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Notes from the Editor

Because I spend so much time reviewing potential
APSR articles, it pains me to admit what is undeniably
true: that a great deal of the important intellectual work
in our discipline comes packaged not as journal arti-
cles, but as books. Many disciplines help their members
stay abreast of new books in their field by maintaining
“official” single-purpose book review journals. In po-
litical science, this function has long been performed
by the APSR, which despite its name is primarily an
outlet for research, not for reviews. That long-standing
arrangement is about to change, for book reviews will
bid farewell to the APSR after the current issue. Here-
after, the book review section, which has occupied ap-
proximately one-third of our pages, will migrate to the
APSA’s new journal, Perspectives on Politics, where it
will reappear in volume 1, number 1, in March 2003.
Gone from the APSR but not forgotten will be the in-
valuable contributions made by book review co-editors
Susan Bickford and Gregory McAvoy, the long line of
APSR book review editors who preceded them, and,
of course, the thousands of scholars who over the years
have taken on the thankless (and often cursed at) task
of writing book reviews for the APSR. The APSR, sans
book reviews, will continue to be published on a quar-
terly basis, but beginning in 2003, our new cover dates
will be February, May, August, and November.

Beginning in 2003, PS, the APSA’s “other” peri-
odical, will also shift to a new schedule, appearing
in January, April, July, and October. Included in its
January issue will be a copy of my first annual editorial
report, which was presented to the APSA Executive
Council at the annual meeting in Boston. Editorial re-
ports are usually pretty dull. Mine may be, too (though
naturally I don’t think so), but in light of the attention,
much of it critical, that the A PSR has attracted in recent
years, I think you will find this particular report to be
of special interest. I hereby call it to your attention and
express the hope that after reading it you will pass along
any thoughts you may wish to share; please direct these
to apsr@gwu.edu.

IN THIS ISSUE

The orange cover of this issue completes our annual
cycle of the color palette. Next year and for the fore-
seeable future, the same red, green, blue, orange pro-
gression will be repeated. Still changing from issue to
issue will be the cover graphic, which we will continue
to key to the theme of the first article in the issue.

To find a cover graphic that is somehow linked to the
first article in an issue and is also interesting to look
at, I rely on the scholarly expertise and aesthetic sense
of Rob Hauck, the APSA’s deputy executive director
and a highly accomplished artist as well. To present
the theme of Robert Lieberman’s “Ideas, Institutions,
and Political Order: Explaining Political Change,” this
issue’s graphic features gears (standing for change),

turning wheels (representing ideas), and the meshing
of the gears (representing structure)—a set of identi-
fiable, concrete objects that cohere conceptually, sig-
nifying the broad thrust of Lieberman’s essay. In re-
cent years, debates have raged about the relative roles
of “ideas” and “institutions” in explaining political
change. Lieberman acknowledges both the strengths
and the weaknesses of each approach, and sets for him-
self the daunting task of melding the two into a viable
new synthesis. Then, rather than leaving the stage after
making the case for a synthetic approach, he uses it
as a framework for analyzing shifts in civil rights laws
and policy in the United States. This application not
only concretizes Lieberman’s abstract argument, but
also does much to illuminate U.S. “race policy” during
the 1960s.

The next article in this issue also operates on a high
conceptual plane, considering substantive and episte-
mological issues of broad disciplinary and interdis-
ciplinary interest. In the search for useful ways to
understand the political influences of “culture,” polit-
ical scientists have borrowed heavily from disciplines
as diverse as literature and economics. Rarely, though,
have they returned to first principles and devoted the
necessary effort to fleshing out their understanding of
culture. In “Conceptualizing Culture: Possibilities for
Political Science,” Lisa Wedeen suggests that this inat-
tention may be the primary reason why the study of cul-
ture in political science has become so divided. Wedeen
offers a more fully theorized understanding of culture
that holds out promise for solidifying research in this
booming area of political analysis.

