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Notes from the Editor

The first thing most readers will notice about this is-
sue is the cover, which is colored blue this time and
is adorned by a clock to signify “Taking Temporality
Seriously,” the first article in the issue. After noting
the cover (admiringly, 1 hope) and browsing through
the table of contents, readers are hereby invited to
shift their attention briefly to the roster of editorial
board members inside the cover. There they will see
something new: as previewed in an earlier “Notes from
the Editor,” an executive committee of the Review’s
editorial board is now in operation. The six-member
executive committee consists of four representatives
of major subfields of the discipline (Darren Davis for
American politics, James Morrow for international pol-
itics, Kirstie McClure for political theory, and Sven
Steinmo for comparative politics) and two “at-large”
members (Neta Crawford and Robert Goodin). The
members of the executive committee are intended to
be the “first among equals” in advising me on matters
of editorial policy, serving as an initial sounding board
and source of new ideas before issues come to the full
editorial board. Pertinent examples of the committee’s
responsibilities include planning an appropriate com-
memoration of the Review’s centenary and revisiting
our procedures for handling “Forum’ submissions and
responses. Executive committee members also consti-
tute a first line of defense in advising me when issues
arise concerning particular manuscripts, though such
responsibilities tend to be infrequent and, given the di-
versity of the manuscripts we consider, are fairly widely
dispersed among members of the editorial board rather
than confined solely to executive committee members.
All editorial board members also share responsibility
for “recruiting” promising manuscripts within their ar-
eas of expertise, but executive committee members are
asked to be especially active in this regard. Finally, it is
the executive committee that will, early in 2003, review
the performance of our editorial office in general and
my performance as editor in particular. With the latter
point in mind, I want to emphasize (1) that I selected
the executive committee with an eye toward diversity of
various sorts (substantive, theoretical, methodological,
demographic, and so on), and (2) that the executive
committee consists of individuals with whom | have
not been associated professionally or personally, apart
from my familiarity with their work, and with whom |
have no more than a nodding acquaintance, if that.
Let me also take this occasion to alert or remind
readers that the December issue of the Review will be
the last one in which book reviews appear. The book
review operation, under the continuing editorship of
Susan Bickford and Gregory McAwvoy, is shifting over
to the APSA’s new journal, Perspectives on Politics, the
first issue of which is scheduled to appear during the
first quarter of 2003. Jennifer Hochschild, the editor of
Perspectives on Politics, has announced ambitious plans
for a journal that will, in her words, “enable members
of different subfields of political science to speak to one

another—and with knowledgeable people outside the
discipline—on issues of common interest.”

Of course, that is a worthy aspiration for the
Review as well, notwithstanding differences between
its mission and that of the new journal. Besides book
reviews, Perspectives on Politics will feature review es-
says, research articles that are more broadly focused
than standard reports of individual research results, and
“intervention” essays (brief commentaries on some po-
litical phenomenon or problem, exchanges about sub-
stantive or methodological issues, and introductions to
or assessments of new ideas and trends). The advent
of the new journal is an exciting development for our
discipline, and | look forward to its appearance early
next year.

IN THIS ISSUE

In this issue’s first article, Tim Buthe takes political
scientists to task for their inattention to the historical
dimension. The proper role of history in political anal-
ysis has been a source of heated debate, and oceans of
ink have been spilled in attempts to determine where
and how history “fits.” Going beyond this debate in
“Taking Temporality Seriously: Modeling History and
the Use of Narratives as Evidence,” Buthe suggests
ways to improve models by incorporating historical
narratives. This exploration of the use and abuse of his-
torical analysis by political scientists, though unlikely to
settle major issues with finality, impressed our review-
ers as having the potential to direct the ongoing debate
in productive new directions.

Also likely to spur controversy is Arash Abizadeh’s
“Does Liberal Democracy Presuppose a Cultural
Nation? Four Arguments.” In this essay, Abizadeh chal-
lenges the idea that liberal democracy is viable only
within the context of a single cultural nation. Drawing
from diverse approaches to political theory, he con-
tends that the identity derived from a cultural nation
(defined in linguistic-cultural terms) may undermine
democratic principles and may fail to take into account
multinational and post-national contexts. By systemat-
ically reconsidering widely accepted ideas about cul-
tural requisites, this analysis should constitute a fine
starting point for creating a broader normative theory
of liberal democracy.

