Nonattendees’ Comments

APSA Annual Meeting Review Study
I would love to work at the next annual meeting but do not personally have the funds to cover the expense.  Please contact me with any offers of attendance scholarships.  I focused my undergraduate political science work upon the clean air act amendments of 1990 and the blue skies act.  The University of Southern Maine would be delighted to become more involved with the annual meetings.   
It is difficult to attend the meeting so early in the semester.  So few schools wait until after Labor Day to begin classes and it is sometimes impossible to get away so early in the semester.  Moving the annual meeting up or back a week would be helpful.  Also, more discussion on teaching at the annual conference would be helpful.  I participated in the Teaching and Learning Conference and gained a great deal of insight from that could also be applied to the annual meeting.
Labor day weekend every year is prohibitive.  Also, since Midwest is in Chicago every year, APSA should not even consider it on its rotation.

Special program of invitations and participation for presidents of other national (state) political science association with specific activities to introduce APSA and American political science to other countries could be arranged within the APSA annual meeting or in connection with it
The APSA staff is superlative.

The APSA conference is too big, in my opinion.  I can't seem to find panels where the panelists present complete papers, and the discussants don't offer good feedback for improving the paper.  Oftentimes I don't think they even read what I wrote.  It is also too expensive, and I can't seem to make any networking connections there.  I prefer the smaller, regional meetings where I can at least have some valuable interactions with people.

It is unreasonably difficult for graduate students who do qualitative work to get a proposal accepted.

I am an undergraduate student, I am not active in research or other academic endeavors, that is the main reason that I did not attend the APSA conference.

I think it would be a good idea to inform graduate students of other students in their area.  This would allow them to share the cost for the annual meeting (transportation, etc).  The ONLY reason I didn't go was due to the cost of hotel and living expenses.

I have found it impossible to get a paper accepted at APSA (although a senior scholar at a high prestige institution my work does not fit the standard profile of US pol scie) and therefore only attend when the city location attracts - ergo, more places for non-rat choice participants......

To me the biggest downside to the meeting is the time of year... I would much prefer a later submission time and a later meeting. I would be FAR more likely to participate in a meeting later in the fall semester, but that week is usually not possible for me.  Thanks for the survey, I appreciate the effort to solicit opinions.

Political science is my minor field.  I have tried to get papers accepted at APSA but without success.  I would like to attend APSA--even without getting a paper accepted--but other conferences take precedence.  (If I were to get a paper accepted, I would certainly attend.)

The annual meeting is so large and the participants so  entrenched  that it is an intimidating meeting for a newcomer without a guide (even for an experienced conference participant).  As a result, I haven't been motivated to attend and don't expect to (absent APSA offering a solution) until I reach the point of thinking about jobs.

I am a new member of the APSA, having joined in October 2006.

I would like to see APSA take up Civil Military Relations/Affairs as a specific subarea of study.  There are few of us out here, but there are several notables in the field and I hear little of it.  I understand there is a move afoot to establish some panels on CMA in 2007 and I applaud the move.

I normally do not attend b/c it is on Labor Day weekend when I have other family commitments

I know this sounds bitchy, but I'm just too busy to travel for three days to sit through a paper that was written in 36 hours and presented in a room with an audience of three non-participants.  I don't see returning to APSA on a regular basis until the quality of papers and the quality of panel attendance improves -- i.e., until APSA becomes a venue for genuine high quality intellectual exchange instead of an opportunity for every fourth APSA member to get out of town for a long weekend.

The time of the APSA annual meetings is terrible--late in August, and the meetings are typically held in a crowded hotel in some steamy large city.  Second, the meeting comes too early to be useful in recruiting faculty.  Third, although attempts have been made through the years to have focused presentations and discussions about national and global politics, there is altogether little that is political in the meetings.  Mostly, the meetings encourage university faculty to present their research in the dullest format imaginable.  Why, given these factors, would anyone relatively senior in the profession and with an interest in practical politics be willing to attend?

I do not attend the annual meetings  1.) because the time of year is bad. Our semester starts on Sept. 1st and that is a busy time of the year 2.) because I attend the ISA conference every year and traveling to the US twice a year every year is too expensive and tiresome

My paper proposals have been accepted for poster; however, my college rates papers much higher and I have always been accepted by the regional conferences.  That is why I attend those instead of the APSA.

Proposal submission process (deadlines, etc) is fine, but the evaluation process is a bit of a black box in terms of knowing how to improve your chances of acceptance. It might add considerable work for program chairs, but it would be very helpful to have some constructive feedback as to why a paper/panel proposal was deemed unsuitable for presentation so improvements could be made.

I hope that serious consideration will be given to holding the annual meeting more frequently on the West Coast - San Francisco, Los Angeles, San Diego, Seattle, Portland etc.  It is a great time of the year in the Northwest!

Absence of International Relations as a general field and of I.R. theory makes meetings less of interest to me than they might be.  Also, when there are so many panels anyway, efforts to have a focus or theme for each field or subfield seems unnecessary and narrows the breadth of interest for the meeting as a whole.

I feel like APSA discriminates against those who study comparative politics in an indepth, qualitative fashion.  APSA favors those with fancy quantitative methodologies over those who have done serious fieldwork.  I prefer the area studies conferences--in my case the American Association for the Advancement of Slavic Studies--because they accommodate multiple methodologies as well as multiple disciplines.

There's no way to figure out how to become involved in APSA and what value coming to the meeting would give to me as an independent consultant. Most things fel academically driven to the exclusion of those of not teaching.

1) Meeting time is inconvenient for my University's schedule. 2) Meet in other cities that are more convenient to visit. 3) Punish bigshots who don't post their papers. 4) Cut down on the number of meaningless panels with no audience.

I missed the last two APSAs simply due to conflicts with duties at my institution.  No issues with the conference per se, just unable in the past couple years to travel in Fall due to additional administrative duties.

One of my important subfields is actually Mexico and Latin American politics instead of  Latino Politics,  but there didn't appear to be a more appropriate choice on the drop-down list.

It would be great if the meeting did not conflict with early September start of term and if much more funding was available for graduate students.

There are so few panels willing to engage the boundaries of political science and its subfields with other terrains of knowledge that are vital to understanding power and politics that the conference, like APSR, is deeply alienating. While I can always find a few panels of interest, and the African Politics Conference Group has helped in this regard, devoting only a couple of panels to politics in Africa among the 1000  panels at APSA reveals the deep and fundamental disconnect between the discipline and politics.

I am a PhD student, and joined APSA in September 2006, which happened to be just after the annual meeting. I plan to attend 2007's meeting as my first APSA meeting.

Did not attend this year due to completion of dissertation and transition to a new job.

Labor Day weekend is an awful time to hold the meeting, and the principal reason I have not attended in recent years.

APSA meeting should help graduate students attend the conference not only when they present posters or papers but as a way to socialize them to the profession.

We start teaching after summer in midst/late August here in Norway. During the first weeks it is fairly busy, and then to go to a meeting in the USA some weeks after the start of the semester, often is problematic both for professional and also private reasons.

This is a poorly designed survey instrument, and I'm not sure what it will tell you; but my main field of interest is contemporary China, and, when I have attended APSA over the past several years, the four or five panels devoted to Chinese or East Asian politics seem to be dominated largely by themes and papers like banking, foreign direct investment or political economy approaches; or, less frequently, institutional studies. This does not represent the more interesting and forward-looking research in my field, and, while I usually attend APSA and will attend all panels that interest me (in Chinese/Asian politics; comparative politics; qualitative methods; American political development; politics of developing countries), I am almost invariably sorry I took the time and effort to get on a plane in order to attend because I get so little out of the papers, the discussions and the other activities.

Have you ever thought of holding it in England

My complaints are mainly the huge size of the conference, the timing of it, and the difficulty of getting on the program.

Keep up good work ...........

I do not attend because I have no money to travel

The conference is so big an so unfocused.  Apart from visiting a city and seeing a few old faces, I never get much out of it.  I don't know how to do it, but I would like to see less careerism and more genuine intellectualism.  Perhaps a series of smaller, more focused conferences might be worth a try.

I intend to attend in the future - I returned to graduate school this year in pursuit of an academic career. Previously I was in the legal field and could not justify the expense of attending  just for fun.

Time of year is particularly bad -- start of semester.  It always overlaps with our first week of classes.

It would be nice if APSA would cater more to graduate students.  Perhaps, nicer prominent scholars could attend meetings to speak with graduate students.  Happy hours or dinners where graduate students could mingle would be nice.  Maybe graduate student panels could be included.  APSA is very unfreindly to graduate students.

I am new to this and just don't know how it all really works yet. I am interested to know if there is some kind of integration process or mentor program. I am a first year PhD student and expect to be attending conferences in the future, but I am unsure of how to really get started in the participation process.

Provide merit-based financial incentives to encourage participation. Institutional funding is extremely limited and/or not easy to obtain.

APSA is dominated by US topics and quantitative work. My interest in the first depends on whether it relates to or speak to non-US topics that I am interested in. As for the second, with few exceptions, I find it conservative, unimaginative, uninteresting and obscure.  What it means for real politics is unclear.  Finally, I have found APSA's response to the alienation felt by non-quantitative scholars not very satisfactory: for example, while APSA has introduced Perspectives,  (and then only in the context of the Perestroika initiative's sustained and public criticisms ), no one disputes that when it comes down to it, within the  discipline  it is the APSR that counts and that journal is still largely the preserve of quantitative work.

I am a second year Ph.D. student.  I have limited financial resources, so chose to attend the African Studies Association this year.  I am unable to get funding from the Political Science Department unless I am involved in the conference and I am not yet at the stage in my program to present a paper.  I hope to attend in a few years after returning from field work.

I suggest greater attention to federal Indian law and policy, sovereignty, and citizenship issues in APSA programming.

The conference's problems are rooted in the discipline: the mirroring of economics has denuded the discipline of applied, regional, cross-disciplinary and other cutting edge foci of analysis in favor of yet another election study, overly elaborated model, or emphasis on the statistically demonstrable differences between stunningly minute parsings of minor variables.  I do political culture; the APSA is at best indifferent, and the conference is useless.  (Note that not one of the options listed above was  political culture  or an associated concept.)  Meanwhile, globalization and other transformative forces are essentially ignored in favor of what can be tested in some giant but largely off-base data set--or are so narrowly defined as to be stripped of relevance.  The conference reflects this stultification.  I prefer international conferences, as well as non-political science conferences, to the intellectual wasteland that is the APSA and its 10,000 attendees in blue suits, white shirts and red ties.

I am based in South Africa, and the time and expense required to travel to the annual meetings are the main obstacles to attendance.  Otherwise, I would probably attend more often.

I would love to participate more in the meetings and whatnot; however, the expense is high when you are not making much, especially when you are right out of school.  I realize the costs are discounted, but I wish there were a way to decrease the cost even more.

I'm not opposed to holding APSA over Labor Day Weekend, but wonder why Monday isn't utilized. My children start school in mid-August, and we hate to take them out of school to go to APSA during 2-3 school days (Wed. - Fri.). It would be better if APSA were centered around Friday, Saturday, Sunday, and Monday.

I  am a graduate student at the University of Central Florida. I would like to see some workshops conducted at my university for submission at the annual meeting.  If you branch out workshops, etc., more regionally, you can get annual meeting participation in non-traditional ways.  My work as a law enforcement officer precludes me from taking too much time off as I use most of it for graduate school studies and visiting with my children.    Cheers,  LT M.
I was a member of APSA for a short time, but found it confusing to deal with the organization. I moved to South Africa in April 2006, and had no success in trying to change my membership status with APSA. I've not renewed my membership, but may do so in future.

More programs with big name speakers such as politicians.  We are after all political scientists.  More big name involvement with polling organizations and think tanks as well. The APSA meetings should be more then just a CV padder for many attendees.  More focus on state and regional issues would be nice too. 
Less focus on how many things can fit on the head of a pin research panels.

My feeling of disconnection mostly comes from being a junior scholar doing law and society work and thus feeling like APSA and other meetings (midwestern) is dominated by quantitative judicial politics work instead.  I've also applied to give a paper once a few years ago and didn't get it accepted and then got discouraged.  I tried a new strategy this year of putting something together well in advance with senior scholars, coherent topic, already-done research, etc., so I'm hoping that will do the trick.  If I'm not on the program I probably won't go regularly in the future unless it's held in a city very close to where I live.  The law and society association tried a new thing this year: speed mentoring.  They got a bunch of senior people to agree to hang out in a room and spend 10-20 minutes with junior people just to get some ideas about their projects. (I didn't do it, only read about it.) It's not a job thing, just a discussion about work. I would really like something like that just for getting introdu


I think APA is extremely important organization for all political scientists. We must all, especially the employed members, support the efforts of APSA in order to serving our field and keeping us well informed about related issues. Due to relocation from Texas to Virginia this year, I  could not participate in APSA meeting, however, I felt very bad for not being able to participate. I will do my very best in the coming years to attend every meeting. I believe it is a great opportunity not to miss nay of the meeting. Thanks.

I'm a new member, therefore my involvement will evolve...

APSA meetings are too often on the East Coast of the US (a long way from Australia) and at a bad time of year. More meetings on the West Coast, and a change of timing to later or earlier in the year, would be a big help.  Finally, meetings are more appealing if they are in an attractive venue. Atlanta and Philly are not a good look on this score.

(i) Forget the theme.  It is a joke; rarely adhered to ( My paper on water rights in 'Merchant of Venice' illustrates the concept of power because...), and a ridiculous substitute for disciplinary cohesion.  (ii) Try to prevent such extensive counter-programing, or cross-scheduling within sub-field.  Let the members of sub-section  N  have access to as many panels as possible; too often, I have six things I want to see on Friday afternoon, when my own panel is scheduled, and nothing appealing Saturday morning.  (iii)  Want to integrate the discipline?  Try carving out some number of panels based on a theme (either chosen by APSA or [better] initiated by panel-proposers) with presenters from 3 or 4 subdisciplines.  (iv)  Consider an official practice (like the Assoc. for Political Theory has done) of trying to mix panels with members from young to early-middle-advanced career stages, as well as different approaches (within sub-field).  (v)  Absolutely limit presenters to three per panel and / or increase the t


I would like to participate as paper presenter or discussant :  Financial problem; not sure about funding.  Planning to take personal loan from Bank to participate in APSA meeting (after finishing PhD).

I would like to see the annual meeting later in the fall semester. I would much prefer early to mid October, around fall break.

APSA is not my primary academic association.  My primary field is public administration and public budgeting and finance, and I regularly attend and have been an officer of ASPA.  I also participate in APSA, but at a lesser level, and much less since I have become a high level university administrator (provost).  I don't have time to attend APSA very often, because of university level associations that I need to attend and the need to be on campus most of the time for my job.

I think it is fine and enjoy attending overall.

My current area of interest is international monetary affairs and anything remotely relevant. I didn't see any panels that seemed like it would be worth the time and effort to attend.  Of course, if time and money were not a consideration, I would have gladly attended dozens of panels!

I answered the question about my type of institution incorrectly...Clicked PhD granting...We are MA granting...Hope you can retrack it...Sorry..

no home anymore, really, for political sociologists--I'm a comparative revolutions person--and stunningly dismissive attitude towards those of us who are at lib arts schools even if we publish and are active (I co-edit a book series, for example)...so ASA and LASA and ISA are much more congenial and I've been welcomed onto Program Committees at both and just made much more welcome in general. APSA is just not very welcoming, IMAO. Too bad, I kind of miss it, but ISA, LASA, ands ASA keep me pretty happy, so why go back? To hire people, periodically....sorry for the misspellings

Sadly, 2004 was the only APSA meeting I have attended, and it may be my last for quite some time.  The APSA conference is too large a convention to be enjoyable, and my university's funding covers only 1-1/2 conferences per year.  I attend the Southern and Midwest PSA conventions every year, and these routinely exhaust my funding.  I find these conventions far more manageable in size, and it's easier to connect with colleagues because the conference is not so large as APSA.

I could not come because I was overseas and the plane ticket costs a lot. If I were presenting a paper, I would consider coming despite the extra cost. However, I am still working on my dissertation, which I had already presented in 2005. So, I did not have anything new to present. Thus, I decided not to come because of my personal reasons -not because of anything particular APSA failed to do.

It's my perception that there is an element of clubbishness in getting proposals accepted.  Those from the biggest name universities are most likely to be accepted, which can be a disadvantage to those coming from out of the country.

You need a fairer and more uniform paper selection process.  There also needs to be a penalty for those who take slots and rarely prepare a paper.  Too often the same people are picked again and again so there is nothing new to be said.  Too few conservatives are picked and so a lot of the panels simply miss the obvious.  I much prefer the ISA selection process. You can get some bad panels there, but you also have some much better ones than at APSA. So work to make the panels more exciting.

My main reason for not attending APSA meetings it the dates on which they are held - end of the summer is rarely good for me. Or, when it is, I have to consider whether I can go to both APSA and ISA in one year. Because I'm an IR scholar, ISA tends to win out when its an either/or proposition.   I especially like the possibility of participating in teaching and other workshops relating to the profession. Again, dates tend to be the main problem along with competition with other meetings re: time and funding.

The proposals are due much too early, and the acceptance decisions take a very long time.  I realize that there are a lot of proposals to go through, but the timing of the process should be improved.

One thing that is off-putting to me when I read APSA journals is the emphasis on number-crunching.  The overemphasis on the quantitative approach is a serious mistake in my judgement and it's an approach that holds little appeal to me.  Also, I sense a certain snobbishness with the Association.  Article authors tend to teach at the larger, more prestigious universities and private colleges.  I don't begrudge publication or participation by these scholars, but the environment is not hospitable for a qualitative-oriented instructor at a community college like myself.  This is one reason I've shied away from attending APSA conferences.

Meetings can be airless and dry unless one has colleagues to hang out with. But I think that's the nature of professional meetings generally.

The principal problem I face is that the annual meeting occurs during the Labor Day weekend.  Classes begin the previous week and holiday weekends are family time, so the annual meeting disrupts work and family responsibilities.  I wonder if the APSA settled on this weekend years ago, when classes began later.  I would be more likely to attend if the annual meeting occured during almost any of the 22 weeks when I'm not in class, when I have more flexibility, and when I might be able to take an extra day to enjoy the cultural offerings of the host city.

The bottom line is that I enjoy Midwest more than APSA and I can only afford one conference b/c the department only provides enough support to attend one. Additionally, in one year that I did apply, my paper proposal was rejected.

APSA meeting tends to be geared mainly to people on the East Coast.  That APSA cancelled the San Francisco meeting after several years of holding meetings nowhere near my home in LA was frustrating.  The conference fees and attendant official hotel costs are exhorbitant and, in my case, end up coming out of my research budget.  At a certain point, I end up deciding that it's more career-enhancing to do field work than attend the annual meeting.  In the 2006 case, I was invited to give a book lecture at a university in Europe, which wiped out my travel budget for the year.  But hitting Philly twice in the last several years wasn't necessary a plus, either.

