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Notes from the Editor

IN THIS ISSUE1

This is an election year. I make that statement
with certainty without so much as a glance at
the calendar. It is always an election year, and

all the more so as campaigns have stretched out into
multi-year affairs and as voting has broken out in parts
of the world where until recently it was but a distant
dream. Reflecting these real-world developments and
our own professional interests, it also is always an
election year in political science. Hardly an issue of a
major political science journal goes by without some
consideration—–and often several considerations—–of
elections and voting.

What is true in general is true in this particular
instance as well, for this issue of the Review opens
with four articles on various aspects of elections
and voting—–hence, in recognition thereof, our cover
graphic.

The lead article in this issue is an exceptional piece
of scholarship. Not only do the authors, Thomas Cu-
sack, Torben Iversen, and David Soskice, pioneer a
new way of thinking about an old problem, but they
do so by bringing together two literatures that have
much to say to one another but had not until now
been on speaking terms. In “Economic Interests and
the Origins of Electoral Systems,” Cusack, Iversen,
and Soskice examine the selection of electoral insti-
tutions, specifically proportional representation ver-
sus majoritarian systems. The starting point of their
analysis is familiar: prior work that links the develop-
ment of political parties to electoral laws and social
cleavages. But the analysis takes an unconventional
turn by bringing a previously unrelated literature into
play—–political economy-based work on comparative
market economies. The creative integration of these
two research streams promises great benefits for each,
for Cusack, Iversen, and Soskice demonstrate how the
two research traditions can supplement and enlighten
one another and thereby significantly advance political
science scholarship.

The next three articles in this issue sustain the fo-
cus on electoral politics. In “Vote Choice in Suburban
Elections,” J. Eric Oliver and Shang E. Ha home in
on the thousands of elections that occur each year in
the municipalities, townships, and cities that compose
suburban America. Oliver and Ha contend that stan-
dard models are deficient when applied to suburban
elections in particular, and their contention is borne out
by the finding that the notoriously low turnout charac-
teristic of these micro-elections produces a unique set
of results—–specifically the disproportionate influence
of homeowners and the more highly educated.

Whether the context is a presidential election, a ref-
erendum on membership in the EU, or a conference

1 Drafted by Editorial Assistant Elizabeth Franker.

among the justices of the Supreme Court, voting often
occurs sequentially. In “Efficiency, Equity, and Tim-
ing of Voting Mechanisms,” Marco Battaglini, Rebecca
Morton and Thomas Palfrey ask whether this matters.
Finding much conventional wisdom supporting this no-
tion but little scholarly evidence, Battaglini, Morton,
and Palfrey begin with a formal analysis of both se-
quential and simultaneous voting procedures and then
turn to experiments designed to test model-based pre-
dictions. These predictions are generally borne out but
produce mixed support concerning the benefits of one
type of system over the other.

As the number of Latinos occupying elective office in
the U.S. has increased substantially in recent decades,
our understanding of the underlying dynamics has not
kept pace. In “¡Sı́ Se Puede! Latino Candidates and
the Mobilization of Latino Voters,” Matt A. Barreto
sets aside the explicit or implicit assumption that the
competing candidates are Anglos. What happens to
voter turnout, Barreto asks, when a Latino candidate
is on the ballot? Barreto’s results indicate that the
race and ethnicity of candidates are more significant
determinants of voter turnout than past research has
suggested—–a worthy new demonstration of the im-
pact of electoral context on political preferences and
behavior.

“Without theory, practice is but routine born of
habit. Theory alone can bring forth and develop the
spirit of inventions,” said Louis Pasteur. In “Demo-
cratic Theory and Political Science: A Pragmatic
Method of Constructive Engagement,” Archon Fung
explores what he takes to be the disconnect between
democratic theory and assessments of democratic in-
stitutions. Fung not only argues that empirical obser-
vation should be integrated into normative theory but
provides a useful method with which to accomplish this
goal. This article should appeal to students of demo-
cratic politics of various theoretical and methodologi-
cal stripes, and to scholars of political philosophy more
generally.

Also addressing problems of integrating the theoret-
ical ideal and the world as it is, Jacob T. Levy criticizes
normative theories of federalism for their inapplica-
bility to actual cases of federalism. In “Federalism,
Liberalism, and the Separation of Loyalties,” Levy
synthesizes ideas from normative theory, comparative
politics, and the history of political thought to estab-
lish a new standard for the evaluation of theories of
federalism. Scholars of federalism would do well to
take notice of this multi-faceted contribution to the
literature.

A very different theoretical approach—–this one
drawing on the ancients but also speaking to current
issues, as represented in modern justice theory—–is
represented in Paul W. Ludwig’s “A Portrait of the
Artist in Politics: Justice and Self-Interest in Aristo-
phanes’ Acharnians.” Ludwig uses Aristophanes’ play
as a testing ground for the hypothesis that justice is
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self-interest—–an exercise that should be of particular
interest to political theorists of various stripes as well
as students of the politics-literature connection.

