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From the Editor.... : In This Issue..

The Conference for Federal Studies is now From the EitoT....oeveunrnnn.. 1
in its second decade, taking a central role in
fostering communication among those interested - PUBLIUS NewsS.......c.uve.nnn eer 2
in the study of federalism and intergovernmental "Federalism and Changing
relations and in their manifestations as well, Tdeas of Rights in
both academically and practically. America” by

Donald S. LutzZ...c.onvevrna. Aoo &

Over the years, the CFS NOTEBOOK has )
played a major role in this endeavor by being Seminar on Covenant in
more than just a newsletter. Along with 19th Century America......... 9

presenting news and information, it has served Teaching Federalism and

as your forum: a place te present and discuss Intergovernmental

ldeas, insights and copinions on the myriad of RELACEONS . v v v ere e, 10
issues related to federal systems.

The NOTEBOOK, therefore, is the place for Sessions on Federalism
those interested in federal principles, and Intergovernmental
institutions, and processes to Present new Relations at 1986 APSA
ideas, subject old ldeas to scrutiny, suggest

- > Meeting..... 60GOO00E00800a0a0 14
provocative issues and pose important questions.

News and NotesS.....euveveunas. 18
The NOTEBOOK solicits information, ideas,
and responses from its readership. Readers
are urged to submit research ideas, short
papers, teaching materials, as well as other
appropriate information, including letters
to the editor.
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Material for publication may be seat at
any time. Simply address it to me:

Rebert D. Thomas

Department of Political Science
PGH Bldg., Rm. 427

University of Houston
(University Park)

Houston, Texas 77004
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PUBLIUS NEWS

PUBLIUS:

Since the first issue of PUBLIUS appeared
in 1971, the journal has grown to include a
broader audience each year. Articles have
been published about federal principles,
institutions, and processes in the United
States and elsewhere through regular
volumes, guest edited volumes, and annual
reviews,

In the fall of 1985, PUBLIUS undertook

a subscription drive for the purpose of
expanding its institutional and individual
bases of support in the United States and
abroad. Such an expansion will enable
PUBLIUS to reach an even wider audience

and provide resources for further develop-
ment of the journal.

Recent issues....

The last issue of 1985 (Vol. 15, No. 4)
was a special volume on the diffusion of
information and innovation in federal systems,
entitled Policy Diffusion in a Federal System,
Professor Robert I.. Savage of the University
of Arkansas was the Guest Editor.

The contents of this special volume is
as follows:

"Diffusion Research Traditions and. the Spread of
Policy Innovatien in a Federal System,"
Robert L. Savage

"Constitutional Change in America:
Ratification Under Article V,"
Caldeira

"As Time Goes By: The Arrested Diffusion of
the Equal Rights Amendment ," Mark R. Daniels
and Robert E. Darcy

"Policy Diffusion and Program Support:
Directions," J1i1l Clark

"The Diffusion of Executive Power in American
State Constitutions: Tenure and Tenure
Limitations," Gerald Benjamin

"An Analysis of Judicial biffusion: Adoption
of the Missouri Plan in the American States,"
Marsha Puro, Peter J. Bergerson, and
Steven Puro

"Interstate Communication Among State Legislators
Regarding Energy Policy Ianovation," Patricia
K. Freeman

"Federalism and Segmented Communication in the
USSR," Thomas F. Remington

Dynamics of
Gregeory A.

Research

D

THE JOURNAL OF FEDERALISM

Subscription information....

Please address all inquiries
concerning subscriptions to:

Publius: The Journal

of Federalism

c/o ii_u_pt . of Political Science
North Texas State University
76203-5338

Denton, Texas

Single copies are $10.00. Kindly
make checks payable to PUBLIUS.

Forthcoming....

