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that even such "minor" incidents do
not have to be tolerated by anyone.
In addition, they saw that an individ-
ual who chooses to stand up and
fight against such behavior is sup-
ported by the college, not brushed
aside. I now make it a point to con-
clude my discussion of women's
rights by saying that if any of them
(even males) are harassed they should
feel free to tell faculty or administra-

tors because the situation will be
taken seriously.

Finally, from a personal perspec-
tive, the support given to me made
me able to take a step back from the
anger and embarrassment. My initial
inclination was to try to force the
student to withdraw from my class.
But now I see that some good has
resulted from our discussion. Al-
though institutions cannot keep inci-

dents like this from happening, it is
comforting to have them respond in
such a positive manner.
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In 1970, an ad hoc committee of the
American Political Science Associa-
tion (APSA) published a report on
Mexican Americans in the profession
(Ad Hoc Committee on Mexican
Americans in the Profession, 1970).
The committee was concerned about
the lack of scholarly work on Ameri-
ca's second largest disadvantaged
minority group. They were equally
concerned about the lack of recruit-
ment and training of Mexican Ameri-
can political scientists. In its report
the committee noted that there were
only two Mexican American scholars
with doctoral degrees in political
science in the entire nation and both
had left academe for governmental
service. The ad hoc committee con-
cluded:

There is something basically wrong
with political science when we (1) fail
to adequately interpret the political
presence of eight or more million
people, and (2) when we fail to recruit
and train more than a handful of their
representatives. This, of course means
a substantial loss of our body of
knowledge and beyond this, it may
represent a serious insensitivity, on our
part, to the contemporary problem of
mankind. (Ad Hoc Committee on
Mexican Americans in the Profession,
1970: 352)

A subsequent study by the Com-
mittee on the Status of Chicanos of
the Western Political Science Asso-
ciation (1975) of political science
departments in institutions in thirteen
western and southwestern states

reported that the recruitment and re-
tention of Chicanos, as well as
course offerings in the area of
Chicano politics in the discipline, had
not improved.

The WPSA committee noted that
while in general most schools per-
ceived a need for more courses, stu-
dents, and faculty in the area of
Chicano politics, most of the schools
offered very few suggestions for
increasing the numbers of Chicanos
in political science departments. The
report concluded that most depart-
ments were neither interested in
changing, nor willing to change their
departmental policies for graduate
admissions and faculty hiring which
had led to the exclusion of Chicanos
from the profession. The reason for
this reluctance to change was a per-
ceived threat to the academic stan-
dards of political science departments
even though the exclusionary policies
had never been tested with respect to
their validity in predicting success or
failure of Chicago graduate students
or faculty (Committee on the Status
of Chicanos, 1975).

While the number of Latino(a)
Ph.D.'s has slowly increased since
1970, the WPSA Committee on the
Status of Chicanos has identified
only 56 Latino(a) Ph.D.'s in
academic political science depart-
ments as of 1990. The situation for
Latino(a)s within the discipline has
changed very little in the last twenty
years and serious problems continue
to exist. Two of the major problems
which Latino(a)s face are in the areas

of recruitment and retention (tenure
and/or promotion).

Recruitment and Retention of
Latinos in Political Science

Recruitment is a problem which
begins at the undergraduate and
graduate school level. In the last
decade there has been a serious
decline in the number of Latino(a)s
entering and completing graduate
programs in political science. Over
the twenty year period between 1970
and 1980 nationwide Ph.D. granting
political science programs have grad-
uated a paltry average of less than 3
Latino(a)s per year. Of the fifty-six
Latino's holding Ph.D.'s in 1990
(Committee on the Status of
Chicanos, 1990) only thirteen (23
percent) have received a Ph.D. since
1980. And as of the fall of 1989 the

Of the fifty-six Latino's
holding Ph.D. 's in 1990
only thirteen (23 percent)
have received a Ph.D.
since 1980.

