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Academic journals play a key role

in the dissemination of scholarly
knowledge in the social sciences. Hence,
publication in journals is critical evi-
dence of scholarly performance for both
individuals and the departments that they
populate. While in the best of worlds
each scholar’s performance would be
evaluated based on a close reading of
his/her published journal articles, in the
actual practices of hiring, tenure and pro-
motion review, and departmental evalua-
tions this ideal is often honored only in
the breach. Instead, evaluators commonly
base their judgments of the importance
and quality of published articles, at least
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in part, on the journals in which they
appear. The higher the status accorded a
journal, the greater the weight attached
to publications appearing in it.!

Because of the important role that
journal status plays in the evaluation of
both scholars and the institutions in
which they work, social scientists (Giles,
Mizell, and Patterson 1989; Garand
1990; Crewe and Norris 1991; Garand
and Giles 2003; Hix 2004) have focused
considerable attention on measuring the
relative status of journals. These studies
have typically adopted one of two ap-
proaches, citational or reputational. Re-
cent studies adopting the citational
approach typically have relied on the
Institute for Scientific Information (IST)
Journal Citation Reports and have
adopted as a measure of journal status
some variant of the ISI Impact score.
This score measures the citations a jour-
nal receives on average for each article
published during a set time-period. Jour-
nals with higher impact scores are
viewed ipso facto as more influential in
scholarly discourse than journals with
lower impact scores.

The reputational approach to assessing
journals relies on expert opinion. Typi-
cally, a sample of members of the appro-
priate discipline is drawn and asked to
rate a list of journals in “terms of the
general quality of the articles it pub-
lishes” or some similar standard. The
respondents are asked only to rate jour-
nals with which they are familiar. The
status of a journal using the reputational
approach, thus, rests on the average pro-
fessional assessments of those familiar
with their contents.

Over the past two decades the cita-
tional approach has become the dominant
method not only in the rating of journals
(c.f. Liebowitz and Palmer 1984; Dia-
mond 1989; Burton and Phimister 1995;
Vokurka 1996; Baumgartner and Pieters
2003; Donohue and Fox 2000; DuBois
and Reeb 2000; van Dalen and Henkens
2001; Hix 2004; Hantula 2005) but also
of scholars (Garfield 1986; Nederhof and
van Raan 1993; Bodenhorn and Walstad
2003; Moed 2005) and institutions
(Stahl, Leap, and Wei 1988; Kalait-
zidakis, Stengos, and Mamuneas 2003;
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Moed 2005). This reflects in part the
increasing availability of citation data
through the Web of Science? and the
lower costs compared to the surveys re-
quired in the reputational approach. The
citational approach is also touted as more
“objective” and reliable than the inher-
ently subjective perceptions of experts.
The citational approach, however, is not
without its pitfalls (Garfield 1996; Adam
2002; Moed 2005; Leimu and Koricheva
2005).3 The creators of the Impact score
counsel caution in its use for evaluation
purposes, noting that citational practices
may vary across disciplines, sub-fields
within disciplines, and journals (see also
Garfield 1996). Moreover, while the cita-
tional approach assumes a positive va-
lence to citation, Hendry (2006, 2) notes
that “if the Journal of Economic and
Social Tests (JEST) published an
execrable paper that attracted a million
critical citations as an example of appall-
ing practice, all other papers previously
and later published in that journal would
suddenly be much more highly ranked.”
Unlike publicity, not all citations are a
good thing. As discussed below, the de-
marcation or boundary problem can also
be severe for citation studies that exam-
ine subsets of journals (Davis 1998).

While citation-based studies are most
common in the other social sciences,
particularly economics (Liebowitz and
Palmer 1984; Diamond 1989; Burton and
Phimister 1995), within political science
the dominate approach to journal assess-
ment has been reputational (Garand and
Giles 2003; Giles, Mizell, and Patterson
1989; Giles and Wright 1975; but see
Hix 2004). Given the important role that
journal rankings play in the evaluation of
individuals and programs and the domi-
nance of the citational approach within
other social sciences, a careful assess-
ment of the application of that approach
to ranking political science journals is
both relevant and timely. The present
study does just that. First, we conduct a
citation-based assessment of an extensive
set of disciplinary journals. Second, we
provide a comparison of the results of
the citational approach with those of the
reputational-based study conducted by
Garand and Giles (2003).
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Ranking Political Science
Journals by Citations

The demarcation of political science
journals is a necessary but problematic
requirement for both the reputational and
citational approaches to ranking journals.
No natural boundary neatly separates po-
litical science from non-political science
journals. However, as a practical matter,
studies that rank the journals of political
science or those of any discipline must
make such a distinction.* One approach to
this problem for a citation study is simply
to adopt the categories defined by ISI.
The ISI includes 79 journals within the
category of “political science,” 54 within
the category of “international relations,”
and 26 within the category of “public
administration.” The basis upon which ISI
makes these categorizations is not well
defined, and as will become clear later in
this article some journals in which politi-
cal scientists publish and consider to be
within “political science” fall outside of
these categories (see Garand and Giles
2003; Hix 2004).

In the present study, we take advan-
tage of Garand and Giles’ reputational
survey (2003) to define the population of
journals to be included. In selecting the
journals to include in their survey, Ga-
rand and Giles (2003) began with the list
of journals included in earlier surveys
(Giles and Wright 1975; Giles, Mizell,
and Patterson 1989) and then submitted
the proposed list to colleagues in various
sub-fields for suggested additions. The
result was a list of 115 journals that were
included on the survey. Respondents to
the survey were also given the opportu-
nity to add journals to the list.> Given its
process of development and the open-
ended provision for respondents to add
journals, we feel the list provides a rea-
sonable approximation of the journals
that political scientists view as relevant
to their research and teaching.®

In the citation analysis that follows,
we delete four journals that, while in-
cluded in the survey list, clearly are affil-
iated with other disciplines: American
Sociological Review, American Journal
of Sociology, Social Forces, and Ameri-
can Economic Review. We also exclude
21 journals for which ISI did not collect
citation data.” A majority of these jour-
nals are familiar to less than 10% of the
respondents in Garand and Giles’ 2001
survey. However, there are notable ex-
ceptions, such as Political Analysis, the
official journal of the Methodology Sec-
tion of APSA, familiar to 16% of the
respondents despite its status as a rela-
tively new publication at the time of the
survey,8 and Presidential Studies Quar-
terly, a journal familiar to 35% of the
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respondents to the survey. The limita-
tions of the ISI citation data, thus, reduce
somewhat the validity of the boundary
claims of our study.” With these dele-
tions the analysis focuses on 90 journals
recognized by political scientists as disci-
plinary and for which citation data are
available. We refer to these as “political
science” journals for efficiency in the
discussion that follows. Readers should
remember the caveats discussed earlier in
the paper when we employ that label.