In 1986, PUBLIUS (Vol. 16)
will publish two special issues:

The New Federalism

and

The Voting Rights Act

Articles by the following
authors will be inecluded:

James R. Alexander
J. Edwin Benton
Michael W. Combs
William W. Lammers
David Klingman
John A.A. Ayoade
Dean E. McHenry, Jr.
Efraim Torgovnik
Jonathan Mendilow
and
Rodney E. Hero






VEDERALIGM AND CHANGING IDEAS OF RIGHTS IN AMERICA: 1621-1983

Domaid 8. futy
University of Houaton

The history of rights in Amevics hes always been tied to our evolving
notion of federalism. Thar this fact is not widaly understood is part of our
naetlooal amnesiaz with respect to the origing and development of our policical
gyetem. If we are to understand whal it is we are doisg as a pelitical people
toeday, it is imporfant to recover the historical connection between these two
concepts., 1 assert here whaf remains to be established, bur it is not possible
to establish in detsil such a large conclusion when our time vonight is limited.
What I propose to do, then, is provide vou with food for thought by developing a
thecsratical snapshot of these two terms abt three points im our political
history—-the widdle gaventeenth cautury, the late eighteenth century, and the
late twapoieth centuvy. Thiz approsch will leave mach for yon to feret out
yourselves 1n reading and thinking about American political history, but, if
successful, T will leave vou with twe legacies: 1) you will begin to think about
viphts ia Awerica conscious of how our view of them has shanged aund thus
sfouy of what we are defog; and 2) yvee will view what we are deing less in
terws of its beloy right or wrong, and more in terms of the alternatives and
pessibilities cpen to ue as Americans.

The Middle Sevepteenth (enbury

The Fnglish colonists in America during the 16207s were & religious
peeple. They were guite diverse in sectarian belief, but they were
cverwhelmingly Protegtant steeped in the biblical tradition. This biblical
tradition raught them that Sod made the universe, that the universe therefore
foliowed his will, but that He created the universe with a corner of freedom
where other creatures of frae will were commsnded to follow his laws but could
reject His nrovidence. this meant that humansg oviginally had only one
fundamental, inalicnable vight--the right to give or withhold their counsent.
Thus, human right derived From a God-given fres will, and because we were all
equaliy responsible befors Cod for our decisions, we were all given this ability
to give or withheld our consent egually and promiscuously. 1t is no secrel to
those of us who have atudied the mabtter intensively that popular sovereignty,
pnliticsl squality, and majerity rule have their roots in America in the radicel
Protestant appropriztion of the Judec-Christian tradition.

Rights of conscience derived divectly from this right to give and withhold
conseat in that free will made the usge of force In guiding human action morally
upaceaptable and io praciice futile. Forcing a2 man to acquiesce publicly to
sometrhiog he d4d vt in fack believe peither changed his mind nor removed his
ability to make up hls own mind. The primary right of conscience was freedom of
religion, aithougt it inciuded the broader vight of a2 man to make up his own mind
no the hasis of meral commiiwpents judged asdequate by himself. The most
fundamental poligical manifestavlon of this vight was the right te approve or
digapprove the form of goverament under which one lived, and all other political
rights derived from and were provscted by this right to give or withhold consent
frow the forwm of govarnment.

41 essentisl ingredient in sl of this was a communitarian perspective.
This cemmpunitariantsm rested upon the comvietion that even thoagh we are each
responsibie For aur own aoral deciszions,; we are aot respongible eotlrely for
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Fhese nore wirbtunus peopls sopgesied.

