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The arrangement has worked fairly well for a
discipline with (a) little in the way of pre-
publication peer review other than turns on
the seminar circuit and faculty presentations
over subs and chips, and (b) limited represen-
tation by law specialists in academic publish-
ing. Perhaps Fairness represents a full
convergence, but with the loss of informal
post-publication peer review.

If so, what does it mean? Starting now, will
it be possible to write your book, turn it over
to a law review for citecheck and clean-up,
and then publish the same thing twice, once
for free to the legal world and once for a few
dollars in royalties to the rest? (It also would
save the cost of ordering reprints.) On the
other hand, if journals start insisting on pub-
lishing whole books rather than just a chap-
ter or two, some of the many law professors
who can do without the help (and annoy-
ance) of a journal staÖ when dealing with
pesky little problems of authority, accuracy,
and consistency may decide to cut out the
middleman and go straight to the academic
presses. If this catches on, it will be the end of
law reviews as we know them. But on yet
another hand, several press editors and librar-
ians have reminded the Green Bag that over
the years a not insigniÕcant number of legal
scholars have exhibited a peculiarly intense
interest in publishing the same work as many
times as possible, and there are no signs of
any evolution of social norms in that regard.

In all likelihood, little will come of Fairness-
as-article – except, of course, for whatever
impact its substance may have. Its record
length as a law review article will likely stand
for as long as Fidel Castro’s record-setting,
269-minute speech at the United Nations in
September 1960, and for the same reason:
Remember what Fidel said? 
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The Vote Early � Often

he convergence of law reviews and
books is taking a diÖerent form in
Chicago. This summer the University

of Chicago Law Review will publish a nine-
article symposium issue on the 2000 election
controversy. The University of Chicago Press
will publish unrevised versions of those arti-
cles in book form in the fall (as The Vote),
supplemented by two additional articles, an
introduction, and an afterword. In mid-
April, however, the Press will oÖer a preview
version of The Vote in draft form on its web-
site – before the Review’s symposium issue
hits the newsstands. Two articles in the pre-
view edition (one from the left and one from
the right) will be accessible for free and visi-
tors who preorder a copy of the print edition
of the book will receive a password to access
the rest.

Richard A. Epstein & Cass R. Sunstein,
eds., The Vote, thevotebook.com.

April Showers � 
Billable Hours

ere is why 21st century telecommut-
ing won’t live up even to 19th century
standards:

For a great many years past, Mr. Webster had a
regular law oÓce in the city of Boston, and
supplied with a valuable library of Õve or six
thousand volumes, which was, however, for
the most part, in the keeping of a law partner.
In alluding to this fact on one occasion, he
informed the writer that it was with the
utmost diÓculty that he could ever bring
himself to attend to any legal business when
sojourning at either of his country residences.
“It not infrequently happens,” said he, “that
people come to me just as I am about to leave
Boston for MarshÕeld, with the request that I
shall attend to their suits. I decline the
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