Citation data were collected for the 90
journals from the ISI Journal Citation
Reports for 2003 and 2004. These were
the two most recent years for which data
were available at the time collection
commenced and were close enough to the
period in which Garand and Giles (2003)
conducted their survey, 2001, to mini-
mize issues of comparability. These data
consist of citations by articles published
in 2003 and 2004 to articles published in
the study journals. For example, the 2004
Journal Citation Reports record citations
from articles published in that year in the
Journal of Politics (JOP), American
Journal of Political Science (AJPS),
World Politics, etc. to articles published
in previous years in the American Politi-
cal Science Review (APSR). In the par-
lance of citation research, these journals
send and APSR receives these citations.

The ISI Impact score provided in the
Journal Citation Reports is based only on
citations to articles published in the pre-
ceding two-year period. For example, the
2004 ISI Impact score for the APSR is
equal to the number of citations in jour-
nal articles published in 2004 to articles
published in 2002 and 2003 in the APSR
divided by the number of articles pub-
lished by APSR in that two-year period.
Many of the journals included in the
study receive relatively few citations in a
given year, even when citations from all
ISI journals are considered. The number
is further reduced when only citations
from “political science” journals are in-
cluded in the analysis. To provide a ro-
bust foundation for our analysis we have
collected citation data across two years,
2003 and 2004, and have included cita-
tions to articles published in the preced-
ing five years. We calculate robust IST
Impact scores by dividing the total num-
ber of citations a journal receives by the
number of articles published during the
combined five-year periods.'”

Journal Impact using
Citations from All ISI
Journals

The 90 journals included in the study
are listed in Table 1 in the order of their

Robust ISI Impact score (RISI) and for
convenience in Table 2 by their rank
order using various impact scores. The
RISI Impact score is the average number
of citations an article published in the
journal during the 1998 to 2003 time-
period received in 2003 and 2004 from
all journals reported by ISI. The results
using the RISI Impact score are both
enlightening and in some ways surpris-
ing. The top-ranked journal, Inter-
national Organization (10), has an
impact score of 6.24. This indicates that
each article published in /O in 1998-
2003 on average received 6.24 citations
in 2003-2004 from journals in the ISI
dataset. The median-ranked journal,
Studies in Comparative and Inter-
national Development (SCID), has an
impact score of 1.23, indicating that each
article it published in the study period
received roughly one citation in 2003—
2004. For the lowest-ranked journal,
Middle Eastern Studies (MES), a pub-
lished article received on average about
one-fifth of a citation or, stated differ-
ently, only two in every 10 articles pub-
lished in MES between 1998 and 2003
were cited by articles published in 2003
and 2004.

The wide variation in the impact of
journals can also be seen in column 2 of
Table 1, which presents the value of each
journal’s RIST Impact score relative to
that of 0, the highest-ranking journal.'’
The median journal, SCID, has only 20%
of the impact of /0, and MES only 4%.
Stated differently, with all else equal, a
scholar would have to publish five arti-
cles in SCID or 25 in MES to equal the
same citation impact achieved through
one publication in /0.

Included among the 30 journals with
the highest RISI Impact scores are most
of the well-recognized journals of the
discipline. Among general journals in-
cluded in this group are APSR, AJPS,
JOP, and British Journal of Political
Science (BJPS). Most of the prominent
journals of International Relations—
International Organization (10), Journal
of Conflict Resolution (JCR), Journal of
Peace Research (JPR), and International
Studies Quarterly (ISQ)—and compara-
tive politics—World Politics, Compara-
tive Political Studies (CPS), and
Comparative Politics (CP)—are also
among the top 30.

We think some of the journals in-
cluded among the top 30 will also sur-
prise political scientists. For example,
Political Geography, a journal only fa-
miliar to 7% of the respondents to the
Garand and Giles (2003, Table 1) survey,
is ranked 12th in RISI Impact. American
Journal of International Law is ranked
11th and is only familiar to 11% of the
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Table 1

