 The Profession

Ranking Research Doctorate Programs in Political Science

T he National Research Council
released its long awaited report,
Research-Doctorate Programs In
The United States, Continuity and
Change, on September 12, 1995.
This is an extensive, comprehen-
sive, and systematic assessment of
the quality, effectiveness (in train-
ing scholars), faculty productivity,
and Ph.D. production of over 3,600
doctoral programs in 41 disciplines
at 274 universities. The study offers
a rich array of objective and sub-
Jective data for use by policymak-
ers, academic administrators, fac-
ulty, and prospective graduate
students. The data are presented
and analyzed in many different
ways in categories of disciplines,
often with comparisons to the Re-
search Council’s 1982 assessment
of graduate programs. Nonethe-
less, as the editors of Research-
Doctorate Programs emphasized in
their public briefing, there are con-
siderable opportunities for more
analysis.

Among the findings, the report
concluded that programs included
in the 1982 study tended to have a
similar rating 10 years later.
Nearly 70% of the programs rated
in a quarter in 1982 remained in
that quarter in 1993, and only 1%
of the programs moved up or down
by more than one quarter. It also
indicated that graduate education
in the United States and the doc-
toral enterprise in particular have
increased substantially in recent
yvears. The number of Ph.D.-grant-
ing institutions has gone from 325
in 1980 to 364 in 1992, and the
number of doctorates awarded has
increased from 31,020 in 1980 to
39,754 in 1993. Not surprisingly,
then, the number of program fac-
ulty has, on average, increased
since the 1982 study in every field
common to both assessments. This
is true even for many fields in the
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behavioral and social sciences and
arts and humanities where the
number of graduate programs has
declined. Programs have expanded
despite the fact that it is taking
longer to earn a doctorate at al-
most every institution in almost
every field, while on average, the
time is greatest for lower-rated
programs.

The report also examines minor-
ity representation in graduate pro-
grams. In many fields, women and
minorities are still underrepre-
sented among those receiving doc-
torates. However, despite their un-
derrepresentation, they are as
likely to graduate from highly rated
programs as nonminority males.
For the approximately 5,800 minor-
ity doctorates between 1986 and
1992, 40% came from programs in
the top quarter, and 25%, 17.5%,
and 17.5% were conferred by pro-
grams in the second, third, and
fourth quarters, respectively.

To provide APSA members with
access to data ranking political sci-
ence doctoral programs, a key ta-
ble from this report is reproduced
in this issue, showing the first 60
institutions listed in the table.

An electronic file of selected ta-
bles is available for further analysis
on the Research Council’s World
Wide Web home page at <http://
www.nas.edu>. In addition, a CD-
ROM that will include more de-
tailed program-level data is being
developed and will be distributed
for public use.

The following is reprinted with
permission from Research-Doctor-
ate Programs in the United States,
copyright 1995 by the National
Academy of Sciences. The com-
plete volume is available from the
National Academy Press, 2101
Constitution Avenue NW, Lockbox
285, Washington, D.C. 20055 for
$54.95 per copy.
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Relative Rankings of
Research-Doctorate Programs
Along Selected Dimensions

In the tables that follow, programs
in each field have been ranked by
the mean rating of the ‘‘scholarly
quality of program faculty’’ on the
1993 NRC National Survey of
Graduate Faculty. The ranking
numbers for the measures used in
these appendix tables were calcu-
lated by taking an average of the
rank order of the program. For ex-
ample, if a program has the 10th
highest value for a measure and is
the only program with that value, it
is given a ranking of 10. However,
if four programs have the 10th
highest value for the measure, then
the average of the 10th, 11th, 12th,
and 13th positions which they oc-
cupy is calculated and each is given
a ranking of 11.5.

To show the relationship of those
rankings to rankings in other do-
mains, ratings/measures are pro-
vided first and the values given in -
parentheses. Where information is
available, ratings from the 1982
study have been rank ordered.

Institution: U.S. universities par-
ticipating in the 1993 NRC Study.

