[Read download] Making Law and Courts Research Relevant: The Normative Implications of Empirical
Research (Law, Courts and Politics)

Making Law and Courts Research Relevant. The Normative
| mplications of Empirical Research (Law, Courtsand Palitics)

From Ingramcontent
audiobook | *ebooks | Download PDF | ePub | DOC

LAW, COURTS

MAKING LAW ™™
AND COURTS RESEARCH
RELEVANT

The Mormative Implications
of Empirical Research

Edited by Brandon L. Bartels and Chris W. Bonneau

+ |
DOWNLOAD ™ READ ONLINE

#1301159 in Books Ingramcontent 2014-10-04 2014-10-100riginal language:EnglishPDF # 1 9.00 x .59 x
6.00I, .0 #File Name: 113802192X 260 pagesMaking Law and Courts Research Relevant The Normative
Implications of Empirical Research Law Courts and Politics | File size: 76.Mb

From Ingramcontent : Making Law and Courts Resear ch Relevant: The Normative Implications of Empirical
Research (Law, Courtsand Palitics) before purchasing it in order to gage whether or not it would be worth my
time, and al praised Making Law and Courts Research Relevant: The Normative Implications of Empirical Research


http://f3db.com/pub/links.php?id=113802192X

(Law, Courts and Politics):

One of the more enduring topics of concern for empirically-oriented scholars of law and courtsand political scientists
more generallyis how research can be more directly relevant to broader audiences outside of academia. A significant
part of thisissue goes back to a seeming disconnect between empirical and normative scholars of law and courts that
has increased in recent years. Brandon L. Bartels and Chris W. Bonneau argue that being attuned to the normative
implications of ones work enhances the quality of empirical work, not to mention makes it substantially more
interesting to both academics and non-academic practitioners. Their books mission is to examine how the normative
implications of empirical work in law and courts can be more visible and relevant to audiences beyond academia.
Written by scholars of political science, law, and sociology, the chaptersin the volume offer ideas on a methodol ogy
for communicating normative implications in a balanced, nuanced, and modest manner. The contributors argue that if
empirical work is strongly suggestive of certain policy or institutional changes, scholars should make those
implications known so that information can be diffused. The volume consists of four sections that respectively address
the general enterprise of developing normative implications of empirical research, law and decisionmaking, judicial
selection, and courts in the broader political and societal context. This volume represents the start of a conversation on
the topic of how the normative implications of empirical research in law and courts can be made more visible. This
book will primarily interest scholars of law and courts, as well as students of judicial politics. Other subfields of
political science engaging in empirical research will aso find the suggestions made in the book relevant.

"The increasingly challenging public environment for social scientific research often compels scholars to draw policy
and normative conclusions from their work. Doing so thoughtfully and carefully, however, isits own challenge.
Bartels and Bonneau have assembled a veritable "who'swho" in political science, law, and other fields to tackle this
challenge head-on. The series of essays that make up this valuable collection offer both explicit advice and valuable
examples for engaging with broader audiences. It should be required reading for scholars (new and old) who are
grappling with the prescriptive aspects of their empirical work, and how best to connect with those outside the
academy. "Christopher Zorn, Pennsylvania State University " Through systematic research, scholars have amassed a
great deal of insight into the operations, decision-making, and consequences of the judicial system. Ironically, thereis
relatively little conversation between the researchers, who study the courts, and the policy makers, who manage them.
Why? Bartels and Bonneau have assembled an impressive cast of political scientists and legal scholars to address this
guestion --- and to offer some possible solutions. Both academics and governmental officials will benefit from reading
this highly original and important book."Kevin McGuire, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill "Crisis can be
opportunity. Recent efforts to cut funding for social science research provides the stimulus for this fresh and important
examination of the growing gap between the supposedly value-neutral research on law and courts produced by the
socia sciences and the deeply normative and prescriptive analysis of the legal academy. Each badly needs to learn
from the other. This volume demonstrates this divide is broad and deep but it also provides more than afew steps on
the long and much needed road to rigor and relevance." Gordon Silverstein, Assistant Dean, Y ale Law School About
the AuthorBrandon L. Bartelsis Associate Professor of Political Science at George Washington University. His
research focuses on judicial decision making, the U.S. Supreme Court, and public perceptions of law, courts, and
institutional legitimacy. Hiswork has been published in the American Political Science , American Journal of Political
Science, Journal of Politics, Public Opinion Quarterly, and other outlets. Chris W. Bonneau is Associate Professor of
Political Science at the University of Pittsburgh. His research focuses on judicial selection and has been published in
journals such as the American Journal of Political Science, Journal of Politics, and others. He is co-author of In
Defense of Judicial Elections and Strategic Behavior and Policy Choice on the U.S. Supreme Court.