Various Impact Scores by Political Science Journal

(1) () () ®) 6)
Robust Relative Proportion (4) Relative Relative (8)
1SI RISI Total PS PS WPS (7) Relative
Rank Journal Impact Impact Cites Impact Impact Impact GG-impact GG-impact
1 International Organization 6.24 1.000 0.6 3.73 1.000 1.000 11.235 0.814
2 Journal of Political Economy 6.18 0.989 0.08 0.48 0.128 0.052 8.832 0.640
3 World Politics 5.54 0.888 0.59 3.25 0.872 0.817 12.060 0.874
4 American Political Science Review 5.44 0.871 0.6 3.27 0.878 0.923 13.799 1.000
5 American Journal of Political Science 4.48 0.717 0.72 3.24 0.869 0.759 13.260 0.961
6 International Security 4.40 0.704 0.6 2.64 0.708 0.534 9.156 0.664
7 European Journal of International Relations 4.18 0.670 0.38 1.57 0.421 0.293 6.704 0.486
8 Journal of Law and Economics 3.45 0.552 0.07 0.25 0.068 0.022 7.396 0.536
9 Public Opinion Quarterly 3.33 0.534 0.27 0.91 0.243 0.104 9.400 0.681
10 Journal of Law, Economics, and Organization 3.13 0.502 0.18 0.57 0.153 0.128 8.203 0.594
11 American Journal of International Law 3.13 0.502 0.22 0.68 0.182 0.030 7.461 0.541
12 Political Geography 2.76 0.442 0.29 0.81 0.217 0.040 7.105 0.515
13 Law and Society Review 2.71 0.434 0.21 0.58 0.155 0.012 8.125 0.589
14 Politics and Society 2.61 0.418 0.3 0.78 0.209 0.155 8.071 0.585
15 Journal of Conflict Resolution 2.57 0.412 0.72 1.84 0.494 0.707 9.311 0.675
16 International Studies Quarterly 2.48 0.397 0.74 1.83 0.490 0.631 9.638 0.698
17 Urban Studies 2.36 0.378 0.23 0.55 0.146 0.001 6.107 0.443
18 World Development 2.35 0.376 0.2 0.46 0.124 0.018 7.863 0.570
19 Comparative Political Studies 2.27 0.364 0.59 1.33 0.357 0.294 9.840 0.713
20 Theory and Society 2.26 0.361 0.15 0.34 0.092 0.030 7.102 0.515
21 Journal of Politics 2.19 0.352 0.74 1.63 0.437 0.325 13.011 0.943
22 Journal of Policy Analysis and Management 2.16 0.345 0.23 0.50 0.133 0.007 7.896 0.572
23 Journal of Common Market Studies 2.05 0.328 0.28 0.58 0.155 0.037 5.969 0.433
24 China Quarterly 2.01 0.322 0.31 0.63 0.169 0.036 7.091 0.514
25 British Journal of Political Science 1.99 0.320 0.55 1.09 0.292 0.222 11.132 0.807
26 Comparative Politics 1.97 0.316 0.57 1.13 0.303 0.190 10.608 0.769
27 Journal of Peace Research 1.93 0.310 0.72 1.39 0.373 0.419 7.282 0.528
28 Journal of Urban Affairs 1.91 0.306 0.39 0.75 0.202 0.002 6.778 0.491
29 Political Psychology 1.80 0.288 0.23 0.41 0.109 0.084 7.453 0.540
30 Post Soviet Affairs 1.79 0.287 0.64 1.15 0.309 0.097 5.998 0.435
31 Public Administration Review 1.72 0.275 0.51 0.88 0.236 0.012 8.856 0.642
32 American Behavioral Scientist 1.69 0.270 0.05 0.09 0.024 0.003 6.564 0.476
33 Review of International Political Economy 1.64 0.262 0.28 0.46 0.122 0.027 6.672 0.484
34 Journal of Theoretical Politics 1.61 0.258 0.45 0.72 0.194 0.204 7.910 0.573
35 International Interactions 1.60 0.256 0.86 1.38 0.370 0.598 6.336 0.459
36 Journal of Democracy 1.59 0.255 0.53 0.84 0.224 0.076 8.524 0.618
37 European Journal of Political Research 1.58 0.245 0.35 0.54 0.145 0.096 7.342 0.532
38 Urban Affairs Review 1.52 0.244 0.41 0.62 0.165 0.007 7.442 0.539
39 Legislative Studies Quarterly 1.44 0.230 0.79 1.14 0.306 0.229 9.096 0.659
40 Studies in Comparative and International 1.41 0.226 0.51 0.72 0.194 0.133 6.987 0.506
Development
41 Political Research Quarterly 1.30 0.208 0.74 0.96 0.257 0.184 9.764 0.708
42 Rationality and Society 1.30 0.208 0.16 0.21 0.055 0.042 5.915 0.429
43 Social Science Quarterly 1.25 0.200 0.27 0.33 0.089 0.032 8.645 0.626
44 Signs 1.24 0.198 0.16 0.19 0.052 0.001 6.916 0.501
45 Conflict Management and Peace Science 1.23 0.197 0.69 0.85 0.227 0.416 5.793 0.420
46 Political Behavior 1.20 0.193 0.56 0.68 0.182 0.120 8.007 0.580
47 Party Politics 1.20 0.193 0.58 0.70 0.187 0.072 7.084 0.513
48 Third World Quarterly 1.19 0.190 0.29 0.35 0.093 0.011 6.084 0.441
49 Political Science Quarterly 1.18 0.189 0.43 0.50 0.135 0.101 9.452 0.685
50 International Affairs 1.16 0.186 0.32 0.38 0.101 0.026 6.775 0.491
51 Policy Sciences 1.15 0.184 0.15 0.18 0.047 0.011 5.952 0.431
52 Electoral Studies 1.1 0.177 0.7 0.77 0.207 0.103 7.600 0.551
53 Political Studies 1.08 0.172 0.31 0.33 0.089 0.021 7.097 0.514
54 Annals of American Academy 1.01 0.162 0.14 0.14 0.037 0.004 7.900 0.573
515 Security Studies 1.00 0.160 0.73 0.73 0.196 0.159 6.887 0.499
56 Journal of Modern African Studies 0.99 0.158 0.29 0.29 0.078 0.011 6.375 0.462
57 Journal of Latin American Studies 0.94 0.151 0.41 0.39 0.105 0.021 7.356 0.533
58 International Political Science Review 0.91 0.147 0.35 0.32 0.085 0.052 6.886 0.499
59 Latin American Research Review 0.88 0.142 0.29 0.26 0.069 0.018 8.126 0.589
60 Comparative Studies in Society and History 0.87 0.139 0.2 0.18 0.047 0.004 8.199 0.594
61 Political Theory 0.83 0.133 0.35 0.29 0.078 0.067 8.965 0.650
62 Public Choice 0.81 0.130 0.49 0.40 0.106 0.050 7.274 0.527
63 American Review of Public Administration 0.76 0.122 0.36 0.28 0.074 0.001 6.342 0.460
64 Judicature 0.74 0.118 0.35 0.26 0.069 0.019 6.552 0.475
65 Administration and Society 0.73 0.118 0.45 0.33 0.088 0.001 7.371 0.534
66 Europe-Asia Studies 0.73 0.117 0.45 0.33 0.089 0.018 7.044 0.510
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Table 1 (Continued)

(1) @) () ®) 6)
Robust Relative Proportion 4) Relative Relative (8)
1SI RISI Total PS PS WPS (7) Relative

