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Notes from the Editors

In this issue we start with three articles that deal largely
with the effects of identity on political behavior and
immigration. The lead article addresses the impact of
religion on attitudes vis-à-vis immigrants, and examines
the seemingly paradoxical effect of religiosity on atti-
tudes about immigration. The second article addresses
how religious extremism affects terrorist activities. The
third piece in this issue examines the argument that the
promotion of immigration by the West may be used to
alleviate global poverty.

In this issue of the Review, as with previous issues,
we present articles that ask important questions for
both scholars and practitioners, such as: What is the re-
lationship between religiosity and immigration? How
does war affect nation-building? What explains public
policy diffusion in the United States? What is a “just
war”? What explains why some resistance groups are
more effective than others? And finally, is the grant-
ing of territorial autonomy and decentralization an ef-
fective means to promote peace in ethnically divided
contexts?

As always, we seek to publish work that speaks
to a broad audience of scholars, and on topics that
also may have important implications for policy mak-
ers and practitioners as well. Further, in keeping
with our vision of the Review as the leading jour-
nal in our discipline, we seek (and will continue to
seek) to publish the most innovative work in the
field.

In This Issue

In “Religious Social Identity, Religious Belief, and
Anti-Immigration Sentiment,” Pazit Ben-Nun Bloom,
Gizem Arikan, and Marie Courtemanche examine the
effect that religion has on attitudes toward immigrants.
On the one hand there are those who argue that re-
ligion induces negative attitudes toward immigrants,
while others find that it fuels some sense of compas-
sion vis-à-vis immigrants. In this paper the authors
examine this debate by conducting experimental re-
search among American Catholics, Turkish Muslims,
and Israeli Jews, and seek to disentangle the role
of religious social identity and religious belief. They
find that religious social identity increases opposition
to immigrants who are dissimilar to in-group mem-
bers in religion or ethnicity, while religious belief pro-
motes welcoming attitudes toward immigrants of the
same religion and ethnicity. The results of their study
suggest that different elements of the religious ex-
perience exert different effects on attitudes toward
immigrants.

In “Islamists and Nationalists: Rebel Motivation
and Counterinsurgency in Russia’s North Cauca-
sus,” Monica Duffy Toft and Yuri M. Zhukov ask
whether Islamist and nationalist insurgencies pose dif-

ferent challenges to state governments. They situate
their original empirical investigation in Russia’s North
Caucasus region, where both types of groups have
operated during the same time period and fought
against the same authorities. Toft and Zhukov find
that there are important distinctions between the
two types of rebel groups. Most importantly, targeted
counterinsurgency tactics tend to be more success-
ful than indiscriminate force against nationalist vio-
lence, but have very little impact on Islamist violence.
Their findings have implications for our understand-
ing of the role of religion in shaping the conduct of
war.

Some have argued that rich nations should use immi-
gration policy to alleviate global poverty. Kieran Ober-
man contests this position in “Poverty and Immigra-
tion Policy.” Broadly exploring the ethical dimension
of immigration policy, Oberman argues that there is
a human right to emigrate, but that policies facilitat-
ing immigration to wealthier countries may produce a
“brain drain” in poorer countries—the very countries
that can least afford such a drain. Moreover, Ober-
man argues, there is also a right to stay in one’s home
country, and to have a decent life there. The bottom
line, according to Oberman, is that citizens must have
a right to stay or to leave, but it is wrong to use
immigration policy as a tool for poverty alleviation.
Other means of remedying global poverty must be
used.

Using volunteers to directly contact potential voters
is a popular strategy among electoral candidates. In
“Party Activists as Campaign Advertisers: The Ground
Campaign as a Principal-Agent Problem,” Ryan D.
Enos and Eitan D. Hersh portray this campaign strat-
egy as a principal-agent problem, arguing that the vol-
unteers recruited to represent the candidate may be
“ill-suited” to effectively represent the candidate, par-
ticularly in general-election campaigns. The armies of
volunteer canvassers were especially prominent during
the presidential campaign of Barack Obama. Using
data obtained in a survey of Obama’s 2012 campaign
workers, Enos and Hersh test their theory and show
that Obama’s grassroots volunteers were significantly
different—demographically, ideologically, and in their
policy priorities—from the voters they were engaging
with on the candidate’s behalf. Moreover they find ev-
idence suggesting that the strategies used by campaign
elites to overcome the principal-agent problem were
largely unsuccessful.

