Histor?

Russia
East Burope

Political Science

Russia
East Europe

Economics

Russia
East Europe

Literature

Russia
East Europe

Language and Linguistics

Russia
East Europe

Geography

Russia

Fast Europe
Other

Russia

East Europe
-Totals

zood deal of soliciting

accepted, 10 were solicited,

n

t
{r
i

Now here are the roughly comparable figures for 1967:k.

Total Accepted
28 7
13 ‘ 4
18 4
6 3
4 2
7 2
24 4
1 1
4 0
0 0
2 1
0 0
12 1
b 2
123 31

In that initial vear the editor did a
of articles. Of the 31 manuscripts

-1 %0
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History

General
Russia
East Europe

Political Science (incl, law
and international relations)

General
Russia
East Burope

Economics
General
Russia ~
East Rurope
Literature
General
Russia
Fast Europe
Geosgraphy
General

Russia
East Europe

Other (communication, sociology,

U

Total Accepted Pending
1 1
50 18 ' 12
10 3 :
3 1
15 3 1
7 1
1
1
3 1
31 6 11
3 2 1
1 V )
2 1

anthropology, arts, education,

philosophy, reference and
bibliography)

General
Russia

Fast Europe

Totals

3 2

8 3
3 _2 —
144 by 25



Among the comments those figures call forth are
these: (1) in both years, articles in history outnumbered all
other disciplines by far in submissions, constituting one-third
of the items submitted in 1961 and even more than one-third in
1967. (2) History was also the largest category in acceptances,
with almost one~third in 1961 and one~half in 1967. (3) Litera-
ture was the second largest category of submissions in both
years, being over one-fifth both times. (4) The quality of
the literary pleces apparently was not similarly high, for in
both years the field of literature had a significantly smalle:
proportion of “acceptances than submissions., (5) Poli-
tical science was a close third in submissions both times,
though it did not do as well on acceptances in 1967 asuin
1961. (6) Relatively few articles were submitted in the other
disciplines_(including economics, anthropology, sociology,
philosophy, education, the arts, and others) in both years,
andrtheir share of acceptanées was correspondingly small.
(7) Eastern Europe was poorly represented in comparison with
Russi;hg%whoth years, furnishing only one-fourth of the sub-
missions in 1961 and even less in 1967. 1In both years, the
rate of acceptances was slightly higher for east European sub«
missions than for Russian submissioné.

The editors were keenly aware of these imbalances,

and they tried through persuasion and invitatiom to correct them.

But it was obviously hard to make progress. ‘ .
On the positive side it may be added that, in my

opinion at least, . . standards were not sacrificed merely

-
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for the sake of achleving

a broad distribution. The rate of

acceptances among manuscripts gubmitted rose between 1961 and

1966-1967 not because the

editors became more lenlent but,

I believe, because readers became aware of the heightened

standaxrds being applied in the 1960s, and restricted their sub-

P

mlssions accordingly.% It nay also be noted that throughout

the 1960s the Review remained absolutely free of any pressure

to publish papers presented at' national or reglonal meetings.

Some papers (usually afterx considerable revision) did latex

become articles in the Review,%ut only 1if they could meet the

i

competition on thelr own merits.

Insofar as 1 am

aware, there were in the 1960s

no articles submitted from eastern Furopean countries by

gcholars acting on their own initiative, I believe the

only contributions published from eastern Europe, and they

were very few, were solicited by the editor.

2. The AAASS Newsletter.

The Review had contained a section called "News and

Notes' ever since Qetober
1960 by John P, Hardt, an
and later in Washington.

became secretary of the n

1953, The section was edited until
economist who was first at Columbia
Tn the summer of 1960, when Fisher

ew membership organization, he became

the editor of that saction, which was then renamed "News of

the Profession! At the s

e

ame time, he had been asked to estab-

G



11sh a Newsletter. Its main purpose was to give fuller and
less formal coverage to various kinds of professional news

than was p0331ble in Lhe columns of the Rev1ewr:>

A e T, " o par——— e A AL i pose

Items of a scholarly nature or whlch were important for
the permanent record were to appear also (and usually later)
in the "News of the Profession,” 1 That column would serve
those many readers of the Review who were not members of the
Association, while the Newsletter would be for the membership.