The thing that is most frustrating to me is having APSA labor day weekend, which is either right after the first week of classes or right before. Maybe that's not a problem for more senior members, but my institution really expects me to be focused on my teaching those first few weeks of the semester can be so important. This year I just couldn't squeeze it all in.   One of my grad school profs described the two main activities at APSA as  snubbing  and  being snubbed.  I hate that part of it. I'm actually pretty much an extrovert, but coming to APSA makes me want to hide in my hotel room. By far the best experience I've had at APSA was a short course sponsored by the Women in political science caucus that was incredibly informative and supportive. I left that meeting feeling proud to be part of the political science profession, rather than embarrassed as I often feel among all the  white male geeks  that dominate APSA conferences.   I also wish there were more formats for participation rather than just pape


Provide more funding opportunities for graduate students to attend the meeting.  Especially when traveling long distances, the cost becomes prohibitive.  Also, with the increased size of the meeting has come increased impersonality.  It is difficult at times for people to become part of such a large community, despite efforts to break into subfield groups for social hours, etc.  This, combined with the cost and difficulty of getting a paper accepted at the meeting, has dissuaded me from attending APSA on several occasions.

I enjoy the panels when I go. Sometimes I don't go to as many as I should because, frankly, I have friends and family in a lot of the cities I want to meet.  Also, at this point in my career, I can do what I want intellectually. Consequently, I write papers and books using a combination of political history, ethics, and theories of democratization which cross many disciplines. I get more from attending history, philosophy, and anthropology conferences because those are the areas I have been spending time in over the last 6 years. I am only now coming back to look at development and social movement  theories that political scientists work on.

Some speakers have been excellent...the smaller panels are almost always snoozers....I'd like to see more discussion about teaching methods....I love the book expo...

I didn't go last year because the conference is during my children's first week at school.  My youngest was starting kindegarden, and I didn't want to miss it. I will likely be an intermittent attendant as long as the timing conflicts with the beginning of the kid's school.
There are too many panels at a given time.

Please consider changing the time of the annual meeting. It has always been the labor day weekend and I usually take summer vacation out of the country at that time.

Not enough IR.

In membership, you forgot Life Member.

I have two young children and often attend the Midwest but I find it hard to justify going to APSA over Labor Day unless I am presenting a paper.  Last year I was rejected on the paper and offered a poster, but I decided to enjoy the holiday rather than travel for a poster.  This year, I didn't actually apply.  I will apply again next year. The timing is the big issue for me.  I wish it were earlier in the summer and not at a time when many families are enjoying the last break before school begins.

APSA should pay more attention to its international role. This survey did not ask a single question about the national location of the respondent. I would attend APSA more often if my paper proposals were accepted; in my opinion, they are not because I am from a smaller institution outside of the U.S. and this despite the fact that I have professional networks dating back to my time as a grad student in the U.S. Those of us outside the US need to attend APSA in order to show that we present 'internationally' yet APSA seems to be blind to the role it plays in other countries. APSA seems to have an almost imperial mentality of weilding a huge amount of power over the careers of foreign scholars without ever stopping to consider this fact or how the power weilded by U.S. scholars who dominate panel organization with their own U.S. networks is costing grants, money and jobs to those outside the U.S. Do I sound bitter? Well, we'll see if I am turned off the panel I organized for APSA '07 while the big name U.S. sc


The annual meeting is almost always within the first 10 days  of our classes;  I feel that I cannot take that time away from the most important part of the term for  shameless self-promotion ;  some of my colleagues on this campus do not agree with me about that

Nothing to add.  I continue my retired membership as a tribute to what was, but I have now moved on to other things.  

APSA is much more useless than the regional conferences or more focused conferences, for example EPOP.  And it is also more useless than international conferences such as ISA.  In general, the panels are not coherent enough, getting accepted is a crap shoot, many panelists deliver unfinished work and/or don't post papers, and big namers continue to present year after year whether their work deserves it or not.  In general, I do not find APSA worth the time or money--unless I like the city alot and I'm going to meet plenty of buddies for dinner and beer.

It is too big.  Panel format only allows fairly quick/superficial presentation of papers and little time for discussion.

Generally, I am very satisfied with the meetings in terms of organization and quality.  The meetings are what the individual makes of them.  This past year was an exception for me, I usually attend the meeting (and find it useful/ enjoy it).  I did not attend to concentrate on writing my book rather than spinning new ideas into a conference paper.

Most of my APSA conference paper proposals in recent years have been rejected . . . but subsequently most of those papers were published in refereed journals.  I cannot afford to go to simply be an observer.

APSA needs to start accepting more papers in environmental political theory.

The timing of the meeting always falls in the first or second week of classes.  That's very difficult.

Comparative politics and IR in APSA is doomed to epistemological and methodological narrowness and to potential irrelevance until the Association opens up far more widely to the research that I find at international, national and regional conferences of the Association of Chinese Political Studies, Philippine Political Science Association, International Studies Association, International Conference of Asian Studies and other professional associations. Colleagues who cannot or will not distinguish between positivism as one of plural methodologies and positivism as a narrow philosophy of science exemplify part of the problem. If that is married with the false cognitive divide between the Americanists and the comparativists in APSA, and one can appreciate how difficult it will be intellectually reinvigorate Association.

I am interested in new interdisciplinary areas of social science that bread traditional conceptual boundaries, including areas related to physics and nonlinear mathematics.  This type of broad-spectrum thinking does not happen much in the APSA.  With regard to the use of mathematics, the APSA is way too focused on linear statistical methods.  And in other areas, there is not even a recognition that other sciences such as physics are deeply involved in debates concerning the role of humans in making observations (of any type).  For example, physicists often talk about the implication of quantum mechanics on the meaning of social existence, and even collective consciousness, however defined.  Why are social scientists not involved in this debate?  Where is the place for such debates at the APSA?  Similarly, there is next to no focus on deterministic mathematics, such as ordinary and partial differential equations, even though major social scientists have historically used such approaches (e.g., Richardson, Colem


APSA papers (like the field) sometimes seem startlingly remote and abstracted from the substance of real politics, with a preoccupation on (seemingly)methodologically sophisticated demonstrations of the blindingly obvious or the measurable or largely irrelevant.

APSA publications and conference has become less applicable to practioner oriented researchers.  Majority of panels cover esoteric analysis of little interest to anyone outside of academic setting. Despite claims to contrary, this problem also plagues APSA publications.

I find very few panels of interest on environmental politics, which is not the same as environmental policy.  Other political scientists who work in this field have reported that their proposals are often rejected unless they organize a panel.

The 2006 meeting was scheduled for San Francisco, but then moved.  The APSA seldom comes to the west which means that we out here subsidize the travel of others.  When my department pays for graduate students to attend and deliver papers this is not trivial.  That is the specific reason I did not attend the Philadelphia meeting.  When will APSA return to the West?

The paper review process is stilted to those reviewers who want to see their own previous work substaniated, rather than new directions taken in analysis. The annual APSA meetings are often written about by columnists in a comedic fashion, indicative of the fact our discipline is losing its focus on politics & government. Other nat'l & regional meetings are not nearly as pretentious and self-serving.

Basis for survey may be off!  Academics only have so much of a research/conference budget from year to year.  At present, I attend APSA on an every other year basis (or try to), not because I don't want to attend or don't think the conference is valuable -- I just need to rotate my professional conferences because of costs!  If I could afford it, and did not have other professional conference obligations -- I would attend each year!

For me, the only problem is the time of year the meeting is held.  I am employed by an institution that will pay my expenses in full (to participate or even just to attend) and I have no objection to travel.  But every year, the annual meeting is held during the first week of our semester.  Unless the location is fairly close (e.g. San Francisco), I do not have time to make the trip out and back without having to cancel multiple classes (and then start week two of the semester with severe jet lag)!  If it were held a week or two earlier, I would attend the annual meeting virtually every year.  As it is, I will only likely attend when it is held in San Francisco (or in a city a similar distance away from my present location).

Travel grants for MA students would be nice.

Really wish conference was not on a holiday weekend and right at the beginning of the semester.

greater variety of locales both regionally and cities within regions.  webcasts of panels and workshops would be both valuable and serve those members who do not generally attend. Personally, I suspect that methodological workshops would be very popular.  For those doing empirical research methodology is the common denominator regardless of field and subfield. The online papers database has been a godsend for both authors and audience.

I would like to see more sessions on the drafting of the Constitution and on substantive discussions of the judiciary.

For families with children at home, the Labor Day weekend is extremely inconvenient.  Now that my youngest child is in college, I will probably start attending APSA meetings again.  I wish the organization were not indifferent to family concerns.

I am a practitioner and not an academic, although I occasionally develop and teach courses and frequently lecture and participate in panels.  I work in emerging democracies and  transitional and post-conflict societies.  I am hungry for opportunities to bridge the gap between academia and practice in my field, especially because I find that many of the academic papers I have read could benefit by being better informed by the reality of practice. I would attend more APSA meetings if the organization and the conference did more to bring together practitioners and researchers, and seemed less like a vehicle for providing a mechanism to fulfill the publish or perish reality of academia.

I would suggest a change in the role of the discussant.  Too often, discussants offer no useful reviews of the papers.  Instead, many discussants  rip apart presented papers in ways that result in no useful comments or follow up discussion.  APSA should either drop discussants altogether and have the panel chair offer review comments, or direct discussants to actually discuss common themes in each paper presented.  One of the reasons I don't go to APSA conferences more often is that I feel I'm wasting my time listening to a discussant.

I'm new to the organization, and mainly based in France for the moment which is why I did not attend the meeting this year (and why my answers may be a little fuzzy in this survey). But the association seems fairly well organized. So I should show up in some coming APSA event.

The urban politics panels have decreased in number over time, which is a poor reflection on APSA's commitment to an important subfield.

Two consecutive panel proposals I made for the APSA program were rejected. I sought feedback from the program section heads in each case, to improve the proposal or learn from the experience. But there was either no response, or the response was basically,  it's highly competitive.  I lost interest, as my (world) regional association (all disciplines) provides an alternative (and more welcoming) home for the panels I have organized.

too large. too disparate. just like no one reads the APSR, no one goes to APSA for intellectual reasons.

developments in foundation roles and  the not for profit sector may warrant a greater focus  space for professional (non academic) interests in organization, public policy, evaluation and the like would probably attract a population that benefits only tangentially from the annual meeting.

The program should include more items in international law.

I do feel that the selection of papers has become a bit arbitrary, and that greater transparency would help overall legitimacy and applicants' morale. I have seen entire panels on subjects exactly in accord with the conference's announced  theme  topic, with high-profile scholars on board, rejected and other panels of much more questionable relationship to the conference's  theme  accepted. Having some kind of criteria by which proposals were known to be judged would be a big help.  Also, the submission process is much too early. If it must be that early I would at least request that MANY emails be sent to remind APSA members about the imminent deadline. I received only 1 email, 1 week before the submission deadline, and the truth is that b/c the 15th was a very busy day for me I forgot to submit my proposal on time. A reminder on the due date itself would have been very helpful, especially because APSA's due date is SO much earlier than any other conference's deadline (relative to the date of the conference


There are far too many weak panels overpopulated with grad students or organized by people who are friends but make no real effort to see that there is intellectual coherence to their panels. Getting on a panel if one does not organize a whole panel seems to be getting almost impossible unless one picks a less popular section and then the panels can be even more scattershot..The best panels are the roundtables in which noted scholars discuss a topic, recent book, or present their recent work.  APSA should make a concerted effort to stop encouraging grad students, especially ones who are barely moving on their diss to submit proposals. The results are almost always unsatisfying and it is not a practice the APSA should condone as good professional development.

I would love to go each year.  However, I am a high school teacher and it is the first week of school  I could only get permission to go as a presenter.
I appreciate the imbalance between the demands for participation by potential paper presenters and the size of the conference.  That said, it seems as though most section heads over the course of the last decade have tended to take the path of least resistance by filling sections with prepackaged panel proposals such that the space for individual proposals is much smaller than it was in the late 1980s and early 1990s.  Accordingly, most panels are filled with the most well-connected networks of established researchers & their current grad students.  This makes it hard for professors at non-doctoral instututions (and non-Research I Ph.D. schools) unless they fill a niche in a former prof's network.  This seems a shame sense most jobs in professional political science are at the non-doctoral institutions.  Perhaps section heads could reserve roughly 1/5 of the presenter slots for individual proposals and then judge how well each proposal abstract seemed likely to make a contribution to debates within each subj


I like the time of year of APSA (early fall), but I do not like that it is over Labor Day weekend. I have a spouse with her own career and family hundreds of miles away from my home institution. Therefore, Labor Day weekend is one of the few good three-day weekends for us to see family. I am surely not the only one in this situation.

More discussions of contemporary issues, recent elections, and general issues pertaining to education.  
Fewer papers on game theory and quantitative methodologies.

Would have attended this year's meeting, but I was preparing my 2004 and 2005 federal and state tax returns.  This work had to be completed right away. Therefore, I could not get to the meeting.  I favor meetings in major cities, such as Philadelphia, NYC, and Chicago that are easy (for me) to get to.  Although I have never been employed as a political scientist, I have published in political science.  Moreover, I have some commitment to APSA, paying full dues.

The conference has become a megameeting and makes interaction and communication outside panels difficult, if not impossible.

This Philadelphia meeting was the first paper rejection I have ever received on any paper proposal submitted to any conference.  I'm more than pissed! You still have too few slots for the various types of international panels and even then, if one is not mainstream realist, you reject good panels and papers -- esp. if one applies to a new section with which one does not normally work, and the particular program people do not know of you. And -- I never go to APSA when in Chicago.  I much prefer ISA, where I hold multiple leadership roles and constantly find new and interesting work, and which I attend every year in whatever city it chooses.  Some of your questions don't allow for variety of answers needed.

How open is the committee system to participation by non-US scholars?

Vastly too many people, few of the major leaders of the field compared to those who present to get their way paid. Increasingly narrow focus of the work leaves less of value to take away. APSA talks of valuing teaching but sets its meeting to conflict with many schools' crucial first week of classes.

Panel sessions are too short for meaningful dialogue. Whether I'm presenting or in the audience, I'm almost always disappointed at the end of the session.  APSA should find some way to move toward the extended workshop-like format used by the European Consortium for Political Research (ECPR).

I'm frankly not interested in the APSA.

I am living in Germany and I can only get funding to attend the conference when I present a paper or poster. In the past few years I applied for presenting a paper and it was not accepted. This year, I found the topic not interesting and so I did not apply.

If I have a paper ready the main difficulty is finding panels interested in the subject matter, which tends to be interdisciplinary and/or historical.

It is much less interesting than ISA for the work I do, and fewer and fewer of my friends in the field attend.  The papers presented are not that interesting, it seems that there's a certain  in group  that gets accepted regardless of quality of papers, and all those things combined with the fact that the conference happens just before school starts (when I have meetings to attend at my institution and orientations to run) makes APSA increasingly less interesting to me. I'm strongly considering ceasing my membership.

Have been working in international development for USAID and for the State Department since 1990, so have been posted abroad.  Presently I work as a consultant for several companies and non-profits.  I keep up to some degree with what is going on in the field through association publications, but do not feel that the conferences are very relevant to what I do now (non-academic) - I remember the conferences were very much about APSA politics and not much about substance. Has that changed?

Change the date!!!

APSA does a poor job of having enough panels, etc., for public administration.  Your survey portion on subfields, too, doesn't have enough categories for PA and this is indicative of the overall bias against scholars and scholarship in the discipline (this carelessness also exists in APSR, etc.).  For this reason, I regularly participate in ASPA events rather than APSA.

We now participate in the program at the Chautauqua Institution during the summer and find that attending a conference around labor Day is just impossible and undesirable.  We would love to attend an APSA conference in mid winter in balmy climes but appreciate that this may be difficult for current faculty and students.

I would strongly suggest a broadening of the venue, possible changes in timing and greater alternatives to panels, I accompanied my wife to a conference in Denver this past summer.  While traveling across Colorado, observing how the state is a patchwork of both 'Red America' and 'Blue America' (apologies for this reduction) left me thinking that Denver would be a fascinating venue for an annual meeting.  Unlike some other locations away from the coasts, Colorado is also an exceptionally attractive destination.  (I am not sure if Denver's conference facilities are large enough to accommodate APSA.)  Of course, the appeal of cities in the usual rotation is obvious - but we should move beyond them more frequently.  I am not sure about what month of the year would be optimal - obviously not March, given the ISA annual convention.  Labor Day weekend is not bad, but having to travel every Labor Day weekend does seem more burdensome as the years go by.    I have attended six annual meetings in the past eight years


My university does not pay people from an non-main campus to attend. Thus, I never go--the cost is too great compared to rewards. No matter what our raises are only 1-2% a year.

I have nothing to add.  I am a graduate student currently in Asia, which prevents me from participating in the meeting.  I hope to attend after I return to the US.

I recently joined in the beginning of the semester, and have only attended/presented at the Midwest.  I don't have much to compare to and have never attended an APSA, mainly due to lack of time in the discipline to develop a project . . . hopefully I'll be prepared in the future.

I attend the APSA meeting about every third year.  I formerly attended more frequently.  Some recent changes -- changes in panel times, allowance for lunch, et cetera -- have made the convention more attractive than in the past, but the program is far too big (necessitating multiple hotels/meeting sites),accommodates far too many presentations of very narrow interest, and is less intellectually interesting than in the past.

Have more meetings on the West coast.

Since most universities now start classes prior to the Labor Day weekend, the Labor Day conference date isn't as convenient as it used to be.

I would like to attend the annual meeting, but do not do so for 2 major reasons: timing and cost.  We start classes before Labor Day, so to fully attend the convention would cost me 2 teaching days.  At a teaching institution like mine, that is a hard sell.  Also, regardless of one's participation at the APSA, our institution caps convention money, so I would need to come up with significant funds myself to attend.  With finite funds, I would rather attend a conference in my specific area of religion and politics. 

APSA is afflicted with jaundice. It has to take a hard look at itself and open up. I have not seen a professional organisational that is so prejudiced.

Increase the number of panels and opportunities for participation as a paper giver.

APSA meeting is just too expensive, especially since I usually have to pay for it myself.

The main reason why I attend APSA meetings rarely is the timing of the meetings.  At the end of August and beginning of September, I am usually in a remote corner of Maine, and travel to the meetings is time-consuming; the timing also often coincides with visits from family members.

I attend ISA meetings rather than APSA. I am a member of APSA partly to access the job listings, partly to receive the journals. I don't have sufficient funding to attend APSA and ISA.