Nicholas Sambanis, Stergios Skaperdas, and William
C. Wohlforth revisit the connection between nation-
building and war in “National-Building through War.”
They present a formal model that draws on insights
from social psychology and behavioral economics to
demonstrate that the outcomes of international wars
affect not only state power but also citizens’ identi-
fication with the nation. The result is that victory in
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war not only enhances the state’s status in its rela-
tions with other states, but also encourages citizens to
deepen their identification with the state—and this in
turn strengthens nation-building. In this way, war helps
to reduce domestic conflict and enhance state capac-
ity. They illustrate the model’s dynamics with a case
study of German unification after the Franco-Prussian
war.

In “The Guardianship Dilemma: Regime Security
through and from the Armed Forces,” R. Blake McMa-
hon and Branislav L. Slantchev revisit the notion that
a military that is sufficiently strong to protect the
state may also become a threat to that state. They
demonstrate through formal argument that this need
not invariably be the case and that external threats
may actually induce loyalty in the military. Instead,
they argue, it is uncertainty about the external threat
environment, as well as information asymmetries be-
tween the military and the ruler regarding the nature
of the external threat, that are more likely to prompt
disloyalty of the former to the latter. McMahon and
Slantchev also suggest that such differences in inter-
pretation are more likely to emerge the longer the state
has experienced peace.

Rousseau is recognized as an important figure in the
development of thought about international relations
and war, but the precise bearing of his teaching is noto-
riously hard to make out. Blaise Bachofen tackles this
aspect of Rousseau’s legacy in “The Paradox of ‘Just
War’ in Rousseau’s Theory of Interstate Relations.”
Making use of a newly reconstructed text that probably
represents the first part of Rousseau’s projected work
on “The Principles of the Right of War,” Bachofen
argues that Rousseau’s position is thoroughly realist
yet finds a place for a moral “right of war.” In order
for a state to achieve its aims in war, Rousseau argues,
the enemy state must be dissolved, and a new social
pact must rise in its place, thus serving right in the end.
Wars typically end, however, with a treaty that does not
dissolve any state. According to Rousseau this means
that the peace is chimerical, and further war inevitable.
In this way, realist considerations vindicate the concern
for right.

In “Philosophy and Poetry: A New Look at an Old
Quarrel,” Timothy W. Burns reopens questions that
many had thought settled: What exactly is the quarrel
between philosophy and poetry that Plato features so
prominently in the Republic? Is the gulf between the
two as great as Socrates seems to make it in that dia-
logue, with poetry unambiguously inferior? Burns un-
dertakes a close reading of passages in Book Ten, where
these questions are reopened, to argue that Socrates in
fact believes Homer to have a real wisdom, particularly
regarding death. Moreover, the poetic lamentations
that Socrates criticizes in Book Three are now seen
to correspond to a sadness in the souls of the virtu-
ous themselves—a sadness, Burns suggests, from which
even Socrates was not immune.

Evgeny Finkel, in “The Phoenix Effect of State Re-
pression: Jewish Resistance during the Holocaust,”
makes a very important argument that addresses the
question of why some groups are able to organize

sustained violent resistance to state repression while
others are not. The author argues that the ability to sus-
tain armed resistance is largely a function of the skills
developed prior to mass resistance. In other words, the
skills developed prior to large-scale resistance affect
the ability of the community to mount resistance. In
particular, these skills develop as the result of the na-
ture of earlier repression experienced by a community,
which shapes these crucial skills. He argues that se-
lective repression is more likely to create skilled re-
sisters; indiscriminate repression is substantially less
so. Finkel tests this argument by comparing the trajec-
tories of anti-Nazi Jewish resistance groups in three
ghettos during the Holocaust: Minsk, Kraków, and
Białystok.