Rank Journal Impact Impact Cites Impact Impact Impact GG-impact GG-impact
67 Middle East Journal 0.70 0.112 0.38 0.27 0.072 0.009 6.235 0.452
68 Women and Politics 0.67 0.107 0.68 0.45 0.122 0.046 7.064 0.512
69 Publius 0.64 0.102 0.49 0.31 0.083 0.022 7.593 0.550
70 Social Science History 0.63 0.101 0.07 0.04 0.011 0.000 6.381 0.462
71 Studies in American Political Development 0.63 0.100 0.27 0.17 0.045 0.049 8.115 0.588
72 Australian Journal of Political Science 0.62 0.099 0.6 0.37 0.100 0.013 5.504 0.399
73 PS: Political Science and Politics 0.59 0.095 0.61 0.36 0.097 0.035 9.772 0.708
74 American Politics Research 0.59 0.094 0.82 0.48 0.129 0.082 8.728 0.633
{45] Policy Studies Journal 0.58 0.093 0.39 0.22 0.060 0.008 6.607 0.479
76 Political Quarterly 0.55 0.089 0.21 0.12 0.031 0.002 6.359 0.461
77 Government and Opposition 0.55 0.088 0.22 0.12 0.032 0.014 6.797 0.493
78 Justice System Journal 0.51 0.082 0.34 0.17 0.047 0.004 5.452 0.395
79 Asian Survey 0.50 0.081 0.37 0.19 0.050 0.017 6.617 0.480
80 International Social Science Journal 0.48 0.076 0.12 0.06 0.015 0.001 5.491 0.398
81 Journal of Interdisciplinary History 0.46 0.074 0.15 0.07 0.019 0.000 6.919 0.501
82 Journal of Strategic Studies 0.46 0.074 0.4 0.18 0.049 0.028 6.080 0.441
83 Canadian Journal of Political Science 0.40 0.064 0.39 0.16 0.042 0.008 7.452 0.540
84 Journal of Black Studies 0.38 0.062 0.18 0.07 0.019 0.000 5.430 0.394
85 Public Interest 0.38 0.061 0.08 0.03 0.008 0.000 6.907 0.501
86 Social Science Journal 0.37 0.060 0.29 0.11 0.029 0.005 5.379 0.390
87 Polity 0.36 0.058 0.29 0.11 0.028 0.002 8.756 0.635
88 Journal of Asian Studies 0.32 0.051 0.27 0.08 0.023 0.000 6.957 0.504
89 Political Science 0.30 0.049 0.65 0.20 0.053 0.013 5.908 0.428
90 Middle Eastern Studies 0.23 0.036 0.41 0.09 0.025 0.000 5.959 0.432
Table 2
Journals Ranked by Various Impact Measures

Rank ISI Impact PS Impact WPS Impact GG-Impact

1 International Organization International Organization International Organization American Political Science Review

2 J. of Political Economy American Political Science Review American Political Science Review American J. of Political Science

3 World Politics World Politics World Politics J. of Politics

4 American Political Science Review American J. of Political Science American J. of Political Science World Politics

5 American J. of Political Science International Security J. of Conflict Resolution International Organization

6 International Security J. of Conflict Resolution International Studies Quarterly British J. of Political Science

7 European J. of Int. Relations International Studies Quarterly International Interactions Comparative Politics

8 J. of Law & Economics J. of Politics International Security Comparative Political Studies

) Public Opinion Quarterly European J. of International Relations J. of Peace Research PS: Political Science & Politics

10 J. of Law, Economics, & Org. J. of Peace Research Conflict Management & Peace Science Political Research Quarterly

1 American J. of International Law International Interactions J. of Politics International Studies Quarterly

12 Political Geography Comparative Political Studies Comparative Political Studies Political Science Quarterly

13 Law & Society Review Post Soviet Affairs European J. of International Relations Public Opinion Quarterly

14 Politics & Society Legislative Studies Quarterly Legislative Studies Quarterly J. of Conflict Resolution

15 J. of Conflict Resolution Comparative Politics British J. of Political Science International Security

16 International Studies Quarterly British J. of Political Science J. of Theoretical Politics Legislative Studies Quarterly

17 Urban Studies Political Research Quarterly Comparative Politics Political Theory

18 World Development Public Opinion Quarterly Political Research Quarterly Public Administration Review

19 Comparative Political Studies Public Administration Review Security Studies J. of Political Economy
20 Theory & Society Conflict Man. & Peace Science Politics & Society Polity
21 J. of Politics J. of Democracy Studies in Comparative & Intern. Dev. American Politics Research
22 J. of Policy Analysis & Management Political Geography J. of Law, Economics, & Org. Social Science Quarterly
23 J. of Common Market Studies Politics & Society Political Behavior J. of Democracy
24 China Quarterly Electoral Studies Public Opinion Quarterly J. of Law Economics & Organization
25 British J. of Political Science J. of Urban Affairs Electoral Studies Comparative Studies in Soc. & History
26 Comparative Politics Security Studies Political Science Quarterly Latin American Research Review
27 J. of Peace Research Studies in Comparative & Int. Dev. Post Soviet Affairs Law & Society Review
28 J. of Urban Affairs J. of Theoretical Politics European J. of Political Research Studies in Am. Political Development
29 Political Psychology Party Politics Political Psychology Politics & Society
30 Post Soviet Affairs American J. of International Law American Politics Research Political Behavior

Italics = deleted in col. to right
Bold = added to col. from left

of the articles it publishes (Garand 1990;
Garand and Giles 2003) and is computa-
tionally unrelated to the RISI Impact
score. Political scientists’ low familiarity
with many high-impact journals does,

respondents. Indeed, of the top 30 jour-
nals, 12 (40%) were familiar to fewer
than 15% of the survey respondents.

The familiarity of a journal to political
scientists says nothing about the quality

however, point back to the demarcation
problem. The RISI Impact score reflects
the total citations received by a journal
from all other journals in the ISI dataset,
regardless of substantive classification.
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The ISI Social Science dataset fully in-
dexes over 1,700 journals across a range
of disciplines. While political scientists
have identified our 90 journals as
publishing work in the discipline, the
journals also attract citations from jour-
nals in other disciplines. Indeed, the jour-
nals vary widely in the proportion of
total citations they received during the
study period from our list of political
science journals. These proportions are
presented in column 3 of Table 1.

At the low end, only 5% of the cita-
tions received by American Behavioral
Scientist in 2003-2004 to articles it pub-
lished in 1998-2003 were sent from po-
litical science journals included in our
list. At the high end, over 80% of the
citations received by International Inter-
actions (II) and American Politics Re-
search (APR) during the study period
were from journals included in our list.
Thus, the journals we have demarked as
“political science” vary considerably in
their centrality to the discursive domain
formed by the journals. While survey
respondents see all of these journals pub-
lishing articles relevant to political sci-
ence, in terms of the citations they
receive many of the journals are more
engaged with fields outside of the
discipline.

Journal Impact using
Citations from Political
Science Journals

While the RISI Impact score provides
important information about a journal’s
global impact, restricting the analysis to
citations arising from political science
journals provides insight into a journal’s
influence on intellectual discourse within
the discipline. The resulting PS Impact
scores appear in column 4 and the im-
pact relative to /0, again, the leading
journal, in column 5 of Table 1. Since
the PS citations are a subset of the RISI
citations, the PS impact scores are uni-
formly lower than the RISI scores. How-
ever, there is a pattern of relative
stability in the ordering of the PS and
RISI Impact scores. The correlation be-
tween the two sets of scores is .78.