The next two articles could hardly be more different
in approach, but share the very same substantive focus.
Their common focus is one of the Big Issues of demo-
cratic governance: representation, and more specifi-
cally the representation of minorities. Overshadowed
by the debate between “descriptive” versus “substan-
tive” representation and purposefully disregarded by
advocates of the former lurks the question of what char-
acteristics of representatives are most likely to advance
the interests of disadvantaged groups. Suzanne Dovi
tackles this question head-on in “Preferable Descrip-
tive Representatives: Or, Will Just Any Woman, Black,
or Latino Do?” Dovi argues that well-intentioned and
seemingly sound reasons for not articulating desir-
able criteria for descriptive choices are ultimately out-
weighed by the need for such criteria. She goes on to
endorse a criterion that she claims will foster mutual
understanding between descriptive representatives and
their constituents. Are you convinced by Dovi’s argu-
ment? No matter how you answer this question, Dovi’s
analysis should significantly sharpen your understand-
ing of the issues swirling around the concept of descrip-
tive representation.

This emphasis on the representation of minorities is
sustained in Eyal Baharad and Shmuel Nitzan’s “Ame-
liorating Majority Decisiveness through Expression of
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Preference Intensity.” The issue with which Baharad
and Nitzan are concerned arises from the fact that in
a simple pairwise voting system, the majority’s prefer-
ence will always prevail, no matter what the minority
prefers or how intensely it prefers it. Might voting rules
be devised that would ameliorate majority decisive-
ness and yet be unbiased (anonymous and neutral)?
By bringing the tools of formal modeling to bear on
this question, Baharad and Nitzan provide a closely
reasoned answer to that question—an answer that has
some fascinating implications for the way elections are
conducted.

In the three remaining articles in this issue, the
focus shifts from abstract conceptual and “large-M”
methodological issues in political analysis (as in the
contributions by Lieberman and Wedeen) and endur-
ing Big Issues of democratic politics (as in the Dovi
and Baharad-Nitzan articles) to some nitty-gritty as-
pects of the political process in the United States. The
idea guiding Ethan Bueno de Mesquita and Matthew
Stephenson’s “Precedent as a Response to the Com-
plexity of Legal Communication,” is that our under-
standing of the courts would be greatly enhanced by
a better sense of how judges at different levels of the
judicial system communicate with and learn from one
another. Taking this as their cue, Bueno de Mesquita
and Stephenson build a model that clarifies when, why,
and how precedent shapes judicial decisions. Although
exercises of this type are sometimes seen as so stylized
as to be empirically sterile, Bueno de Mesquita and
Stephenson’s model enables them to reconcile some
seemingly contradictory observations that have long
puzzled observers of the courts and to speak to an ar-
ray of important and divisive issues concerning judicial
decisionmaking.

Speaking of “important and decisive”: The series of
decisions handed down by the U.S. Supreme Court in
the early 1960s in cases involving legislative apportion-
ment surely fit that description. In the wake of those
decisions, a wave of research concluded that the imposi-
tion of the “one person-one vote” standard had brought
about little or no change in the distribution of spend-
ing across legislative districts. That conclusion was dis-
turbing, for it implied that an apportionment standard
that emphasized equality in representation left policy
outcomes largely unchanged from a time when some
constituencies were grossly overrepresented and oth-
ers had little voice in legislative decisions. In “Equal
Votes, Equal Money: Court-Ordered Redistricting and
the Distribution of Public Expenditures in the Ameri-
can States,” Stephen Ansolabehere, Alan Gerber, and
James Snyder use a comprehensive dataset on state ex-
penditures before and after redistricting to revisit the
connection between representation and expenditures.
Their results provide a foundation for a new interpre-
tation of the utility of equal apportionment criteria
and serve as a prime example of how rigorous political
science research can speak to important and enduring
policy issues.