93Q: Rank order of ‘‘scholarly
quality of program faculty”’
trimmed means for 1993 NRC
Study. (Average score on a scale
of 0 to 5 with 5 representing
“‘Distinguished.’’) Source: NRC
National Survey of Graduate
Faculty.

93E: Rank order of ‘‘program ef-
fectiveness in educating research
scholars and scientists’’ trimmed
means for the 1993 NRC Study.
(Average score on a scale of 0 to
S with 5 representing ‘‘Extremely
Effective.’”) Source: NRC Na-
tional Survey of Graduate Faculty.

PS: Political Science & Politics
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% D: Rank order of ‘‘Distin-
guished’’ ratings. (Percentage of
useable questionnaires where the
program was rated Distinguished.)
Source: NRC National Survey of
Graduate Faculty.

% D-S: Rank order of ‘‘Distin-
guished’’ or *‘Strong’’ ratings.
(Percentage of the useable ques-
tionnaires where the program
was rated Distinguished or
Strong.) Source: NRC National
Survey of Graduate Faculty.

93QT: Rank order of ‘‘scholarly
quality of program’’ faculty
trimmed means by faculty from
institutions with top-rated pro-
grams in their corresponding
fields in the 1993 NRC Study.
(Average of ‘‘scholarly quality of
program faculty’’ on a scale of
0 to 5 as rated by faculty from
institutions that were from the
upper-half of all programs in this
field in the overall Faculty Qual-
ity ratings.) Source: NRC
National Survey of Graduate
Faculty.

93ET: Rank order of ‘“‘program
effectiveness in educating re-
search scholars and scientists”
trimmed means by faculty from
institutions with top-rated pro-
grams in their corresponding
fields in the 1993 NRC Study.
(Average of ‘‘program effective-
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ness in education research schol-
ars and scientists’’ on a scale of
0 to 5, as rated by faculty from
institutions from the upper-half
of all programs in this field in the
overall Faculty Quality ratings.)
Source: NRC National Survey of
Graduate Faculty.

VIS: Rank order of visibility of
the doctoral program. (Percent-
age of the questionnaires which
reported some knowledge of the
program by an answer other than
“‘Don’t know well enough to
evaluate”’ or ‘‘Little or no famil-
iarity’’ to one or more of the five
questions.) Source: NRC Na-
tional Survey of Graduate Fac-
ulty.

FA: Rank order of the total num-
ber of awards and honors attrib-
uted to program faculty. (Total
number of awards and honors
attributed to program faculty.)
Source: See Appendix G for
award organizations. [For pro-
grams in the Arts and Humani-
ties only.]

TC: Rank order of the total num-

ber of citations attributed to pro-
gram faculty. (Total number of
citations attributed to program
faculty.) Source: Institute of Sci-
entific Information. [For pro-
grams in Engineering, the Physi-
cal Sciences, the Social and

https://doi.org/10.2307/420531 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Behavioral Sciences, and the Bi-
ological Sciences only.]

C/F: Rank order of the citation
density for the program facuity.
(Total number of citations (TC)
divided by the number of pro-
gram faculty (TF).) Source: Insti-
tute of Scientific Information.
[For programs in Engineering,
the Physical Sciences, the Social
and Behavioral Sciences, and the
Biological Sciences only.]

82Q: Rank order of Faculty Qual-
ity Score for 1982 Study. (Aver-
age score on a scale of 0 to 5
with 5 representing ‘‘Distin-
guished.”’) Source: 1982 An As-
sessment of Research-Doctorate
Programs in the United States.

82E: Rank order of Program Ef-
fectiveness measure for the 1982
Study. (Average score on a scale
of 0 to 5 with 5 representing
“Extremely Effective.’’) Source:
1982 An Assessment of Re-
search-Doctorate Programs in
the United States.

TF: Number of Program Faculty
in Fall 1992. Source: Institutional
Coordinators.

TG: Number of Graduate students
in Fall 1992. Source: Institutional
Coordinators.
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