Ar thias steps i ouy poelitical history foderalizm vas velated to froedomn
apd rights in two ways. ¥Fireo of all, the Eaglish-gpesitis g coionista in
wmericn empressed shelsr most fundsmental comsitmwents and gETesments In

e
Bibhis and tevrmed covenante. Ths

4nrum¢ﬁ?a rral weve devived dw fore fron i
cocular fova of s covenant was Larwed & cwmp&ct, Both forms were at the flvae

conaidered ro he “fedaral” srrangemsnts. A federal arrangsmest war goe whersa
there was & profauwad coomivment on Vhe parht ol YW or more parries to form a
comaueity——te the polus vheve a aew msral sreznios was oreated--

yer asch pariy
was vizwed a2 raiainiay arudent will. The zaradige oy federallsm wos
found in the Bibla, 2p¢ Phw ia the Cowenant of Wocks, o Govepant of Crace.
A euvanant belween God zod his fréswilied creation resulbed In & cowmpunliy that
had rather stavtilog Phﬁfﬁﬂf#'Lﬁ”iﬂﬁw e velatisoabin had bo produce & unity as
prest as Defilos an agrosment with whe Ged of the wniwerse, yet both aldes

ined independevi wills. Betalolng Indeperdsnse o rhe bowels of a profound
uniny bs the very eszence of {e c“a;°%w Tr be custainsd, fedevalism requires

oye gt norsl oomertioont 4 hegalistic ov narrewly
4

coveractaripn relarionship.  Ihe soily rests weop the mutual
domany Slowing from e shared cf goals and values, rather than
cwitpations or psecssiny.  This s upon beings with free wills

e ow
ationship saet flow Ivow $Tidne by belngs, WUG COULD SﬁY NO
BLY LAY YRS, or iU is not 8 bruae federsl vels Kiﬂﬁuulﬁe Wogt documents of
al foundatiou writh by Enplish colonisis in Amerlca during the 16007e

foderal in preciaeiy rni GED&E .




Aside from the lingulstic snd theoretical conncction between Federalism and
rights, thare was alse a very oractical one. The culonies, and then later the
states, were bullt frowm the bottom up as federations of rowns and couvnkies, If
you examine the zarlisst federatious such as the Fundsmental Grders of
Lonnecticut (16233, tha Connecticnt Structure of Tows Governments {16393, the New
Raven Fundamentals (1643}, #nd the New Bogland Confederation {1643) you will fing
that the rights contained in ther were the rights of the component governments
VIS A VIS the central govermment. Put another way, rights were used toc protect
the consenting entities from the unified organism that their consent produced.
These rights thus derived from, and szerved to protect, the most fundamental right
of ali--the vight of each compunity, and thus its citizens, te give or withhold
conseént. Emven the vight o tvial By jury can be viewed in thisg iight. It is a
way of preserving lecal control over human behavior rather tian vesting such
comtrol in a centralized monarchr.

The Late Eiphteenth Century

Betwean 1776 and 1789 Americans wrote two dozen comstitutions at the state
level. These state comstitutions carried forward the theory of politics just
outlined, although In more developed form. The right to give and withhold
congent for government was gtill fundamental. A legislature spoke for the
prople, but was keph very close to thelr consent. Annual elections, a broad
sutfrage, provisions fov the electorate fo instruet thedr representatives, and
the use of recell and referenda all helped to keep the legisliatures close to
popular consent. Some states go further than others. Pennsylvania required a
Bi1l to be passed twice, during two consecutive segegions, with an elaction in
between where the people could quiz their representatives. Penusylvanla also had
a4 statewlde grand jury called a Council of Sensors, which was designed to review
legislation and suggest changes to the legislature, as well as recall elected
officials.

Those state comstizutions with bills of rights identified only two rights
as inazliemable--the right to trial by jurv, aod freedom of religion (usually as
iong as one is Protestant). All other rights were alienable by the legislature
for the common good, iuciuding the rvight to property. Thus, with the exception
of two Inalienable rights, all cther rights were subordinate to the will of the
cormunity and thereby to the fundamental right of the people being able to give
and withheld their consent. There was very little sense of limited government as
we know it today, although some glimmerings appear here and thers. A few state
constitutions declared one or two articles to be unamendable which seems to place
these few sections beyead the contrel of a majority, but generally the
legielature and/or the people were not constrained by rights. Om the contrary,
thelr fundamental vight o pive gpd withold consent makes all other potential
rlghts subordinate ro the consent of the people.