In contrast to many political scientists who study
the American judicial system, Howard Gillman per-
ceives the courts as enmeshed within party regimes
rather than as an outside force constraining or bal-
ancing political parties. In “How Political Parties Can
Use the Courts to Advance Their Agendas: Federal
Courts in the United States, 1875-1891,” Gillman de-
tails the changing and expanding role of the federal
courts in advancing the long-term Republican goal of
altering America’s economic foundations. In a study
whose implications extend far beyond the courts and

Vii


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055402000266

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055402000266 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Notes from the Editor

September 2002

the U.S., Gillman addresses key issues of constitution-
alism, institutionalization, and political development.

Whereas Gillman focuses specifically on a particular
period and place, the question of “What is virtue?”
knows no temporal or spatial boundaries. This ques-
tion is at the center of a lively and often heated debate
among contemporary political theorists. However, as
Robert Bartlett argues in “Socratic Political Philoso-
phy and the Problem of Virtue,” the responses that
have been offered to date are problematic. Virtue, he
contends, cannot be reduced to a dichotomy between
public and private good, individual and community,
duty and happiness. Based on his intensive exegesis of
Plato’s Meno, Bartlett suggests that including nobility
in the definition of virtue will bridge the dichotomies
of previous scholarship.

Two contributions to this issue focus on gender pol-
itics. In the first, Eileen McDonagh tries to explain
how women win the rights to vote and hold office
and how much representation they gain in national
legislatures. In “Political Citizenship and Democrati-
zation: The Gender Paradox,” McDonagh challenges
conventional wisdom by arguing that liberal princi-
ples that protect individual rights, such as suffrage and
equality, do not explain the extension of political rights
to women. Analyzing the constitutions of 190 coun-
tries and presenting an in-depth case study of the pro-
cess through which women won suffrage in the United
States, McDonagh shows that national differences in
extending greater rights to women reflect the extent to
which constitutions embrace both group and individual
rights. Paradoxically, the political inclusion of women
stems from a dual emphasis on what defines them as a
group (i.e., their difference from men) and their status
as individuals who deserve the same rights as all other
individuals.

In “Lipstick and Logarithms: Gender, ldentity,
Institutional Context, and Representative Bureau-
cracy,” Lael Keiser, Vicky Wilkins, Kenneth Meier, and
Catherine Holland shift from McDonagh’s focus on the
“descriptive” representation of women to the next logi-
cal question: Does “descriptive” or “passive” represen-
tation lead to “substantive” or “active” representation?
Evidence of gains for racial minorities through passive
representation has been abundantly documented, but
gains for women are not well documented. As a test
case, Keiser and her colleagues ask whether female
students in schools with more women math teachers
perform better on standardized math tests. Their anal-
ysis brings new data to bear on an issue that has impor-
tant policy implications, while speaking to an array of
issues in feminist, democratic, and neoinstitutionalist
theories.

In “Self-Interest, Social Security, and the Distinc-
tive Participation Patterns of Senior Citizens,” Andrea
Louise Campbell’s point of departure is the well known
positive correlation between personal income and po-
litical participation in the United States. Although that
relationship is well established, Campbell uncovers
an intriguing exception: It reverses for senior citizens
when Social Security comes into play. Social Security
occupies a unique status as a government policy that
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the poor depend on more than the rich, but also as one
to which no “welfare” stigma is attached because it is
considered earned. Thus, Social Security mobilizes the
elderly segment of the poor population to act politically
in their own self-interest in a way unmatched by other
economic policies. This study will have to be taken into
account in future analyses of the socioeconomic bases
of mass political behavior and of the role of self-interest
in shaping political attitudes.

