundwork is laid in
the first article, by Professor L. Kevin Wroth:

If hard cases make bad law, bizarre cases may nakaev at all. The recent
Supreme Court decisioBtop the Beach Renourishment, Inc. v. Florida
Department of Environmental Protectiga case in point. In the Essays that
follow, theVermont Law RevieWwas brought together the reflections of seven
lawyers, or teams of lawyers, for amici curiaeha tase. The authors’ challenge
was to consider the meaning and future implicatmfres decision in which no
clear rationale emerged from the opinions.

at 413 (footnote omitted). The editors have nowtgubghe entire volumeere
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