The language ia the hills of rights themselves 1s interasting. Instead of
saying that, for instance, there SHALL or WILL be no abridgement of freedom of
the press, state constitutions almest upiversally used worde like "ought not”
or "should sot.” This mekes vthe bills of rights admonitory rather than legaliy
binding, aond that is how they were viewed. Listing a right was to remind the
legislature and/or the peovle that some matier was nab o he taken lightly, bun
4id pot probibii its belag alienaved. Rirhrvs did not limit state SUVELTMIENL S 4%



such 2% popular consent comtrulied and - rhe state tegislatures, which in
turr goented, sduinietercd, protected,; apd sometimes 1imited rights. As the
Federsllsts poluied i, stafo legislatere 4id on occaslon alievate these vights,
and teo thely dizmav 1f was mor: pited tnaw wet propecty cights rhat were
altenataed.

The Yedsraliste shased v ronvicrions with Lhose who wrole the shale
rivurions, although toey did oot 1ilbs what chaey saw tappening ab rhe state
tovel. They felr popular couirod Wis oo sryeng aud producsd legiglativa
instabiliity and ”cmrfﬁmec lority nyranny. Their solotion wes a national
gnvernment nop CRROVe 4 Frow the censent of the majorlity, altheugh still
uitimately bused upon we jority pule.  1F rae Fedaralisty did oot intend $he
majorivy oo ruwle in an lfimate sense, there would have huen 0o need for them to
sorry aboub majorify tyranny. flehongh Fadevalists wers workling from &
cationalist Lockeian perspective rathey rhav frem s religlous cae, they Luo
“e%ieveu vhat the most fundamestal rizht was the right to give a and withheold

Congant I the saticnat Comstivurion they wrote Lhafe was nod ul-t of rights.
Thaere 1z the guarantae of vrlal by Jury, protection of the right of habeas

covpus, sod probiblilons on 2% pogt Fapte lawe and bills of attaindev. Otherwise
*an relled upon 8 CoWplax poL Corocess designed to wanu government highly
delibersrive aud 193, muoceﬁglbie o shori-term majoritiss. The Federalisnts
connldored a netional bill of rights unnedrasary zud perbnaps daggecous—-
UnpecesEsaTy because Lha process matiipad in the Ooustitution was viewed as
adeguate protection agalopsl ms jeritles ov minovities 1nfr1ngzﬁg apon tights, and
danpercus hecause any atlewpt Lo bist rights at the mational level would
inevitably leave cut thiags the people wight like to have in the future but
which wonid be nade problemmaiic 4F they were nob listed.

Th addlvion they srgued rhat vhe menter af vights belonged al the stabeé
lavel since 1t was the states which needed to be Limitsd. Besides, these rights
were the produst of lecal wajorities, and at lower tavels of government rights

coutd very from place to place in Tesponse Lo the muﬁaent
Pinally, the Fedaraliste avgued that gince the desly n of
was Federal rather mnitary, the vights atoui whioh Lqm At
worried conld stilil he protected by tha states.

£

af local majorities.

he national government
ifederalists were

segumant wae dhelingen ény tws reasons. First of all, the
fedaral o had been foroed upos Lhe Federalist Erasmers. Becsuse Amevican
gover ' veen bullt from the botiom up, The Srakes wers reak polities. The
iedcrdiﬂvaw were forcod to adopi a federal Yorm of government 1 the national
fanstitetion was to asve a chancs o nelng ratified.  This was rurning necesslty
Swto & victue, Secondly, the statss wele nov worried abouat proftecting LOCAL
zovermeant since they feil their ciosely controlled shace legiglaturas aiready
A14 enav. Tunscsad, the Antifederallscs were concerned about probecting the
CUATES Teowm encroachment by rhe NATIOHAL poverament. A piii i rights was
nesded, they felt, ool to protact fndividuaia, hut o preotect the states.

raat month the Uofiad Scotew Suprame Lourt reminded us again that the second
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amendment in the RILL of Rights wad not intended to probect Individ iuals, but
cppher to protect nhe %2???5. The threat of o national sLanding army would be
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Assignment:

1. Federalist Papers, "Introduction," and papers: 1-6, 9, 10, 12-17,
21, 22, 30-33, 37-40, 43-46, 51, 62, 63, 69, 78, 82, 84, 85.