A simple account of the timing of elections in par-
liamentary systems rests on the idea that officeholders
behave strategically, calling new elections when they
think their party’s prospects are brighter than they
are likely to be in the future. In “Strategic Parliamen-
tary Dissolution,” however, Kaare Strgm and Stephen
Swindle contend that the matter is not nearly that sim-
ple, for the conventional account ignores institutional
arrangements imposed on leaders by their countries’
constitutions. By cataloguing the diverse set of perti-
nent constitutional provisions, constructing and solving
games in which payoffs to the incumbents are based
on these provisions, and using data on 192 elections in
18 parliamentary democracies to test hypotheses de-
rived from these games, Strem and Swindle greatly en-
rich our understanding of this familiar parliamentary
tactic. More broadly, they provide superb demonstra-
tions of the impact of institutional arrangements and
of the fruitful interplay between formal theory and em-
pirical testing.

Finally, in “Commerce, Coalitions, and Factor Mo-
bility: Evidence from Congressional Votes on Trade
Legislation,” Michael Hiscox notes that at some points
in U.S. history, conflict over international trade has cen-
tered on broad class divisions. At other times, though,
the conflict has been between narrower and more
fluid coalitions of industries. Hiscox invokes factor
mobility—*“the ease with which owners of factors of
production (land, labor, and capital) can move between
industries”—to identify the points at which an industry-
based coalitions model has been a better predictor of
congressional voting on international trade issues than
a class-based model. His analysis helps us understand
the divisiveness of tariff and trade issues, and has di-
rect implications for pluralist and Marxist models of
political conflict.

INSTRUCTIONS TO CONTRIBUTORS

General Considerations

The APSR strives to publish scholarly research of
exceptional merit, focusing on important issues and
demonstrating the highest standards of excellence
in conceptualization, exposition, methodology, and
craftsmanship. Because the APSR reaches a diverse
audience of scholars and practitioners, authors must
demonstrate how their analysis illuminates a significant
research problem, or answers an important research
question, of general interest in political science. For the
same reason, authors must strive for a presentation that
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will be understandable to as many scholars as possible,
consistent with the nature of their material.

The APSR publishes original work. Therefore, au-
thors should not submit articles containing tables,
figures, or substantial amounts of text that have already
been published or are forthcoming in other places, or
that have been included in other manuscripts submitted
for review to book publishers or periodicals (includ-
ing on-line journals). In many such cases, subsequent
publication of this material would violate the copyright
of the other publisher. The APSR also does not consider
papersthatare currently under review by other journals
or duplicate or overlap with parts of larger manuscripts
that have been submitted to other publishers (including
publishers of both books and periodicals). Submission
of manuscripts substantially similar to those submitted
or published elsewhere, or to part of a book or other
larger work, is also strongly discouraged. If you have
any questions about whether these policies apply in
your particular case, you should discuss any such pub-
lications related to a submission in a cover letter to the
Editor. You should also notify the Editor of any related
submissions to other publishers, whether for book or
periodical publication, that occur while a manuscript is
under review by the APSR and which would fall within
the scope of this policy. The Editor may request copies
of related publications.

If your manuscript contains quantitative evidence
and analysis, you should describe your procedures
in sufficient detail to permit reviewers to understand
and evaluate what has been done and, in the event
that the article is accepted for publication, to permit
other scholars to carry out similar analyses on other
data sets. For example, for surveys, at the least, sam-
pling procedures, response rates, and question word-
ings should be given; you should calculate response
rates according to one of the standard formulas given
by the American Association for Public Opinion Re-
search, Standard Definitions: Final Dispositions of Case
Codes and Outcome Rates for RDD Telephone Sur-
veys and In-Person Household Surveys (Ann Arbor,
MI: AAPOR, 1998). This document is available on the
Internet at <http://www.aapor.org/ethics/stddef.html>.
For experiments, provide full descriptions of experi-
mental protocols, methods of subject recruitment and
selection, subject payments and debriefing procedures,
and so on. Articles should be self-contained, so you
should not simply refer readers to other publications
for descriptions of these basic research procedures.

Please indicate variables included in statistical anal-
yses by capitalizing the first letter in the variable
name and italicizing the entire variable name the first
time each is mentioned in the text. You should also use
the same names for variables in text and tables and,
wherever possible, should avoid the use of acronyms
and computer abbreviations when discussing variables
inthe text. All variables appearing in tables should have
been mentioned in the text and the reason for their
inclusion discussed.

As part of the review process, you may be asked
to submit additional documentation if procedures are
not sufficiently clear; the review process works most

efficiently if such information is given in the initial sub-
mission. If you advise readers that additional informa-
tion is available, you should submit printed copies of
that information with the manuscript. If the amount
of this supplementary information is extensive, please
inquire about alternate procedures.