My comments must be understood in the context of my membership. As I previously stated, this is my first semester as a graduate student in Political Science. As such, I did not submit and will not attend this year's annual meeting. I fully intend on doing so in later years, perhaps as early as next year. My failure to attend was wholly a result of my progress in the field.

Meeting time is too close to the beginning of semester classes.  Perhaps not relevant to those who aren't as interested in teaching. A mid-semester or mid-summer time might be better. Program does not encourage cross-fertilization across subfields and issue areas.

More venues on the West Coast, especially after the SF meeting having been cancelled.

Papers definitely should be provided enough time in advance for attendees to read them before they come to the panels.  There should be a norm that everyone at the panel has at least glanced at the work beforehand. Moving the submission deadline to a later date would make more sense--projects can change a lot over the 9  months between submission of a topic and the actual presentation.

Make more funding available to graduate students!  Also, perhaps change the date of the workshops; I would have loved to make David Collier and Henry Brady's workshops this year but they were in the middle of the week.  Perhaps on Saturday and Sunday?  Something to open them up to graduate students would be great.  Thank you!

It should be more possible to have a single paper accepted -- the general  word  on APSA these days is that only full panel proposals stand any chance of being accepted. After several rejected paper proposals (no reason given), I have all but given up on attending the APSA meetings.

The APSA is becoming less relevant to my professional life and I am therefore less inclined to participate in it.

The selection process for papers at the Annual Meeting is horrific and scandalous in that it is as opaque at Pentagon contracts for Iraq. There is no transparency. Moreover, the conference itself is often horrific given that panel chairs don't enforce rules ruthlessly. You'd think a conference of professors and academics -- all ostensibly great communicators -- would be better run.
Most importantly, I would like to know that old-timers in the organization are looking out for the younger crew and trying to figure out how to make us feel more welcome.  It is an intimidating meeting if you do not know anybody.  Somewhat less important:  it's a really hard weekend to think about attending a meeting because it falls right at the beginning of the Fall semester and often conflicts with other school things.

I would be more active in APSA if I felt that a majority of members who attend the conferences are truly interested in dialogue across methodological and discplinary boundaries.  A joke going around my university in the UK is that someone attended APSA this year and was asked by a US academic, in a social setting:  So, what is your independent variable?  While this was probably exaggerated for a laugh, it does reflect a common perception of ASPA outside the US - that it is an insular, positivist/rational choice dominated association, where those who don't fit this mold are tolerated, but not welcomed.

I think the deadline is too earlier and funding is the biggest problem for students to go to the annual meeting.

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the survey. It is valuable for APSA to solicit and use input from members, particularly in the areas of APSA relevancy, research, and publication.

change the date - not labor day weekend.

Moving to a coercive regime = bad idea. Some people have legitimate reasons for declining papers -- I moved to other part of country for new job. Should I have to present such information at an APSA inquisition to beg to be on next years program?

I strongly encourage the two changes asked about in this survey to take place: 1) making the deadline to submit proposals later, and 2) requiring participants to place their papers online.  In addition, greater availability of funding for graduate student participants would substantially increase the number of those earning Ph.D.s to participate in this valuable conference.  Most institutions do not provide funding or reimbursement to their graduate students, and those that do not provide enough.

It is too large.  People too rarely seem interested in having real discussions about the subjects, but sign on to the program so they can see their friends.  I was on panel once with two people who were presenting work that had already been published (the section organizer was just helping them to get to the conference).  My sense is that getting onto the program is easy if you are from a large university and have a full panel and hard if you are not.
Send acknowledgement of receipt of paper proposals to submitter and let them know what your decision was

The national session would of much more interest if there was a significant theme and tie in to a current political event, trend or issue. In that case, I would be more enthusiastic in attending meetings.

You neglected to mention poster-session participation in the previous question.

I would like to see APSA vary the meeting locations more than it does at present. But by and large I am very satisfied with the meetings. I enjoy them very much.

I just finished a term as chair of my department.  Lately, I have only attended the annual meeting for job interviewing purposes.  The timing of the meeting is awful for those of us who start our semesters before Labor Day.  I would be much more interested in attending if it were moved to a different time.

The overall atmosphere of the APSA meetings is strikingly dry, boring, graceless, sometimes ridiculously arrogant, and depressingly apolitical. It doesn't have to be so.

To be blunt, somebody who has published four books should not have to beg and grovel to be on a panel as a discussant. I also find that those coming from smaller or  lesser known  institutions don't have the same chance of being accepted.

I see political science as a vocation more than a profession. Attendance at the annual meeting forces me to witness all of the pencil-necked geeks running around, electing each other to various positions, giving each other awards, and fighting each other over arcane points of disagreement that interest me even less than those on display on  Desperate Housewives.  After growing tired of leaving the conference completely depressed, I decided not to attend any more of them.

I hate the time of year. It conflicts with classes.

Find some other cities besides the usual suspects.

The expansion of the program has pushed the receptions (and therefore dinner) far too late, and breakfast far too early.  In my view, the panels are (except for getting ones way paid) the LEAST significant part of the conference.  Rather, networking, informal discussions with colleagues, looking through the book exhibit all are far more important.

It was suggested to me in 2006 that I could offer a poster presentation in lieu of a presenting a paper on a panel.  This seemed to me ludicrous, especially for a political theory paper.

I highly advise APSA to look into how publishers, especially University of Chicago, are disallowing papers that have been  published  on the web. We need to be absolutely sure that making our papers part of proceedings does not interfere with abilities to publish.

In my opinion, the annual meetings are a complete waste of time. With the whole world exploding with ferment and change, professional political scientists insist on being irrelevant. Unless the professional returns to its rich tradition abandoned in the 1970s, we shall continue to remain irrelevant.

My major concern is what appears to be the increasing difficulty of getting paper proposals accepted.  This is the only conference in which I seem to have difficulty in this regard.  Please consider adding another Urban Politics section (or another related section -- perhaps Urban Policy?).  Thanks.

Reduce charges for those not serving in a university.  Create incentives to have non-university based researchers attend. Increase policy relevance.

Labor Day weekend is really tough for people with kids.  It's just when school is gearing up to start again.

The meeting always seems to be in the same places. More variety would increase the incentives to participate.

I would attend if the announcement was made earlier so I had time to write a paper. It is just a deadline issue. By the time I find out about APSA it is too late to prepare anything substantial

I've never known how people get involved as members of program and/or other APSA committees.  I'm sure this is advertised in some way, but I've managed to never see it in all my years at APSA.

I was really irritated that the annual meeting was moved from San Francisco because some people had objections to the labor policies at one of the hotels.  The conference is also eating into my family time during Labor Day and I just don't want to give up that time anymore.  I participated for 14 straight years and it felt remarkably liberating not going this year.

the annual meeting has become rather large for my taste. It continues to be less focused on international theory and IR than I would like. For this reason, being an IR scholar I prefer the ISA and it is hard to go to too many meetings particularly when universities are becoming less generous with funding. Most of the scholars in my subfield of feminist IR tend to go the ISA rather than APSA if they only attend one.
The timing of the annual meeting always coincides with the beginning of the Fall semester and makes it extremely difficult to attend the meetings and do justice to the launching of the academic year.

The timing of the meeting is the sole reason I no longer attend.  It is a bad time not only for faculty starting the new year, but also for parents with children in school.  As a parent of a child with special needs, I must be present when he starts school.  On the other hand, I'd welcome a conference in February!

The timing of the APSA convention right on Labor Day- which is at the beginning of the school year for most children, prevents me from attending most years. This poor timing might, in my opinion, reduce the overall number of female political scientists who attend APSA.

Being a Phd student outside the US, my main concern about attending APSA meetings is funding...

I was somewhat disillusioned by the last minute changes to my panel when I presented a paper at APSA 2005.  It seemed to me that the late replacements had not gone through the peer-review process and had been added on at the very last moment.  There ought to be some mechanism in place to prevent this from happening at APSA, especially because one consequence of this is the slap-dash think paper that is not even posted on the APSA online proceedings ahead of time.

I'm from Russia and it's totally impossible for me to get money to participate in any APSA annual meetings from Russian sources. This is my main problem

I have not been attending APSA meetings recently because, at my university, the teaching starts on 1 September.

APSA should have some more funds to fully support travel, registration and accommodation to the participants.

Being a foreigner I am not sure how my answers would help, but I have no particular complaints towards APSA annual meeting.  When I cannot attend, I normally have conflicting schedules back home or out of funding for that year to finance international travel.

I have recently learnt (much to my surprise) that allacademic.com, who organize the paper archive for APSA conventions, sell those conference papers for profit online without my knowledge or consent. This will discourage me to post online my papers in the future.
It would help to have APSA meetings sometime between the first of February and the first of April and have them at more exotic locations than Washington, Chicago, Boston, Philadelphia and Minneapolis almost every year.  The ISA does a better job of this with mid-winter conferences mostly in southernly climes such as San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Atlanta, New Orleans...  Maimi, Las Vegas, Houston, Dallas, Santa Fe, Phoenix (anywhere in Florida, Texas or Southern California) would be a welcome change.
The timing is always difficult for me, especially if APSA is in a distant city, as our semester starts the week before Labor Day.

Having the annual meeting over labor day weekend is a terrible idea, especially for parents with children. Many schools start the day after labor day making it a difficult time to travel, especially for single parents or for parents who are both employed in the profession. I choose not to attend on years when my children are starting new schools (i.e. starting kindergarten, moving to middle school etc). For older children in fall school sports, they often are required to participate in activities that weekend in order to participate on the team.

Make the deadline later.

Please increase funding for graduate students.

My proposal for the 2006 annual meeting was accepted, but I was unable to attend because of a personal scheduling conflict (a wedding out of the country I could not miss).  I am generally quite satisfied with the annual meeting.  I have attended all but two during my six years in the profession, and both times I did not attend due to a conflict with a wedding, which seems to happen to a large number of people on Labor Day weekend.  Thanks for all your work at APSA to make the annual meeting a positive experience.

As I am responsible for a work division at the college, it is nearly impossible for me to schedule time to travel during the week prior to Labor Day- I have to set up work schedules for students arriving on campus --a job that thus far I am unable to delegate to others.
I wish I could participate at APSA meetings, but the cost of my participation is to high for my country. In this case I would need some support from APSA to get funds and US visa as well.

I just returned to the United States from Australia and just joined APSA. To be honest, I really didn't know enough about the APSA Annual Meeting to decide if it was for me or not. This will probably change, once I've been a member for a longer period.

Please hold fewer meetings in Chicago, Philadelphia, and Washington, DC and more meetings in Boston, Denver, and the Pacific Coast, perhaps San Francisco, Los Angeles, San Diego, Portland, and Seattle.

I joined APSA in part to support the upgrade of  Canadian Studies  to a formal group within the association.  This move would definitely facilitate my participation in future APSA meetings.

The timing of the conference (Labor Day weekend) makes it difficult to attend.

I would truly like to find an organization that is interested in breaking new ground in political thought about governmental organization and management.  American Society for Public Administration is not there.  However, APSA seems mired in its own backwardness.  It is so frustrating.

For 2006, my proposal was accepted, but I was forced to cancel my participation due to a family medical crisis. I contacted APSA well in advance and explained my situation. My cancellation was  excused  but the information never got passed on to the panel or section chair. Luckily I was able to notify these people in a timely way, after I received emails about my panel. Better communication with APSA might avoid possible foul-ups.

It has become too large and focused on presenting papers without adequate process for participants to engage with each other on intellectual topics. More interactive sessions and fewer  stand and deliver  sessions would enhance the value of participation for me.

I hate that it intersects the first week of classes at my university.  It also is very expensive.  I can't help but wonder if a lot of the money is going to support activities at APSA HQ which I don't need.

I would love to attend in the future. At this point, however, I don't feel prepared to present anything.  I do plan at some point to simply attend as an observant.

I was doing fieldwork in El Salvador. Perhaps later would be better.

While several factors affected my decision this year, returning to so soon Philadelphia was one issue.  The conference facilities are nice, but I was hoping to see APSA return to San Francisco (or another west coast destination).

I think there should be a subfield on  Ethnic Conflict  or State-sponsored violence or genocide. Something like that.

I will not attend the annual meeting unless my proposal is accepted.  It seems like only people who have connections to insiders and/or who are working within dominant paradigms have their proposals accepted.    Increasingly, it seems like it is a waste of time to submit proposals to APSA due to the low probability of acceptance.

I am deeply frustrated with the marginalization of immigration studies in APSA conferences. I have submitted/been part of submitted panels on immigration politics to the Comparative Pol. and Adv. Ind. Societies sections without fail for the past 3 years - each year the panels were rejected, even though top immigration scholars were members. Immigration studies is becoming an integral part of political science teaching and publications, but APSA panel decisions do not reflect this development.

I consider politics my primary area of research and a core passion as well as vocation, but I have learned over the last decade or so that my definition of politics and the study of politics tends to be on the margins of mainstream American Political Science. I find much of  official  political science curiously apolitical, and not engaged with the heart of the theories and practices of politics at all levels of government as well as out of government, e.g. social movements. The discipline is too focused on quantitative methods and the establishment is often afraid of or opposed to questions that fall outside a narrow (and for me, often dull) set of intellectual preoccupations. The above explains my move away from institutional Political Science. Given your concern about APSA attendance, however, my primary reason for not attending is personal rather than professional or intellectual: I have two small children and all but the most vital conferences are incompatible with my mothering responsibilities. This re


Labor Day weekend is a terrible time for the convention.   APSA governing councils are altogether too clubby.

I rarely go to the APSA annual meeting because it occurs on Labor Day weekend. I see that weekend as family time and don't like to travel for work then. I would be much more likely to attend if the convention took place a week earlier or later.   I think that the organizers should brainstorm ideas to increase attendance at panels -- in my experience many people who come to the convention rarely attend actual panels. It's very disheartening to make the effort to put together a presentation and end up with less than 10 people in the audience.

Labor-Day timing is terrible.  I would much prefer that the meeting occur during some other part of the year, and not over a holiday weekend.  Seems to me that too few papers are accepted.

Any possibility of providing panels for graduate students with a heavyweight chair/discussant?  I know everyone is looking for feedback, but the urban legends of difficulty getting in as a grad student are daunting.

Many of my answers were guesses since I haven't been to a conference in 5 years or so.  But I stopped attending because it was too big and the comments I got on my papers tend not to be helpful.  Also I hate to fly.

What about other sites?  Even international?

The meeting time should eventually be either before the Fall semester starts of after the Spring semester ends, respectively mid August or June.

Your survey neglects, I think, to ask about APSA section meetings.  I belong to ASPA to belong to my section, and I attend its meetings regularly.

I teach in a business school and am a member of three other academic associations where I have to devote more of my energies.  However, I still highly value the APSA publications and wish I could attend the annual meeting more often.

August meetings are not convenient

I thought my paper should have been accepted in 2004 and that maybe it was rejected because I didn't have an academic affiliation at the time.  It definitely put me off to the conference and I only plan to go in the future if I am presenting.

 The practice of requiring copyright transfer to post papers on the web after the meeting is counterproductive.  It holds the potential to complicate subsequent publishing efforts, and needs to be re-considered.  I expect that it accounts for much of the reluctance of paper presenters to post their work.

It seems that connections are very important when it comes to paper submissions.  There are probably too many paper proposals, therefore papers are most likely to be accepted if they are part of a prearranged panel with a panel chair and discussant, and or if the paper presenter knows the person who selects the papers.   It would be a good idea if presenters could post papers before they are presented (to try and force people to complete papers on time), but I doubt the effort will be successful.  Posting papers after presentation is probably a more realistic option.

Did not attend in 2006 largely because of personal commitments that did not permit me to travel during the time of the meeting.

Particularly for graduate students on the West Coast, I would be nice to have  at least one of the annual meetings every3 to 5 on the West Coast.    It would be nice to have the discussant be required to submit commentary on each paper in writing after the presentations even if it is just notes not an organized analysis.  This process might improve the benefits of panel participation.  Plus, some discussants devote most if not all their attention to one or two of the four or five papers.  The above process might improve the distribution of benefits.

Do away with the discussant role--I've rarely received useful feedback from a discussant. I've been to other conferences in which there is no assigned discussant on panels, and the feedback from audience members has almost always been far better than that of APSA discussants.

The APSA can't even fix its own web-site - yet it tries to force computer-based research on everyone.  For an organization that rejects so many creative studies as normative, the APSA's thourough going ideological commitment to rat choice is especially ironic.

Work in New Zealand and previously Australia and now find International Studies Association more congenial and interested in ALL REGIONS OF THE WORLD ( sorry for shouting). APSA has strong merit as trend setter for poly/sci and I identify with the debates and issues discussed ( eg pluralism, institutionalism etc) and have found women's caucus activities truly inspirational!!

I think there is this unnecessary quest to present as much as possible.  True, there are excellent papers and discussions but, unfortunately, it brings also a lot of mediocrity and fluff.  The annual meeting should be a sort of olympics, the best representation of APSA's members have to offer.

I didn't see an opportunity to give this answer earlier:  My primary reason for non-attendance is I am waiting until I have written a paper I believe is worth presenting.

I am more likely to go if I am on the program.  In general, I attend the meeting about half the time

My personal experience with APSA is bad: the rate of acceptance of my abstracts (about 10%) is much lower than the rate of acceptance of my papers to professional journals (about 30-40% -- almost all in the first or second attempt). It makes me wonder - what are the standards for excepting and rejecting papers? is it possible that it is about knowing someone?

The APSA appears to be geared toward Political Scientists who are working in academia.  I work with several political scientists (from B.A./B.S to M.A./M.P.A/M.P.H. to Ph.D./J.D.) who do NOT work in academia.  We conduct legislative research and analysis for fed govt. projects on public health issues.
I would like to see more international work highlighted at the APSA meeting.  In particular, I would like to see more scholarship from Canada Australia, and the UK.  Although APSA is American-based, I believe the organization could draw academics and researchers from other countries to the meeting (and association) if it attempted to include more cross-national research - with implications for American political science.  Additionally, thought might be given to changing the location venues for the annual meetings.  While I love Chicago and Philadelphia, for instance, it might be worthwhile to have other host cities included.

I teach on a quarter system, and cannot leave during the ten week quarter easily. My decision not to attend is not based on the quality of the meetings. If the meetings were during late June, or late September, Two Year College personnel could attend more easily. I just didn't want ASPA to think my lack of participation was an a comment on the organization.

During the time I was a graduate student, I felt that it was more difficult to get a paper accepted to a panel, particularly in the year I went on the market, a time when APSA attendance is critical for a variety of reasons (the  meet market , but also to get a chance to present research to a wider audience before going out on the market).  Perhaps, the most negative aspect of APSA, in my opinion, is that it has become too large a meeting and less focused.  With increasing challenges to size and focus, quality suffers.