Z. Reports on Federalist Fapers.

3. Wright, Understanding IGR, Appendix B.

III. Intergovermmental Relations (IGR)

A. What are IGR?

B. How does IGR differ from federalism?

C. What are major phases of IGR?

b. What are some prominent and current IGR issuesg?

- How does one approach issues from an IGR perspective?

Assignment:

Wright, Understanding IGR, Chapters 1-3, Appendices A, C, and D.

IV. Intergovernmental Management (IGM)

What is IGM?

What factors or forces contributed to the emergence of IGM?

- What features/organizations/activities suggest its separability
from Federalism and TGR?

[ == -4

Assignment:

I. Neal Pierce, “Commentary” and Myrna Mandell, "Intergovernmental
Management”. (on reserve)

2. wfi"h&f&nd]ﬂhité, FED and IGR, Parts I, I¥, and V. (om reserve)

3. Reports on articles. =~ = . c :

V. Intergﬁﬁérnmental Fiscal Policies: WNational, State, and Local Trends,
Profiles; and Issues.

A. Whaﬁfﬁave been the chief trends in fiscal relationships among local,
stakte;: and national govermments? B
B. What factors help explain major shifts in revenue and expenditure

C.  :é the contemporary fiscal position of cities? Counties? Schools?

B. What' dls the contemporary fiscal position of the states?

E. What have been the patterns and impacts of federal aid?

F. What were the local, state, and pational impacts of General Revenue
Sharing?

Assignment s -

1. Wright, Understanding IGR, Chapters, 4, 7, (pp. 246-262), 11
(Bp.364-378), and 12 (417~4347.
3. Rep'g:s on articles.
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vI. Actor Roles and participants' Perspectlves

president, Congress, Courts (Wright, Ch. 5 and Appendices D, I, J, K)
pParties, Interest Groups, Administrative Agencies (Wright, Ch. 6

and Appendices E, H).

€. State Actors (Wright, Chs. 7, 8, 9, and Appendices F, L).

D. Local Actors (Wright, Ch. 12 and Appendices E, H, o).

o B

yI1. Non-National IGR and IGM

A. Interstate Relations (Wright, Ch. 10).
B. State/Local Relations (Wright, Ch. 11).

YIII. Contemporary FED, IGR, IGM Issues
Agsignment:

Emerging Issues in American Federalism

IX. Guest Speakers

X. Summing Up: The Genesis of FED, the Commandments of IGR, and the Beatitudes
of IGM.

Assignment:

Understanding IGR, Ch. 13.

**************

TWO NEW PUBLICATIONS

Thad L. Beyle, ed., Re-Electing the Governolk:
The 1982 Elections

($15.75)

AND

Stephen Schechter, ed., Teaching About American

Federal Democracy

($9.95)

Available from:

Publications Department

Center for the Study of Federalism
Temple University 025-25
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19122




Panel 4

TETLE: “Envirormentsl Pelicy Within A Federal System”
CHAIR:  David He Davis, University of Wyoming

PAVARS:  “Publiic Oplninn and lLegislative Responge to the Harzardous and Toxie
Waste Challenge,” Mike 7. Pirzgerald, Uilliam Lvons aud Patricila
Freeman, University of Tennessee
"Enviroomental Policy Formaticon and implementation: A Structural
Explanation for Suecific Promises,” James M. Hoefler, SUNY-Buffalo
"Explaining Environmental Faderalism,” David J. Webber, University of
Wesh Virgiois

tam H. Suewart, University of Alshama
ster Lewine, HEmplre State College

TITLE:  "Receni Perspectives on the American Couscituticnal Founding"”
CHALR: Michael Lienesch, University of North Carolina

