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Ct. App. Aug. 10, 2006)

2006 Colo. App. LEXIS 1285
CONNECTICUT SUPREME COURT

33. Cited by:
Town of Wallingford v. WerbiskR74 Conn. 483, 877 A.2d 749, 2005 Conn. LEXIS 268 (2005)

274 Conn. 483%.493
877 A.2d 749.756

CONNECTICUT APPELLATE COURT

34.  Cited by:



Page 6
SHEPARD'S® - 125 S. Ct. 2655 - 301 Citing References

Comm'r of Transp. v. Larobin®2 Conn. App. 15, 882 A.2d 1265, 2005 Conn. App. LEXIS 439 (2005)

92 Conn. App. 15.28
882 A.2d 126%.1274

35. Cited by:
Cornfield Point Ass'n v. Town of Old Saybro8k Conn. App. 539, 882 A.2d 117, 2005 Conn. App. LEXIS
422 (2005)

91 Conn. App. 539.564
882 A.2d 117.135

FLORIDA DISTRICT COURT OF APPEALS

36.  Distinguished by:
Fulmore v. Charlotte County28 So. 2d 1281, 2006 Fla. App. LEXIS 8562, 31 Fla. L. Weekly D 1490 (Fla.
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42.  Cited by:
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HN10, HN11, HN12, HN16

2006 SD 8
710 N.W.2d 131p.146

TENNESSEE COURT OF APPEALS

52. Cited by:
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2005)LexisNexis Headnotes HN13

2005 Tenn. App. LEXIS 382
VIRGINIA SUPREME COURT

53. Cited by:
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Norfolk Redevelopment & Hous. Auth. v. C & C Real Estate, B¥2 Va. 2, 630 S.E.2d 505, 2006 Va. LEXIS
59 (2006)LexisNexis Headnotes HNGHN10,
HN15

272 Va. 2p.10
OTHER VIRGINIA DECISIONS

54.  Cited by:
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Headnotes HN12 HN14

2005 Va. Cir. LEXIS 309
WASHINGTON SUPREME COURT

55.  Distinguished by, Cited in Dissenting Opinion at:
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HN6 , HN7, HN10, HN11, HN15

Distinguished by:

155 Wn.2d 61%.616

121 P.3d 1166.1168

Cited in Dissenting Opinion at:
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121 P.3d 1166.1180

PUERTO RICO SUPREME COURT

56. Cited by:
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TSPR No. 3, 2006 PR Sup. LEXIS 1, 2006 Juris P.R. No. 11 (2006)

2006 Juris P.R. No. 11
PUERTO RICO COURT OF APPEALS

57.  Cited by:
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58.  Cited by:
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ANNOTATED STATUTES ( 10 Citing Statutes )

60. USCS Const. Amend. 5

61. Conn. Gen. Stat. @ 8-186

62. Conn. Gen. Stat. @ 8-187

63. Conn. Gen. Stat. @ 8-188

64. Conn. Gen. Stat. @ 8-189

65. Conn. Gen. Stat. @ 8-193

66. Oh. Const. Art. |, @ 19

67. ORC Ann. 122.083

68. ORC Ann. 163.02

69. ORCAnNn.717.01

LAW REVIEWS AND PERIODICALS ( 178 Citing References )

70.  ARTICLE: The Constitutional Jurisprudence of Sandra Day O'Connor: A Refusal to "Foreclose the
Unanticipated; 39 Akron L. Rev. 373 (2006)

39 Akron L. Rev. 373.373

71. ESSAY: AT LAST, SOME CLARITY: THE POTENTIAL LONG-TERM IMPACT OF LINGLE V. CHEVRON
AND THE SEPARATION OF TAKINGS AND SUBSTANTIVE DUE PROCESSD. L. Rev. 343 (2005)

69 Alb. L. Rev. 343.343

72.  SECTION II: CIVIL LAW, PROCEDURE, AND PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW: The Boundaries of
Property Rights: La Notion de Biens4 Am. J. Comp. L. 145 (2006)

73.  NOTE: Reconsidering Poletown: In the Wake of Kelo, States Should Move to Restore Private Property Rights
48 Ariz. L. Rev. 369 (2006)

48 Ariz. L. Rev. 369.369
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Lecture: Judicial Autonomy in a Political EnvironmeB8 Ariz. St. L.J. 1 (2006)

ARTICLE: Post-Kelo Determination of Public Use and Eminent Domain in Economic Development Under
Arkansas Law59 Ark. L. Rev. 43 (2006)

59 Ark. L. Rev. 43p.43

Article: The Regulation of Superstores: The Legality of Zoning Ordinances Emerging from the Skirmishes
Between Wal-Mart and the United Food and Commercial Workers UB8irk. L. Rev. 833
(2006)

RECENT DEVELOPMENT: RECENT DEVELOPMENBS8 Ark. L. Rev. 753 (2005)

58 Ark. L. Rev. 753.753

DEPARTMENT: LEGAL ANALYSIS: MY LAND IS YOUR LAND: RE-EXAMINING MASSACHUSETTS
EMINENT DOMAIN LAW IN LIGHT OF KELO V. CITY OF NEW LOND(CB0 B.B.J. 18 (2006)

ARTICLE: GOVERNMENTS AND UNCONSTITUTIONAL TAKINGS: WHEN DO RIGHT-TO-FARM LAWS
GO TOO FAR?33 B. C. Envtl. Aff. L. Rev 87 (2006)

NOTE: From Direct "Public Use" to Indirect "Public Benefit": Kelo v. New London's Bridge from Rational
Basis to Heightened Scrutiny for Eminent Domain Takings
, 2005 BYU L. Rev. 1669 (2005)

