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the taxpayers in many cases will bear the burden of large

punitive damages awarded by juries without the standards

that govern criminal law fines. Of course, I do not

suggest that citizens whose constitution rights have been

infringed are not entitled to the remedies provided by

law. But thoughtful persons familiar with the jeometr ic

expansion of §1983 and tort sults in recent years, have

teason for concern as to the societal costs that often

extend far beyond the outcome of a particular case. Apart

from the episodic manner in which some pPlaintiffs are made

millionaires by juries, many of the ablest
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Bany types of cltizen boards and agencles

school boards) that are so important in a




' liability insurance often | inavalla ;

LOCArY t 4
L & LEL2 B i 1
At !
i ¥ oA W
I
g F
]
-




- - i a® Toaet el

lLfp/ma 031/15/86 Rider A, (Pembaur)

PEMRA SALLY-POW

fhere is nothing whatever in the record to support the

inference relied on by Justices White and O'Connor. Mor

has this Court ever held that because a polic ha #
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