PAPERS:  "A Re-Bvaloation of the Role of the State Constitutions in the U.5.
Conatitutional Systew,” Donald 5. Tutz, University of Houston
"State~Making and the Expsusior of the American Republle,”™ Peter S.
Onuf, Worcester Polytszobnic Instituts
"fhe Moral Foundabtions of the American Federal Republic,” Jean

Yarbvrough, Loyola "miversity of Chicage

DISC.r Williamw B. Allen, Harvey Mudd Lollege
Yoshua Millier, Worth Carolins State University

TITLE: “Fisnsl Stress aund Urban Polley”
CHAIR: Michagl R. Fitzgerald, Undversity of Tennesses

PAVERZ: "Orbsn Polivical Cuituys and rhe Scarciiy of Public Goods,”

» University of feorgia

cal Crisie: Osn Local Pslitice Make A Difference?

the Cases of Haw Vark and Thicaga,” Hsther Fuche, Columbia Univarsity
“Uitizens' Prefarences far dpending sad Taxes in @ Sarburban Context,”
Mark Baldassare, Unlversity of Caiifornia, f{rvine; Jesse Marquette,
Univergity of aAkron: Staphan Brookg, University of Akron

"Reliability Batimares for the National Level Fiscal Auvsterity Dats,”
Roberta Penny Marguetts, University of Akron

PI5C.:  Bally Ward, University of Hew Yampshire



TITLE:

CHAIR:

PAPERS:

SESSTONS ON FEDERALISM AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL
RELATIONS AT 1986 APSA MEETING
Washington, D.C.

August 28-31, 1986

Panel 1
"perspectives on Intergovernmental Relations”
David B. Walker, University of Connecticut

“Federal Pre-emption of State and Local Government Activities”
Joseph Zimmerman, SUNY-Albany

“tederal Pre-emption, Federval Conscription” Alfred R. Light,
Hunton & Williams, Richmond, Virginia

"Gtate Mandating of Local Governmment Activities: An Exploration,”
Rodney Herco, University of Colorado

DISCUSSANT: Deil S. Wright, University of North Carolina

TITLE:

CHAIR:

PAPERS:

TETLE:

CHAIR:

PAPERS:

DISC.:

Panel 2
"parties and Policy in the Federal System”
rRobart J. Huckshorn, Florida Atlantic Unlversity

"parties, PACs, and Campaign Finance: An Intergovernmental Perspective”
Cynthia C. Colella, University of Maryland
"party Identification in the Federal System,” Michael J. Magglotto,

- Ypiversity of South Carolina
"vederal Court Challenges to State Farty Regulation,” Jerome M. Mileur,

University of Massachusetts

Timothy Conlan, U.S. Senate Subcommittee on Intergovernmental Relatlons
Panel 3

"The U.S. Supreme Court and Intergovernmental Relations”

C. Herbert Pritchett, University of Califernia, Santa Barbara

"The Burger Court’s Impact on Intergovernmental Relations,” James R.
Alexzander, University of Pittsburgh ar Johoson, Louise B. Miller,
Empire State College at Albany

"The Bupreme Court and Intergovernmental Relatioas: Searching for
Votlng Patterns”

Robert Roper, National Center for State Courts

mié”
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Workshop 1
TITLE: "Federalism, Constitutions, and Courts”

The relationship of federalism, constitutrions, and ceurts in contemporary
American society will be explored in light of how those relationships were
conceptualized in the founding era and how they are currently being
couceptualized in the Rlackmun doctrine in the Garcia decision. Referent papers
will be distributed to participants in advance of the workshop. Framing comments
will be made by discussants to identify issues of both theoretical and practical
significance for American government. The Workshop will explore how these issues
might he addressed assg subjects for Turther inquiry and critical assessments.
Persons wishing to participate in the Workshop may secure copies of papers by
writing to Vincent Ostrom, Workshop in Political Theory and Policy Analysis,
Inditana University, 513 North Park, Bloomington, Indizma 474050.