I feel that the APSA is much like the APA (American Philosophical Association).  A few people control who presents papers. Up and coming scholars do not get the opportunity to present because the few people who control the presentation of papers either do not know them or do not like these new ideas.

As an IR scholar, I find APSA much less satisfying than ISA, which is smaller, richer in content and much more cosmopolitan from my point of view.  The dominance of American politics is APSA and American political science is parochial and has regrettable if largely indirect consequences on public policy

Offer funding opportunities for full-time adjunct professors - we rarely have access to the funding available to tenured or tenure-track professors and certainly not funding available to graduate students.

Frankly, I don't like the Labor Day weekend. It's the end of summer and I like to spend it with my family.

I have only presented one paper at an APSA conference--a panel on gender and policy. Although all of the papers dealt with gender and policy in some way, that was the only thing that they had in common. It was disappointing that the panel organizers did not try to place us on panels that had a better substantive match instead of lumping everyone together who studies women regardless of what they're trying to explain.

I try to balance the family obligations of the Labor Day weekend with the Conference.  It would be great if the conference was on the holiday weekend ever OTHER year, not every year.

The time of the year - just after classes start - is bad for me.  The cost is a negative factor as well.  With respect to the survey:  you list Other social science twice (other meetings question)  You do not list poster sessions as a means of participation

The key obstacle preventing me from attending APSA meetings is the cost. My institution does not provide enough funding for me to attend. I would be very interested in attending each year and presenting papers if it were affordable for me.

When members attempt to contact section/program chairs about their participation to request additional information or to inform them of participation problems, there should be a transparent process for doing so, and section/program chairs should be required to respond to queries within a reasonable period of time.  Otherwise members have no way of knowing if the information they provided (such as need to cancel panel participation) has been received by APSA.

I only attend conferences when they are convenient to where I live. I go to socialize and to hear presentations in my areas of interest but only as an interested outsider.  The conference, and the APSA in general, have nothing to do with my job since I left an academic position.

In addition to posting papers in advance, the comment by a discussant and the presenter's reply should also be posted in advance. The participants, including the audience, should be assumed to have read all the material. Hence the panel can then be devoted to new questions from the panel and the audience. Time could be more limited, and hence more panels available. Of course this format would not apply to panels on-going events or informal roundtables, but it would eliminate a lot of boredom. Obviously the facilities for these procedures  were not available when I started out, but with the kind of communication technology now available, the traditional panel is really obsolete.

The content of the panels no doubt reflects the academic marketplace to a very large degree, but many, many panels are stultifyingly boring, both because of the narrowness of the topics and methods employed, AND because of increasing numbers of very junior people, often graduate students, whose presentation skills are in need of significant improvement.  The Labor Day timing is no doubt crucial for getting decent rates at large venues, but it produces a lot of start-of-year conflicts for me, since my institution always begins teaching immediately after Labor Day.

The timing is bad for me because it is at the beginning of the school year. Plus the meeting is too big and the program is too full, and the quality of papers seems mixed at best. I think that a few very carefully chosen papers from a broad range of fields would be better.

More policy panels would be nice.

The main problem I have had with attending national meetings is that they have been in the first two weeks of classes and I don't want to miss that critical period. Also, I have spent a good part of my career doing at least part time administration instead of doing research and have spent my travel money at higher education or leadership education conferences.

I am currently an Associate Professor of Criminal Justice (although I hold a Ph.D. in political science), so most of my conference work takes place at the Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences and American Society of Criminology.  However, I maintain my APSA membership to stay current in the political science literature.  I would be most likely to attend APSA meetings if (a) they are near my institution and (b) if I felt I had a paper that would be relevant (given my primary focus in criminal justice).

From the cheap seats, it appears that the presentation slots are reserved for (or at least tilted toward) the big names at the big schools. I'm sure part of this is ego, but I have a hard time believing that in all the time I've been presenting proposals, the only one which was worthwhile on the merits just happens to be the one I co-authored with (yes) a big name at a big school. The conference is held on my first week of classes every year, and it's not really worth missing that to have people look down on me as they wander by my poster in some giant ballroom. I did that once in graduate school and decided it was more humiliating than enlightening. So long as I am relegated to second-class status (or rejected outright), I won't be returning to APSA. For several years running, I submitted a proposal every year, but there's a fine line between persistence and insanity. This last time around, I decided it wasn't worth my time even to apply, since I already knew the result.

As a German living in Germany having worked in the media administration the APSA  meeting have not been in the center of my professional interests. I am just interested in what is happening in the field, that is enough for me. As I received a MA in PolSc and did research in organisation and bureaucracy I  still like to trace the current developments in PolSc. As I am teaching now - as a retired person - I can integrate my actual insights from PolSc into my lessons....

I have just become more aware of APSA and plan to attend future meetings in some capacity.  As I have never attended a meeting I can provide no insight into operations.

The mid-November deadline for paper proposals is far too early and inconveniently timed. It always seems to come right during a busy time of the semester - during mid-terms, when defenses are being held, etc. so that I frequently miss it simply because I have too many other tasks that require my immediate attention. Furthermore, ten months between submission and presentation is too long - long enough to prepare  the manuscript for initial journal submission, which means that  saving it  for APSA causes delays in publication. I'd recommend having the submission deadline in mid-January, when people have the holiday break to prepare a good idea. I disagree with requiring the submission of complete papers. If the paper is fully drafted, I'm not going to submit it to a conference to wait eight months for feedback, I'm going to polish it up and submit it to a journal and get feedback within 2-3 months.

I have young children who start school right after the conference every year.  It's an unstable time for them and I do not feel comfortable traveling because of that.
Although the balance has improved somewhat, people with international interests are not well served--I usually end up choosing to attend the ISA, area studies like LASA, thematic meetings on my sub-field of Human Rights (not even listed as one of your choices!).  Going to DC in the dog days of August to hear more old white men in grey suits talk about mathematical formulas for modelling Congressional committee voting patterns does not advance my research agenda--I attend when I know there will be more international and controversial research, diverse friends and networks, and/or an interesting coastal city.

I didn't attend because I'm a second-year PhD student.  Thus I don't have much money and didn't have a presentation (since I would have had to submit in the fall of my first year), and my department wouldn't pay for me without a presentation.

more diversity in topics. include critical and non-conventional approaches and be more open to interdisciplinary papers. it also seems that if not submitting a paper thru a specific panel people often have a small chance of being able to present.

The meeting is large.  My interests, which intersect history and theory, are not often addressed by the program. Hence, I participate in other national and international conferences such as German Studies, ESSHC, and APT regularly.

Here's what I think is the problem. Most colleagues who are in the ethnic minority and from schools other than ivy league schools feel their interests are not fully represented at the APSA conferences. They generally feel marginalized or alienated through the selection process, representation and the response to their presentation by other panelists. I have heard a few colleagues confess they are intimidated to submit their work for fear of receiving very hostile criticism from other panelists or other participants.

What I find least appealing about the APSA annual meeting is how much time and energy is devoted to job searches.  Attendance is dominated by younger members searching for jobs, which completely detracts from an atmosphere of scholarly inquiry and information sharing.  I would prefer meetings in which the  overhead  is minimal and the dissemination of research findings is paramount.  In addition, it is just very difficult to attend a meeting that always occurs right when my institution is beginning its fall semester.  It is just too hard to plan for and work around.  Finally, there is virtually no outreach to a senior member like myself regarding participation in association governance.  Unless one is plugged into the network, one never gets approached about serving to help advance the profession.  I've had a better experience with ASPA.

I am a life member -- a category left out in the above question

I'm a political economist advising governments and firms at a high level.  I don't need a job, and I don't find the panels focused either on the big contextual issues or on policy matters that drive decisions.  So the meeting, while quite interesting and quite professionalized, generally gets passed by in favor of mor cutting edge conferences.  I'm invited to speak at an international conference every couple of weeks, and I' get paid $5-10,000 per presentation, so I have to be very selective.  To be fair, I got turned off many years ago by what I saw then as a politicized and inbred process and my current decisions may be driven as much by the inertia of possibly obsolete experience as by careful researching of current meetings.

I am a new student member and about to graduate.

More panels on environmental policy and environmental political theory would be great! I had my last paper and panel both rejected. The panel proposal rejection surprised me, largely because of quality and breadth of participants. It was somewhat embarrassing as a graduate student to put together a panel with some of the biggest names in my field (with their approval of the proposal) and then get it rejected. It seems like to get into APSA, you mostly have to be doing work that is right in the middle of the discipline. I don't perceive APSA as an organization willing to support people that are pushing the boundaries of any subfield. The people I know who go to APSA are working in the middle of the discipline. Receiving two rejections in a row -- especially because they are the only rejections for a conference I've ever received -- does not make me eager to participate.    I'll probably try one more time or two before cancelling my membership, since APSA is somewhat irrelevant to finding colleagues in the disc


Less for PA type scholars to do. You don't even list them as a related field in one of your questions about affiliated fields.

I like to hear prominent people talk about the big ideas, rather than just narrow research findings.  I think a great idea would be to have a roundtable with 4 big people talk about the 3 most interesting articles from NYT and what they think their significance is for mainstream political science.  I think that would give a better sense of where the discipline as a whole is going.
My main problem with the APSA meetings is that they take place right after the start of classes. Unless I have business to conduct with a publisher, co-author, or somebody else, I usually don't attend.  My current book project is so consuming that I haven't had a free summer to gin out papers.  I would attend more meetings if they were rescheduled to October or in the spring.

Move meeting to October to encourage a more centralized placement service(that is, encourage big research universities to use APSA meeting for applicant selection, like the APA) Extend deadline for proposals

I am admittedly a  fringe  member -- I am a professional land use planner which brings me into local politics around exclusionary zoning, taxation policy, and regulatory/constitutional issues arising from land use.  I have more of a poli sci background than most planners and enjoy keeping current with the field as it connects to my primary interests.  I am a consumer rather than a producer of content related to annual meetings or journal contents.  Annual meeting costs are just too high to justify for a  casual  consumer -- I spend my money on three conventions more targeted to my needs.

I really feel strongly about the attitude APSA takes to accepting graduate students. I have heard countless stories of people needing a well-known faculty member as a sponsor to get even close to getting accepted. Since I have also heard from numerous people that the section I would likely attend is particular harsh with grad students, I just have not felt like going through the process, although I should. There is a whole thread on the difficulties re. acceptance in my section (law   courts) though I am sure that is not dissimilar from other sections.

Too much pretense. People look down on you if you are not wearing a badge from a Top 20 school.

The past two years my research paper proposals have been rejected by APSA.  All were of significance--at least that is my belief.  Although I have been a member of APSA for decades, APSA is no longer a forum where my research can be shared.    The years my participation has been blocked were years when I spent time in both India and Africa conducting research.  Last year I had a Fulbright in West Bengal during which I worked on a secession movement.  But, APSA no longer permits the sharing of this work at its annual meetings.    As I have said before, if APSA does not want papers presented on certain topics or by certain individuals, why not invite participation in other ways.  At least that would provide a justification for the home institution to cover some of the financial cost involved in attending. And, members would be able to share their work informally.

APSA as an organization is largely focused on research at R1 institutions, and rarely gives proportionate attention to the unique circumstances of teaching and research at regional state universities and teaching-focused liberal arts institutions.  APSA leadership is almost always drawn from R1 ranks and the APSA meeting is dominated by topics that are disproportionately the focus of R1 departments, with a bias against the professional concerns that are often of greater interest to those other institutions (such concerns are usually ghetto-ized in the separate February teaching conference or in Wednesday  workshops  at the main conference).  Such biases have made many of us in non-R1 institutions alienated from an organization that purports to represent the discipline as a whole.

Compared to regional meetings and other specialized meetings (i.e., TLC), the annual meeting presentations have become progressively less valuable.  They are more about making a name for oneself, frequently by demeaning other presenters or self-indulgent presentations.  I have had far more valuable discussions, feedback on my own research, and networking at other meetings over the past 1/2 dozen years.

I see APSA and political science in general pushing public administration and its subfields out of the organization.  I have not interest in going to the conferences unless the venue is of interest.  Then, I spend most of the time visiting sites rather than attending meetings and listening to people who think they and their research are more important than what they really are.  In fact, I highly doubt I will renew my dues.    The quality and interest of APSR has also declined.  I have not found an interesting article in the journal in years.
Perhaps having an national meeting once every two years, and during off years the organization should work to foster greater, more intimate, participation at the regional level.
1.  Attendance: As a young and internationally-based scholar, the cost of attending APSA ( unless I am presenting) is prohibitive.  If I were at a later stage in my career (and thus unburdened of debt and financial worries), my attendance at APSA would be regular regardless of whether I was presenting.   2.  Proposal procedures: I might be inclined to submit paper and panel proposals more regularly if the deadline were pushed to mid-December of January.  I recognize the practical difficulties in doing so, but I find the Nov. 15 deadline difficult to meet given its occurrence in the middle of the fall semester.

I would like to see more panels on international (IR, IPE, CP, Amer. For. Policy) matters. Somewhat later proposal process would be helpful. Labor Day weekend is also not a great time b/c the start of the semester and the start of the school year for my children.

I look forward to attending in the future.

There are simply too many graduate students on the program. I understand the desire to be marketable, but this trend has come at the expense of the quality of the conference.

I have proposed the same paper for APSA for three years.  In the meantime, this same paper has been accepted at regional meetings, and in fact was nominated for best faculty paper at one of these meetings.

I had a horrible experience last year. I was scheduled in a panel with 2 of my colleagues (all of us were from the same dept., advisees of the same person).  The fourth presenter showed up only at the last minute with a proposal (not a paper), no copies provided beforehand.  Our chair could not be reached at all before or during the conference, our discussant did not come to the meeting (thus the panel) and never sent us any comments.  If other people are not taking this seriously, why should I?  Why should I even attend?  The panel was the last panel of the conference, and we were not sure until the last moment whether we should do it.  Practically wasted time and money on it (there were not many panels of interest to me). This year we (a few scholars from different institutions interested in one issue) organized a panel of our own, to avoid the problems above.  It got rejected. Ordinarily, I wouldn't mind the rejection, but seeing the low quality panels and presentations, I wonder what was wrong in our pro


I am a first year PhD student. I have never attended an APSA meeting but hope to do so in the future.

I stopped attending the meetings because they have simply become too large.  I am not interested in fighting crowds of professors and graduate students and going through all the attendant annoyance of getting to the meeting simply to present a paper.  The comments are useful, but not worth the experience.  
The smaller meetings, such as Southern and Midwest are far more valuable for me.

It's unfortunate that the conference is held at the beginning of the academic year. For those of us who teach semester length classes, we have already begun our teaching and then must cancel classes that first week which is not possible.  Holding it during summer, when you know most are not teaching, would be a welcome change.

I would be able to attend some of your meetings if more took place in New York state.  The City and Long Island offer plenty of venues to hold such events.  Thanks For Listening

Political science simply doesn't produce the best papers on public policy and administration.  I regularly attend meetings of the Association for Public Policy and Management, which is interdisciplinary.  Its panels aren't uniformly good, but the papers are generally much better than policy and administration papers at the typical APSA conference.

The panel format simply does not work -- presenting a paper in 10 minutes is not sufficient and there is rarely meaningful give and take with a discussant or audience (when there is an audience).

APSA should reach out to leaders in the foreign policy field, and make it easier to take part in annual meetings. At the moment, it does not  make its mark  with the most creative, thoughtful, and far-sighted people in this field.

The annual meeting suppose to rotational within the country, not to be concentrating on one side of the country i.e. the venue should be from the east cost to west, to south etc.

The annual meeting always seems to come the first week of classes, which is a difficult moment.  It should be moved back into august a bit, to again be BEFORE classes start  As a  Science Policy  person, I find I  rotate  among several national organizations:  AAAS, APSA, 4-S and APLS, and all are reasonably expensive to join, don't have a  high density  of my sort of thing in their publications, or don't meet at the same time in the same city, so its a real  attendance (and loyalty] challenge !   I went to last year's APSA, because I hadn't been in a while.  Found a lot hadn't changed:  The radical caucus was still there, still low in attendance; The mainstream  fads  had huge attendance.  The younger professors were bustling about as usual, on the make and the old timers were not usually in other sessions than their own.  The sessions I attended were interesting, but in general, too much time on  delivering  the papers, not enough time to really explore and compare them.  But it was enjoyable.

I'm used to the Am. Sociol. Ass'n, which has a later submission deadline (usually mid-Jan.).  Would prefer that for APSA as well.

I started a PhD program this Fall.  I plan to attend all other APSA meetings from now to perpetuity.  You should exclude me from your sample.

I hate the timing. It's really hard for me to justify missing a large portion of the first week of classes.  
Holiday weekends are not good times for conferences, particularly during the school year.  Why couldn't it be held two weeks PRIOR to labor day?

1. make it less elitist, more inclusive of students and faculty from non-Ph.D. granting institutions, more appreciative of fields besides IR and Comparative. There's a big  collegiality and support  element missing from APSA that one finds at better regional meetings like SPSA and SSSA, and I just don't know who, what, where, etc. is to blame for it. It's just a pervasive feeling every time I've been to APSA in the last 10 years.  2. keep it in one hotel. The idea of having to go from venue to venue to venue for multiple panels, speeches, back to one's room, etc. is just ludicrous. I'd rather its time frame be extended by two days than to try to pack more events into the same number of days across 27 different hotel properties.  3. Continue to emphasize interdisciplinary presentations and panels.  4. Seek out nominations for committees, panels, etc. that seem to be more inclusive of scholars at other institutions. I'd be pleased as punch to do something like that for the organization, but typically the  nomi


key to whether I attend is whether there are specific panels in my sub-area [presidency] that are of special interest.  We start class the week before labor day, so I am very careful about whether I attend since I will have to cancel a class during the first week, which I don't like to do.

To me August would be a better time to held the annual meeting.

Whenever my schedule permits I try to attend just to stay informed about what is happening in the field. However, the bulk of what is offered is so much geared to the US academic market and institutionalized interest in US academia that it has declining relevance to me. I am also a member of other professional organizations such as ISA, Asian Studies and BISA. Since my budget is limited - I always have to provide for my own expenses - I really have to select carefully which conventions are the most interesting to me;  very often conventions of other professional groups such as ISA are less parochial in orientation. Since APSA is so much about networking and job opportunities I find annual meetings of other organizations often less hyper and more intellectually stimulating.

I hope to see more urban politics, development and gentrification issues in the future.  Not only is this an area of my interest, this has been missing in much of the political science arena and yet remains a significant problem in many metropolitan areas.
Because I have been going overseas for research and then back here for teaching, the conference schedule has always been hard to fit into travel and university schedules in the past, plus I paid for everything out of pocket. Now that my situation is more stable, and offers reimbursement of expenses, I would like to participate, but I have missed the November 16 deadline for 2007

Scholars who are from least developed, landlocked, nuclear locked, small in size in various fields should be considered to include in the annual meeting and other activities.