In “Territorial Autonomy in the Shadow of Conflict:
Too Little, Too Late?,” Lars-Erik Cederman, Simon
Hug, Andreas Schädel, and Julian Wucherpfennig eval-
uate the effect of territorial autonomy on the outbreak
of internal conflict. They argue that the critics have
overstated the case against autonomy policies for eth-
nic groups. They suggest that decentralization has a
significant conflict-preventing effect in countries that
have had no prior conflict history. Even in postcon-
flict settings, granting autonomy can still be helpful in
combination with central power sharing arrangements.
Nonetheless, on its own, postconflict autonomy conces-
sions may be too little, too late.

Yiqing Xu and Yang Yao, in “Informal Institutions,
Collective Action, and Public Investment in Rural
China,” examine the understudied role played by in-
formal institutions in collective decision making. The
authors examine the effect of lineage groups, one of
the most important vehicles of informal institutions in
rural China, on local public goods expenditure. They
use a panel data set of 220 Chinese villages from 1986 to
2005 and find that village leaders from the two largest
family clans in a village increased local public invest-
ment considerably. The effect is stronger when the clans
appear to be more cohesive. The authors also find that
clans helped local leaders overcome the collective ac-
tion problem of financing public goods, but there is
little evidence suggesting that clans held local leaders
accountable.

In “Persistent Policy Pathways: Inferring Diffusion
Networks in the American States,” Bruce A. Des-
marais, Jeffrey J. Harden, and Frederick J. Boehmke
take a big step forward in the systematic measurement
of public policy diffusion among the American states
while also providing a methodology that should be ap-
plicable to many different research areas in political
science. First they establish the concept of a diffusion
network in the theoretical framework of diffusion stud-
ies, noting that prior scholarship has not had the means
to empirically measure ties in the diffusion network.
Then they introduce a network inference methodology,
a latent network inference algorithm called NetInf, to
infer a policy diffusion network connecting the Amer-
ican states over time. From the inferred network they
then show how they are better able to analyze factors
that predict the formation of diffusion ties between
states.
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INSTRUCTIONS TO CONTRIBUTORS

The American Political Science Review (APSR) pub-
lishes scholarly research of exceptional merit, focus-
ing on important issues and demonstrating the highest
standards of excellence in conceptualization, exposi-
tion, methodology, and craftsmanship. A significant ad-
vance in understanding of politics—whether empirical,
interpretive, or theoretical—is the criterion for publica-
tion in the Review. Because the APSR reaches a diverse
audience, authors must demonstrate how their analysis
illuminates or answers an important research question
of general interest in political science. For the same
reason, authors must strive to be understandable to as
many scholars as possible, consistent with the nature
of their material.

The APSR publishes original work. Submissions
should not include tables, figures, or substantial
amounts of text that already have been published or
are forthcoming in other places. In many cases, repub-
lication of such material would violate the copyright of
the other publisher. Neither does the APSR consider
submissions that are currently under review at other
journals or that duplicate or overlap with parts of larger
manuscripts submitted to other publishers (whether of
books, printed periodicals, or online journals). If you
have any questions about whether these policies apply
in your case, you should address the issues in a cover
letter to the editors or as part of the author comments
section during online submission. You should also no-
tify the editors of any related submissions to other
publishers, whether for book or periodical publication,
during the pendency of your submission’s review at
the APSR—regardless of whether they have yet been
accepted. The editors may request copies of related
publications.

The APSR uses a double-blind review process. You
should follow the guidelines for preparing an anony-
mous submission in the “Specific Procedures” section
that follows.

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 the arti-
cle is accepted for publication—to permit other schol-
ars to replicate your results and to carry out similar
analyses on other data sets. With surveys, for exam-
ple, provide sampling procedures, response rates, and
question wordings; calculate response rates according
to one of the standard formulas given by the Amer-
ican Association for Public Opinion Research, Stan-
dard Definitions: Final Dispositions of Case Codes and
Outcome Rates for Surveys (Lenexa, KS: AAPOR,
2006).1 For experiments, provide full descriptions of ex-
perimental protocols, methods of subject recruitment
and selection, payments to subjects, debriefing proce-
dures, and so on. In any case involving human subjects,
the editors may require certification of appropriate

1 See http://www.aapor.org/standards.asp

institutional review and/or conformity with generally
accepted norms.2

The strength of evidence necessary for publication of
quantitative empirical findings cannot be captured by
any single criterion, such as the conventional .05 level
of statistical significance. The journal’s coeditors—
following the evolving disciplinary standard among
reviewers—will evaluate the strength of findings on a
range of criteria beyond statistical significance, includ-
ing substantive significance, theoretical aptness, the im-
portance of the problem under study, and the feasibility
of obtaining additional evidence.