Committee on the Status of Chicanos
of the WPSA has been able to iden-
tify only 15 Latino(a) graduate stu-
dents in Ph.D. programs across the
United States.
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More alarming is the fact that very
few women are entering and or com-
pleting Ph.D. programs. There are
currently only five Latinas in aca-
demic political science departments
(one other is in a department of
Chicano Studies). Of the six Latina
political scientists, only two have
received a Ph.D. in the decade of the
1980s.

Once a Latino(a) is hired for a
tenure track position he/she often
faces problems that are different
from non-minority faculty in his/her
attempt to secure tenure and promo-
tion. A recent study by Aguirre
(1987) concludes that universities
often sort and channel Chicano(a)
faculty into a limited opportunity
structure (mainly minority oriented
service activities) on the periphery of
the mainstream activities of the post-
secondary organization and therefore
Latino(a) faculty often find them-
selves socially and academically iso-
lated within the university institution.

Academic isolation in political
science departments in part exists due
to the Latino(a) faculty members'
non-mainstream research interests,
and a lack of junior-senior mentor
relationships, often essential for aca-
demic integration into the world of
professional refereed journals and
the development of grantsmanship
skills. Early success in publishing in
refereed journals and the securing of
grant funds to buy out teaching
release time is crucial for successful
tenure and promotion for the junior
faculty member. While these are
problems which all junior faculty
face they may be somewhat exacer-
bated for the Latino(a) researcher.

In most universities whose primary
mission is research rather than teach-
ing, criteria for tenure and promo-
tion usually implicitly or explicitly
require some publications in profes-
sional refereed mainstream journals
in political science. Yet very few arti-
cles on race and ethnicity seem to be
published in these journals. For the
Latino(a) researcher this creates a
serious obstacle to establishing a high
profile publication record which is
necessary for successful retention and
promotion in most research oriented
political science departments. Where
does a Latino(a) political scientist
submit articles for publication if
mainstream journals do not seem to
be publishing articles on minority re-

search topics? Is the problem one of
the insignificance of race in political
science as opposed to other social
science disciplines, or is it a problem
of the insensitivity on the part of the
discipline of political science to race
and ethnic research in general?

Where does a Latino(a)
political scientist submit
articles for publication if
mainstream journals do
not seem to be publishing
articles on minority
research topics?

The Declining Significance of
Race or Insignificance of Race
in Political Science Research?

Of primary concern here is the his-
torical record of the publication of
research on race and ethnic politics
in political science journals. And sec-
ond, how does the discipline of polit-
ical science compare with other social
science disciplines, such as sociology,
on the publication of research on
race and ethnicity?

Data and Methods

The data for this comparison con-
sist of all journal articles1 published
between 1964-1988 in what are gener-
ally recognized as the most prestig-
ious mainstream journals2 in the
disciplines of political science and
sociology, and one interdisciplinary
social science journal.

Articles for the period of
1964-1988 were operationalized into
the following four categories: (1)
articles whose major hypothesis(es)
or research question(s) specifically
focused on social and political prob-
lems of the Latino community; (2)
articles whose major hypothesises)
or research question(s) focused on
social and political problems of the
Black community; (3) articles whose
major hypothesis(es) or major re-
search question(s) focused on
women's social and political (gender
related) issues; and (4) articles whose

major hypothesis(es) or research
question(s) did not focus on one
specific ethnic or racial group (e.g.,
Blacks, Latinos, Asians) but which
either focused on a comparison of
social and political problems among
several ethnic groups or which
focused on the general topic of
ethnicity.

Articles on women's issues were
analyzed for two reasons. First,
many female academicians feel that
women's topics of research are non-
mainstream topics in the discipline of
political science. Therefore I wanted
to test the hypothesis that research
on female (gender) issues would be
no more likely to be published in
mainstream political science journals
than research on race or ethnicity.
Second, I wanted to see if any arti-
cles combined race and gender
topics. Unfortunately, I did not find
a single article published in any of
the political science journals which
combined an analysis of issues on
gender and race during the period of
analysis; however, I did identify
twenty-five articles which combined
an analysis of issues on gender and
race in sociology journals. Due to the
fact that the primary focus of these
articles were on gender issues, with
race being of secondary importance,
these articles were included in the
women's article category for the pur-
pose of my analysis.

