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On Sunday, July 10, 2022, a colleague and I submitted a new manuscript for
review to Justice System Journal. On Wednesday, July 13, Amy Steigerwalt,
JSJ ’s editor, announced that it was ceasing publication and would not be
accepting new submissions. On Dr. Steigerwalt’s recommendation, my co-
author and I withdrew our piece and began to discuss alternative venues.

After compiling some data on information for six or seven journals for us
to choose from, it occurred to me that other folks might find the information
useful or may be able to contribute based on their own experiences. With that,
I’d like to introduce the Law and Courts Venues dataset (“dataset” makes it
feel very pretentious, given that right now there are about twenty journals
listed). I have uploaded the dataset as a Google Sheet here and invite you
to make use of it to identify journals that you and your students can publish
in; and to add to it based on the places where you have landed your law and
courts research. In the rest of this piece, I’d like to explain how to code a
journal for the dataset so that you can read it and add to it.

Journal: This is simply the name of the journal. Please provide the whole
name, not just an abbreviation.

Editor: Here I list the first editor named if there’s an editorial team, or if
editors are listed by subfield, I list the person who works on “law and courts”
or “public law.” If there is an identifiable “public law” person on the editorial
team (such as Julie Novkov at APSR), I list them.

Word Count: If in their instructions to authors or submission guidelines,
the journal provides a hard word limit or soft guidelines for length preferences,
they are listed here. Journals that have multiple categories of articles (for
example, the JOP distinction between “research articles” and “short articles”)
have a parenthetical for the shorter category.

Citation Requirement: If a journal requires that citations be provided in
a particular format upon initial submission, this requirement is listed. For
example, Political Science Quarterly requires that submissions have citations
formatted in Chicago Manual of Style method, using endnotes (specifically not
footnotes). If a journal accepts submissions without formatting requirements
but requires formatting on acceptance, it is listed as “none on submission.”

Table Placement: If a journal expects that tables and figures be distributed
in the main text of the paper in their approximate placements on publication,
it is listed as “Main Text.” If a journal expects tables and figures to be placed
at the end of the text as a separate appendix with their locations flagged
“TABLE X ABOUT HERE,” then it is listed as “Separate.” Journals that
express no preference or explicitly state that they do not care are listed as
“Agnostic.”
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Figures: Political Science Research and Methods and American Journal of
Political Science explicitly state that they prefer data to be expressed in figures
rather than tables where possible. Journal of Law and Courts and American
Political Science Review both explicitly remind authors in their guidelines
that figures are difficult to reproduce and ask for high-quality output. While
neither journal states that they will reject papers with low-quality figures,
they are listed as “arguably deprecated” in this field so that scholars without
experience generating figures will be cautious in how they choose to report
results. Similarly, when entering new journals into the spreadsheet, I encourage
you to consider what resources and skills a graduate student may have in
deciding how to code for things like this. All other journals thus far have
expressed no preference.

DA-RT: This field encompasses many different types of policies surround-
ing replicability and research transparency. If a journal will not publish a piece
without authors submitting their data and processing protocol for replication,
or an explanation of why that is impossible, this field is listed as “Required.”
Journals that “recommend” or “request” data submission for replication are
listed as “Requested,” and journals that “provide the opportunity” for repli-
cation are listed as “Optional.” Journals that do not have a DA-RT policy
are missing observations (I’m open to someone going in and filling those gaps
with something for clarity’s sake.)

Footnotes: If a journal has an express policy regarding the use of foot-
notes over endnotes, or vice versa, it is noted here. Journals that express no
preference are missing data.

Other Notes: This field is for noting anything idiosyncratic about the jour-
nal that would be useful for folks consulting the list. For example, if a journal
has onerous and unique pre-submission formatting requirements that make it
difficult to turn a piece around that you’ve prepared for a different journal,
this is noted. In addition, if a journal is on a processing hiatus or charges a
submission fee, that would be noted here. If an observation is repeated across
lots of journals, it may be appropriate to break that issue out into its own
field.

Entered By: Take credit for your service, please.
There is also an “articles” sheet, which is where you should feel free to

enter your own recent publications. I’ve entered one sample article in law and
courts for each journal already in the dataset, so you can evaluate where work
like yours gets published. Most of this sheet is relatively self-explanatory, but
there’s a few things to flag for your attention:

Journal: This field is a drop-down menu; if the journal you published in
does not appear in the “journals” sheet, you can’t enter your article! If you
think this design choice is intended to incentivize you to add to the journal
list, you would be correct.

Data Strategy: Another drop-down menu, allowing you to list the approach
you take to data in your article. The choices are quantitative, qualitative, and
non-empirical (for pieces that are purely theoretical). Rather than attempt to
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wade into the discussion over the boundaries between these categories, I will
simply encourage you to be thoughtful about how you categorize your work.

Geographic Focus: This field allows you to state what part of the world
your article focuses on. If your piece is comparative and focuses on a region,
please state the region (such as “Southern Africa”); if it’s comparative but
pulls cases using non-geographic criteria, please list the cases (such as “United
States, Latin America, and Spain”).

Rejected At?: This field is optional; but if you are comfortable listing the
places that you submitted your piece where it was rejected, this information
will help the subfield to develop an understanding of what doesn’t get accepted
at certain journals. This will help us to target our submissions more precisely
and perhaps reduce the likelihood of desk rejects.

I don’t mean to suggest that this is some sort of fantastically field-changing
piece of service that I’m doing. But I know that as a graduate student, I often
struggled with knowing where to send my work (heck, I still do, sometimes). I
would encourage folks to make use of this list and add to it. I can’t speak for
anyone but myself, but I don’t see the knowledge of what journals will publish
our work as some sort of trade secret which must be distributed via whisper
network.

In addition, this list provides a service not encompassed by Paul Musgrave’s
journal list, which neither lists Journal of Law and Courts as of this writing
nor recognizes public law as a separate subfield in the discipline at all. It thus
supports the specific interests of this subfield in a way that other collections
of journals don’t. It also provides specific information on journal expectations
that Dr. Musgrave’s list doesn’t.

Of course, editors rotate in and out, and some editorial teams will be more
open to law and courts work than others, and so the list must be maintained
and updated. This is why I’ve set this up for crowd-sourcing; so that it can
be maintained and corrected as it gets out of date. As with all crowd-sourced
resources, we will have to be careful to police it from bad actors. You’re always
welcome to email me at matthew.krell@washburn.edu (my current institutional
affiliation) or matthewrkrell@mrklaw.org (my email from my practice days,
which will be permanent) if there are larger issues that can’t be fixed with a
quick edit. To allay any concerns, let me note that Google Sheets maintains
an archive of edits that the sheet owner can access, so if the dataset gets
vandalized I can roll back to the last good version.

I am also compiling a list of presses and book series that publish the kind of
work that we do in this section. If there is interest in that list, please contact
me.
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