I just want to tell you that one of the most important reasons I did not participate in this year annual meeting is due to the fact that I am a Latina American Scholar working at the Universidad Central de Venezuela. The costs to travel to the US are relatively high given the restrictions of venezuelan national economy.

The annual meeting is too big and unfocused to be of interest to me. I renew membership for the journals and interdisciplinary membership with the ASIL (which is a good idea and should be encouraged).

I am probably not a good person to ask because I'm only an APSA member temporarily, as I was an APSA congressional fellow last year (journalism fellow).

I'm just a first year PhD student and haven't thought about conferences yet.  I'm sure I'll attend APSA meetings in the future.

Reduce the costs. My institution gives some money to help defray expenses but it doesn't begin to cover the cost of getting and staying at the conference, let alone registering. You can't control the first two, but you can control the latter. Reduce registration costs.

The main reason I joined the APSA in 1992 was that I wanted to keep reading the American Political Science Review; then eventually I've kept it for 16 years since. My assignment has been in Austria in Central Europe, then in Ukraine in the post Soviet region; therefore, I was always interested in the meetings in the US, but never had chance to get the fund to join you there. As I'm making a regional study on the energy externalities in Ukraine with the local university now, together with my regular work with the Embassy of Japan to support the affected people of Chernobyl accident, I'm of course thinking to contribute to your annual meeting in near future; but, I need to get the Ph.D. which is on the way, then my contribution should be more effective to convince and attract the audience. Thank you for your giving me a chance to explain my situation who has been 16 year participant of the APSA, but no appearance in your meeting before. I'm coming.

Thanks for seeking feedback.
insufficient number of panels on comparative politics and regional studies; APSA is over-run by specialists in American politics and government

It's getting too huge and crowded. Also, I am disconcerted by the endless proliferation of sections. Everybody has to have his/her little niche recognized as section. Limit those!

Improve quality in regular sessions; offer fewer sessions.

My appointment is in a school of education -- most of my professional contacts and orientation are focused on Amer Educ Res Assn

Actually, the only reason I didn't attend in 2006 was because my daughter (and eldest child) was heading off to college on the East Coast that same weekend.

Please hold meetings in better places.  Chicago, Philadelphia ... UGH.  Why don't you pick more interesting places?  It's always a BIG UGLY city.  APSA really isn't a place where you can learn much.  
You present a paper and hope that 5 people show up to be in the audience, at least at my stage in my career.  It's something you do to put on your vita, but it's not very helpful unless you are lucky to get good fellow panelists and discussant/chair.

I'd attend more often if the meeting were on the west coast more often. The no. 1 reason why I did not attend in 2006 was the move from San Francisco to Philadelphia.

My impression has been that the meetings are too impersonal and lack sufficient genuine intellectual interaction.

Institute programs to help young academics find others who work on same topics and may want to collaborate and publish together; these programs do not have to be tied to the meeting but may be ongoing online tools; your subfield categories are very incomplete: what of health care politics and policy? class, race, gender? inequality?

Selection of participants seems arbitrary to an outsider. Too difficult to get accepted with an individual paper. Easier as part of a panel, which means that contacts play a decisive role.  Applications from non-US APSA members would seem to have an especially low chance of getting accepted (probably because these scholars are less well known to the selectors).  Offering a poster session as an alternative to a paper presentation is a joke to anybody beyond the level of Ph.D. student.

1) Internationalize APSA more. It remains an overwhelmingly American politics focused association and conference.   2) Increase the acceptance rate slightly, and be more self-conscious about diversifying content, focus, approach.

From talking to friends and colleagues and in my experience I have witnessed a dramatic increase in the number of cases when presenters accept invitation to participate in a session but do not show up for no good reason. I think this is related to the low response rate of people posting papers. In other words, I think great many scholars, especially students and junior faculty, go to APSA because they feel pressure to do so, but do not actually write and present the research, using the time to network and interview for jobs instead. I.e. papers do not get posted because they do not get written.  Although I think there should be some sort of a solution to remedy this situation, I am not sure exclusion from future participation is a good solution to failing to post a paper or show up to a session.
My primary gripe about the APSA annual meeting is that it seems to me like it is usually on the east coast and more difficult for us on the west coast to attend.  How about Seattle, Portland, or California site.

I am interested in disability studies and politics. Is there any work in the ASPA in this area?

I didn't participate because I was traveling abroad. I look forward to participate in the next meeting (in case my paper is accepted).

there is no real time for discussion of the papers/ never a real debate. the format of the ECPR joint sessions is much better.

 It is very difficult for Political Scientists from India to make it to panels unless their work is evaluated carefully, perhaps on the basis of a CV. Financial considerations are such that funding membership and travel are very difficult. Greater involvement with intellectual activity in India will be enriching both for India and for APSA.

please get powerpoint

I probably would have gone had it not be changed from SF to Philadelphia.  Since I have to pay for it myself, it would greatly help if more attention were paid to the location of the meetings.

more travel grants and lover fees for students

Get it back to San Francisco!

I very much enjoy the annual meetings, however, for the past few years while serving as Provost, it has been impossible to attend because of the start of the academic year.

I chose not to apply for the 2006 conference because I my proposals were rejected for the four previous years.

Considering the possibility of a return to academia after several years in reference publishing, I joined the APSA this year for the first time in 10 years. I didn't attend the annual meeting because of the expense (for which I am not compensated at all) and the difficulty in getting time off.

I favor some form of full paper (or long abstract) proposals, not just short abstracts; & I favor posting papers, preferably beforehand -- if there is enough time, discussion can be much better. I'd like a wider range of types of gatherings (other than formal panels). (I basically have given up APSA, most of the time, for more specialized conferences, or occasionally for regional meetings -- but for reasons that APSA can't really counter [e.g., their small size makes them more friendly; the obscurity of my research fields means we're not job hunting])

I am a member of the Human Rights section, which I did not see on the subfield list.

I have submitted a proposal for a paper to the 2007 APSA conference.

I regret not being able to participate in more annual conferences.  Since I work full-time, it's difficult to take the days off from work.  All the travel involved also complicates matters.  I suggest that panels be broadcasted and material be available on the internet for those unable to attend.

Holding it over labor day weekend is tough; many schools including mine start classes before then so it is hard to travel for that weekend.  Also papers tend to be dull; presenters should be encouraged to teach the material not just to read it out loud.  APSA was most useful when i was looking for a job and when, as a faculty member, our department is hiring.  I tend to present papers more often at my area studies association conference.

As a European, I have to say that the focus of the meeting in the last 20 years has become more dominated by US-based concerns and issues; I feel there is less scope now for non-American political scientists to present work than in previous years.

Try to ensure that it takes place in a city where the venues/hotels are all next to each other.

This fall I went 25% time and will do so as long as I wish. Until 2005, I had been to every APSA meeting since 1967.  Now, it is mostly to see friends of many years, talk about politics, find out a little about new things going on.  Only health issues have kept me from attending last two years.  I hope I will be able to return this coming fall.

The ONLY reason I did not attend this year is because the meeting always conflicts with the first week of classes in my PhD program.  While last year I missed the first week of all of my classes, I did not want to do that again because it put me at a great disadvantage to miss the course overviews and philosophies.  Change the week please and I will attend!  It was a very difficult decision not to attend, and I wish I did not have to make that choice.
This years meeting coincided with the start of classes, and I could not free up enough time to attend.

I am a new member and have not attended an annual meeting.

podcast of presentations sounds great and I think would be incredibly useful for professors to use in the classroom. The idea of charging for this is absolutely ridiculous and I would stop participating in APSA if you begin charging for podcasts.

I only joined last year and have not been able to attend meetings due to scheduling issues.  I expect to be more active in the future.  I presented a paper at the NY State Political Science Association earlier in the year.

I have not yet had the opportunity to participate in the annual APSA meeting so I am not qualified to provide any sort of meaningful commentary.

As a grad student, APSA Conference is too overwhelming. Most participants are famous professors. The probability for paper of grad students to get accepted is thin because it is very competitive. The best I could do is to merely listen to the panel of interests. I have no hope for my paper to be presented. I am willing to be a member and be informed online, just that the annual meeting is of less helpful for me than other meetings of smaller organizations.

first, I teach at a law school; I'm surprised that was not on the survey  second, it is all about timing for me.  I decided I hated spending my labor day weekend at an academic conference.  school is just starting; terrible time.
In the APSA meetings, I would like to attend some reception to meet people in my field, but sometimes, because of time conflict or less opportunities set up, I felt that it was hard to do so.  In other words, rather than hosting a reception and expecting people to mingle with each other, it would be better for people to meet each other if there is some event that will connect people with one another in the reception.

A change of venue would be welcome. We meet in DC too often, and canceling SF because of the interminable hotel strike there was foolish. We've not met in NY since the early 1990s, and other cities like Seattle, San Diego, Houston, Las Vegas, and New Orleans would seem to be good prospects.  With MPSA in Chicago every year, there's little reason to put APSA there too.  Going to Toronto makes little sense to me even though I'm Canadian.
I attended one national meeting. The atmosphere was chilly. East coast institutions tended to dominate. I might attend another, if held in Boston or somewhere west of the rockies.  The time of year that it is held is a busy  time of year for me. I attend and present papers at two to three conventions a year, but National is way too intimidating for me.

My favourite conference format are the ECPR joint sessions of workshops. It might be interesting to include a number of workshops in the annual APSA meetings where the same people meet over a course of sessions to talk about a specific topic in greater detail.

Too big to see anyone without an appointment

I'm a new member.  I don't know much about the annual meeting or the paper presentation process.

I have just joined and am finishing my MA in Political Science at Western Illinois U. I've been involved in politics and government for nearly 50 years and would like to share some real experiences some time. Thanks.

I am a scholar of religious studies who does work in religion and politics.  You have some good specialists in this area, but in general APSA's a pretty   religion-blind  association--doesn't seem to recognize the importance of studying religion.  I'm fairly confident that some of the dominant methods (eg rat choice) and dominant discussions (eg Rawlsian liberalism) mis-frame those matters.  Too bad, because you have some interesting people who could really illuminate matters if the association could re-think its understanding of politics to include more attention to religion.  Yet even in your most recent APSA conference CFP, on polisci and other disciplines, the discipline of  religious studies  wasn't even recognized.  A shame.

The meeting is too large with too many panels running simultaneously.  It is held during the annual week when my family vacations in Maine.  I do not go out of my way to attend the meeting, as a result.  If it is nearby (Northeast) I attend if it does not conflict with my vacation.  I travel to professional meetings in Europe 9-10 times per year.  I prefer those meetings because they are small, intimate, and everything presented is generally of interest (unlike the APSA large meeting). Thus my position to not attend APSA unless it is extremely convenient.  I am receiving my professional development from other venues.

I would like to see panels/session devoted to community college

I am an editor for Oxford University Press, so take my survey with a grain of salt.

The paper proposal process is not fair. It inherently gives an advantage to famous people, simply because they are famous. In addition, the graduate students of the famous people always seem to end up on panels as well. The paper proposal process should be by blind review, much like journal article submissions. I am not famous and I don't have  connections . In all but one year out of seven my paper proposals were rejected. In addition, when a paper proposal is rejected the person should be given feedback by the section chair discussing specifically why the paper was rejected--not a generic form letter.

Keep up the good work!

I was not able to travel to the recent Philadelphia meeting because I could not find the focus that I'm working on. It's not efficient to be thrown into a bucket with so many different types of people then have to  network  to find people with similar interest.  I have the following suggestion for future meetings, and I would be willing to pay for them: 1/ use Apple's Quicktime to broadcast the meeting events live, and also make them archived. This would allow people to participate in the meeting from a distance without all of the hassle and expense of travel. People could phone in or online-chat in any questions. 2/ Podcasting would be a very nice idea, and would give people a way to share their ideas. 3/ APSA should sponsor creation of a core set of Open Source (Open Courseware) lectures by  master  teachers that would be archived and available indefinitely. Why can't APSA be more than a  talking shop . Why can't it create an archive of online video lectures, papers and other materials that set a standard 

Being a foreign member based outside of the US, it would be helpful if financial support was available for would-be paper presenters from some source.

The quality of the papers is extremely uneven, as is the quality of the discussions following the paper presentations. There are other venues in which the quality on both scores is consistently higher, and those are the meeting I always attend. I attend APSA if I have professional commitments (to colleagues, students, APSA committees), but very rarely do I seek to present my own work there, or attend only to hear others present theirs.

I'm concerned that the competition to get papers accepted on to the program is too high.  Old boy networks prevail.

In my opinion, having the meeting in the middle of the fall semester would increase participation; the current time is a lousy time. Opening up opportunities to participate in the organization would also be a good idea as well as increasing opportunities to participate in roundtables, etc.

More meetings closer to the westcoast would be beneficial.

This is the single most important most important meeting for me.

I haven't attended since organizing a panel in 2001 that was rejected, despite the fact I had some of the biggest names in the field as paper givers, discussants, and chair, and had everyone abide by the guidelines for paper proposals. I was told after the fact that the proposals were too brief. I was then provided with the proposals for several panels that were accepted. Each of the proposals was twice as long as the rules stipulated. Moreover, the panel I ended up chairing that year (as a consolation for having my panel rejected) had only one person in the audience. Mine would have required one of the largest ballrooms. I think the whole system is driven by  who you know.  It seems some people get their panels accepted despite having no paper and nothing new to say. So I've come to see the whole process as a joke and probably won't ever bother to attend again. I'm certainly cancelling my APSA membership. Despite paying an additional international postage fee, APSA can't even manage to deliver half of the j


Very hard to attend as a graduate student as end of summer is very busy time. I don't know if that is as true for faculty as it is for grad students. Having more of the papers on-line and having pod casting would be great, if even only of select items. Pod-casting some events for free would also be a great public service to the general population, as well as to undergraduates. Although not related to the conference: it would be a great resource to have pod-casts on stats and methods on-line.

I had no idea that I was a member until I received this email.  I thought that you had to sign up for membership and pay dues???
If APSA is international why don't send information in other languages like Spanish. I think that the annual meeting should be in many languages not only in English language. The Political Science is universal, and the English language isn't universal, remember the political Theory.......

I am a new member of APSA. In the near future I will be more involved in your activities.

Please interpret my responses keeping in mind that I am a new member of APSA and that I am a first-year graduate student. I am unfamiliar with APSA policies and procedures, so my ability to comment on proposed changes is somewhat limited.

I am a graduate student at a university on the quarter system, and I study Middle Eastern politics.  The APSA conference is during my summer vacation, when I am usually conducting research in the Middle East.  Given the small chance of acceptance at APSA for a graduate student, the fact that my department has little money to reimburse travel, and that I am reluctant to skip one-third of my summer research in order to participate, I usually do not submit a proposal, and have never had one accepted.  The other issue I have with the submissions process is that many of the issue areas in which I might submit, are confined to American Politics.  Many people study ethnic politics outside the US - including me, but the ethnic and racial politics panels seem to be confined to American political issues.  This makes it hard for a graduate student to figure out where to submit a proposal having to do with these issues in another country.  It is also hard as a graduate student to know how to find people in advance with 

Consider ways to make the experience more welcoming for participants who are not from academic institutions.

I am probably not a good judge of contemporary meetings, as I have not attended one since the late '70s.

I prefer the specialized workshop model of conference, which allows sustained participation and discussion of a particular area of interest (ie. ECPR)and often leads to book publications. The APSA conference seems keyed to the tenure/promotion rat race, and I have lost interest in it since it is no longer relevant to me.

My barriers to attending the APSA Meetings are both travel and financing.

The biggest problem I have with the annual meeting has nothing to do with APSA and therefore cannot be controlled by APSA.  If you are not at an R1 or you are not a  major  researcher than there is a feeling that you are less important or devalued by the major group of participants at the conference.  I have heard this comment repeatedly by folks who come from smaller colleges or who are interested in teaching.  The teaching conference has provided a great outlet for those of us interested in professional development and the scholarship of teaching.  I prefer to present my research at ASPA's national conference where it is more valued because of the variety of attendees - many of whom are practitioners and appreciate applied research more so than theoretical studies.  I do various types of research, but am most interested in doing something that can make a difference, rather than doing something that contains the most complicated modeling.  At APSA this perspective is often devalued by the majority of the pa


Having the meeting coincide with the beginning of the fall semester is a real problem for me.

There are too many panels, and graduate students in particular are participating too early in their careers.  APSA should institute some basic quality control to insure that papers and presentations meet professional standards.

As a graduate student, the most helpful factor in increasing chances of my attendance at the Annual Meeting is simply cost.  My institution only offers limited reimbursement for participation in conferences.

I believe that APSA should be more open to Mexican --and Latin American-- issues and to non-US participants.

Attending the APSA Annual Meeting gives me a very expensive opportunity to remind myself of the insignificance of my professional existence.

The meeting conflicts with required activities at my university some years.

I attend only when I am presenting a paper/serving as a discussant/serving on a committee;   since I have shifted subfields recently and since there is relatively little of relevance to my current interests on the apsa program (one panel proposed a few years ago was rejected), I haven't been as drawn to the annual meetings but I have no general critique at all of the meetings--I think they do continue to serve a wonderful function for the profession.

Have contacted APSA a number of times about other opportunities to participate on governance committees. Never heard back.  APSA, however, did write in support for me to become an appointed member of the EPA Science Advisory Board's Homeland Security Advisory Committee, which I greatly appreciated.  Annual meeting was mostly a chance to see friends. Few of my friends go any more.  So, I check in once in a while if it's a city I'm interested in. If I return to teaching or move to a political science department, I may attend more regularly. I am tending to go to smaller conferences or to conferences with more direct political/policy impact than one typically finds at APSA.  NOTE: The question about the type of academic institution I am at had no relevant category. I chose BA/MA, but there is no political science degree at my school.  I am in a Social Sciences department with BS and MS degrees that use my teaching (and it has a Ph.D--but in archeology). I participate as a co-PI in NSF-Funded Ph.D. education in 

My only problem, as indicated earlier, is that I cannot attend during the normal time period due to commitments at my academic institution.  Hence I don't fell qualified to answer several of the questions that were part of this survey.

It's just too crowded. I usually attend workshops and conferences where there are 20 to 50 participants, so that  we can really study and do science. APSA is a happening; it's not a genuine academic event. This is fine, if people feel they need it, but this is why I rarely come.

Avoid aligning the profession with liberals and Democrats.  If the profession isn't neutral, what the hell good is it?