As 1 compose these notes, debate rages about
whether the United States ought to initiate military
action in Iraq. Often noted has been the irony that

viii

whereas many leaders of the American military leaders
are taking a cautious approach to such action, much
pressure to initiate action is being placed on the pres-
ident by advisors who themselves have not served in
the military (the so-called “chicken hawks”). Precisely
this irony, as it has played out over the course of
American history, is the subject of Chriustopher Gelpi
and Peter D. Feaver’s “Speak Softly and Carry a Big
Stick? Veterans in the Political Elite and the American
Use of Force.” Is it possible that decisionmakers with
a military background have actually served as a force
for the peaceful resolution of international conflicts in-
volving the U.S.? Thus stated, the question is too simple,
for it ignores the distinction between decisions to initi-
ate militarized disputes in the first place and decisions
about the level of force the U.S. uses in the disputes it
initiates. Gelpi and Feaver use this distinction to struc-
ture their analysis of U.S. involvement in more than a
hundred international disputes over the course of two
centuries. The result is a fascinating set of conclusions
about an often-overlooked set of influences on foreign
policy decisionmaking.

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
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 A PSR also does not consider
papers that are 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 as 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
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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
in the 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 a nor-
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.

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 A PSR format, although
some generally accepted format should be used, and all
citation and reference information should be provided.

X
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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 a pdf file of the anonymous version of
the manuscript. If you cannot save the manuscript
as a pdf, just send in the diskette with the word-
processed version. 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
publications be cited, please do this in a way
that does not make the authorship of the sub-
mitted paper obvious. This is usually most eas-
ily 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 bibliography in their normal al-
phabetical location but with your name deleted.
Assuming that text references to your previous
work are in the third person, you should in-
clude full citations as usual in the bibliography.
Please discuss the use of other procedures to
render manuscripts anonymous with the Editor
prior to submission. You should not thank col-
leagues in notes or elsewhere in the body of the
paper or mention institution names, web page
addresses, or other potentially identifying infor-
mation. All acknowledgments must appear on the
title page of the identified copy only. Manuscripts
that are judged not anonymous will not be
reviewed.

5. The first page of the four anonymous copies
should 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 con-

tact information (mailing address, telephone, fax,
e-mail address) for all authors; (b) in the case
of multiple authors, an indication of the au-
thor who will receive correspondence; (c) any
relevant citations to your previous work that
have been omitted from the anonymous copies;
and (d) acknowledgments, including 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 “Con-
tains 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, JSTOR’s complete journal collection is avail-
able only via institutional subscription, e.g., through
many college and university libraries. For APSA mem-
bers who donot 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
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 (IAC), IAC Business (Dialog), and Newsearch
(Dialog).

The editorial office of the APSR isnot involved in the
subscription process to either JSTOR for back issues
or the other vendors for current issues. Please contact
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APSA, your reference librarian, or the database vendor
for further information about availability.

BOOK REVIEWS

This is the last issue of the APSR that will contain book
reviews. In 2003, the book reviews will move to Per-
spectives on Politics. All books for review should be sent
directly to the Perspectives on Politics Book Review Ed-
itors, Susan Bickford and Greg McAvoy. The address
is Susan Bickford and Gregory McAvoy, Perspectives
on Politics Book Review Editors, Department of Po-
litical Science, University of North Carolina at Chapel
Hill, CB No. 3265, Chapel Hill, NC 27599-3265. E-mail:
apsrbook@unc.edu.

If you are the author of a book you wish to be consid-
ered for review, please ask your publisher to send a copy
to the Perspectives on Politics Book Review Editors per
the mailing instructions above. If you are interested
in reviewing books for Perspectives on Politics, 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
Adpvertising information and rates:

Adpvertising 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 agree-
ment allows electronic access for students and instruc-
tors 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.

INDEXING

Articles 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; Public Affairs Information Service
International 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 of

xii

the APSR, beginning with Volume 1, and the in-
dex of the APSR through 1969 are available through
University Microfilms Inc., 300 North Zeeb Road,
Ann Arbor, MI 48106 (www.umi.com). The Cumula-
tive Index to the American Political Science Review,
Volumes 63 to 89: 1969-95, is available through the
APSA.
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