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A s of December 2005, Perspectives
on Politics will have published three
complete volumes of four issues each. As
former editor of the journal (until June,
2005), I have published two previous
reports (see PS, January 2004, 143-149;
PS, January 2005, 141-144) this one
covers the period from August 1, 2004
through July 31, 2005.

Previous reports have described the
somewhat unusual editorial structure and
review process of Perspectives on Poli-
tics compared with other political science
journals; I will not repeat that description
here, but readers should refer to it if
need be to make sense of the tables
below. Note that Perspectives does not
categorize papers by approach, as does
the APSR, for two reasons. Articles using
technical methods or specialized vocabu-
laries are not appropriate for Perspec-
tives and, more importantly, we seek
manuscripts that cut across convention-
ally defined subfields of the discipline,
disciplinary lines, and methods. Note
also that by the last few issues of this
reporting period, roughly half of the arti-
cles submitted to Perspectives did indeed
cut across conventional subfield bound-
aries in political science. We hope that
proportion continues to rise. Thus the
subfield categorizations below are more
than usually inexact; in future reports,
editors might consider dropping this ru-
bric altogether since it may be more mis-
leading than helpful.

Table 1

Submissions

I start with the number of submis-
sions, noted in Table 1.

Table 2 combines the subdivisions of
Table 1, and reports the 331 submissions
by subfield in political science (the first
six columns) and by non-academics (the
final column).

Processing

Table 3 shows how manuscripts fit
into the different stages of Perspectives’
process for review and decision-making.
It includes the 331 new manuscripts of
this report year, and an additional 88 that
were first submitted prior to August 1,
2004 (for a total of 419 ms. handled this
year).

We made decisions on over half of the
submissions dealt with during this 12-
month period; a large majority of those
are rejections before review. (Remember
that many pre-review rejections occur
because the article is not appropriate for
the distinctive mission of Perspectives,
not because of any judgment about qual-
ity.) We sent detailed suggestions for
revision to almost half of authors. At any
one time, only a small fraction of sub-
missions to the journal are under review
or being revised for final consideration
after review.

Table 4 shows the amount of time
taken by these various stages. Note that

the number of items in each row varies,
and that the table includes only articles
on which we have made decisions. We
take special pride in the first row of
Table 4. My letter proposing pre-review
revisions followed an evaluation by at
least two editors and two student assis-
tants to the editor, as well as a discussion
of each set of evaluations. So a great
deal of careful work goes into that
innocuous-sounding first stage.

This is an opportune moment to thank
reviewers for responding to our requests
for assistance; as the second row shows,
with few exceptions their comments have
been reasonably prompt. Even more im-
portantly, reviews have almost always
been clear, detailed, and extremely
helpful.

Outcomes

Table 5 reports the overall outcomes
for the report year.

Tables 6 provides more detail for in-
terpreting Table 5. It shows acceptance
rates for all submissions according to
the subfields of political science (first
six rows) or the non-academics (next
row).

Our rejection rate was highest for the
two subfields in which we had the larg-
est number of submissions, which partly
reflects Perspectives’ commitment to
publish widely across the discipline of
political science. Our acceptance rate,

Submissions, August 1, 2004-July 31, 2005, in percentages (Ns in parentheses)

Articles and Essays Commentary “Perspectives” Contributions to Symposia Proposals'’ TOTAL submissions
66% 3 8 16 6 100%
(220) (10) (26) (54) (21) (331)

Table 2
Submissions by Primary Subfield or Type of Author, August 1, 2004-July 31, 2005, in
percentages (Ns in parentheses)

American Comparative International Political Methods & Philosophy Journalists &

Politics Politics Relations Theory of Social Science Public Law Public Actors
Submissions 34% 26 16 11 7 4 2
(113) (86) (55) (37) (22) (12) (6)
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Table 3
Submissions at Various Stages of Decision-Making, August 1,
2004—-July 31, 2005, in percentages (Ns in parentheses)

Percentage of All Submissions

Decision Status of Submission Handled This Year

Author revising pre-review 45% (188)
Manuscript currently out for review 3 (14)
Author revising post-review 2 (10)
Decision made and author notified 55 (231)
Total submissions handled 100 (419)

Table 4
Average Time for Each Stage of Review, August 1, 2004—July
31, 2005 (N in parentheses)

Average Number

Stage of Review Process of Days

From author submitting first draft to editor requesting 19 (mean)
pre-review revisions (N = 130)

From editor sending manuscript out for review to editor 47 (mean)
requesting post-review revisions (N = 29)

From author submitting post-review revisions to editor 13 (mean)
notifying author of decision (N = 35)

Total days from author submitting first draft, to editor 18 (median)
notifying author of decision, excluding days taken by authors 28 (mean)

to do revisions (N = 171)

Table 5

Acceptance Rates for Submissions by Stage of Review,
August 1, 2004-July 31, 2005, in Percentages (Ns in
Parentheses)

Accepted Rejected Pending Withdrawn
Without review 37% (20)* 74 (93) 62 (41) 80 (4)
After review 63 (34) 26 (32) 38 (25) 20 (1)
Total (54) (125) (66) (5)

*These include introductions to symposia, commentaries on articles, the annual
presidential address, and APSA task force reports.

Table 6

however, is also slightly higher for the
same two subfields, although it is more
even across the major subfields than
last year. Remember that all of these
results are substantially an artifact of
how we categorized articles that cut
across two or more subfields, especially
since these percentages are based on
small numbers.

Table 7 summarizes the results of de-
cisions made during this report year by
the editors of Perspectives.

Note that the 78% of manuscripts
that did not go to outside review reflects
both manuscripts that we turned down
before review, and manuscripts that
authors chose not to send back after
we sent suggestions for pre-review
revisions.