While a political scientist by training and appointment, I consider myself to be very much an interidsciplinary scholar. APSA is at best third in my ordering of priorities for annual professional meetings. The enormous size, annonymity, and priority given to professional over intellectual commitments limits my investment in APSA.  I attend mostly to see friends and make contacts that help my many graduate students; I do feel obligated to attend frequently as well, however, and I don't mind attending for the most part. Labor day weekend usually is a terrible time for me to travel, as I usually have commitments at home (labor politics, playing music at local festivals, family).  I did not go to APSA this year because I had committed to teaching in Rome for five weeks at the same time;the same is true next year, although I am considering returning just to make APSA and then getting back to Rome quickly. All this is to say that I really don't think much can be done to make APSA more appealing.

I am Canadian, but there are no subfields that include Canada as a field of study in political science. Could you please add Canadian Politics in future surveys? thanks.

I enjoy the annual meetings.  The proposal submission time is a bit odd for us in light of our college's funding cycle, but that can hardly be made uniform.  I sometimes feel the proposal process is something of a closed network (it could be my proposals, but they are accepted readily in every other venue).  My husband/colleague actually had a very bad experience several years ago in which a panel he proposed was rejected while the two  big names  he'd rounded up (and their papers) were scooped up by the section head for other panels.  Poor form.  :(  Mainly, though, I did not attend the past two years because I was pregnant with twins and then a new parent of twins (and still nursing), while returning to a full teaching/research load.  Just couldn't swing it!  :)  Thanks for asking, though.  The questions are sure to provide useful information.  

I go to the meetings when they are local, in Chicago.  Otherwise it's too much time and money, especially as PS is my secondary teaching field.  My primary is history.

I've been a member of APSA for about 40 years.  There is no doubt that the quality of the programs has improved over the years.  In my present location I find the fact that the meetings are always on Labor Day weekend a serious problem when it comes to attending.  My institution always begins the semester the week before.

I admit I'm sour on APSA for two reasons. First, my papers (about 3 attempts) have always been rejected - I've stopped trying. (So okay, I’m bitter.) Two, it’s too large, impersonal and, frankly, unfriendly/unwelcoming – too many academic egos at stake. I started going as a grad student looking for a job and found it completely alienating; reminded me of high school on the worst days. As Seinfeld once said about the registry of motor vehicles, it’s like a leper colony. Smaller conferences offer more opportunities to get together with people you know or meet there. The environment is more collegial, relaxed and enjoyable. As a result, they tend to be far more conducive to intellectually stimulating sessions. I certainly get more out of those conferences.

Deadlines often too early (deadline very close to program announcement). As a European scholar, I have many other opportunities for international academic meetings.

I have been in interdisciplinary programs for most of my career. I still find topics of interest at the annual meeting but fewer. I had a set of good friends but as our section dissolved, they stopped coming and the meeting lost a meaning for me. Finally, although I am still working and have professional development funds, I make less money and the funds are not enough to cover more than one meeting. So I will probably limit myself to the Washington meetings to cut travel costs.

APSA should facilitate junior scholars by opening up access, even at the cost of decreasing  quality.   
APSA strikes me as extremely stodgy and conservative in this regard.  Same reaction to APSR.  It is also excessively expensive in comparison with many other professional associations.  I think this is particularly true in the political behavior field.

*I was very excited about the working group idea in 2005, but it was run poorly and attendance was sporadic from participants and mostly made up of graduate students. It turned out to not be useful.   *While I would like to attend even if not a presenter, because of lack of funding and the HIGH cost to attend the meeting charged by APSA I really can only attend if I am presenting (and therefore getting reimbursed). Since APSA is frequently close by, if the meeting charge was cheaper or flexible, I would be more inclined to attend.  *I could not comment on the fairness or unfairness of the selection process for papers. I was accepted every year I applied as a graduate student (sometimes for more than one paper and some times as a discussant in addition to a presenter). I choose to skip one year to begin my new job, and since I have been in my tenure track job, I have been rejected two years in a row. I have no idea why or what the difference is (institutional affiliation? changes in the quality of my pro


Political Theory remains an underappreciated subfield of Political Science. This is reflected in the mainstream journals of Political Science, and in the scheduling of panels at national and regional meetings. Do I really want to travel to a city, pay for an expensive hotel, to participate in a panel at 8am on a Sunday that will be poorly attended?  I've had to ask myself this question on at least two occasions regarding the  APSA. Perestroika has had no effect on this situation thus far.

The number and quality of policy-relevant presentations in both comparative politics and international relations have declined. The fad of  formal  method and quantitative research is partly responsible for this, but other fads (like postmodernisim and constructivist theories) are equally guilty. The whole discipline and its flagship conference should be reorganized by emphasizing  policy relevant  theory building.

I presented a posted in 2005.

I would probably participate if the meeting were not held in September, but, being retired, I suspect that wish is unimportant to APSA leaders, as it should be.

I find it hard to attend the annual meeting because it is held when I am usually on vacation.  I can attend when it is held in Boston.  I hope that more meetings will be in Boston.

I am in the process of completing my PhD and hence financial issues as well as timing of the annual meeting are for special importance to me, as part of budget and time planning.

I'm probably an outlier in your survey.  I've always enjoyed going to the APSA, but recently my college has started its academic year before labor day.  The first couple days are crucial for a semester.  My school should change, not APSA.

I only joined APSA this year.  I plan to attend annual meetings in the future, though I am a bit hesitant, because of scheluding, the size of the annual meeting, the cost, and the relatively limited theory component at the meetings.

More west coast venues.  I understand why it had to be moved from San Francisco but how often can it be east of the Mississippi?  Los Angeles/Anaheim, San Diego, Seattle, and Denver, are good conference cities in addition to San Francisco.  I was planning on going even though I did not submit a proposal this year.  Then it was moved to Philly and I really did not want to travel to the east (yet again) for the conference.

My responses should not be regarded as typical, since I am not an American, and I attend meeting of international associations such as IPSA and associations related to my native country, Canada, much more frequently than I do the APSA. I find these latter meetings more relevant to my fields of interest, including issues related to the current state of the discipline, which was not listed among your many sub-field choices canvassed above.

I am interested in getting more involved.

I couldn't attend last year because the annual meeting was scheduled during a time when I had to move. I don't understand why APSA scheduled its meeting on the most popular moving day of the year (Sept 1) when it is trying to attract a population of people (students, academics) that are pretty mobile and likely to be moving on or around that day.

Lately the convention cities have not been very interesting.

Too big, too expensive, too chaotic, can't stand the ethos

Do not bias the proposal process against non-Ph.D.s

I am very disappointed with the traditional panel format of paper presentations with a discussant.  Often little if any time is left for audience participation so the whole things takes on the feeling of a ritual rather than a meaningful intellectual exchange.  Here is what I recommend.  First, don't let authors present their own papers --- have the discussant summarize the paper and give initial comments.  Second, give the author a limited time to reply to the discussant.  Third, reserve most of the time for audience discussion --- make it worthwhile to attend rather than hang out in the halls to have exchange.  Especially if authors were responsible in posting their papers in advance, this would make physical presence at the panel worthwhile as one would get more than one could from staying home and reading the paper.  I have used this format a number of times to good effect, though it requires responsible authors and discussants.

For those who can't get the conference fees reimbursed, they can be prohibitive -- but that's probably unavoidable.  Some of the organized sections/caucuses are painfully cliquish -- perhaps just sending out the occasional announcement to the membership that business meetings, et al at APSA are (generally) open, to encourage younger/different people to attend, might help to open those up a bit ...

APSA is the coldest professional meeting I have ever been to. Don't know how to fix that.  I liked being a poster presenter in 2005. I had 3 nice conversations that were better than most comments from discussant. I would like to see more  names  presenting there.  Labor day weekend is a tough time for the conference both in terms of family and work. Our classes always start the week before.

I generally do not find the APSA general meeting all that helpful because it is simply too big (for me).  I prefer smaller meetings where it is easier to meet with my colleagues (particularly those I do *not* know) in smaller, more informal environments.  With APSA, I feel like I can have dinner with people I know, but there is no other real opportunity to interact - have an actual exchange - with people who are doing research in my subfield but whom I have not already met.

As I am located in Canada, the APSA meetings are typically very costly for me, between plane fare and hotels.  In Canada the CPSA meetings are held at university campuses, so professors often stay in dorms and save money that way.  In any case, unless I am presenting a paper (or poster) it does not make sense financially to attend the APSA, which is probably different for many American-based political scientists.  Moreover, my university will not fund me if I am not giving a paper.  If the APSA wants to attract international scholars, there need to be good opportunities to actually present papers.  I have averaged about a 50% acceptance rate for my paper proposals since I started coming, so although it is disappointing in the years I am not accepted, I suspect this is probably average (?).   Having this information available on the call for papers would be handy, just for clarity sake, and to alert new people about the chances of giving a paper.

As a graduate student from an institution that does not offer much financial support to graduate students, it is difficult to pay for hotel and airfare when I go to APSA.  I would like to see more travel grants given by APSA.  APSA members who are professors should pay separate fees to support graduate student travel.

The best thing about APSA meetings is the fact that so many topics are covered.  I am, however, so tired of getting paper proposals rejected, that I don't even bother any more.  If all of the APSA papers presented were uniformly excellent and insightful, I could understand why mine should be rejected, but I've read papers from the meetings, and many of them do not advance the discipline and look like they have been thrown together at the last minute.  I know from political scientists at various universities that, in many cases, people essentially organize panels with the specific goal of including their buddies and/or their star grad students.  I don't know how this could be remedied other than to alter the way in which proposals are submitted and sorted.  In the meantime, I'll go elsewhere and let all the white guys in suits do their thing.

The number of International Relations panels seems to have declined. I have not counted the panels for comparison so I cannot be sure that this has happened. I do know that every year I have gone the number of panels that I have attended has declined. Additionally, when I have attended the conference, the IR panels of interest seem to happen at the same time making it difficult to attend the panels that I am interested in. Finally, Labor Day weekend is an awful time for the conference. I normally have other activities planned during that weekend. Passing up vacations in order to attend a conference in a city that I have visited on a multitude of occasions is not enticing.

Provide more funding for graduate students to attend.

I am new to public administration and I look forward to participating more.

I am new to the organization and would have attended this year's conference, but my son was born recently. I chose not to attend simply because of the time I wanted to spend with him.

I share the usual complaints about the excessive focus, by political scientists, on methodology.  It is boring-- and boorish-- and it makes the conference dull and not as exciting as the world we seek to describe, witness, and explain... and change.

The primary reason I have not yet attended an APSA meeting is that the costs of attendance (travel, lodging, fees, etc.) are too high for my grad student budget. I could stomach these costs if I were presenting a paper, but I'm not advanced far enough in my academic career to have written papers I deem worthy of submission.

I find large conferences in general less productive than small conferences.  The quality of presentations is often low, time pressure high, audiences small.  All this produces feedback and intellectual stimulation of limited merit.  The great advantage of the large conference is the great range of topics that are covered--a little something for everyone--and the ability to  catch up  with a large number of old acquaintances.

Labor Day weekend is a terrible time to hold a convention.  I feel it should be held later in the academic year, say between February and March, and during the beginning of the work week.  Why should we sacrifice our weekends or holidays for a professional obligation? Other disciplines don't.

apsa has become a horrible conference experience.  impossible to find people you want to see, too expensive for those of us from smaller departments, and the panels are so packed tht the discussants have no time to giving meaningful  comments

Panels need to become technologically up-to-date.  The use of multimedia/internet is standard practice in the real world; it should be in ours.  I like the requirement of full paper submission and posting in advance and the idea of podcasts which should be free and downloadable from apsanet.org during/after the conference.

The logistics of scheduling panels is always difficult, but if it's possible to work this out, it would be great if the organizers could avoid scheduling the panels that focus on themes that are not well represented at APSA (such as comparative nationalism and ethnicity studies) during the same time slots.  That way the few participants present at the conference who work on those themes might have a better chance of hearing and meeting each other.  It would also be great if the program committee made an effort to include more panels that represent perspectives from outside the American academia.  The US is a  benign hegemony  after all :-) and should not duplicate in the scholarship the unilateralism characteristic of foreign policy making).

Do a better job of dealing with matters in the real political world. I put together a great roundtable panel on the issue of media concentration, with the sitting FTC Chair and other notables, but APSA rejected it. This is what makes people say  it's only academic  and makes the discipline look out of it.

Program costs have become very high.

I cannot attend meetings that are beyond a local travel distance from Washington DC. APSA sponsorship of meetings specific to subfields (for me, the nat'l/int'l security subfield especially) would interest me.

APSA needs a later deadline for paper proposals, preferably after January 1 of the conference year.

The employment options offered are now exhaustive.  I am a founder, teacher, funder, counselor, etc., of a pre-collegiate program as an educational rescue mission in the world's longest running military dictatorship.  September is a busy time for us to prepare our students to win scholarships in American liberal arts colleges.
I do not find the labor day weekend a convenient time for a meeting. A bit later in the fall would be preferable to me.

Funding is a major issue. Although funding is available, we get 80% for ONE conference (if we are participating in a formal capacity) and 50% for a second conference (or for attending ONE conference but not participating in a formal capacity). Funding for a second conference is not guaranteed...and is only at 50%. Given the price of conference hotels, it is very difficult for an assistant professor to afford to attend APSA and MPSA with our funding situation. Attending a third conference (APSA TLC or a regional political science conference or interdisciplinary conference) is extremely cost inhibitive. Thus, if I am not PRESENTING research at APSA, I do not attend. The other thing that makes APSA difficult is the TIMING. It is very undesirable to MISS CLASS during our first week of classes.

The principal reason to attend APSA meetings is to learn about developing research in the field and to network. Yet networking at these meetings is very difficult. APSA is dominated by the most elite and well-known in the various subfields and they often have cliques that are difficult to penetrate. Regional meetings and other kinds of national meetings like Law & Society provide better opportunities to interact with fellow scholars and exchange information. These meetings often feel more open and less pretentious.

I haven't attended one yet but my impressions with the Teaching and Learning Conference are very strong

I have planned to come but the cost is either prohibitive or the date is in conflict with work.

I've enjoyed the meetings, however due to my graduate studies I do not have the finances to attend and the institution only provides $300 for an entire year.

I  am Swiss and it is very costly for me to attend meetings I attend when I can get funding or when I have extra money to pay for my own expenses I have attended APSA annual meetings where I did not present papers

You should look at the ECPR Joint Sessions as a way of improving the intellectual value of the convention which is pretty low right now in my opinion.

The main reason I haven't gone the last two years is that it has been on the East Coast both years and as a California grad student; it is too expensive to go out there.

Change the meeting date! Late August is the WORST time for me, as it is just at the beginning of my semester.  Also, include more area studies politics focus on regions such as East Asia, Latin America, etc.

Try the west coast!  The one time it was scheduled for San Francisco, it was moved to Philadelphia!?!  I know that it was not APSA's fault that there was a hotel strike, but have you heard of Los Angeles??  And why labor day weekend?  Classes have already started at my institution (and many others), and it is a terrible travel weekend.
This survey is way way too long.

APSA was my principal professional organization through the Ph.D. and first professional position in 1971.  Since then I have renewed my membership because of loyalty to the profession.  The articles in APSA journals might as well have been published in the 1960s for all the innovation the titles reflect.  I have since been dedicated to  inspiring all girls to be strong, smart, and bold  through my position as Director of Research at Girls Incorporated.  The profession seems to wear blinders concerning the value of a  political science degree beyond the academy, and especially in the nonprofit sector.   As a result, I pay my dues to APSA but attend conferences in evaluation, education, youth development, health policy, Independent Sector and others where many more sessions have relevance to my work and personal commitments.  Shame on political science for changing so little since my undergraduate degree in 1965.

APSA Meetings are very important, useful and energyzing to me professionally.  However, my work is focusing on International & Globally Regional and also content of Global Ethics & Anti corruption practices.  I do not seem to have many compatriots in this organization.    If I can be of any help in organizing the 2008 Boston Meetings please contact me.  
It would be helpful to have a session for members who are no longer academics to present papers on issues to their field.  I'm not sure how this would be managed, but the papers submitted could be sent to the field chairs that would read for the relevant section, but wouldn't necessarily review it with the papers submitted from current academics....Sounds odd, but it might be useful for people (like me) who read the journals, but who have been out of teaching (but not research) for some time, and are not at an academic institution..

having working groups would be attractive to me--opportunity to discuss ideas with others having similar interests

The date is an absolutely critical factor.  It usually is held during the first or second week of the Fall academic semester, which is one of the worst times of year for a teacher.  If it could be held a couple weeks earlier or, even, during the middle of the academic semester, it would be tremendously easier to attend APSA conferences.  Timing is the single biggest factor in my non-attendance.

The traditional time of holding the APSA national meeting was set when that week was before the Fall semester begins.  It is now about two weeks into the fall semester for most institutions.  A new time needs to be considered.

Some type of funding for M.A. students to attend the meeting would encourage greater participation from this group.

Not all papers are created equal, but the format of the convention assumes papers are an homogenous commodity.  It is ridiculous to expect a paper author to summarize a paper on Plato's Republic in 7 minutes.  W/ 4-5 papers/panel, that's what one is left with.  The  bottom line  conclusion won't do when one is writing on a text like the Republic.  Perhaps this isn't the case w/ papers in other areas of political science.  The problem is the war going on in the discipline.  The APSA convention is infected by the same disease that has infected the discipline.  Political Science is no longer a liberal art, and the convention reflects this.

The meetings are generally good.  As a retired professor, I am interested in program elements that might speak to part-time work, such as on-line courses, that I am currently involved in.  Because of the growing number of retirees in the profession in the next decade, APSA might want to consider how they can be encouraged to continue their membership and participation.

Even though I haven't participated in teaching activities in the past, I would be interested in opportunities for graduate students to improve their teaching skills.  However, depending on where the APSA conference is held, the fact that the department limits funding to attend to those who present a paper is by far the most significant barrier to my attendance.  Furthermore, my department is not in a  travel hub  so plane fare can be expensive.  I would also be interested in opportunities for graduate students to meet to discuss ongoing research and receive comments and criticism from my peers.  Otherwise, because APSA is so large a conference, it can be difficult to meet people who may have similar interests.

Too many papers with not enough coherency;  then, the discussions afterward the presentations are meaningless.  Sometimes, there are more people presenting than there are people in the audience.  Why not have themes;  4 junior people present ont he same topic, submit their papers ahead of time, 3-4 senior people critique (along with the audience).  We could all learn something. The reason I quit going to conferences is that only senior folks present (or their junior graduate students) and they present the same work year after year.  Nothing is really gained by that as they are the people who get published.

could have a section on terrorism studies

Cost is the main issue.  We have small travel budgets.