Analysis

Table 1 presents a comparison of
percentages (raw numbers are found
in parentheses) of published articles
on race, ethnic and gender issues for
the period of 1964-1988 in seven
selected political science and sociol-
ogy journals and one interdisciplin-
ary journal. From the period of 1964
to 1988 only eleven articles have ever
been published on the Latino com-
munity in the four selected political
science journals. Only one article on
the Latino community has ever been
published in a major political science
journal other than the Western Polit-
ical Quarterly (WPQ).3 Articles
which focus on Blacks, women and
ethnicity are almost as poorly repre-
sented in political science journals as
are articles on the Latino commu-
nity. In none of the four political
science journals does the publication
of articles on race, gender and
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TABLE 1.
Comparison of Publications of Race, Ethnic, and Gender Articles
in Selected Political Science and Sociology Journals, 1964-1988

Journal

American Political Science Review

Journal of Politics

American Journal of Political Science

Western Political Quarterly

American Sociological Review

American Journal of Sociology

Social Forces

Social Science Quarierty

Percent
Hispanic
Articles

0.0
(0)

0.0
(1)

0.0
(0)

0.8
(9)

0.7
(9)

1.9
(19)

0.9
(12)

7.7
(91)c

Percent
Black

Articles

0.7
(7)

2.4
(19)

1.0
(8)

1.2
(13)

2.9
(36)

5.1
(49)

6.7
(81)

9.9
( "7 ) d

Percent
Women
Articles

0.5
(5)

1.4
( l l ) a

1.6
(13)

2.9
(31)b

5.7
(71)

9.2
(89)

7.2
(86)

7.2
(85)

Percent
Race/Ethnic

Articles

0.8
(8)

2.9
(23)

1.9
(15)

1.2
(12)

5.4
(67)

7.6
(74)

4.9
(60)

5.8
(68)

"Vol. 41, no. 2 special issue: Symposium on Women and Politics (7 articles).
bVol. 34, no. 1 special issue: Women and Politics (13 articles).
cVol. 53, no. 4 special issue: Chicano Experience in the U.S. (22 articles); Vol. 65, no. 2 special issue:
The Mexican Origin Experience (35 articles).
dVol. 49, no. 3 special issue: Black America (30 articles); Vol. 57, no. 4 special issue: New Perspectives
on Black America (9 articles).

ethnicity exceed three percent of all
articles published in these journals
for the twenty-five year period
examined.

From the period of 1964
to 1988 only eleven arti-
cles have ever been pub-
lished on the Latino
community in the four
selected political science
journals.

Articles on race, gender and
ethnicity in sociology journals fare
much better than in political science
journals. Three times as many arti-
cles focusing on the Latino commu-
nity have been published in the three
leading sociology journals as have
been published in four of the leading
journals in political science. It is also
apparent that articles on women's
issues and ethnicity are much more

likely to be published in sociology
journals than in political science
journals. Table 1 also shows that the
Social Science Quarterly (SSQ) has
the best overall publication record of
articles on Latinos and Blacks.

Table 2 more dramatically illus-
trates the major differences in the
publication records of articles on
race, gender and ethnicity between
sociology and political science jour-
nals during the last twenty five years.
If we combine the percentage of all
articles on race, gender and ethnicity
for each journal over the twenty five
year period we find that sociology
journals have consistently published
a much higher percentage of these
articles than have political science
journals. The American Sociological
Review (ASR), and the American
Journal of Sociology (AJS), two of
the most prestigious journals in
sociology, have published between
seven and ten times as many articles
on race, ethnicity and gender as has
the American Political Science
Review (APSR). And while the
Journal of Politics (JOP) and the
American journal of Political Science
(AJPS) have higher percentages of
publications of articles on race,

gender and ethnicity than the APSR,
these percentages are still two to
three times lower than any of the
percentages for the three sociology
journals used in our analysis.