Publication

Table 8 shows the published results of
everything I have described up to this
point. To maintain consistency with ear-
lier reports, it covers volume 2, issue 4
(December 2004) of Perspectives, and
volume 3, issues 1, 2, and 3 (March,
June, and September 2005). It provides
raw numbers, not percentages, since the
totals are so low.

We see a reasonable distribution
across the five subfields that one would
expect to contribute most of the articles
in Perspectives, except for the fact that
American politics may be too predomi-
nant. But each article is excellent; we
would have been sorry not to publish
any of them.

Book Reviews

As Table 9 shows, from July 31, 2004
to August 1, 2005, the book review of-
fice (at the University of North Carolina,
Chapel Hill until the end of June 2004),
received over 1,200 books and planned
to review close to 400 for an overall ac-
ceptance rate of 31%. The number of

Acceptance Rates by Subfield or Type of Author for Submissions, August 1, 2004-July 31, 2005,

in Percentages (Ns in Parentheses)

Subfield Accepted Pending Rejected Withdrawn Total in Subfield
American politics 31% (17) 30% (20) 35% (44) 40% (2) 83
Comparative politics 27 (15) 30 (20) 25 (31) 20 (1) 67
International relations 19 (10) 14 (9) 14 (18) 20 (1) 38
Political theory 7 (4) 6 (4) 12 (15) — 23
Methods & philosophy of social science 11 (6) 11 (7) 6 (8) — 21
Public law 2 (1) 5 (3) 4 (5) — 9
Journalists & public actors 2(1) 5 (3) 3 (4) 20 (1) 9
Total by decision 100 (54) 100 (66) 100 (125) 100 (5) 250
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Table 7

Acceptance Rates, August 1, 2004—July 31, 2005, in

Percentages (Ns in Parentheses)

For all submissions:
To outside review

To publication, out of submissions sent for outside review

Overall acceptance rate

For articles only:
To outside review

To publication, out of submissions sent for outside review

Overall acceptance rate

22% (92 of 419)
51% (47 of 92)
13% (54 of 419)

19% (51 of 271)
52% (27 of 51)
13% (32 of 271)

Table 8

Items Published in Perspectives on Politics, December 2004—

September 2005

Items Published,
Counting Symposia,
or Papers with
Commentaries, as

Items Published,
Counting Each

Subfield Separately Single Items
American politics 15 12
Comparative politics 12 8
International relations 8 4
Political theory 2 1
Methods & philosophy of social science 6 4
Public law 1 1
Journalists & public actors 1 1

Table 9

Books Received and Book Reviews Commissioned, August 1,
2004—July 31, 2005, in Percentages (Ns in Parentheses)

Books Commissioned Acceptance
Subfield Books Received for Review Rate
American politics 26% (315) 22% (81) 26%
Comparative politics 32% (390) 35% (131) 34%
International relations 28% (346) 24% (92) 27%
Political theory 14% (178) 19% (72) 40%
Total 100% (1229) 100% (376) 31%

Table 10

Published Book Reviews, December 2004—-September 2005, in

Percentages (Ns in Parentheses)

Subfield

Percentage of All Book Reviews

American politics
Comparative politics
International relations
Political theory

Total

30% (84)
3)
1)

30 (8

22 (6

7 (48)
100% (276)
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books received is somewhat lower than
in recent years for the second year in a
row (several years ago, the book review
office received 1,600 to 1,800 books). It
is not clear whether this marks a trend in
submissions or simply an unusual few
years. The decline in numbers does per-
mit a higher proportion of the books re-
ceived to be reviewed.

The subfield distribution of books sent
to the review office fluctuates some from
year to year; typically, although not this
year, the field of American politics is one
of the two largest, and international rela-
tions is closer to political theory in the
number submitted.

The book review editors give first
priority for review to singly- or co-
authored works published by university
presses. They also consider singly- or
co-authored works by other presses, as
well as edited volumes with a strong the-
matic focus. The overall acceptance rate
of 31% is relatively high, compared with
recent past years, for the book review
section. The proportion of books re-
viewed is generally higher in the sub-
fields of political theory and international
relations because the books received are
primarily singly- or co-authored schol-
arly works. (By contrast, in the subfield
of American politics and, to some extent,
in comparative politics, many of the
books received are textbooks, non-
scholarly works, or books from other
disciplines.) However, in comparing
these figures to previous years, the pro-
portion of books accepted in political
theory is unusually high.

Table 10 shows the number of book
reviews per subfield published in Per-
spectives on Politics from Vol. 2, is-
sue 4 (December 2004) through Vol. 3,
Issue 3 (March, June, and September
2005).

For the second year in a row, the
number of books in the subfields of
American and comparative politics is
slightly higher than has traditionally
been the case, and the number in inter-
national relations and political theory
is correspondingly lower. We aim to
have the distribution of books relatively
equal across the subfields, but are lim-
ited in any given year by the number
and quality of books submitted in each
subfield.

Conclusion

Completing this report is my last for-
mal task as editor of Perspectives on
Politics, and I want to end by thanking
everyone involved for making it such a
fascinating four years. In particular, I
want to thank the associate editors, the
APSA staff, the managing editors, and
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the APSA officers and Council—as well, work in progress. The editors and staff even more your suggestions, proposals,

of course, as the authors and reviewers. welcome queries that were not answered and manuscripts for future publication in
Like everything else in Perspectives on above and suggestions for topics to in- Perspectives.

Politics, the annual report remains a clude in future reports. We welcome

Notes

1. This column includes only proposals for
which we had not yet received full submissions
by July 31, 2005.
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