There are, however, substantial differ-
ences in the PS and RISI Impact scores
for some of the journals. Eleven of the
journals included among the top 30 by
the RISI Impact score are not included in
that group by the PS Impact score. Those
dropped from the top 30 are in italics
(RISI) and those added are in bold (PS)
in Table 2. Within the top 10, four
journals—Journal of Political Economy
(JPE), Journal of Law and Economics
(JLE), Journal of Law, Economics and

Organization (JLEO), and Public Opin-
ion Quarterly (POQ)—were replaced by
the Journal of Conflict Resolution, In-
ternational Studies Quarterly, Journal of
Politics, and the Journal of Peace Re-
search. JPE, JLE, and JLEO fell from
their positions within the top 10 when
measured using RISI Impact to com-
pletely out of the top 30 when measured
by PS Impact.

The consequence of focusing only on
citations from political science journals
is clear. Journals with substantive foci
that cross disciplinary boundaries gener-
ally have their impact diminished when
only citations from political science jour-
nals are considered. None of the journals
that dropped from the top 30 when the
PS Impact score was used received more
than roughly one-third of its total cita-
tions from political science journals. Of
those journals added to the top 30, all
received a minimum of 45% of their ci-
tations from political science journals.
These results underline the criticisms
noted earlier regarding the sensitivity of
citation analysis to the boundaries de-
fined for a study and underscore the need
for citation impact scores to be inter-
preted with caution.

Another approach to assessing the
effect of restricting the analysis to cita-
tions from political science journals is to
compare the relative impact of journals
using the RISI (Table 1, column 2) and
the PS (Table 1, column 5) impact
scores. In both instances, /O has the
highest impact score and each journal’s
relative impact is calculated as a per-
centage of that of /O. The PS Impact
scores suggest a greater dominance by
10 and greater differentiation among the
journals than seen using the RISI Impact
scores. The 30™ ranked journal using
the RISI Impact score, Post Soviet Af-
fairs, has a relative impact of .29. In
contrast, the 30" ranked journal using
the PS Impact score, AJIL, has a rela-
tive impact of only .18. In the former
case approximately three articles in the
30" ranked journal are required to
match the impact of one article in /0,
while in the latter more than five arti-
cles are required. Similarly, Women and
Politics, the median-ranked journal using
the PS Impact score, has a relative im-
pact of .12, which means that it would
take approximately eight articles pub-
lished in Women and Politics to equal
the PS citation impact of one article
published in /0. As noted earlier, it
would require approximately five publi-
cations in SCID, the median-ranked
journal using the RISI Impact score, to
equal the impact of /0. Not all journals
decline relative to IO using the PS Im-
pact score. Notably, the relative PS
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Impacts of AJPS and International In-
teractions (II) are at least 10 percentage
points higher than their relative RISI
impacts.

Journal Impact usin
Weighted Citations from
Other Political Science
Journals

While restricting the citations used to
evaluate journal impact to political sci-
ence journals provides additional insight
into the status of journals within the
discipline, it does not take into consider-
ation two issues: journal self-citations
and the relative status of the journals
sending the citations. If citations are an
indication of the impact of a journal on
the field, then self-citations should be
omitted in computing a journal’s impact.
The importance of a journal should turn
on how it is referenced by other jour-
nals, not by how often its articles in a
given year (e.g., 2004) reference articles
in the same journal in earlier years
(e.g., 1999-2003). In the following
analysis, we omit journal self-citations.
One journal, Social Science History,
drops from the analysis because with
self-citations omitted it has no citations
from other political science journals in
2003-2004 to articles published in the
study period.

The problem of the relative status of
the sending journal is somewhat more
complex. Both the RISI and the PS Im-
pact scores treat each citation received
by a journal as equal, regardless of its
source. As several authors have noted
(Kalaitzidakis, Stengos, and Mamuneas
2003; Laband and Piette 1994; Liebowitz
and Palmer 1984), this is problematic. If
journals vary in their status, then cita-
tions received from higher-status journals
should be given greater weight in assess-
ing the impact of the receiving journals
than citations received from lower-status
journals. For example, if JOP receives
five citations to its articles from articles
published in APSR, this indicates greater
influence or status for JOP than if those
citations were sent by articles published
in Polity.

One approach to resolving this issue
is to weight the citations received by a
journal (e.g., JOP) by the impact score
of the sending journal (e.g., APSR or
Polity). The complication to this ap-
proach is that the impact scores of the
sending journals also must be adjusted
to reflect the status of the sending jour-
nals. Liebowitz and Palmer (1984) pro-
pose a resolution to this dilemma, and
we adopt it here. Their approach is to
begin by weighting the citations by the
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impact scores of the sending journals,
in our case the PS Impact scores.
Thus, the start value for I;; in the for-
mula below is simply the PS Impact
score. Once the impact scores for all
the journals in the set are adjusted by
weighting the citations, these new ad-
justed scores are substituted (i.e., I;;+
after the first iteration becomes /;; in
the following iteration) and the process
is repeated.

Ly = 2 ((Cy/A;) % 1),
j=1

where

i = journal being cited (receiving
journal)

J = journal citing articles in jour-
nal i (sending journal)

n = number of journals
t = iteration

I;; = impact score for the jth journal
at iteration ¢

C;; = number of citations from jour-
nal j in 2003-2004 to articles
published in journal i in
1998-2003

A; = number of articles published in
journal i in 1998-2003

I;;+1 = the impact score for journal i
after one iteration.

This iterative process continues until the
adjusted impact scores stabilize.

The results of this iterative weighting
process with self-citations omitted from
the analysis are presented in column 6 of
Table 1 and column 3 of Table 2. The
weighted PS Impact scores (WPS) stabi-
lized after four iterations.'? Since the
weighted PS Impact score has no
straightforward substantive interpretation,
we have only provided the relative ver-
sion of the measure. /O has the highest
weighted PS impact and the weighted
impact of all other journals is measured
relative to that of /0.

The correlation between the un-
weighted and the weighted PS impact
scores is .94, indicating that a good deal
of stability is present across the esti-
mates. However, the weighting reveals
even greater hierarchy among the jour-
nals. For example, the 30th ranked jour-
nal using the weighted impact scores has
only 8% of the impact of /O compared
to 18% for the 30th ranked journal using
the PS Impact scores. The median-ranked
journal using WPS Impact, American
Journal of International Law (AJIL),
has only 3% of the impact of /0. A
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scholar would need to publish roughly
30 articles in AJIL to have the same cita-
tion impact as one article published in
10. Thus, higher-ranking journals within
the discipline do not simply receive more
citations from other political science
journals; they are more likely than lower-
ranking journals to receive citations from
other higher-ranking journals. Stated dif-
ferently, the “leading” journals are lead-
ing by more than suggested by simply
counting citations.

