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Jeffrey Brand’s textbook celebrates its subtitle, as it proves to be an engaging introduction to jurisprudence. It also remains loyal to its main title – it is a rewarding introduction to jurisprudence’s older and most distinguished vein: the philosophical one. And on top of that, it is a worthy addition to any list of recommended introductions to philosophy of law for undergraduate students in law or, even, philosophy, as well as for postgraduates who do not happen to have background knowledge in the field.
The book is an engaging read. It just provides basic knowledge, one might say. Interestingly, though, it provides basic knowledge in a sophisticated manner. Far from spoon-feeding theory snapshots to readers, it invites them to actively engage with the theories’ fully fledged claims and rationales. Its ten chapters (with their comfortably succinct sections and sub-sections) have been written in the form of discursive essays on individual topics that have been long debated by philosophers (see, e.g. ‘Rights’, pp. 56–64) or legal scholars (see, e.g. ‘Originalism and the evolution of meaning’, pp. 213–215) or by a broader audience (see ‘Capital punishment’, pp. 197–205). The emphasis on arguments and counterarguments encourages readers to acquire further knowledge through grasping and evaluating reasons and modes of reasoning. 

The book is also edifying in that it delivers knowledge through accessible representations of key contributions to both general and particular jurisprudence from the mid-twentieth century up to the present day. For the most part, it reveals the content of selected writings no further than is necessary to make a more advanced exploration attractive and their constructively critical reception less daunting than students and non-experts generally anticipate it to be. The ‘Study questions’ and ‘Recommended reading’ sections at the end of each chapter, complemented as they are by a list of scarce endnotes, a glossary, an up-to-date bibliography, and an index, further support Brand’s commitment to generate, among his audience, a well-grounded familiarity with the philosophically minded jurisprudential scene of our time as well as a well-informed philosophical intuition.

Brand introduces his approach as philosophically centred and, more precisely, philosophically centred in the analytical tradition (pp. x–xi). In the Preface, which is exemplary in terms of clarity of the author’s epistemic targets, the reader is timely made aware that the book covers neither the continental tradition in legal philosophy nor critical jurisprudence; and yet it is most probably thanks to this narrower methodological and scholarly focus that it gains in depth.
The book’s originality can be briefly described as twofold. First, it separates itself from a long-established convention that wants textbooks in jurisprudence to be primarily, if not exclusively, dedicated to general jurisprudence. Only four of its ten chapters discuss general theories of law. These appear to form a first unit. The remaining six can be considered as the constitutive parts of a second, undeclared yet plainly detectable, unit within the book that pays tribute to particular jurisprudence. Each of them explores the philosophical underpinnings of a specific area of legal doctrine and practice, ranging from private law to international law. 
This innovative initiative in terms of structure also has positive implications for the textbook’s content. It draws attention to the key role that everyday problems have in fuelling philosophical inquiry; it defends philosophy’s potential to be much more than a theoretical exercise, that is, to scrutinize practice as well as to trigger and guide reforms; it recalls the advantages that contemplation upon specific examples has for doing philosophy. It is also worth noting that the emphasis on particular jurisprudence  demonstrates Brand’s textbook’s alignment with – and knowing approval of – the cutting edge of legal philosophy in the early 21st century (consider that some of the most promising contributions to philosophical jurisprudence in the last twenty-five years have been the fruit of a revival of interest in particular jurisprudence). 

The second dimension of the book’s originality reveals itself through the unordinary exploratory routes that each of its two units offers to the reader. The four chapters on general jurisprudence have not been allocated their respective subjects in textbooks’ usual way of devoting each chapter to a jurisprudential school (positivism, natural law theory, and so on) or a notable legal philosopher (Hart, Fuller, and others). Rather, they have been separated from each other on the basis of topics, that is, of themes of thought or philosophical problems. They consecutively discuss legal systems, legal reasoning, the justification of law, and legal obligation. Thus, the book provides a seamlessly evolving comparative consideration of different theories, while it also preserves a step-by-step exploration of philosophical questions and answers uninterrupted by potentially distracting references to the theories’ context or to disputable attempts to make each philosophical doctrine and philosopher fit into a narrow box.
The compilation of the first four chapters in the form of discursive essays on individual topics is not without downsides. Important theories that may have not found themselves in the midst of recent controversy and thus are not susceptible to an analysis on the basis of arguments and counter-arguments as much as other theories are, have not been covered as extensively as they deserve (e.g. Finnis’s analytic revival of the Thomistic tradition is scarcely discussed in about two pages, pp. 17–19). Another downside is that the major claims of some theories that aspire to cover a number of the book’s different topics in a cohesive manner and thus challenge the consideration of such topics as distinct from each other have been discussed in different chapters. In the case of Dworkin’s theory, this risks impairing its unity; see the separate analysis of Dworkin’s critique of positivism (pp. 9–14) and of his own theory of law as integrity (pp. 39–44), though the latter has been built upon the former, as Brand acknowledges (p. 11).
A further refreshing approach unfolds through the last six chapters of the book. The reader will not encounter a straightforward application of the one-chapter-per-subject formula here either. Although chapters have been arranged in a manner that allows for all key areas of law to be covered, the details of the arrangement appear to have been dictated not by a wish to cover all areas at equal length, but by an intention to do justice to the degree of affinity that each has for philosophical investigation. However, this intention has not fully materialised, at least not in all chapters. The domain of criminal justice – which, surely, pertains to much debated dilemmas in moral philosophy – may have been appositely discussed in two chapters (Chs. 6–7) distinguishing the philosophy of criminal law from the philosophy of punishment, but Brand’s choice to pack the increasingly appealing developments in the philosophy of private law in only one chapter (Ch. 5) has inevitably led to a neglect of some of these developments. Such is the case of recent contributions to the philosophical underpinnings of the duty of care and vicarious liability that form part of a broader discussion on the relationship between responsibility and liability. 
The omission of references to these and other contributions is all the more striking if one considers that the section entitled ‘Tort’ (though fittingly complemented with a separate section on the philosophically compelling question of causation in tort and in criminal law)  covers in over half of its pages the economic analysis of tort law and thus fails to align itself with the declared and otherwise consistently retained philosophical focus of the book. And though the fact that the chapter on private law covers three times as many pages as the chapter on international law (Ch. 10), may not count as an instance of disproportionately favouring the philosophy of one area of law over that of another (jurisprudential research in international law has traditionally been less philosophical in its aspirations than its counterparts in private and criminal law anyway), the impression that Ch. 10 is too short to competently cover its subject persists; note e.g. the absence of references to the current furthering of our understanding of legal systems with regard to their role within and beyond the state.
Brief as it may be, this survey of Brand’s textbook has hopefully stimulated readers’ interest in evaluating first hand its potential to enrich materials for virtually any curriculum in the philosophy of law. Despite its weaknesses, the book is not just fit for purpose; it arguably stands out among the regrettably few but much-needed introductory books that devote to the philosophy of specific areas of law and to the argumentative dimension of general jurisprudence the length and quality of analysis they deserve. And it is not accidental that, in doing so, Brand’s textbook also indirectly contributes to one of philosophy’s main tasks: to meaningfully move from the general to the specific and vice versa.        
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