First, thank you for the opportunity to provide some feedback. Second, while the mini-conferenes (i.e. Women and Politics) is great, since this is often scheduled before the actual conference begins. However, it is difficult to get additional funding to attend if you are not a participant. In addition, the dates (late Aug) mean that funding from the dept or our institution is often no longer available (our dept sends an email stating that all presentations made on the first days (or days prior) to the conference will not be covered since monies for the academic year Sept-Aug have been used). So it makes it very hard to attend these sessions without funding. Third, it is not really clear how one can participate in these mini-conferences since these seem to pre-established and separate from the regular proposal process. Are these by invitation only? Fourth, I would be interested in collaborating in some research with senior scholars in my fields.

Not impressed with the format of panels or roundtables.  Presentations often not dynamic and no time for discussion even in smaller panels.

It has become way too large.  It is at a horrible time of year.  It has become too lengthy.

It is expensive for a grad student: transportation, accommodations, food. A regional conference is easier to manage financially, unless one is lucky enough to live near the APSA's location. I have heard from a number of sources that it is difficult for a grad student to get a paper accepted. I will propose a paper in future meetings. Also, it comes at an inconvenient time: start teaching classes, then take the first weekend off to go to a conference. The meeting time needs to be rethought.

I feel the process of applying to APSA really is a Catch-22.  APSA seems to be interested in papers/posters only if they are part of a panel or one of its major areas of research.  I've been presenting papers on judicial legitimacy and independence at other association meetings for two years now.  I have had no problem submitting papers to these meetings and being accepted, although I am not  part of a panel.   If I am unable to get together with a group of researchers in my field to approach APSA, there is no way I am getting into the meeting.  Therefore, I have to have the contacts with other researchers before I get to APSA.  Isn't APSA about _meeting_ with other researchers and _making_ contacts when we get there?  Shouldn't APSA expand its proposal policy to allow people who may have not met each other to meet in panels?  Given APSA's ridiculous proposal policy, I refuse to spend ~$1000 or more to attend its meetings.

The deadlines are far too early for postdocs and itinerant lecturers with sporadic employment. Even  when I was a postdoc in Canada, by the time I got the job the deadline for the next year's APSA had passed. I won't be renewing my APSA membership for this reason.

Please reform the conference so that it reflects the diversity of the discipline. Thanks

I am in Japan. The venue of the conference matters. Somewhere in the West Coast would be more convenient for Asian Scholars.

I am not sure why I was listed as  not attending  but perhaps it was because I registered as an  exhibitor  rather than  participant  this year.

The meeting conflicts with another conference I like to attend in Europe.

Would attend meeting more often if it were after mid-September.

A change in the timing of the APSA conference would be a welcome change.  Maybe October or early November?

I would love to see some changes in how the panels are facilitated.  I'm not convinced discussants' public critique of individual papers are all that useful (private critiques whether through conservation or written comments are absolutely essential, however).  I would rather see shorter discussant periods and longer Q&As w/ the audience.

would have been helpful to have a  back  button, as I missed one of the entries. I do have a Ph.D. and forgot to check that.  having pre-meeting workshops on interdisciplinary research would be interesting, to explore connections between pol sci and other fields of interest/inspiration.   writing essays for other than academic journals as a workshop topic.

I think you should allow for a per day registration, rather than requiring participants to pay for the entire conference.   When the conference is held close to my home city, I often show up just for a day, perhaps to hear the one or two panels that most interest me or to meet with colleagues.  I do not like paying the rather hefty conference fee for such a short visit.

This is my first year as a member.  I started graduate school in this fall, and I have not had the chance to attend or participate in any APSA functions.  I look forward to attending in the future.

I was disappointed by the cancellation of the San Francisco venue.  We westerners have few opportunities for the short & easy trip.  & SF is nice.

Conflicting w/ the first week of class makes it hard for those of us who have to TA.

CAVEAT:  I am responding since the email indicated that a response was important to you, but my response is not really related to the annual meeting itself.  The primary factor in my non-attendance is not specific to APSA, but to the (still) early stage of my doctoral studies and having spent some time on leave.    I enjoyed the one annual meeting I attended in Boston.  A primary determinant is location - ease and cost of getting there from where I am (NYC currently) and cost of accommodations/ alternatives.

I am a PolSci graduate of a US University, but I now reside and work in New Zealand.  A big influence on my attendance at the APSA conference has to do with timing and cost.  I attend the NZPSA conferences and others in Australia.  Perhaps a more global approach to the APSA could be considered--such as having APSA section reps in different regions?  I am impressed by APSA efforts in the country and recognise that this is the key focus of the organisation.  Even so, with many grads going or returning overseas, it would be sensible to consider how these people can continue to contribute to APSA.

Labor Day weekend is a terrible time for the conference.

Return relevance to the discipline. I am amazed at how ideological the discipline has become. The discipline as a whole, with most of the categories presented in the survey reveal how  distracted  the academic side has become. Aside from the truly partisan ideological and a few narrow specialists, I don't know why anybody with actual experience in government would be interested in attending such dysfunctional presentations.

I want to attend APSA meeting but my first problem is fund and the second problem is getting US visa. This year I was attempting to attend the annual conference of International Society for the Systems Sciences (ISSS) held at Sonoma State University but after thorough security checking when my security clearance came in US embassy, Dhaka - the conference was long over. So, I do not feel interested to visit USA to attend any conference or to do any other thing.

The APSA is a very large conference and I feel this setting makes it more difficult to have meaningful interactions with other graduate students and faculty.

The last time I came to the APSA, in 1984, the convention began a day earlier than I had realized and the only panel on Eastern Europe had already taken place by the time I arrived.  I was presenting a paper on Bosnian Muslims on a comparative panel about Muslims.  I did not meet a single person at the conference who was at all interested in Eastern Europe.  Since then I have stuck to the American Association for the Advancement of Slavic Studies, where I can count on meeting people with whom I share a common interest in Eastern Europe.  I can benefit from the high quality articles published in the APSR without attending the convention.

My interests are much better served by ISA and BISA and ASIL.

I find the International Studies Association and the Latin American Studies Association meetings to be of greater interest to me, but APSA is of very high quality.

since am teaching and living in the Middle East, participation in APSA activities collides with my principal obligations.

None of the subfields listed in the survey capture my interests--civic engagement; citizen participation. What a gaping hole. I served as an organized section head for a small section for many years. The APSA intentionally made it harder for us to maintain organized section status--increasing minimum members from 100 to 250. Our section was intellectually lively--sponsoring panels, urban walking tours to see innovations in urbanization; evening programs with guests such as Ralph Nader. Our members were actively engaged in research and collaboration and my last book was co-edited with members of our section. The policies of APSA's Organized Section Committee really undermined this small but highly productive and collaborative group of scholars, who do not fit into the established categories of the APSA. It is unfortunate. I used to never miss an APSA meeting. Now it is very low on my priority list. I attend working conferences and those that are in a subfield that is not very visible at the APSA.

Pick better locations for your annual meetings, like: San Francisco, San Diego, San Antonio-TX, Orlando-FL, Washington DC, and Chicago.

It is all about the  old school

I look forward to attending APSA annual meetings as my Ph.D. progresses. Funding from my department is only available to students who are presenting a paper and have been admitted to candidacy.

The most glaring problem about the APSA annual meeting is also the most glaring problem of the discipline: a senseless focus on subfields. Dividing the discipline into distinct categories shields subfields from criticism and impedes any hope of synthesizing the discipline's various lines of thought. We need more unification and less categorization.

I have only participated once, so I could not answer the questions regarding my opinion of changes over time. Also I am residing and working in Sweden, so i can only participate if I present a paper and get access to funding. I have been at one conference so far, in 2005, and I was presenting my research through a poster presentation. It was a useful experience. I have applied a paper for the conference in 2007.

The information is really late about the conference and the conference is good for people are teaching but there is none about political parties or foreign policy, even the articles are heavy subjects and all looks like methodology. Not interesting   :-(

Like the Journal the convention is too narrow -- IR, posivist crap that is precise but useless, obscure theory.  Wake up -- the discipline is gone policy.  and non-quantitative work is as (if not more) important that what the rat boys put out (only to impress other rat boys)

More room for a diversity of panels and viewpoints.  As usual, much of the structure reinforces control by the usual sorts of people....

The size has gotten out of control, while there is no compensation in terms of more smaller scale collegial mixer opportunities.  My sense is that junior colleagues are in many ways put down, a mentorship system present in other smaller organizations/conferences is not really in place with APSA, purposeful inclusion of junior colleagues in leadership and administration is also absent, but could all do much much good.    I felt unwelcome by my own field, asking questions (in plenaries or elsewhere) that were simply left unanswered--I felt as in pre-1989 Communist Romania where questions were screened by Secret Service agents in meetings... This is not how an academic institution/professional organization can build an image and attract members of the profession.  I couldn't yet get over the sour taste left by some of the SF 2000 experience.  I know it is not the organization, but some people that think that seniority in the profession allows rudeness, or that a young age implicitely means juniority in understa


provide a way for junior faculty to break into the governing bodies for APSA -- i have no idea how that would happen, but i would be interested in serving.

I think that timeliness has gotten worse since i started presenting at APSA (as a graduate student in the early 1990s) and because of that the quality of the papers has declined.  It's also a vicious cycle -- because the papers are worse and late, it's easier to be late or to submit a bad paper.  I think people should not be penalized for withdrawing from  the program, say, by June 30, but perhaps then be penalized for not turning in a paper on time.   That way people who aren't going to do something are gently encouraged to fish or cut bait.  But one thing i don't want to see is submissions of full papers.  My experience from ASA  meetings is that there is widespread flouting of the full paper rule, which in turn leads to distinct unfairness/inequity in who is scheduled to present.  The demise of the paper room is a relief (no more hauling boxes of papers around!) but I did like the ability to browse papers before/during the meeting.  PROceedings is not a good substitute because, frankly, it's a  lot slower


More panels on urban and ethnic/racial politics are needed to attract a more diverse audience to the APSA meetings. Moreover, there needs to be a commitment on the part of the APSA to faciliate the professional development of doctoral candidates in these fields.

My inactivity is a consequence of my retirement.

I am a new assistant professor and I find the politics of APSA fascinating and mysterious.  I have tried very hard to participate in the sections that apply to my work, but they all seem to be insider clubs that don't welcome new folks.  So I end up spending time with friends from graduate school and going to the occasional useful panel.  I think this is a shame because I would love to get more involved in the association, but I have never felt welcomed.

Philadelphia was not a very interesting place to go for a second APSA convention, having attended one there a few years earlier.  The choice of city actually matters to me.

The APSA meeting is just too big and esoteric.

More financial assistance for graduate students would make it possible for me to attend

Please consider holding the meeting on the West Coast.

The discussant selection seems relatively random -- that is discussants are not often well matched to the panelists. Also, I see little need for a chair and a discussant. The role should be combined.

I despise the way panels are run.  This is why I no longer go to the APSA meetings.  Only the discussants have any knowledge of the papers' contents, and even that is sometimes in doubt.  Audience members ask questions that are often completely unrelated to anything in the papers.  You should require all paper givers to post their papers before the meeting and penalize them if they do not.  Otherwise, the panels are more often than not (obviously in my experience) a waste of time.

On those relatively rare occasions that it is possible for me to attend, I enjoy the annual meetings greatly.

As a new member, I have not had an opportunity to respond to these questions.

I haven't been to an annual meeting since I left the US to work overseas in 1994, so my comments on quality of meetings, etc., are meaningless.  Sorry.

I have been to too many panels, as a presenter and as a member of the audience, where virtually no one is there.  Political scientists seem to be attracted by the star quality.  The bigger the name, the more attendees, although there is often little relationship between the names and the content and quality of information supplied.  I have also attended too many panel where 1, 2 or sometimes all of the panelists had not completed their paper.
Labor Day weekend is a terrible time. Its the last chance that I have to spend with the family before school starts. I'm trying to get the kids ready for school and get my classes ready

More needed that applies to real world policy matters

 Let's face it - the conference site is a major draw for attendance.  Is it at all possible to select a venue slightly more interesting than the usual rotation of Boston, NY, DC, and Chicago?  Many people would actually *want* to travel, if the locale is interesting enough, to attend a conference.  How about a city on the West Coast?  A city in Texas?  A city in the South?

Please provide more scholarships for graduate students to attend the meetings.

The environment at other conferences is more relaxed (such as the Western).

It would be helpful if - APSA would try to internationalize more - the number of roundtables is reduced - presentations follow the rules of the Peace Science Society (each session half an hour only, only one paper)

I think that a later deadline for applications to participate at APSA (i.e., 3 months before the conference) but requiring a complete paper is a very good idea.  It would surely improve the quality of presentations.  I think that having each presenter discuss a paper in his/her panel would foster more interaction between presenters and help foster networks.

The last time I presented, I was invited to be part of a poster session.  I took it seriously, but it was a disappointing experience - the process was not explained well, I was never notified of the existence of discussants until they showed up at my table asking me why they had not recieved a paper, and I got little useful feedback.  I would not do it again.

It seems that you have to know somebody inside APSA in order the proposal to be accepted

APSA is far too big to get any meaningful feedback. I appreciate it for the social and networking opportunities, but I've found it by far the least useful conference for getting substantive, useful feedback on academic work.

Participate in the Teaching and Learning Conference

My concerns aren’t reflected in the survey instrument.  APSA's stewardship oft he discipline is hyper-focused on pol scientists with academic careers and to a limited extent public research careers.  Those of us in private research have no voice, and no place.  Sadly, public policy issues in my field, health care and pharmaceuticals, are led by physicians, economists, pharmacists, public health, and lawyers. Papers written by APSA members about the field miss the mark on simple matters like coding field information.  Too bad for all of us that APSA is so inwardly focused and that the issues APSA members claim to be prepared to lead are left to others lacking the historical, philosophical, and methodological insights of our craft.

The timing of the annual meeting  over Labor Day weekend is the single biggest obstacle to my participation.  As the chief academic officer for my college, I must be here for our orientation and opening of school activities, which include duties over that weekend.  A change to another time of the year would greatly increase my ability to participate.  Thank you for the opportunity to share these comments.

provide more funding--for travel, hotel, etc. (Maybe even see if you could reserve a bunch of rooms at a local hostel for those can't afford to stay in the regular hotel.) The panels themselves also seem, in the main, like a waste of time, due to their format. No one is saying anything all that controversial--anything we haven't heard before.

As a high school teacher, I am not always available to attend APSA annual meeting because it occurs during the school year and at a distance far from home. When the APSA annual meeting is in the Boston area, I WILL attend.

The real problem for me, particularly at the early stages of my teaching career, is that APSA occurs at the very beginning of the semester.  Travel is difficult enough, and doing it on a constricted time frame is even harder.  I'd be more inclined to attend if I were to present, but because we can't choose our presentation times, I can't risk having course conflicts the first or second week of classes.  Moving it to another time of year would really make a difference.

The annual convention's theme is not always clearly linked to the substance of panel papers (or put differently: it is not always easy to make the connection).  This occasionally demands a contrived effort on the part of division chairs to coordinate the main theme with various panel themes.  This may in fact complicate the paper selection process in a way which results in an occasional random feel to the resulting selections of paper on the program.  What may be topical and pertinent in scholarly terms may not fit the convention's main theme (or could be argued to be unfit in such terms).  On the other hand it may simplify the selection process for division chairs who wish to limit the selected papers to those within their preferred theoretical approach, providing them with an easy excuse for excluding some proposed papers.  Either way, the convention is adversely affected.

There is a definite disincentive to do work that falls slightly outside of what is perceived as traditional political theory.  Actually, I should qualify:  there is a disincentive to do such work unless one's work is submitted as part of a pre-determined panel that includes big names in the field.  Anytime I submit a paper proposal that is not on a canonical political theory figure, it is rejected.  Even panels I've submitted in the past that do not have big names attached to them get rejected.  APSA annual meetings have proven to some younger scholars a disappointing and stifling endeavor.

In over 25 years as a professional political scientist with three books at 10 journal articles I have never had a panel or paper proposal accepted at APSA. After 15 I stopped trying. These last two years I have applied via new international developing country membership.

I feel that APSA continues to be overwhelmingly dominated by those who study some aspect of American politics.  The expansion in approaches in recent years (more political philosophy, gender studies, and policy-related approaches) may have come at the expense of further reducing the intellectual space devoted to studies of the rest of the world and the international system.

I did not give my racial-ethnic identity b/c the cohort of women in my group is so small as to make any of us who did not attend the meeting identifiable.  The meetings feel like a cattle round-up and the competitive tenor of many (not all) panels undermines collaborative thinking. Also, meetings may be a great place for grad students to try out professional presentations, but their preponderance on many panels leaves me wondering where seasoned thinkers go to discuss their work.

Don't put the meeting in Chicago -- the Midwest is already there every year. Vary the places more to make the trip interesting. Cut the costs of participation in the conference. It is very expensive. The conference would also be better if it wasn't after the first week or two of school for many universities. It is an awkward time to leave.

Time should be in the summer--before fall semester. Venue should be in the south every other year.

From my graduate exchange studies in Washington, DC, I know about the great work of APSA and its annual meetings. However, while finishing my graduate studies in Germany, it is difficult to attend APSA meetings. I am looking forward to do so after the completion of my program in 2007.

The APSA annual meeting, like the discipline, has become a barren intellectual wasteland, used mainly for networking (or, in plain English, hoping to get someone important to notice you) and job placement.  Most useful discussion of politics now comes from outside the discipline, and the interesting discussion that comes from within the discipline comes despite the discipline, not because of it.  Don't waste your time trying to fix the meetings.  Fix the discipline.

In recent years the program has been trivial.  It's only merit is to give grad students a platform to market themselves for a job.  The discipline needs to use its meetings to advance scholarship in the field.

I want the publication, the membership on my resume, and to keep an eye on  what is going on in the field. Political science is not my main field, however. I only teach one course in this field at the moment. So I am not going to pay hundreds and hundreds of dollars to fly to and attend the conference.

As a community college professor, I get very little travel support from my institution.  However, my salary is very competitive, allowing me to travel to two conferences a year on my own dime (alternating between the APSA & Midwest in various years, and the Canadian Political Science meetings each year).  I get a lot out of these experiences, particularly the ability to keep up with recent research by colleagues in the discipline of public law, and to see what is happening in the book world.

I go to a graduate school located near Chicago.  As such, I make it a point to go to MPSA association meeting every year.  However, the costs of attending both APSA and MPSA are just too much (unless APSA is in Chicago).  Therefore, I currently only attend MPSA.  In the future, I will attend both on a regular basis.

My past missed membership years were due to the shock of laddering up from grad student dues to faculty dues and accidents of bad timing of the dues date with my cash flow. I have small kids and a wife with weak backup when I'm out of town. I also have a non-faculty administrative research-support and technology job that requires I be available on campus most of the year, making my role as an academic a little fuzzy. I'm ready at a moment's notice to give a discursus on database technology, statistical software, GIS, and web surveys and applications, but I generally don't write papers--for now, I collect data for faculty so they can write papers. I do plan to renew my scholarly output in the future as our office adds staff and frees me to do so, but for now I'm a research logistics grunt.  So APSA could get me more involved by 1) spreading out dues payments over the year instead of a lump sum (I get the most value from organized sections and prefer to subscribe to several of them, so my dues can be substanti

It seems that only full panels are accepted, and it is just friends of panel organizers that get on panels.  As a graduate student, this is quite frustrating.  Please publish statistics on each track, how many paper submissions there are, how many get accepted, and how many individual submissions versus panel submissions get accepted.