While underlying stability is apparent,
the omission of self-citations and the
weighting of citations also yield signifi-
cant shifts in the relative positions of
some journals. The ordering of the top
10 journals shifts somewhat but the con-
tent experiences only two changes. JOP
drops from 8th to 11th, and the Euro-
pean Journal of International Relations
from 9th to 13th. /I and Conflict Man-
agement and Peace Science replace
these journals. The latter journals rise
from ranks without weighting of 11th
and 20th, respectively.

For some journals, the effect of adjust-
ing the PS Impact scores for the impact
of the sending journal and omitting self-
citation is substantial. Six journals de-
clined 25 positions or more in rank:
Journal of Urban Affairs, Urban Affairs
Review, Urban Studies, Public Adminis-
tration Review, Law and Society Re-
view, and Journal of Policy Analysis
and Management. In contrast, four jour-
nals increase in the rankings 25 positions
or more: Political Theory, Rationality
and Society, Journal of Strategic Stud-
ies, and Studies in American Political
Development.

Thus, adjusting impact scores of jour-
nals for the impact of the sending journal
and omitting self-citations produces sub-
stantial changes in the rank ordering of
some journals and further suggests that
simply focusing on rank order may ob-
scure the extent of differences among
political science journals. This analysis
also reveals substantial stability in journal
ranks. There may be a few surprises
among the higher-ranking journals using
the weighted PS Impact scores but largely
the list includes the usual suspects.

The Prominence of
International Studies
Journals in the Citational
Analysis

Political scientists outside of the field
of international studies may find the
journals of that subfield disproportion-
ately represented among the highest-
ranking journals in the preceding
analyses. Among the top 10 journals in

PS Impact, arguably seven are inter-
national studies journals.'> For WPS Im-
pact, eight international studies journals
ranked in the top 10. As noted previ-
ously, one concern with citation-based
studies is that disciplines and subfields
within disciplines may have different
norms and practices regarding the use of
citations. Is the dominance of inter-
national studies journals in our study
reflective of the operation of divergent
citation norms and practices?

We are unable to answer this question
definitively with the data in hand, but the
evidence does suggest that the answer is
yes. While we have focused our analysis
on the citations that political science
journals receive from other political sci-
ence journals, our data also provide some
insight into to the sending (citing) prac-
tices associated with the journals. A cita-
tion received by one of our journals is
also a citation sent by one of our
journals.

Table 3 ranks the journals by the aver-
age number of citations per article sent
to other political science journals in
2003-2004. Only citations to articles
published during the study period 1998—
2003 are counted.'* The average citation
sent per article among all political sci-
ence journals is approximately 2.12. Six
of the journals, highlighted in bold, had
average citation rates two standard de-
viations above the mean. Of these six
journals, five are international studies
journals and one is a general journal,
AJPS. An additional five journals have
average citation rates 1.65 standard devi-
ations above the mean. Of these journals,
three are international studies journals. In
sum, of the 12 journals with citations
rates significantly above the mean for
political science journals, eight are inter-
national studies journals and constitute
a significant component of the inter-
national studies journals that performed
well in terms of PS Impact and WPS
Impact.

To explore the implications of this
variation in citation rates across our jour-
nals, we repeated our impact analysis
with citations weighted to equalize the
citation rates of the sending journals. To
accomplish this weighting, we calculated
the average citation rate for all of the
journals in 2003-2004,'3 predicted the
total citations sent by each journal by
multiplying the average citation rate
times the number of articles published in
each journal in 2003-2004, and then cal-
culated a weight that adjusted actual cita-
tions sent by each journal so that the
total citations sent by that journal
equaled that predicted based on the mean
for all journals. The results of this pro-
cess are presented in Table 4 and may be

PS October 2007



Table 3

Journals Ranked by Citations Sent by Political
Science Journals to Other Political Science
Journals in Articles Published in 2003 and 2004

Rank Citations to Articles Published 1998-2003
1 International Studies Quarterly

2 European Journal of International Relations
3 International Organization

4 International Interactions

5 American Journal of Political Science
6 World Politics

7 Journal of Conflict Resolution

8 International Security

9 Compatrative Political Studies
10 Political Behavior

11 Journal of Peace Research
12 Post Soviet Affairs
13 Journal of Politics
14 American Political Science Review

15 Political Research Quarterly

16 Legislative Studies Quarterly

17 British Journal of Political Science

18 Security Studies

19 Studies in Comparative and International Development
20 Comparative Politics
21 American Politics Research
22 Journal of Theoretical Politics
23 Political Geography
24 Electoral Studies
25 Journal of Urban Affairs
26 European Journal of Political Research
27 Publius
28 Conflict Management and Peace Science
29 Review of International Political Economy
30 Party Politics

thought of as the citation impact of jour-
nals with citation rates across the jour-
nals held constant.'® Column 1 of

Table 4 lists the top 30 journals based on
Citation-Rate-Adjusted Impact (CRPS
Impact). Column 2 lists the top 30 jour-
nals based on CRPS Impact and weight-
ing for the impact of the sending journal
(WCRPS Impact).

These results are quite revealing.
Among the top 10 journals based on PS
Impact (Table 2, col. 2) seven are argu-
ably journals of international studies.
Among the top 10 journals using CRPS
Impact (Table 4, col.1) that number de-
clines to four journals. These results sug-
gest that the number of international
studies journals that are ranked highly
using unweighted and unadjusted cita-
tions (PS Impact) is at least partially a
function of the higher citation rates
among international studies journals as
revealed in Table 3. But that is not the
end of the story. Among the top 10 jour-
nals ranked using WCRPS Impact the

Figure 1

number of international studies journals rises to seven. The
process of weighting citations by the impact of the source
journal clearly works to the advantage of international studies
journals. This result suggests that the probability that an article
published in a high-ranking journal will cite to articles in
lower-ranking journals is greater among international studies
journals than among the journals of other subfields and the
general journals of the discipline. Thus, articles in inter-
national studies journals not only cite at a higher rate, they
appear to employ a different citation pattern.

The citation practices of journals within the subfield of in-
ternational studies appear to enhance the performance of those
journals as measured by citation-based impact measures. With-
out a network analysis, tracing the higher frequency of cita-
tions sent by international studies journals to the higher
frequency of citations received by other journals of the sub-
field, however, this result is not conclusive.!”