Although the phrase “separation of church and
state” never appears in the U.S. Constitution, the
practice of such separation remains one of the most
contentious issues in American politics. What were the
intentions of the founding fathers vis-à-vis religious
freedom? In “The Struggle between ‘Religion and
Nonreligion’: Jefferson, Backus, and the Dissonance of
America’s Founding Principles,” J. Judd Owen argues
that the founders’ motivations were themselves diver-
gent. By focusing on the views of Thomas Jefferson and
Isaac Backus, Owen situates the concept of religious
freedom in liberal theory, revealing the role of religious
freedom not just in protecting religious practices, but
also in advancing religious goals.

Marx famously referred to religion as the “the opium
of the people,” but far from always pacifying the
masses, religion also can be used to incite them to
action—–even violent action. In “Explaining the Politi-
cal Ambivalence of Religion,” Daniel Philpott isolates
two key features of religion: differentiation (the degree
of autonomy between religious actors and the state)
and political theology (the basic worldview as applied
to politics). These two characteristics appear to de-
termine whether religion promotes stable, democratic
politics or anti-democratic action, including terrorism
and violence. Philpott’s analysis serves as a guide for
political scientists seeking to grapple in more sophis-
ticated ways with the very timely topic of the political
impact of religious belief and involvement, and more
broadly with the impact of belief systems and values
on political outcomes.

What is a state to do when it confronts terrorist
groups, such as those inspired by religious ideals? In
“Defending Against Terrorist Attacks with Limited
Resources,” Robert Powell probes the logic of gov-
ernmental resource allocation in the face of an uncer-
tain threat. Using the tools of formal modeling, Powell
shows that resource allocation decisions can alter ter-
rorists’ preferences and behavior, but not always in
ways that officials would have intended. By increasing
security at one site, officials may inadvertently encour-
age the targeting of another. These results should evoke
widespread interest, not only among scholars of inter-
national relations and foreign policy, but also among
members of the broader policy community.

During international crises, such as terrorist attacks,
how do leaders decide whether to negotiate in secret or
to fight it out in public? Shuhei Kurizaki answers this
question in “Efficient Secrecy: Public versus Private
Threats in Crisis Diplomacy.” Kurizaki problematizes
the assumption of a “public” that has pervaded prior
analyses of audience costs and bargaining. In another
novel turn, he examines the consequences for both ad-
versaries of one leader to make the conflict public; in
going public, leaders bring in not only their own public,
but the opponent’s as well. Kurizaki’s analysis seems
likely to inspire much new thinking about responses to
conflict, especially by formal theorists studying inter-
national relations.

“War,” as General Sherman said, “is Hell.” But as
any reader of Dante’s Inferno will understand, Hell is
not anarchic. It has a structure and rules of its own,
and so, therefore, does war. In trying to answer the
question, “Why Do States Follow the Laws of War?,”
James D. Morrow laments the current absence of sys-
temic evidence on compliance with the laws of war
and with international legal norms in general. Deftly
dealing with an array of serious research design and
methodological problems, Morrow produces an im-
pressive collection of data. His analyses demonstrate
that reciprocity plays a key role in compliance and
that reciprocity is strengthened by joint ratification of
treaties, especially among democracies. This agenda-
setting article seems sure to spur both theoretical and
policy discussions among international relations spe-
cialists and practitioners alike.

Do values or material concerns dominate state
decision-making? In “Who Keeps International Com-
mitments and Why? The International Criminal Court
and Bilateral Non-Surrender Agreements,” Judith Kel-
ley’s careful attention to alternative explanations and
skillful use of empirical materials produce an important
new contribution in this often-heated debate—–a con-
tribution with both scholarly and practical implications.

Moving from an international court to domestic
ones, Jeffrey R. Lax’s “Constructing Legal Rules on
Appellate Courts” assesses the decision rules applied
by judges on collegial court. Lax develops a “case-
space” model that begins to bridge the gap between
a legal perspective, which emphasizes rules and case
facts, and a political perspective, which underlines the
importance of judges’ preferences. In so doing, Lax
demonstrates how past work focusing on a single judge
as the pivotal voter on a collegial court may miss the
true dynamic of collegial decisions, in which various
judges at some point play the pivotal role in different
sets of cases.

Finally, we turn to the problems of bureaucratic drift
and slack, as analyzed by Ethan Bueno de Mesquita
and Matthew C. Stephenson in “Regulatory Quality
Under Imperfect Oversight.” In such cases, external
oversight is often viewed as a remedy. In Bueno de
Mesquita and Stephenson’s model, such oversight can
lead to higher-quality proposals and to a reduction in
the frequency of regulation, and can drive agencies to
put more effort into activities directly observable by
the overseer—–which may or may not be a desirable
outcome. Scholars of bureaucratic politics and organi-
zational behavior will find much useful material in this
important analysis.

