SEMINAR IN JUDICIAL PROCESSES AND POLITICS


GOVERNMENT 435 -- SPRING 2002


(NIGHT CLASS)


PAPER #2 ASSIGNMENT





The second paper is due on May 6, 2002. Your paper should be typed, double-spaced, with normal font size and margins. I expect that you will need approximately 8-10 pages to complete the assignment. As I mentioned in class, I am willing to review drafts of papers before they are due. Thus, if you give me a draft by April 29, I will review it and give you my comments. You then may revise the paper and hand it in on the 6th. The required reading for the paper is: 





1. Dubois, " Accountability, Independence and the Selection of State Judges: The Role of Popular Judicial Elections." Southwestern Law Journal, Vol. 40, pp. 31-52 (1986)


2. Scheuerman, "Rethinking Judicial Elections." Oregon Law Review, Vol. 72, pp. 459-485 (1993)





Assignment: In December 2000, justices from 17 state supreme courts met in Chicago to discuss judicial election reform. Their focus was not to propose one method of judicial selection in the states over another but to discuss possible changes in those states where judges are popularly elected. However, some want to go farther than what was discussed at the meeting and do away with popular election as a way to select judges. 





In the articles listed above, the authors take different positions on judicial elections. Using these articles only, write a paper outlining and analyzing Dubois's arguments in favor of judicial elections and Scheuerman's arguments against judicial elections. You should assume the readers of your paper know little about how states select judges and have not read the articles, so be sure in your paper to discuss the different types of judicial selection systems in the states and the justifications for each. In addition, and more importantly, you should analyze the strength of each author's argument. In doing so, be sure to address the following: Why does one believe popular elections should be part of the selection process and the other does not? Do they build convincing arguments? Why or why not? What evidence does each rely on to support his position? If you think an argument is flawed, what could the author have done, if anything, to strengthen it? Whom do you think makes the best argument, and why?





At the end of the paper, and in a separate section (about 1 page or so), you should set out your own views on judicial elections. 





NOTE: Copies of the articles are on reserve in the library (or will be later in the week of March 18)