While other sub-field journals do not stand out so clearly
in their performance on the citation impact measures as do
the international studies journals, the results reiterate the pos-
sibility that variation in citation norms and practices may dif-
fer across subfields and bias the results of citation-based
studies.

Citation Impact Scores and Reputational
Measures of Journal Status

Garand and Giles (2003) asked the respondents to their sur-
vey to assign a rating to journals from O to 10 based on the
respondent’s assessment of the general quality of the articles
published in the journal. The value of “0” was labeled “poor,”
“5” as “adequate,” and “10” as “outstanding.” Respondents
were instructed only to rate journals with which they were
familiar. From this information the authors both computed a
quality rating for each journal and gleaned an indicator of the
percent of the respondents familiar with each journal. Follow-
ing Garand (1990) they combined these two measures to cre-
ate an impact score (denoted here as GG-Impact) that ranges

Journals Distributed by Garand-Giles and
Weighted PS Impact with Regression line and
95% Confidence Interval

1

Reputation Impact

(]

° =77 s
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Table 4

Journal Impact with Citation Rates Held Constant

Rank 1 CRPS Impact WCRPS Impact

1 World Politics American Political Science Review

2 American Political Science Review International Organization

3 American Journal of Political Science World Politics

4 International Organization American Journal of Political Science
5 International Security Journal of Conflict Resolution

6 European Journal of International Relations International Studies Quarterly

7 Comparative Politics International Security

8 Journal of Politics International Interactions

9 Journal of Democracy European Journal of International Relations
10 Journal of Political Economy Journal of Politics

11 Journal of Policy Analysis and Management
12 International Studies Quarterly

13 China Quarterly

14 Comparative Political Studies

15 Post Soviet Affairs

16 Journal of Urban Affairs

17 Journal of Conflict Resolution

18 Public Administration Review

19 British Journal of Political Science

20 Politics and Society

21 Public Opinion Quarterly

22 Political Research Quarterly

23 PS: Political Science and Politics

24 American Journal of International Law

25 Urban Affairs Review

26 Legislative Studies Quarterly

27 Urban Studies

28 Theory and Society

29 Comparative Studies in Society and History
30 Law & Society Review

Comparative Political Studies

Journal of Peace Research

Conflict Management and Peace Science
Legislative Studies Quarterly

British Journal of Political Science
Comparative Politics

Journal of Theoretical Politics

Political Research Quarterly

Politics and Society

Journal of Law, Economics, and Organization
Political Behavior

Studies in Comparative and International Development
Post Soviet Affairs

Electoral Studies

Security Studies

Public Opinion Quarterly

European Journal of Political Research
Journal of Democracy

Political Science Quarterly

American Politics Research

from O to 20. We calculated a relative
measure of GG-Impact by taking the im-
pact of each journal as a percent of that
of APSR, the top-ranked journal using
their measure. The various values are
presented in columns 7 and 8 of Table 1
and in the final column of Table 2.

We begin the analysis by correlating
the GG-Impact scores and the WPS Im-
pact scores. The correlation between the
two scores is .656, which is both statisti-
cally and substantively significant. Ap-
proximately 40% of the variance in the
two measures is shared.'® Figure 1
presents a scatter plot of the journals
with both impact scores in their relative
form with maximum values of 1.00.
While comparable in theoretical range
(0-1.00), it is evident that the WPS Im-
pact scores demonstrate greater domi-
nance by a subset of journals. /0, which
has a value of 1.00 as the highest-ranked
journal in WPS Impact, is more distant
from the next highest-rated journal on
the X-axis than APSR, which has a value
of 1.00 as the highest-rated journal in
GG-Impact, is distant from the next
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highest-rated journal on the Y-axis.
Moreover, a large number of journals are
grouped near the O point on the X-axis,
indicating very small citation impact rel-
ative to that of /0. In contrast, on the
Y-axis all of the journals have relative
scores of .4 or greater. The lowest-ranked
journal on GG-Impact is only 2.5 times
lower than APSR. While the correlation
and graph indicate substantial variation
around the regression line, for only four
journals does the GG-Impact score de-
part more than two standard deviations
from those predicted based on the WPS
Impact scores. The reputations of the
JOP and BJPS are significantly greater
than predicted by citations, and the repu-
tational scores for Conflict Management
and Peace Science and II are signifi-
cantly less than predicted based on
citations.

While these results indicate that there
is a moderately strong relationship be-
tween the rankings journals receive
based on reputation and citations, they
also suggest that the approaches do not
render precisely the same results. Some

of the lack of fit may reflect data weak-
nesses with one or both approaches. An
obvious problem for the reputational
approach is that the evaluation score for
many of the journals is based on the
judgments of a relatively small number
of respondents. Moreover, given that
these journals may have lower familiar-
ity because they appeal to a specialized
audience, the evaluations may be biased
upward.'” Likewise, some of the jour-
nals included in the study have a rela-
tively small number of citations from
other political science journals.?’ Given
the weighting employed, if one or two
of those citations are from journals with
high PS Impact scores, the journals’
weighted scores will increase dramati-
cally relative to other journals. As a
check on the robustness of the results,
we repeated the analysis by excluding
all journals familiar to fewer than 15%
in the Garand and Giles survey and
then excluding all journals receiving
fewer than 20 citations from other polit-
ical science journals. In both instances
we find that the correlation between
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GG-Impact and WPS Impact changes
only marginally.

Another factor that may suppress the
relationship between the citation- and
reputation-based measures is the previ-
ously noted difference in citation prac-
tices between international studies and
non-international studies journals. This
possibility was assessed by regressing
GG-Impact on WPS Impact with 16 in-
ternational studies journals excluded.?!
The excluded group consists of all the
journals in our study that are also
classified as “international studies” by
ISI. Among the remaining 76 journals
the correlation between the two mea-
sures is substantially stronger, r = .795,
than in the full journal set. Indeed, the
correlation between the reputation- and
the citation-based impact scores is com-
parable to that between RISI Impact and
PS Impact, r =.78. Thus, the citation
practices of international studies journals
appear to attenuate substantially the
relationship between the two measures
of impact.

Discussion

Publication in academic journals is a
principal means of scholarly communica-
tion and, hence, a major consideration in
evaluating the records of individual
scholars and the standing of academic
programs. In the social sciences the sta-
tus of journals has been measured either
by assessing their reputation among
scholars or by counting the number of
citations that they receive. In political
science reputational studies have been
predominant. We have developed a
citation-based ranking of political sci-
ence journals and compared it to the
standard reputational ranking developed
by Garand and Giles (2003). While the
efficiency and objectivity of citation-
based rankings no doubt will result in
increased reliance on this approach, our
results provide a cautionary note.