In addition, authors of quantitative or experimen-
tal articles are expected to address the issue of data
availability. You must normally indicate both where
(online) you will deposit the information that is neces-
sary to reproduce the numerical results and when that
information will be posted (such as “on publication”
or “by [definite date]”). You should be prepared, when
posting, to provide not only the data used in the analysis
but also the syntax files, specialized software, and any
other information necessary to reproduce the numer-
ical results in the manuscript. Where an exception is
claimed, you should clearly explain why the data or
other critical materials used in the manuscript cannot
be shared, or why they must be embargoed for a limited
period beyond publication.

Similarly, authors of qualitative, observational, or
textual articles, or of articles that combine such meth-
ods with quantitative analysis, should indicate their
sources fully and clearly enough to permit ready veri-
fication by other scholars—including precise page ref-
erences to any published material cited and clear spec-
ification (e.g., file number) of any archival sources.
Wherever possible, use of interactive citations is en-
couraged. Where field or observational research is in-
volved, anonymity of participants will always be re-
spected; but the texts of interviews, group discussions,
observers’ notes, etc., should be made available on the
same basis (and subject to the same exceptions) as with
quantitative data.

For articles that include candidate gene or candidate
gene-by-environment studies, APSR uses the same pol-
icy as the journal Behavior Genetics.3 In relevant part,
that policy states that an article will normally be con-
sidered for publication only if it meets one or more of
the following criteria:

• It was an exploratory study or test of a novel hy-
pothesis, but with an adequately powered, direct
replication study reported in the same paper.

• It was an exploratory analysis or test of a novel
hypothesis in the context of an adequately powered
study, and the finding meets the statistical criteria
for genome wide significance—taking into account

2 One widely accepted guide to such norms is given by the
American Anthropological Association’s Code of Ethics, par-
ticularly, Section III. http://www.aaanet.org/issues/policy-advocacy/
upload/AAA-Ethics-Code-2009.pdf
3 Behavior Genetics 42 (2012): 1–2, DOI 10.1007/s10519–011-9504-
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all sources of multiple testing (e.g. phenotypes,
genotypes, environments, covariates, subgroups).

• It is a rigorously conducted, adequately powered,
direct replication study of a previously reported
result.

Articles should be self-contained; you should not
simply refer readers to other publications for descrip-
tions of these basic research procedures.

Please indicate variables included in statistical anal-
yses by italicizing the entire name of the variable—the
first time it is mentioned in the text—and by capital-
izing its first letter in all uses. You should also use the
same names for variables in text, tables, and figures.
Do not use acronyms or computational abbreviations
when discussing variables in the text. All variables that
appear in tables or figures should have been mentioned
in the text, standard summary statistics (n, mean, me-
dian, standard deviation, range, etc.) provided, and the
reason for their inclusion discussed. However, tables
and figures should also be comprehensible without ref-
erence to the text (e.g., in any figures, axes should be
clearly labeled). Please bear in mind also that neither
the published or online versions of the Review normally
can provide figures in color; be sure that a grayscale
version will be comprehensible to referees and
readers.

You may be asked to submit additional documenta-
tion if procedures are not sufficiently clear. If you ad-
vise readers that additional information is available on
request, you should submit equally anonymous copies
of that information with your manuscript as “supple-
mental materials.” If this additional information is ex-
tensive, please inquire about alternate procedures.