CHAIR: VYincent Ostrom, Indiana University
REFERFNT PAPERS:

"Reflections on the Garcla Decigion and Its Implications for Federalism™
Lawrence Huater and Ronald Oakerson, Advisory Commission on
Intergovernmental Relations

‘Federalism as a Subject of Interpretation,” Robert Nagel, University of
Colorado

ntsC.:y Lawrence dunter, Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental Relations
Bette Novit-Bvans, Creighton University
Robert Nagel, University of Colorado

Workshop 2
TITLE: “Beyond the New Judicial Federalism"

The purpose of this workshop 1s to evaluate astate constitutional
developments in the decade following the birth of the "New Judfcial Federalism,"”
and to speculare about the possibilities of future trends. 1If interested in
participating and receiving a Iist of discussion questions, please write to Mary
Cornelia Porter, 1213-A Central Street, Evanston, IL 60201.

CHAIR: Mary Cornelia Porter, Barat College (on leave) -

PRESENTERS: Gerald Benjamin, SUNT~New Paltz
Sue Davls, finiversity of Delaware
Daniel J. Hlazar, Temple and Bar—Ilan Universities
A.E. Howard, School of Law, University of Virginia
Banlel C. Kramer, College of Staten Island, CURY
Janice C. May, The University of Texas at Austin
Robert F. Williams, Rutgers University, Camden

TRz
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Roundtable 1

Congress and Federalism

Robert D. Thomas, University of Houston

DISC.: R. Douglas Arnold, Princeton University

paniel J. Elagar, Temple and Bar-Ilan Universitles
Charies 0. Jopes, University of Virginia

Margaret Wrightson, U.S. Subcommittee on Intergovernmental Relations

**************

Announcing . . . the fifth annual Jennings Randolph Forum

America’s Changing Face:
Civic Values and the
Challenges of
Immigration

May 1-3, 1986
Ramada Renaissance Hotel
Washington, DC
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NEWS AND NOTHE S

Workshop on Political €ul ture

The Workshop on Political Culture has initiated g pilot projec;btzlizzziop
and test empirical measures of American political culture and i;s aui: = .
The principal participants to date are Terry N. Clark of the U? ;er:h gexas
Chicago, Daniel J. Elazar of Temple University, John Kincaid of Nor s Teen
State University, Joel A. Lieske of Cleveland State Univeraiti, gegdersit .of
Mokry of the University of Mississippi, Robert L. Savag: of the Uniw y
Arkansas, and John W. Winkle of the University of Mississippi.

An informal and wide-ranging discussion of political culture was ::linat the
1985 APSA meeting in New Orleans. The informal meeting was hoﬁtedhby 4 rHB
Wildavsky. Other participants included Terry Nj Ela;i, IIE Djozchaczi;sksfr:nd
ca » L]
Eckstein, Daniel J. Elazar, Thomas O. Hueglin, John Kin
Rgbert L. Savage. A panel on "Approaches to Cultural Analysis in Political
Science" is being proposed for the 1986 APSA meeting.

THE CSF READING LIST vees

CFS NOTEBOOK salutes the following CSF
Fellows and Associates who have recently
published books and articles.

Daniel J. Elazar, "America and the Federalist
Revolution," This World No. 10
(Winter 1985): 52-71.

John Kincaid, "State Offices in Europe,"
Comparative State Politics Newsletter
6 (August 1985): 22-28.

Stephen L. Schechter, The Reluctant Pillar: New
York and the Adoption of the Federal

Constitution. Troy, NY: Russell State
College, 1985,

Robert D. Thomas, "Cities as Partners in the
Federal System," Political Science

Quarterly 101 (Spring, 1986).
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