Our citation analysis illustrates that
the criticisms generally associated with
citation-based assessments are applicable
to political science. First, the “demarca-
tion” or boundary problem affects both
reputational and citational studies but it
is more critical for the latter. Defining
the set of “political science” journals for
a reputational study may result in the
omission of journals that are relevant to
the field. However, in addition to not
including the journal in the study, for
citational studies the citations from that
journal to journals within the study will
also be omitted, and this may result in
lower impact scores for those study
journals than they would have otherwise
achieved. The declines in the impact

scores for interdisciplinary journals as

we restricted our analysis to the subset
of “political science” journals provide

clear evidence of this effect.

Second, variation in citation practices
across and within disciplines is another
potential pitfall associated with citation
studies. Our analysis demonstrates that
citation practices clearly differ between
international studies and non-international
studies journals in political science and
suggests that the prominence of inter-
national studies among the higher-ranked
journals is, in part, a function of that dif-
ference. Cross-subfield comparisons
within political science based on cita-
tional analysis must be done with caution.

More generally, we believe that there
is no single “best” measure of journal
status in political science. Rather, each
of the various measures we examined,
citation- and reputation-based, provide
useful information about journals. The
weight to be given to each depends
most importantly on the precise purpose
to which it is addressed. Citation-based
approaches measure the impact of jour-
nals on scholarly discourse by noting
the average frequency with which their
articles are cited. The RISI Impact score
includes citations from an encompassing
range of journals and hence provides a
global measure of impact. The global
impact of a publication may be a
critical component of an assessment,
particularly in substantive areas that
cross disciplinary lines. For example,
in evaluating the record of a political
scientist specializing in gender issues
who published in Signs, it would be
relevant to note that the RISI Impact
score for that journal is 1.24. Similarly,
in evaluating the record of a political
scientist who specializes in public policy
who published in Public Administration
Review (PAR), it would be relevant to
note that the RISI Impact score for
that journal is 1.72. Both of these jour-
nals have comparable global impact
to Political Research Quarterly, 1.30,
and substantially higher than that of
Polity, .36, both general disciplinary
journals.

But the reality is that publications in
journals outside of political science,
with a few notable exceptions, have
limited visibility and impact on dis-
course within the discipline. Thus, in
evaluating the status of political science
scholars and programs, citations among
discipline journals take on primary im-
portance. This is captured by the WPS
Impact scores. On this measure Political
Research Quarterly ranks substantially
higher than Signs or PAR. Indeed,
Women and Politics ranks higher in
WPS Impact than does Signs. Thus,
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both RISI Impact and WPS Impact
provide useful information about the
status of journals. The relative impor-
tance and utility of each depends on
the purpose for which they are
employed.

The citation-based impact scores sug-
gest a far greater inequality among the
journals of the discipline than do the
reputation-based impact scores of Ga-
rand and Giles (2003). In the assessment
of a scholarly record that occurs at both
the individual and programmatic levels,
balancing the quantity and quality of
scholarship is frequently an issue. For
example, junior faculty often want to
know not only how many publications
meet the minimum standards for promo-
tion and tenure but if publishing more
in lower-ranking journals is a better
strategy than publishing less in higher-
ranking journals. Based solely on the
impact an article has on future work as
measured by the citation rankings, the
answer is clear: no practically feasible
quantity of publications in lower-ranking
journals can match the impact of a sin-
gle publication in a top 10 journal.
Publications in most academic journals
in political science are stones that
fall into the pool of disciplinary dis-
course without causing a ripple.

They are lines on a resume without
resonance.

A problem arises, however, when this
fact is confused with an assessment of
the quality of articles. Citations are a
direct measure of impact but measure the
quality of an article only indirectly and
imperfectly. To the extent that there is a
relationship between journal citations and
quality it is asymmetrical. High journal
impact may provide a reasonable basis
for inferring high average article quality
for a journal, but low impact does not
provide a basis for inferring low quality.
This is the message conveyed by GG-
Impact, a component of which is based
directly on political scientists’ assessment
of journal quality. On the quality evalua-
tion, respondents only rated a handful of
the journals below “5” (adequate) and
then only barely so. This may be the
equivalent of grade inflation, but we do
not think so. Journal reviewers do em-
ploy different standards when reviewing
a manuscript submitted to a top-ranked
journal like APSR, CP, or 10 than when
evaluating a manuscript for a lower-
ranking journal. These generally touch
issues such as the generalizabilty of the
findings, the methodological sophistica-
tion of the analysis, and the substantive
and/or theoretical significance of the
work. We do not believe that reviewers
are willing to accept manuscripts submit-
ted to even low-ranking journals that are
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flawed in design, execution, or inference.
Thus, articles may appear in journals
ranked low based on citations for a vari-
ety of reasons, but as the GG-Impact
measure suggests, a publication in any

Notes

1. This practice may be justified in terms of
the burden arising from assessing a large number
of scholars (e.g., a large number of applicants
for a position or the large number of faculty in-
volved in a department review) and/or lack of
familiarity with scholarship in some of the sub-
fields of a discipline.

2. http://portal.isiknowledge.com.

3. The citation logroll where scholars enter
a pact to cite each others work and drive up their
“ratings” may be more an academic legend than
a real problem with the citational approach.
Moreover, even if it does exist, as long as the
participants are spread across journals and de-
partments it should not bias the relative rankings
of either.

4. While in defining political science we
can resort to the non-exclusionary position that it
is whatever political scientists do, this is practi-
cally unhelpful in assessing journals. Political
scientists may publish in a variety of outlets,
including popular media such as the New York
Times. Defining any such outlet as a political
science journal we think would provide a trou-
bling demarcation criterion and for our purposes
would be problematic because of the difficulty
of defining the scope of the possible journals to
include in any assessment.

5. Respondents to the Garand and Giles
survey were drawn from the membership of the
American Political Science Association.

6. We do not attempt nor do we think it
profitable to demark the boundaries of political
science as a discipline. The questions of interests
to those who think of themselves as political
scientists and who find themselves located in
departments of political science often overlap
with others who identify with other disciplines
(e.g., sociology, law, psychology, etc.) and who
are housed administratively in different depart-
ments, programs, or even colleges.

7. The 21 journals include: American Re-
view of Politics, Business and Politics, China
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