Manuscripts that, in the judgment of the co-editors,
are largely or entirely critiques of, or commentaries
on, articles previously published in the Review will
be reviewed for possible inclusion in a forum sec-
tion, using the same general procedures as for other
manuscripts. Well before any publication, however,
such manuscripts will also be sent to the scholar(s)
whose work is being addressed. The author(s) of the
previously published article will be invited to comment
to the editors and to submit a rejoinder, which also will
be peer-reviewed. While the Review does publish fo-
rums these are published very rarely. We do not publish
rejoinders to rejoinders.

The APSR accepts only electronic submissions (at
www.editorialmanager.com/apsr). The website pro-
vides detailed information about how to submit, what
formatting is required, and what type of digital files
may be uploaded. Please direct any questions regard-
ing new submissions to the journal’s editorial offices at
apsr@unt.edu.

Manuscript Formatting

Manuscripts should be no longer than 12,000 words
including text, all tables and figures, notes, references,
and appendices intended for publication. Font size
must be at least 12 point for all parts of the submis-

sion, including notes and references, and all body text
(including references) should be double-spaced. In-
clude an abstract of no more than 150 words. Ex-
planatory footnotes may be included but should not be
used for simple citations. Do not use endnotes. Observe
all of the further formatting instructions given on our
website. Doing so lightens the burden on reviewers,
copyeditors, and compositors. Submissions that violate
our guidelines on formatting or length will be rejected
without review.

For submission and review purposes, you may locate
tables and figures (on separate pages and only one
to a page) approximately where they fall in the text,
but with an in-text locator for each, in any case (e.g.,
[Table 3 about here]). If your submission is accepted
for publication, you may also be asked to submit high
resolution digital source files of graphs, charts, or other
types of figures. Following acceptance, all elements
within any tables submitted (text, numerals, symbols,
etc.) should be accessible for editing and reformatting
to meet the journal’s print specifications (e.g., they
should not be included as single images not subject to
reformatting). If you have any doubts about how to for-
mat the required in-text citations and/or bibliographic
reference sections, please consult the latest edition of
The Chicago Manual of Style (16th ed.; Chicago: Uni-
versity of Chicago Press, 2010) and review recent issues
of the APSR.

Specific Procedures

Please follow these specific procedures for submission:

1. Before submitting any manuscript to the APSR,
download a PDF of the Transfer of Copy-
right Agreement from the Editorial Manager
login page at http://www.editorialmanager.com/
apsr and be sure its terms and requirements, as
well as the permissions granted to authors under
its provisions, are acceptable to you. A signed
agreement will be required for all work published
in this journal.

2. When you submit (at www.editorialmanager.
com/apsr), you will be invited to provide a short
list of appropriate reviewers of your manuscript.
Do not include on this list anyone who has al-
ready commented on the research included in
your submission. Likewise, exclude any of your
current or recent collaborators, institutional col-
leagues, mentors, students, or close friends. You
may also “oppose” potential reviewers by name,
as potentially biased or otherwise inappropriate,
but you will be expected to provide specific rea-
sons. The editors will refer to these lists in select-
ing reviewers, though there can be no guarantee
that this will influence final reviewer selections.

3. You will also be required to upload a minimum
of two separate files.

a) An “anonymous” digital file of your sub-
mission, which should not include any
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information that identifies the authors. Also
excluded should be the names of any other
collaborators in the work (including research
assistants or creators of tables or figures).
Likewise do not provide in-text links to any
online databases used that are stored on
any personal websites or at institutions with
which any of the co-authors are affiliated. Do
not otherwise thank colleagues or include
institution names, web addresses, or other
potentially identifying information.

b) A separate title page should include the full
manuscript title, plus names and contact in-
formation (mailing address, telephone, fax,
and e-mail address) for all credited authors,
in the order their names should appear, as
well as each author’s academic rank and in-
stitutional affiliation. You may also include
any acknowledgements or other author notes
about the development of the research (e.g.,
previous presentations of it) as part of this
separate title page. In the case of multiple
authors, indicate which should receive all cor-
respondence from the APSR. You may also
choose to include a cover letter.