To further illustrate differences in
the number of publications of articles
on race, gender and ethnicity be-
tween political science and sociology
journals a comparison of group
means test was performed. Here we
are testing the hypothesis that there
is a statistical difference between the
mean percentage of articles published
on race, gender and ethnicity (over
the twenty five year period) when
articles are divided into two groups:
(1) those published in the four politi-
cal science journals (APSR, JOP,
AJPS and WPQ) and; (2) those pub-
lished in the three sociology journals
(AJS, ASR, and Social Forces) for
the period of 1964-1988.

It is apparent from the results of
the group means test (Table 3) that
there are statistically significant dif-
ferences in the publication rates of
articles on race, gender and ethnicity
between our two groups. Publica-
tions on race, gender and ethnicity
are significantly more likely to be
published in sociology journals than
in political science journals.

Publications on race,
gender and ethnicity are
significantly more likely to
be published in sociology
journals than in political
science journals.

An anomaly that exists in Table 1
with regard to publication of re-
search on the Latino community in
the WPQ deserves further discussion.
One might wonder why all but one
article on the Latino community has
been published in the WPQP. In 1975
the Western Political Science Associ-
ation (WPSA) established Chicano,
Black and Women caucuses within
the organization. Through the efforts
of these caucuses a unique "best"
paper competition was established at
the annual meetings of the WPSA.
This competition is unique from
other "best" paper competitions in
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TABLE 2.
Total Percentages of Race, Ethnic
and Gender Articles for Selected
Political Science and Sociology
Journals, 1964-1988

Journal Percentage

American Political Science
Review

Journal of Politics
American Journal of Political

Science
Western Political Quarterly
American Sociological Review
American Journal of

Sociology
Social Forces
Social Science Quarterly

1.9
6.8

4.5
6.2

14.8

23.8
19.8
30.7

TABLE 3.
Comparison of Mean Percentage of Articles Published on Race, Ethnicity
and Gender in Selected Political Science Journals versus Sociology Journals,
1964-1988

Mean Percentage Mean Percentage Mean Percentage Mean Percentage
Hispanic Black Women Race/Ethnicity

Journal Articles Articles Articles Articles

Sociology journals8

Political science
journals15

T Value

1.2

0.0
2.62**

4.9

1.3
3.51*

7.4

1.6
5.72*

6.0

1.7
4.87*

*p < .01
**p < .05

"Sociology journals: American Sociological Review, American Journal of Sociology, Social Forces.
bPolitical science journals: American Political Science Review, Journal of Politics, American Journal
of Political Science, Western Political Quarterly.

other political science associations in
that a competition for "best" paper
occurs within each caucus as well as
a "best" paper being awarded for
the entire conference outside of these
caucuses. The papers which win these
"best" paper competitions (and it
should be noted that winners have
not been awarded every year within
each caucus) is guaranteed publica-
tion in the Western Political Quar-
terly if the author so wishes.

Table 4 presents results from a bi-
variate regression analysis examining
the differences in the number of pub-
lications on race and gender topics in
the WPQ before and after the estab-
lishment of the "best paper" compe-
titions for the Black, Chicano and
Women caucuses in 1977. A compar-
ison of the unstandardized regression
coefficients (b's) shows that publica-
tion of articles on Latino and gender
topics significantly increased after
1977. Seven of the nine articles pub-
lished on Latino issues in the WPQ
have come on or after 1977 (three
are articles which have been awarded
"best" paper on Chicano Politics).4

This unique situation within the
WPSA seems to have had a signifi-
cant direct or indirect effect on
increasing the publication of articles
on Latinos and women in the WPQ.

the profession. It raises a number of
important questions: Why are so few
articles on race and ethnicity being
published in the leading journals in
political science and why are articles
on race and ethnicity much more
likely to be published in sociology or
interdisciplinary journals than in
political science journals? Are race,
gender and ethnicity of little impor-
tance in analyses of social and politi-
cal phenomena? This would hardly
seem to be the case.