2005 BYU L. Rev. 166%9.1669

COMMENT: Architecture as Art? Not in My Neocolonial Neighborhood: A Case for Providing First
Amendment Protection to Expressive Residential Architec2®@5 BYU L. Rev. 1625 (2005)

2005 BYU L. Rev. 162%9.1625

NOTE AND COMMENT: That Land Is Your Land, This Land Is My Land...Until the Local Government Can
Turn It for a Profit; A Critical Analysis of Kelo v. City of New Londd0 BYU J. Pub. L. 139 (2005)

NOTE AND COMMENT: JUST COMPENSATION AND THE SELLER'S PARARDEYU J. Pub. L. 79
(2005)

Article: A Theory of De Minimis and A Proposal For Its Application in Copyritit Berkeley Tech. L.J. 945
(2006)

BOOK REVIEW: To Improve the State and Condition of Man: The Power to Police and the History of
American Governan¢é3 Buff. L. Rev. 1215 (2005)



86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

Page 12
SHEPARD'S® - 125 S. Ct. 2655 - 301 Citing References

53 Buff. L. Rev. 1215.1215

26 Cal. Law. 2

26 Cal. Law. 20.24

Comment; "Don't Know What a Slide Rule Is For:" n1 The Need for a Precise Definition of Public Purpose in

North Carolina in the Wake of Kelo v. City of New London, 28 Campbell L. Rev. 291 (2006)

Symposium: Trust Law in the 21st Century: UNDOING REPEAL OF THE RULE AGAINST PERPETUITIES:

FEDERAL AND STATE TOOLS FOR BREAKING DYNASTY TRIESTSardozo L. Rev. 2537 (2006)

DEAN LINDSEY COWEN BUSINESS LAW LECTURE: Justified Monopolies: Regulating Pharmaceuticals

and TelecommunicationS6 Case W. Res. L. Rev. 103 (2005)

56 Case W. Res. L. Rev. 1@3103

YOUNG LAWYERS SECTION: PRIVATE PROPERTY, PUBLIC BENEFIT: ECONOMIC
REDEVELOPMENT AND THE POWER OF EMINENT DOMA19 CBA Record 50 (2005)

REFLECTION: The Declaration of Independence, Annotated9rdhap. L. Rev. 147 (2005)

SYMPOSIUM: CYBERPERSONS, PROPERTIZATION, AND CONTRACT IN THE INFORMATION
CULTURE: MONISM, NOMINALISM, AND PUBLIC-PRIVATE IN THE WORK OF MARGARET JANE
RADIN, 54 Clev. St. L. Rev. 219 (2006)

54 Clev. St. L. Rev. 219.219

NOTE: Limited Legal Services: Is It Worth [t39 Colum. J.L. & Soc. Probs. 331 (2006)

CAN ORIGINALISM BE RECONCILED WITH PRECEDENT?: A SYMPOSIUM ON STARE DECISIS:
ORIGINALISM, STARE DECISIS AND THE PROMOTION OF JUDICIAL RESTRAIRITonst.
Commentary 271 (2005)

ARTICLE: Recent Civil Decisions of the United States Supreme Court: The 2004-200%ZeCourt
Review 14 (2005)

CASENOTE: CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—PUBLIC USE CLAUSE—USE OF EMINENT DOMAIN TO
PROMOTE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT HELD CONSTITUTIONBG Cumb. L. Rev. 407 (2005)

36 Cumb. L. Rev. 40p.407

ARTICLE: Eminent Domain, Property Rights, and the Solution of Representation Reinforc@aieetv.
U.L. Rev. 1 (2005)
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83 Denv. U.L. Rev. b.1

98. ARTICLE: REVIEW OF SELECTED RECENT DEVELOPMENTS IN ENVIRONMENTAL 13\Dtake J.
Agric. L. 255 (2005)

99. Note: IN THE NAME OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT: REVIVING "PUBLIC USE" AS A LIMITATION
ON THE EMINENT DOMAIN POWER IN THE WAKE OF KELO V. CITY OF NEW LOND&INDrake L.
Rev. 171 (2005)

54 Drake L. Rev. 17p.171

100. OCEANIC ECOSYSTEM MANAGEMENT: CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES FOR REGIONAL
OCEAN GOVERNANCE: ADDITIONAL ARTICLE: YOU SAY TAKINGS, AND | SAY TAKINGS: THE
HISTORY AND POTENTIAL OF REGULATORY TAKINGS CHALLENGES TO THE ENDANGERED
SPECIES ACT16 Duke Env L & Pol'y F 293 (2006)

101. COMMENT: KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON ORDINANCE 15053: IS "THE MOST RESTRICTIVE LAND-
USE LAW IN THE NATION" CONSTITUTIONAL36 Envtl. L. 257 (2006)

36 Envtl. L. 257p.257

102. SYMPOSIUM ESSAY: YEAR ZERO: THE AFTERMATH OF MEASURB5&ENvI. L. 131 (2006)

36 Envtl. L. 131p.131

103. NOTE: Economic Development as Public Use: Why Justice Ryan's Poletown Dissent Provides a Better Way
to Decide Kelo and Future Public Use Cas&5 Fed. Cir. B.J. 201 (2005)

104.  ARTICLE: COUNTER-MAJORITARIAN POWER AND JUDGES' POLITICAL SPEBEHIa. L. Rev. 53
(2006)

58 Fla. L. Rev. 53.53

105. COMMENTARY: "NOT THE LAW'S BUSINESS:" n1 THE POLITICS OF TOLERANCE AND THE
ENFORCEMENT OF MORALITY%7 Fla. L. Rev. 1097 (2005)

57 Fla. L. Rev. 109p.1097

106. ESSAY: PROPERTY METAPHORS AND KELO V. NEW LONDON: TWO VIEWS OF THE CA8TLE
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