4. Please make sure the file contains all tables,
figures, appendices, and references cited in the
manuscript.

5. If your previous publications are cited, please do
so in a way that does not make the authorship of
the work being submitted to the APSR obvious.
This is usually best accomplished by referring to
yourself and any co-authors in the third person
and including normal references to the work cited
within the list of references. Your prior publica-
tions should be included in the reference section
in their normal alphabetical location. Assuming
that in-text references to your previous work are
in the third person, you should not redact self-
citations and references (possible exceptions be-
ing any work that is “forthcoming” in publication,
and which may not be generally accessible to oth-
ers). Manuscripts with potentially compromised
anonymity may be returned, potentially delaying
the review processes.

6. Charges apply for all color figures that appear
in the print version of the journal. At the time
of submission, contributors should clearly state
whether their figures should appear in color in
the online version only, or whether they should
appear in color online and in the print version.
There is no charge for including color figures in
the online version of the Journal but it must be
clear that color is needed to enhance the mean-
ing of the figure, rather than simply being for es-
thetic purposes. If you request color figures in the
printed version, you will be contacted by CCC-
Rightslink who are acting on our behalf to collect
Author Charges. Please follow their instructions
in order to avoid any delay in the publication of
your article.

Further questions

Do not hesitate, in any cases of doubt, to consult the
APSR Editorial Offices with more specific questions
by telephone (940–891–6803) or by sending an e-mail
to: apsr@unt.edu

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 “moving
wall”), back issues of the APSR beginning with Volume
1, Number 1 (November 1906), are available online
through JSTOR (http://www.jstor.org/). At present, JS-
TOR’s complete journal collection is available only via
institutional subscription, e.g., through many college
and university libraries. For APSA members who do
not have access to an institutional subscription to JS-
TOR, individual subscriptions to its APSR content are
available. Please contact Member Services at APSA for
further information, including annual subscription fees.

Individual members of the American Political Sci-
ence Association can access recent issues of the
APSR, Perspectives, and PS through the APSA website
(www.apsanet.org) with their username and password.
Individual nonmember access to the online edition will
also be available, 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 the APSR,
Perspectives, and PS is also available on-line by li-
brary 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), Online Computer Library Center
(OCLC) (through its on-line database First Search as
well as on CD-ROMs and magnetic tape), and the In-
formation Access Company (IAC) (through its prod-
ucts Expanded Academic Index, InfoTrac, and several
on-line services [see below]). Others may be added
from time to time.

The APSR is also available on databases through
six online services: Datastar (Datastar), Business Li-
brary (Dow Jones), Cognito (IAC), Encarta Online
Library (IAC), 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 ven-
dor for further information about availability.

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.
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Information, including news and notes, for PS:

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

Circulation and subscription correspondence (do-
mestic claims for non receipt of issues must be made
within four months of the month of publication; over-
seas claims, within eight months):

Director of Member Services
E-mail: membership@apsanet.org
Reprint permissions:
E-mail: Rights@cambridge.org
Advertising information and rates:

Advertising Coordinator,
Cambridge University Press
E-mail: journalsadvertising@cambridge.org

EXPEDITING REQUESTS FOR COPYING
APSR, PERSPECTIVES, 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 article,
whether in course packs or on reserve. Smaller classes
that rely heavily on articles (i.e., upper-level under-
graduate 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 agreement 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 sub-
mit to a copy center or bookstore to request copy-
righted material for course packs. The form is available

through the CCC, which will handle copyright permis-
sions.

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 websites 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 Sci-
ences; EconLit; Energy Information Abstracts; Envi-
ronmental Abstracts; Historical Abstracts; Index of
Economic Articles; Information Service Bulletin; In-
ternational Bibliography of Book Reviews of Schol-
arly Literature in the Humanities and Social Sciences;
International Bibliography of Periodical Literature in
the Humanities and Social Sciences; International In-
dex; International Political Science Abstracts; the Jour-
nal of Economic Literature; Periodical Abstracts; Pub-
lic Affairs; Public Affairs Information Service Interna-
tional Recently Published Articles; Reference Sources;
Social Sciences and Humanities Index; Social Sciences
Index; Social Work Research and Abstracts; and Writ-
ings on American History. Some of these sources may
be available in electronic form through local public
or educational libraries. Microfilm of the APSR, be-
ginning with Volume 1, and the index of the APSR
through 1969 are available through University Mi-
crofilms 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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