Certainly race and ethnicity have
historically been important topics of
research among much of the urban
policy literature in both sociology
and political science (Whyte, 1943;
Myrdal, 1944; Gordon, 1961; Ban-
field and Wilson, 1963; Breton, 1964;
Dawson and Robinson, 1965;
Parenti, 1967; Lineberry and Fowler,
1967; Banfield, 1968; Gordon, 1968;
Paterson, 1974). And certainly race
and ethnicity have periodically been
important variables in analyses of
community power and voting behav-
ior at the state, local and national

level (Dahl, 1961; Wolfinger, 1965,
1966; Levy and Kramer, 1972);
Lorinskas, Hawkins, and Edwards,
1969). Race has also been an impor-
tant variable in the political socializa-
tion literature (Engstom, 1970;
Greenberg, 1970a, 1970b, 1972;
Garcia, 1973, and it is rare today to
find a major national survey instru-
ment designed for analyses of social
and political behavior that does not
include a variety of demographic
questions on ethnicity (e.g., identifi-
cation, country of origin, and lan-
guage usage).

Why then are so few articles on
race and ethnicity found in main-
stream political science journals as
opposed to sociology journals? There
are probably a number of complex
reasons. First, while topics of
research in political science and
sociology sometimes overlap (particu-
larly in studies of political behavior
of groups) sociologists have perhaps
emphasized the importance of race
and ethnicity at a much earlier stage
in the development of the discipline

TABLE 4.
Unstandardized Regression Coefficients (b's) of Intervention Variable" for
Hispanic, Black, Female and Race/Ethnic Journal Articles in the
Western Political Quarterly, 1964-1988

Discussion

The analysis of the publication of
articles on race and ethnic research in
political science journals has signifi-
cant implications for tenure and pro-
motion decisions affecting Latinos in

Hispanic
Articles

Intervention
Constant
R2

N

.012

.004

.16
25

Black
Articles

.001

.013

.00
25

Female
Articles

.048

.009

.13
25

Race/Ethnic
Articles

.016

.027

.04
25

"Intervention is a dummy variable: (0) articles published before 1977; (1) articles published after 1977.
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than has been the case in political
science. The study of race and eth-
nicity in sociology is at least as old as
the work of Robert Park and Ernest
Burgess (in the early 1900s) of the
Chicano school of urban sociology
(Park, 1914, 1918; Park, Burgess and
McKenzie, 1925).

In political science, however,
almost no literature exists prior to
the mid 1960s on race or ethnicity.
This absence may be due in part to
the fact that the importance of race
and ethnicity in political science re-
search seems only to have begun
during the period of racial and social
unrest between White and Black
America in the 1960s and seems to
have rapidly vanished in the late
1970s and 1980s.

Beyond the difference in the his-
torical development of interest in
race and ethnicity in the disciplines
of sociology and political science is
the dominance of a somewhat
narrower range of topics in main-
stream political science journals as
opposed to the more varied range of
topics found in sociology journals. It
is obvious from any examination of
the APSR, JOP, and the AJPS over
the last twenty five years that the
dominant topic of articles published
has been in the area of elections and
voting behavior. Yet very few pub-
lished articles in the APSR, JOP,
and AJPS examine the political be-
havior of Blacks, Latinos, Native
Americans or Asians, nor do the
majority of these articles use race or
ethnicity as important variables in
their analyses. Why?

This may in large part be because
the primary data used for these
analyses, the National Election Sur-
vey (NES), has never oversampled
any major minority group (e.g.,
Blacks or Latinos) in the United
States so that analyses of ethnic elec-
toral behavior could be done. The
field of voting behavior has also
almost exclusively limited its collec-
tion of data to the national level as
opposed to much needed collections
of data at the state and local levels
which are equally important arenas
for studying Latino and Black politi-
cal behavior.