The APSR uses a double-blind review process. You
should follow the guidelines for preparing anonymous
copies in the Specific Procedures section below.

Manuscripts that are largely or entirely critiques or
commentaries on previously published APSR articles
will be reviewed using the same general procedures as
for other manuscripts, with one exception. In addition
to the usual number of reviewers, such manuscripts will
also be sent to the scholar(s) whose work is being crit-
icized, in the same anonymous form that they are sent
to reviewers. Comments from the original author(s) to
the Editor will be invited as a supplement to the ad-
vice of reviewers. This notice to the original author(s)
is intended (1) to encourage review of the details of
analyses or research procedures that might escape the
notice of disinterested reviewers; (2) to enable prompt
publication of critiques by supplying criticized authors
with early notice of their existence and, therefore, more
adequate time to reply; and (3) as a courtesy to criti-
cized authors. If you submit such a manuscript, you
should therefore send as many additional copies of their
manuscripts as will be required for this purpose.

Manuscripts being submitted for publication should
be sent to Lee Sigelman, Editor, American Political
Science Review, Department of Political Science, The
George Washington University, 2201 G Street N.W.,
Room 507, Washington, DC 20052. Correspondence
concerning manuscripts under review may be sent to
the same address or e-mailed to apsr@gwu.edu.

Manuscript Formatting

Manuscripts should not be longer than 45 pages includ-
ing text, all tables and figures, notes, references, and
appendices. This page size guideline is based on the
U.S. standard 8.5 x 11-inch paper; if you are submitting
a manuscript printed on longer paper, you must adjust
accordingly. The font size must be at least 11 points for
all parts of the paper, including notes and references.
The entire paper, including notes and references, must
be double-spaced, with the sole exception of tables for
which double-spacing would require a second page oth-
erwise not needed. All pages should be numbered in
one sequence, and text should be formatted using anor-
mal single column no wider than 6.5 inches, as is typical
for manuscripts (rather than the double-column format
of the published version of the APSR), and printed on
one side of the page only. Include an abstract of no
more than 150 words. The APSR style of embedded
citations should be used, and there must be a separate
list of references at the end of the manuscript. Do not
use notes for simple citations. These specifications are
designed to make it easier for reviewers to read and
evaluate papers. Papers not adhering to these guide-
lines are subject to being rejected without review.
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For submission and review purposes, you may place
footnotes at the bottom of the pages instead of using
endnotes, and you may locate tables and figures (on
separate pages and only one to a page) approximately
where they fall in the text. However, manuscripts ac-
cepted for publication must be submitted with end-
notes, and with tables and figures on separate pages
at the back of the manuscript with standard indications
of text placement, e.g., [Table 3 about here]. In deciding
how to format your initial submission, please consider
the necessity of making these changes if your paper
is accepted. If your paper is accepted for publication,
you will also be required to submit camera-ready copy
of graphs or other types of figures. Instructions will be
provided.

For specific formatting style of citations and refer-
ences, please refer to articles in the most recent issue
of the APSR. For unusual style or formatting issues,
you should consult the latest edition of The Chicago
Manual of Style. For review purposes, citations and ref-
erences need not be in specific APSR format, although
some generally accepted format should be used, and all
citation and reference information should be provided.

Specific Procedures

Please follow these specific procedures for submission:

1. You are invited to submit a list of scholars
who would be appropriate reviewers of your
manuscript. The Editor will refer to this list in
selecting reviewers, though there obviously can be
no guarantee that those you suggest will actually
be chosen. Do not list anyone who has already
commented on your paper or an earlier version
of it, or any of your current or recent collabora-
tors, institutional colleagues, mentors, students, or
close friends.

2. Submit five copies of manuscripts and a diskette
containing the word-processed version of the
manuscript. Please ensure that the paper and
diskette versions you submit are identical; the
diskette version should be of the anonymous copy
(see below). Please review all pages of all copies
to make sure that all copies contain all tables,
figures, appendices, and bibliography mentioned
in the manuscript and that all pages are legible.
Label the diskette clearly with the (first) author’s
name and the title of the manuscript (in abridged
form if need be), and identify the word processing
program and operating system.

