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Letters to the Editor

To the Editor:

The Winter 1981 PS devoted 40 pages
to the activities of political scientists at
the national political conventions. Many,
if not most, political scientists with aca-
demic affiliations find time for political
activities more demanding than voting. I
encourage PS to provide information on
the political activities of political scien-
tists. What are academic political scien-
tists doing politically and how can these
activities benefit our research and
teaching?

Nevertheless, the devotion of 40 pages
to political scientists as delegates seems
silly. Political scientists are having a sig-
nificant impact on public policy as we are
candidates, office holders, members of
boards and commissions, and, probably
most importantly, consultants to govern-
ment officials and agencies. As dele-
gates, we do not have a significant im-
pact on public policy. As a delegate to
the Democratic National Conventions of
1976 and 1980,1 can attest that the role
of delegate is similar to that of a member
of the studio audience of Let's Make a
Deal. It was fun, sort of a political Mardi
Gras, but worthy of 40 pages in PS?

Instead, let's read about political sci-
entists as political actors in roles where
we are significant. PS might usefully ad-

dress itself to possible role conflicts.
What kinds of conflicts may emerge from
combining political roles such as consul-
tant with our university responsibilities as
scholars in traditions of free and open in-
quiry? How are different political scien-
tists resolving these dilemmas?

Robert E. O'Connor
Pennsylvania State University

To the Editor:

The Advisory Committee on Historical
Diplomatic Documentation (PS, Spring
1981) is certainly to be commended on
its report and its suggestions for restor-
ing the timeliness and the credibility of
Foreign Relations of the United States. I
would hope that the Committee's recom-
mendations would receive widespread
backing within this Association and gain
the support of other cognate organiza-
tions; perhaps with enough encourage-
ment (pressure?), someone at State will
listen and act.

While not meant as a criticism of the
Committee's efforts, I wish the problem
of access to records at the National Ar-
chives, prior to publication in FRUS, had
also been addressed. As things stand
now, the Diplomatic Branch can provide
practically nothing in the decimal series
beyond 1949.

Richard J. Powers
University of Victoria

To the Editor:
In the Winter PS, Patricia Florestano gave figures on participation by women in the
Southern Political Science Association. I have been monitoring their role in the annual
meetings of the American Political Science Association since the early 1970s. What
follows is an examination of the role of women in the largest of the regional associa-
tions of the profession, the Midwest.
Intuitively, we might expect that women would come farther sooner at regional
meetings. Competition may be less intense. Travel expenses to meetings would be
less. Contacts with those able to assist one's career would be easier to establish.
Have these factors resulted in greater visibility of women as professionals at the
Midwest meetings?
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My study looks at the four most recent meetings of the MWPSA, juxtaposing against
them data from the 1973 meeting (representative of the earlier years in the decade).
This was a time when the percentage of women in the discipline increased signifi-
cantly and when women's caucuses and committees on the status of women in the
profession worked to secure first-class status for female scholars. Heightened con-
sciousness and increased presence had cumulative effects. Other women were en-
couraged to attainments. Males became accustomed to regard their sister scholars as
co-equal professionals.

What emerges from the statistical evidence is that women are beginning to play more
than a nominal role at meetings, that the old alibi that there are no women scholars in
a particular subfield won't wash, that it's less necessary for women to make their
contributions through panels which are sponsored by adjunct groups, and that study-
ing the role of women in politics (and problems of women) is now respectable. How-
ever, if the Midwest region is typical, there is no evidence that participation by women
at regional meetings is more extensive than at the national convention.

Participation at Annual Meetings of the MWPSA

1981*
1980
1979
1978
1973

Section

T

17
14
15
14
9

W

4
3
2
3
2

Heads

%

23.5
21.4
13.3
21.4
22.2

Chairpersons

T

101
102
122
104
43

W

16
17
26
13
2

%

15.8
16.7
21.3
12.5
4.7

Paper Givers

T

773
748
508
451
166

W

98
72
96
73
19

%

12.7
9.6

18.9
16.2
11.4

Discussants

T

119
157
173
155
49

W

19
34
37
28
7

%

16.0
21.7
21.4
18.1
14.3

'Data taken from the preliminary program.