INSTRUCTIONS TO CONTRIBUTORS

The American Political Science Review (APSR) strives
to publish scholarly research of exceptional merit, fo-
cusing on important issues and demonstrating the high-
est standards of excellence in conceptualization, expo-
sition, methodology, and craftsmanship. Because the
APSR reaches a diverse audience of scholars and prac-
titioners, authors must demonstrate how their analysis

iv

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/S

00
03

05
54

07
07

05
42

 P
ub

lis
he

d 
on

lin
e 

by
 C

am
br

id
ge

 U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 P

re
ss

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055407070542


American Political Science Review Vol. 101, No. 3

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 already have
been published or are forthcoming in other places, or
which are included in other manuscripts submitted for
review to book publishers or periodicals (including on-
line journals) or otherwise committed. In many such
cases, subsequent publication of this material would
violate the copyright of the other publisher. The APSR
also does not consider papers that are currently under
review at 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 substan-
tially similar to those submitted or published else-
where, 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 publications related to a
submission in a cover letter to the Editors. You should
also notify the Editors of any related submissions to
other publishers, whether for book or periodical pub-
lication, that occur while a manuscript is under review
at the APSR and which would fall within the scope of
this policy. The Editors may request copies of related
publications.

The APSR uses a double-blind review process. If
your manuscript contains quantitative evidence and
analysis, you should describe your procedures in suf-
ficient detail to permit reviewers to understand and
evaluate what has been done and, in the event the ar-
ticle is accepted for publication, to permit other schol-
ars to carry out similar analyses on other data sets.
For example, for surveys, at the least, sampling proce-
dures, response rates, and question wordings should be
given; you should 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). This document is available on the Internet at
http://www.aapor.org/standards.asp. For experiments,
provide full descriptions of experimental protocols,
methods of subject recruitment and selection, subject
payments and debriefing procedures, and so on. Arti-
cles 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 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
submission. If you advise readers that additional infor-
mation is available, you should submit copies of that in-
formation with the manuscript as “attached materials”
on our website. If the amount of this supplementary
information is extensive, please inquire about alternate
procedures.

Manuscripts that are largely or entirely critiques or
commentaries on previously published 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 as 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; (3) as a courtesy to criticized
authors.

The APSR accepts only electronic submissions.
To submit a manuscript, please go to http://apsr.
edmgr.com. This web site provides detailed informa-
tion about the submission procedure and required
manuscript formatting. Please direct any questions to
the managing editor at apsr@polisci.ucla.edu.

ELECTRONIC ACCESS TO THE APSR

Back issues of the APSR are available in several
electronic formats and through several vendors. Except
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 on-line
through JSTOR (http://www.jstor.org/). At present,
JSTOR’s complete journal collection is available only
via institutional subscription, e.g., through many col-
lege 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
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.
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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
Company (IAC) (through its products Expanded Aca-
demic 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
Library (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.

BOOK REVIEWS

The APSR no longer contains book reviews. As of 2003,
book reviews have moved to Perspectives on Poli-
tics. All books for review should be sent to the Per-
spectives on Politics Book Review Editor, Jeffrey C.
Isaac. The address is Professor Jeffrey C. Isaac, Re-
view Editor, Perspectives on Politics, Department of
Political Science, Woodburn Hall, 1100 E. 7th St.,
Indiana University, Bloomington, IN 47405-7110.
E-mail: isaac@indiana.edu.

If you are the author of a book you wish to be
considered for review, please ask your publisher to
send a copy to the Perspectives on Politics Book Re-
view 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):

Sean Twombly,
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: journals advertising@cambridge.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 re-
ceive 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 pol-
icy 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 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 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 for-
mat. 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.
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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 Re-
view Index; Current Contents: Social and Behav-
ioral Sciences; EconLit; Energy Information Abstracts;
Environmental Abstracts; Historical Abstracts; In-
dex of Economic Articles; Information Service Bul-
letin; International Bibliography of Book Reviews of
Scholarly Literature in the Humanities and Social

Sciences; International Bibliography of Periodical
Literature in the Humanities and Social Sciences;
International Index; International Political Science
Abstracts; the Journal of Economic Literature; Period-
ical Abstracts; Public Affairs; Public Affairs Informa-
tion 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. Mi-
crofilm of the APSR, beginning with Volume 1, and the
index of the APSR through 1969 are available through
University Microfilms Inc., 300 North Zeeb Road, Ann
Arbor, MI 48106 (www.umi.com). The Cumulative In-
dex to the American Political Science Review, Volumes
63 to 89: 1969–95, is available through the APSA.
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