3. To comply with the APSR’s procedure of double-
blind peer reviews, only one of the five copies sub-
mitted should be fully identified as to authorship
and four should be in anonymous format.

4. For anonymous copies, if it is important to the
development of the paper that your previous pub-
lications be cited, please do this in a way that does
not make the authorship of the submitted paper
obvious. This is usually most easily accomplished
by referring to yourself in the third person and
including normal references to the work cited in

the list of references. In no circumstances should
your prior publications be included in the bibli-
ography in their normal alphabetical location but
with your name deleted. Assuming that text refer-
ences to your previous work are in the third per-
son, you should include full citations as usual in the
bibliography. Please discuss the use of other proce-
dures to render manuscripts anonymous with the
Editor prior to submission. You should not thank
colleagues in notes or elsewhere in the body of the
paper or mention institution names, web page ad-
dresses, or other potentially identifying informa-
tion. All acknowledgments must appear on the title
page of the identified copy only. Manuscripts that
are judged not anonymous will not be reviewed.
5. Thefirstpage of the fouranonymous copiesshould
contain only the title and an abstract of no more
than 150 words. The first page of the identified
copy should contain (a) the name, academic rank,
institutional affiliation, and contact information
(mailing address, telephone, fax, e-mail address)
for all authors; (b) in the case of multiple authors,
an indication of the author who will receive cor-
respondence; (c) any relevant citations to your
previous work that have been omitted from the
anonymous copies; and (d) acknowledgments, in-
cluding the names of anyone who has provided
comments on the manuscript. If the identified
copy contains any unique references or is worded
differently in any way, please mark this copy with
“Contains author citations” at the top of the first

page.

No copies of submitted manuscripts can be returned.

ELECTRONIC ACCESS TO THE APSR

Back issues of the APSR are available in several
electronic formats and through several vendors. Ex-
cept for the last three years (as an annually “mov-
ing wall”), back issues of the APSR beginning with
Volume 1, Number 1 (November 1906), are avail-
able on-line through JSTOR (http://wwwjstor.org/). At
present, JISTOR’s complete journal collection is avail-
able only via institutional subscription, e.g., through
many college and university libraries. For APSA mem-
berswho do not have access to an institutional subscrip-
tion to JSTOR, individual subscriptions to its APSR
content are available. Please contact Member Services
at APSA for further information, including annual sub-
scription fees.

Individual members of the American Political Sci-
ence Association can access recent issues of the APSR
and PS through the APSA website (www.apsanet.org)
with their username and password. Individual non-
member access to the online edition will also be avail-
able, but only through institutions that hold either a
print-plus-electronic subscription or an electronic-only
subscription, provided the institution has registered
and activated its online subscription.

Full text access to current issues of both the APSR
and PS is also available on-line by library subscription
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from a number of database vendors. Currently, these
include University Microfilms Inc. (UMI) (via its CD-
ROMs General Periodicals Online and Social Science
Index and the on-line database ProQuest Direct), On-
line Computer Library Center (OCLC) (through its
on-line database First Search as well as on CD-ROMs
and magnetic tape), and the Information Access Com-
pany (IAC) (through its products Expanded Academic
Index, InfoTrac, and several on-line services [see be-
low]). Others may be added from time to time.

The APSR is also available on databases through
six online services: Datastar (Datastar), Business
Library (Dow Jones), Cognito (IAC), Encarta Online
Library (I1AC), IAC Business (Dialog), and Newsearch
(Dialog).

The editorial office of the APSR is not involved in the
subscription process to either JSTOR for back issues
or the other vendors for current issues. Please contact
APSA, your reference librarian, or the database vendor
for further information about availability.

BOOK REVIEWS

All books for review should be sent directly to the
APSR Book Review Editors, Susan Bickford and
Greg McAvoy. The address is Susan Bickford and
Gregory McAvoy, American Political Science Review
Book Review Editors, Department of Political Sci-
ence, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill,
CBNo. 3265, Chapel Hill, NC 27599-3265. E-mail:
apsrbook@unc.edu.