There are now too many panels.  I realize this is in order to make the annual meeting more democratic, but it means that panels that deal with  similar topics in similar fields are scheduled at the same time. This means that each panel does not achieve the critical mass of an audience it needs,  and it divides the people so they don't speak with each other.  Also, but this is less important, I hate the early morning hour for panels, which was  moved a half hour earlier a few years ago.  Nobody comes and it's hard to  eat breakfast and appear there in time.  I suggest scheduling fewer panels so they are bigger events, like they used to be, and not having the early  morning time slot.  Or if the latter is impossible, at least to give the participant a say in whether he or she has to accept that time slot -- maybe allow panelists to list one time that they can't make it.

The opportunities to attend conferences abound.  I need to make choices about the 2-4 conferences I attend each year. The APSA meeting probably does not return enough value for my core research interests to stimulate me to attend. Late summer and fall is a busy conference season that gives me at least 4-5 meetings to attend--Academy of Management, APPAM, NAPA, NASPAA, Public Management Research Association (every other year), etc.  Many of these other meetings return more value than APSA because they attract a higher critical mass of the people whose research interests me.

While I formerly attended APSA conventions on a regular basis, I have not gone in the past several years.  The reasons why are that I have a diminished need to present research, and that the APSA convention has never been a good social experience.  I am at the advanced point in my career where presentations and publications have become less necessary for advancement.  Hence, less need to go to the APSA Convention for presenting of papers.  In the past couple of years I've gone instead to regional association conferences.  As for the social element, the different sections have had different degrees of social interaction.  The convention-wide mixer held in Philadelphia (03) and Chicago (04), and perhaps subsequent years, is a good idea.  But in the end, political scientists don't seem to dance very well.

It has been an exclusive elitist club of individuals controlling panels in which the message and results are already pre-ordained by the specific clique -- very little cross-fertilization of ideas within and between the subfields.

APSA, like political science, has become too eclectic. Too many 'small' topics and minor themes are included in program, apparently to give everyone some space in the program.  A contrast is to see what research gets cited in political science as a definition of the core themes/areas of the field, and focus more panels on major themes rather than being diverse for the sake of political correctness. I go to MPSA now more regularly, because this has a core of serious scholars who are also diverse in perspectives--but it has a more reasonable balance than APSA.

Decisions on paper proposals based on abstracts are destined to be at best random and at worst corrupt.  Making people submit full drafts should allow the committee to make informed choices and increase the level of discussion at the conference (so that papers are serious & not written in the days prior).

It is very hard to get a proposal accepted.  I have been accepted once, out of about 5 applications, so have just given up.   Also, meeting is too large.  Makes it very hard to find anyone I know. I'm not interested in 80% of the panels, since they are in fields distant from mine. Thus I find it better to go to meetings with 100% of the panels in my area (International Studies Assn) and meetings with high rates of paper acceptance, such as regional meetings.

Decision not to attend the meeting was mostly a personal decision that had little to do with the academic significance of APSA.

I have a PhD in political theory, but teach at a law school.  I find it hard to make contacts with political theorists, and I find it hard to get into APSA from my law school position.  As disciplinary boundaries become more permeable, I would hope that APSA would be more open to participation from those whose primary appointment is not necessarily in a political science department.

I'm a program officer at the National Science Foundation and was simply too busy to attend this fall.

This survey is well suited for professors in political science departments. However, many APSA members are in other departments and at other institutions (e.g., law schools, court administrators, etc.). Many of the questions were inapplicable to us.  I don't attend APSA meetings because political science is my core discipline, but I am in an applied department and there are many meetings that are much more applicable to my applied field.

It would be nice to have some other hotel than the Palmer House in Chicago.. It is so very ancient and uninspiring.

I just joined APSA this year, so many of the foregoing questions are not relevant to me.  I liked the panels for the 2006 program, however.  I wish you would begin a section on the politics and theory of intelligence practice.  This area of study has been an overlooked for too long.

The timing of the meeting is terrible for me.  As a Dean, I find it very difficult to be away from my campus just before the beginning of the year.  I would definitely attend more often if the time of the meeting were changed.

I miss the paper room--it was great fun to walk around and browse papers. I would love to see that reinstated. Realistically, people are not going to randomly browse the online network for papers. Maybe paper givers could be required to submit one or two hard copies for display in a paper room, as a complement to the online network. That would people would have the opportunity to actually look at the paper, and then download it later if it's of interest.  The biggest drag to me about APSA is that some of the panels are so poorly attended, even if the quality is excellent. I'm not sure what can be done about it, as I wouldn't want to see the program cut back substantially either. Maybe the schedule can be played with so as to carve out more session times, and then have fewer panels per session?  The fact I didn't go this year was fairly random. In general, I don't go to conferences over 100 miles away if I'm not a participant or don't have a compelling professional or publishing reason to go. I didn't have an


The APSA annual meetings are well-run.  The problem is the political science field.  It produces too much research on subjects of little relevance to the concerns of the wider world.  Much published political science research addresses questions of little interest to anyone outside academe,  Instead we should produce, and reward, work that has relevance to the worries and concerns of the wider society in which we live.

Perhaps you could make more substantial scholarships available for student members?

I travel to South America often, and usually I am not back by the first weeks of September.  Meetings come at a bad time even when I do nto travel as classes are just starting.

I have found the timing of the meeting difficult due to getting my kids started in school. In general, I find far more panels of interest to me at International Studies Association, and at various specialized, invitational conferences I have participated in related to peacekeeping and conflict resolution.  Thus my infrequent participation.

The timing is really poor for those of us whose primary responsibility is teaching undergraduates in a liberal arts setting.

I love the annual meeting. I think that for the number of people it has to serve, it really does a fantastic job. I wish that it was held in a greater variety of places, but I also understand why it makes it easier on people to have it always in one of the big cities of the northeast.

Interests of the retired would be nice; i.e economic status, part time assignments, counseling of young instructors, etc.

I am also involved in an APSA associated group.  I cannot evaluate whether program selection process is fair. Acceptances or non-acceptances seem random to me or perhaps related somewhat to name recognition, but the process is not sufficiently transparent to know for sure. The October deadline was too early but November/December seems reasonable. It is not at all reasonable to expect full papers at that point and it does not make sense to push the proposal deadline back much further for such a large conference. The Labor Day weekend is somewhat hard given the beginning of the semester activities, but better than later in the semester. Maybe it could be a week or two earlier? Some people would not like that because it requires earlier return from any summer research or other travel.

To clarify, I ended up not attending the '06 meetings because my wife got pregnant and our due date turned out to be late Aug.   On a different note, I'd like to see more West Coast conferences.

Change the time of year.  Nothing is worse than the beginning of the fall semester of clases!

For those of us on the west coast at institutions that do not provide support for attendance at APSA meetings, the concentration on the east coast presents a problem of cost and inconvenience. I did not attend the annual meeting this year, for example, mainly because the location was inconvenient and costly.

My career-track has moved swiftly toward administration; additionally, I am serving as graduate director for a master's program at my institution.  These are the main reasons why I have not participated in APSA since 2003.

The main reason that I do not attend more often is the timing of the meeting. It usually conflicts with my family's vacation plans.

The principal reason I do not attend the annual meeting is due to scheduling.  Labor Day weekend is the worst possible time that a woman with children (and, might I add, a chair of a department) could attend this conference.  APSA is an expensive conference, which simply cannot be enjoyed by faculty in my position (chair and mother) who must abandon her department and child just at the time she is most needed.  I have long thought that the Labor Day weekend is an anachronistic date that is no longer relevant to the August college start date and insultingly blind to the realities of mothers holding faculty positions at liberal arts and Master's level colleges.  Many teaching faculty do not enjoy the flexibility characterized by faculty teaching in and chairing departments at R-1 universities.

I am a sociologist and attend my own professional association's meetings every year.  I attend the APSA meetings primarily when I present a paper.  I'd go more often, but the cost of attending multiple meetings is prohibitive.

The job service should be decoupled from the annual meeting and operate on a schedule more consistent with other disciplines (e.g. November-February timeframe) so it can be used for more meaningful interviews.

In siting future meetings, try to think of western US members, not just those in the east.

As already stated, the greatest obstacle is the year-in-advance for the proposal. Secondly, I do Middle East Studies and migration from there to the USA. I was not excited about my previous APSA experience with regard to the topics and the approaches (too theoretical, too little empirical information, too much behavioral studies). I must add that I am based in Germany and our approach may be different in this regards.  Thanks for your efforts and care about the non-participants anyway!

Here's the word on the street:  drudgery.    People who do not have Ph.D. or job go to APSA because they MUST.  They don't expect to learn much there.  They expect to network.  Other politics conferences involve learning and intellectual engagement.  My only suggestion is to post papers beforehand and don't spend valuable time reading them allowed.  We're supposed to be intellectuals--people who care about ideas.  Let's start to act like it, dammit.

I do not like to see people presenting more than one paper, especially graduate students, because I know there is limited space for papers.

I attended and presented a paper at APSA as a graduate student.  After graduating, I obtained employment in a Criminal Justice program, and there are two conventions (Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences in the Spring and American Society of Criminology in the fall) that are better for my field. I submitted a per to the American Political Science Review several years ago; the reviewers said it was a publishable, but it should go to a criminal justice journal instead of a political science journal.  It was published in the top criminology journal, but my lesson is that Political Science is not very open to criminal justice research, so I haven't wasted my time with it since then.  My university only funds about half of the cost of attending a convention, so I only go to one every couple of years and I am picky about which one I attend.  Also, APSA is at the beginning of our semester which is a busy time with advising and getting started in the semester.  I think this summarizes the reasons why I have not been


The time really needs to change.  Preferrably Mid to late July or October

I desperately wish that the APSA meetings were not on Labor Day weekend every year. This is one of the few weekends I am able to spend time with my family, which is why I never come to APSA meetings. Please, please, please, change it!!!!

It's very upsetting to have a paper proposal rejected and then to turn up at a related panel at the conference and witness someone present a paper that obviously does not exist, on material that has not been thought through.  I understand that conferences can be used to present research in progress, or even at its early stages, but I have seen some presentations that were so lacking in substance or merit that I considered it an insult.

Proposals that have been rejected by APSA have been accepted at the Midwest conference.  There seems to be increasing difficulty in getting domestic policy proposals accepted.  There appears to be an overabundance of IR panels at the meeting although I have not done any quantification.  My assertion is simply based on my impression.

The meeting would no doubt be interesting, but it is not likely to be worth the usually enormous cost in money and time for me.  The Labor Day weekend is not the time I want to attend a conference.  I usually find more specific conferences (APSA Teaching and Learning Conference, for example) to be more useful.

The main issue for me is that APSA is weak in Latin American Studies, so with my travel budget I tend to choose Latin American Studies conferences, either national or regional.

I would like to see you categories expand to include geography which is as important a subfield as international law.

It is way too hard to get a paper accepted.  Also, the system is unfair.  The big names are automatically accepted, and then the remaining slots are filled in a way that looks pretty random to me.  I bring good papers to conferences, and yet a lot of bad papers are given at APSA each year.  Maybe the proposals should be considered without author's names attached.

I just joined last year and have not had the opportunity to become too involved. I plan on getting more involved in annual meetings in the near future.

The main reason why I don't attend APSA meetings regularly is because the meeting occurs at the very beginning of my fall semester and I don't want to cancel classes that early in the semester. In addition, there's just too much going on at that time and I just don't have the time to attend.

Since paper presentations are an essential part of academic growth, the tenure system, and the opportunity to  tune papers up  for submission to journals, it is imperative that younger scholars are given preference for acceptance to the APSA general meeting. It may also be necessary to think more broadly about panel themes, since I find that my research tends to fall between categories,  such as theory and American, which may explain why I find it difficult to get my papers accepted: American thinks of my work as theory and theory as American.

I am fairly skeptical about the way in which paper proposals are reviewed for the APSA conference.  It would seem that the obviously fair way to review paper proposals is to review them blind, and I have never seen any explanation of why APSA doesn't do this.  I think that APSA's current practice rewards people who are well-established in the field and who work at elite universities, who are probably precisely the people who need to present least at the annual meeting.  After all, such people have many other opportunities to gather feedback on their work.  I am similarly skeptical about the practice of allowing people to submit as part of a panel.  It is part of the conventional wisdom that it's easier to get a slot in the program if one presents as part of a panel, and I suppose the reason why is that panel submissions make life easier for section organizers.  Still, this practice of allowing panel submissions has a definite downside, since it rewards people who have more connections.  Moreover, this proble


Need more sections on ignored subjects, such as intelligence and national security

Do not switch the conference from San Francisco to Philadelphia for fear of a possible labor dispute!  Bad enough that we should intervene in labor management disputes in a partisan way, but to hold the conference in Philadelphia??  Only Atlanta, of recent convention cities, would have been worse, and not by much.  Better communication to all about the organization, purpose, membership, and leadership of the organized sections.  These have always seemed essentially exclusive and unwelcoming.

I’m not in a political science department but in a medical school working on disability issues and policy.

Publication and circulation of materials and literature should be continued to the benefit of all who, for whatever reason, cannot attend the Annual Conferences.

Please consider sites west of the Mississippi, e.g., Minneapolis, Denver, Seattle, Portland, San Francisco, etc.

The program submitted is usually interesting. I would like to attend the annual meeting. However, not being funded by my employer, it would be expensive to me to attend the annual meeting in the US (I live in Canada).

too many meetings with very little attendance - so not enough audience for feedback..

The time of year needs to change if you want participation from faculty at two-year colleges and smaller four-year institutions.  I CANNOT justify canceling classes at the end of the first or second week to go to a conference which focuses so heavily on research and publishing.  If you had more teaching and learning-focused panels or roundtables, I could possibly justify attending, but the time of year is still an issue.  I'll stick with regional/state meetings (I am attending APSA's TLC in Charlotte this year, but I can justify that to my administration because of the intensive focus on classroom issues).
I normally don't attend APSA meetings because I concentrate in Sociology instead.  However, I enjoy being part of APSA and having access to several subfields (Ethnic and Race Relations, Latino/a Politics, etc.)  I find the email listserves particularly useful.

The timing at the beginning of the fall semester is disruptive to my schedule and makes it difficult to attend.

For those of us with spouses who teach high school (and suspect there are rather a few) this is a bad weekend to hold APSA.

As a graduate student whose department does not provide funding to attend meetings, I have attended 3-4 meetings--however, I have registered and paid the registration fee only once.  If the location is in the same time zone as my residence (i.e. eastern seaboard), I will show up to the site and attend panels without registering.  I did register one year but found that having the name badge was not important.  It does not bother me that attending without registering only means that I cannot enter the book exhibit.

I hope the annual meeting is given when the school is not in session.  Thanks.  CFS

I was selected to present a paper at the 2005 Teaching and Learning conference, but had a conflict and could not attend.

I was not able to attend the 2006 meeting (even though my paper was accepted) because of the expected birth of my daughter in September.

I teach at a school on the quarter system and we start classes at the same time as the APSA meeting.  In this respect, participation is now really not an option for me as long as the time of the meeting stays the same.  Additionally, funding at my school is severely limited, and I'd rather use the funds to go to ISA where more of the panels and participants are engaged in work that is more interesting and relevant to what I research.  APSA is way to focused on American politics (which I find interesting), but there is not enough of an opportunity for those of us who work on other areas to be able to present our research as well.

I really would prefer a different meeting time for APSA--perhaps somewhat earlier in the summer.

Note: My actual participation was to present a paper in poster format - I found this format to be a very useful way of generating discussion on my work, though the eclectic nature of the posters made grouping difficult. Posters seem to be largely ignored by this survey 0 where sappoprite I have clicked on paper presented where no poster option was shown.

Hold it in more appealing cities.

Like everyone else, I think there should be more panels in my subfield (International Political Economy in my case).

As a scholar living outside the US, it would be almost impossible to attend the annual meeting without presenting papers. Selecting paper-givers is not quite transparent for foreign scholars at this moment. If you want to have more international participants, more international paper-presenters should be allowed.

More roundtables and fewer papers. More single papers or published book sessions (dedicated) Don't fear more smaller groups to facilitate discussion

Lower registration fee for those who are regular members.  Between dues and registration, APSA is pretty pricey for underpaid faculty.    I would like to have participated in some activities -- e.g., volunteer for committees on part-time faculty, internationalization of curriculum, etc -- but somehow don't see a call for volunreers if there is a call out.
I am planning to attend the 2007 meeting in Chicago.

I've only just started attending APSA but it seems hard to get in to (even with a full panel proposal of a high standard - but the area focus is less on our areas than others.

1) If APSA can move the meeting to the period between late September and late November, I will be more likely to attend (the timing of the meeting is at the beginning of my academic year).  2) I think APSA should learn from the Europeans about the more in-depth discussion of papers presented. 3) the posting of the papers by the week before the meeting should be mandatory. 4) There should be a process that integrates regional meetings.  One way, which may be objected on the basis of creating a hierarchy, is to only allow graduate students who have presented a paper successfully at a regional meeting to present the same or revised paper at the APSA meeting. Regional meetings' chair and discussant (and perhaps, co-panelists) play a role of referees for graduate students.  On the other hand, graduate students who have not presented the same paper at a regional APSA (or joint regional APSA/ISA) meeting or failed to present it successfully should not be allowed to present a paper at the APSA.  This is very problem


 The time of the panels is too short. There is no time for really good discussion of the paper.

There are far too many participants.  Cut back on the # of participants and reduce the number of panelists to 3 (not 4).  Change poster sessions to be available in an accessible area during the day WITHOUT authors present, then require authors to be present from 5:00-6:00 pm.  Make a cash bar available in the poster area from 5:00-6:00 pm, and promote this fact.  The poster sessions are a ghetto and this is a disaster.  Send council members to see poster sessions in the Sciences to learn how we might do it effectively.  What we have done is a travesty.  Finally, if APSA did not conflict with the Burning Man Festival, I would attend.  But they are both held on Labor Day weekend.

Only really useful part for me is presenting papers. If I don't present a paper, I don't go.

I did not attend the annual meeting mainly because my paper was accepted as a poster presentation.  I do not feel this is a valid way to present research.

The meetings are interesting and in interesting places. This year I had six meetings in September - too many to attend and still teach classes.  The policy and public administration sections have done much to make the programs more relevant to me and my colleagues.