1 9 8 1 "
1980
1979

T

25
24
17

In Sections Headed by

Chairpersons

W

10
8
9

%

40.0
33.3
52.9

Women*

Paper Givers

T W

100 35
84 18
73 27

%

35.0
21.4
37.0

T

24
40
23

Discussants

W

5
14
10

%

20.8
35.0
43.4

*ln 1973 and 1978 the program didn't list the members of the Program Committee according to
which sections they organized.

••The statistics are distorted by the section on Sex, Gender and Politics which had 6 out of 6
female chairpersons, 25 out of 30 female paper givers, and 5 out of 6 female discussants.

In Panels Headed by Women

1981
1980
1979
1978
1973

*25 paper givers and all 5 discussants came from the section on Sex, Gender and Politics)
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T

67
67

119
53
8

Paper Givers

W

34*
11
40
21
0

%

50.7
16.4
33.6
39.6
0

T

17
23
36
21
6

Discussants

W

5
8

17
10
0

%

29.4
34.8
47.2
47.6
0
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% of Women Participants at the Convention in Panels Headed by Women

1981
1980
1979
1978
1973

% of Panels

15.8
16.7
21.3
12.5
4.7

Paper Givers

34.7
15.3
41.7
28.8
0

Discussants

26.3
23.5
45.9
35.7
0

Martin Gruberg
University of Wisconsin (Oshkosh)

from APSA.
Cumulative Index to

Proceedings of the Annual Meetings
Key word index to all papers included in proceedings of

Annual Meetings from 1904-12 and 1956-70.
887 pp. $18.95 prepaid. No. PSR 0002.

APSA Annual Meeting Papers
Hard copies, including 1979 Meeting Papers, $6.00 each.

APSA Annual Meeting Proceedings
Microfilm reels of all papers, 1904-12 and 1956-79.

(Reels are $28.00 apiece; each meeting in recent times
runs from five to seven reels.)

Cumulative Index to the American Political Science Review
1906-1968, $6.50 prepaid. No. PSR 0001

American Political Science Review and PS
Back issues in microform; prices available on request.

Available direct from:

University Microfilms
Dept. F.A.

300 North Zeeb Road
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48106

University Microfilms
Dept. F.A.

18 Bedford Row
London, WC1R 4EJ, England"

*When ordering from this address add 15% to the price of items.
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Faculty, students, administrators, business and governmental leaders are cordially
invited to become members of the CENTER FOR THE STUDY OF THE
PRESIDENCY, a non-profit educational corporation chartered by the Board of
Regents of the State of New York.

JOIN CENTER FOR
THE STUDY OF THE PRESIDENCY

The only national public policy research center with its primary focus on the
American Presidency. With historical and analytical perspective, the Center
examines both domestic and foreign policy, decision-making, relationships
with the Congress, and organization.
Membership includes: Invitations to Annual Leadership Conference, National
Student Symposium, and Lincoln Center Lecture Series, Regional Con-
ferences, and the following publications:
Presidential Studies Quarterly. Distinguished board of editors including
Harry A. Bailey, Jr., Walter E. Beach, Thomas E. Cronin, Kenneth E Davison,
Fred I. Greenstein, Erwin C. Hargrove, Dorothy B. James, Richard S.
Kirkendall, Louis W. Koenig, Seymour Martin Lipset, Harvey C. Mansfield,
Ruth P. Morgan, Richard E. Neustadt, C. Dwight Waldo, and Aaron Wildavsky.
Center House Bulletin
Proceedings Volumes.

Name.

Mailing Address.

.zip.

This is an application for membership. Upon receipt of this form, the Center will mail
you a membership card and begin a year's membership. Membership is tax deducti-
ble in whatever category you elect. Add $3 for foreign postage.

Student $ 15 •

Faculty $ 20 •
Contributing $ 25 •
Supporting $ 50 •
Friend $100 D

Please send with remittance to:
Membership Secretary

CENTER FOR THE STUDY OF THE PRESIDENCY
926 Fifth Avenue

New York, N.Y. 10021
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