The problem of available data to
analyze race and ethnic issues is not
restricted only to the area of political
behavior in political science. For

example, the longest running panel
survey of changes in income in the
United States, the Panel Survey of
Income Dynamics (PSID), does not
at present contain a large enough
sample of Latinos or Blacks (or any
other minority group) to allow re-
searchers to study such important
policy issues as welfare, poverty and
unemployment of minority groups.
The reality for Latinos is that there
are very few national level datasets in
political science available to do
analyses of Latino social, economic
and political behavior.

A final possible explanation for
the lack of articles published on race,
gender and ethnicity in political
science journals is a philosophical
and theoretical one, namely the
reluctance on the part of the disci-
pline of political science to accept
critical (or radical political economy)
theory as a legitimate model of
analysis of political phenomena.

It is the harsh reality for Latino(a)
political scientists, and for Marxist
political scientists, that no main-
stream journal has ever consistently
published articles which use critical
theory as their primary method of
analysis. In part this may be because
the discipline has historically been
dominated by institutionalist, politi-
cal behavior and rational choice
approaches and partly because the
social and political climates generated
by the Cold War have limited the
academic freedom of Marxist schol-
ars. Many university professors,
including some political scientists,
have been denied tenure and promo-
tion for adopting Marxist approaches
in their research (Fisk, 1972; Brown,
1979; Frumkin, 1981; Oilman, 1984).
Many Latino(a) scholars, especially
those trained in the late 1960s and
early 1970s, have adopted a critical
theory approach to the study of
Latino political phenomena (for
example see Barerra, 1979), and have
very few and limited journals avail-
able for submission of their research
(e.g., New Left Review, The Social
Register, or sociology journals), and
none of these journals are considered
to be political science journals. These
are very real problems which
Latino(a) researchers face in their
attempt to secure tenure and promo-
tion within the discipline of political
science.

Even if Latino(a) political scientists
do not utilize political economy ap-
proaches in their research they must
often resort to submission of their
articles to journals such as the SSQ,
The Social Science Journal, specialty
journals such as Urban Affairs Quar-
terly, policy journals such as Policy
Studies Review, or Policy Studies
Journal, or other journals outside the
discipline of political science. Publi-
cations in these journals alone rarely
guarantee good chances for tenure
and promotion at most major re-
search institutions in political science.

In most research-oriented political
science departments, if a junior
faculty member does not have arti-
cles published in the "right" main-
stream political science journals his/
her chances for tenure are slim to
none. This fact alone may offer
some indication for why only twenty-
five percent of Latino political scien-
tists are found in universities whose
primary mission is research.

In conclusion, this paper has tried
to outline the major problems
Latino(a)s face with regard to
recruitment and retention in the
discipline. The situation of Latino(a)s
in these areas has not significantly
improved in the last twenty years.
Political science departments have
not significantly increased the recruit-
ment of Latino(a) graduate students
and faculty in the last two decades.
Latino(a) political scientists who
engage in research in race and ethnic
politics continue to suffer from lack
of adequate national databases to do
mainstream analyses of minority
political behavior, and mainstream
professional journals in the discipline
have a woeful record of publishing
articles on Latino/Chicano political
topics. If professional organizations
and departments in the discipline of
political science do not aggressively
begin to address the problems out-
lined in this paper, ten years from
now standing minority committees in
professional associations may be
nonexistent because there will be few
of us remaining or entering the pro-
fession in the future.

Notes
1. Research notes were not analyzed since

some of the journals in this analysis did not
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use this format and in some cases the use of
research notes was intermittent.

2. Political science and sociology journals
from which data were collected were:
American Political Science Review, Journal of
Politics, American Journal of Political Science,
Western Political Quarterly, American Socio-
logical Review, American Journal of Sociol-
ogy, and Social Forces. The interdisciplinary
journal included in the analysis was the Social
Science Quarterly.

3. The one exception is Luis Fraga, Kenneth
Meier and Robert England, "Hispanic Ameri-
cans and Educational Policy: Limits to Equal
Access," Journal of Politics 48 (November,
1986).

4. Two past winners of the "best" paper
will be published in volume 42 of the Western
Political Quarterly.
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