If you are the author of a book you wish to be con-
sidered for review, please ask your publisher to send a
copy to the APSR Book Review Editors per the mailing
instructions above. If you are interested in reviewing
books for the APSR, please send your vita to the Book
Review Editors; you should not ask to review a specific
book.

OTHER CORRESPONDENCE

The American Political Science Association’s address,
telephone, and fax are 1527 New Hampshire Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036, (202) 483-2512 (voice),
and (202) 483-2657 (fax). E-mail: apsa@apsanet.org.
Please direct correspondence as follows.

Information, including news and notes, for PS:

Dr. Robert J-P. Hauck, Editor, PS
E-mail: rhauck@apsanet.org

Circulation and subscription correspondence (domes-
tic claims for nonreceipt of issues must be made within
four months of the month of publication; overseas
claims, within eight months):

Elizabeth Weaver Engel,
Director of Member Services
E-mail: membership@apsanet.org

Reprint permissions:
E-mail: reprints@apsanet.org

Advertising information and rates:

Advertising Coordinator,
Cambridge University Press
E-mail: journals_advertising@cup.org

EXPEDITING REQUESTS FOR COPYING
APSR AND PS ARTICLES FOR CLASS USE
AND OTHER PURPOSES

Class Use

The Comprehensive Publisher Photocopy Agreement
between APSA and the Copyright Clearance Center
(CCC) permits bookstores and copy centers to receive
expedited clearance to copy articles from the APSR and
PS in compliance with the Association’s policies and
applicable fees. The general fee for articles is 75 cents
per copy. However, current Association policy levies no
fee for the first 10 copies of a printed artide, whether
in course packs or on reserve. Smaller classes that rely
heavily on articles (i.e., upper-level undergraduate and
graduate classes) can take advantage of this provision,
and faculty ordering 10 or fewer course packs should
bring it to the attention of course pack providers. APSA
policy also permits free use of the electronic library
reserve, with no limit on the number of students who
can access the electronic reserve. Both large and small
classes that rely on these articles can take advantage of
this provision. The CCC’s address, telephone, and fax
are 222 Rosewood Drive, Danvers, MA 01923, (978)
750-8400 (voice), and (978) 750-4474 (fax). This agree-
ment pertains only to the reproduction and distribution
of APSA materials as hard copies (e.g., photocopies,
microfilm, and microfiche).

The Association of American Publishers (AAP)
has created a standardized form for college faculty
to submit to a copy center or bookstore to request
copyrighted material for course packs. The form is
available through the CCC, which will handle copyright
permissions.

APSA also has a separate agreement pertaining to
CCC’s Academic E-Reserve Service. This agreement
allows electronic access for students and instructors
of a designated class at a designated institution for a
specified article or set of articles in electronic format.
Access is by password for the duration of a class.

Please contact your librarian, the CCC, or the APSA
Reprints Department for further information.

APSR Authors

If you are the author of an APSR article, you may use
your article in course packs or other printed materials
without payment of royalty fees and you may post it at
personal or institutional web sites as long as the APSA
copyright notice is included.

Other Uses of APSA-Copyrighted Materials

For any further copyright issues, please contact the
APSA Reprints Department.
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INDEXING

Avrticles appearing in the APSR before June 1953 were
indexed in The Reader’s Guide to Periodical Literature.
Current issues are indexed in ABC Pol Sci; America,
History and Life 1954—; Book Review Index; Current
Contents: Social and Behavioral Sciences; Econ-
Lit; Energy Information Abstracts; Environmental
Abstracts; Historical Abstracts; Index of Economic
Articles; Information Service Bulletin; International
Index; International Political Science Abstracts; the
Journal of Economic Literature; Periodical Abstracts;
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Public Affairs; Recently Published Articles; Reference
Sources; Social Sciences and Humanities Index;
Social Sciences Index; Social Work Research and
Abstracts; and Writings on American History. Some
of these sources may be available in electronic form
through local public or educational libraries. Microfilm
ofthe APSR, beginning with Volume 1, and the index of
the APSR through 1969 are available through Univer-
sity Microfilms Inc., 300 North Zeeb Road, Ann Arbor,
MI 48106 (www.umi.com). The Cumulative Index to
the American Political Science Review, Volumes 63 to
89: 1969-95, is available through the APSA.
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