Throughout the nine years under review, beginning
in the second half of 1960, the Newsletter appeared twice a

year--once in the fall and once in the spring. It was photo-

35"

offset from typed copy prepared in the secretariat in Champaign-\)rkamad

-~

Tts average size was about 35 gingle-spaced pages, the 1arge;t
issue being 48 pages. From 1962 onward it accepted advertising,
but there was never much of that,
Typically a few of the moét important items from the
Newsletter were éondensed for the quarterly "News of the Pro-. ' .
fession" columns of the Review. There were also some classes
of items which appeared in the "News of the Profession" only,
the most important being the often very valuable appreciatoxy -
essays contributed upon a scholar's death by someone who was

o hev
well acquainted with his work, It was the editor's responsibility

N

to watch for news of the death of any scholar in the field (often
the news came via a laconic stamp on a returned envelope or a
note from a relative to the manager gaying a person's membexrship

could be‘céncelled) and to find out who was best equipped

to write a short piece about him,



year 1968-69 by Elizabeth 1. Talbot.

The editorship of the Newsletter and the''News of the
profession’ passed in the spring of 1963 to iatjana Cizévské
of the Slavic department at T1llinois. Frank Y. Gladney of the
same department replaced her in the féll of 1966, Gladney,
unlike his two predecessors, was given a one-third redué%%oh '

teaching load in recdgnitidn of the demands of the job. The

associate editor throughout seven and one-half of the nine years,

from the beginning of 1961 through the first half of 1968,

was Ruth B. Jones, a faculty wife with editorial experlence

hired by the Unlversity of 11linois' Russian and East European

Center. The associate editor helped to collect, classify, and
write up the news for both outlets. pefore and after Mrs. Jones'
tenure, that job was done by faculty people on a volunteer

pasis--in the fall of 1960 by Herbert H. Xaplan and &n the
3k

F

The contents of the Newsletter covered the gamut--néws_'

of affiliates, of meetings, of developments taking place in
colleges and universities and many other kinds of organizations,

of grants and fellowships available, and of individual activities

including appointments, leaves of absence, and special projectsﬂ

A few;kinds of items were excluded. One was news of research
[l

in prﬁgress, for the Board felt that all members of the

Association should be encouraged to list thelr own and their

students' research with the External Research Division of the

o

Department of State. The Newsletter also stayed out of the

98



placement-~service business, since the professional assoclations
wlfe s
in the disciplines seemed to Ia far better ilnstruments for
A
that, But .almost everything else was accepted, and anyone in-
terested in studying the variety of activity in the Russian
and east Furopean field in the United States of the 1960s can

find hundreds of revealing items in the Newsletter and the

"News of the Profession" section of the Review.

Tn mid-1969 these responsibilities passed to the
new executive secretaxy of the Association, George J. Demko,
at Ohio State. Under him and his associate editor, Ruth f

Morley, the Newsletter became a quarterly publlcation.

3., The AAASS Directory of Members.

Tn addition to the Newsletter, the secretariat pro-

duced a Directory of Members. Tour editlons were published in

the period underlreview:- October‘196l, December 1962 (distributed
in the spring of 1963), January 1966, and. February 1968. The
directories provided the fullest picture theretofore available
concerning sgecialists on Russia and eastern Europe in the
United States and canada, Tor each of the members the Directory
listed occupational titles, office and residence addresses,
&(s:{rqﬂime : .
academic degrees received (with £ield, institution, and year),
and major fields of cémpetence. After the alphabetical listing
by name, there were separate listings by discipline or field
of interest and by place of work or residence, The Directory

-4 37

waé distributed free to members, and sold separately for 55.00.

1
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4. The American Bibliography of Russian and East

European Studies,

This was not a publication of the AAASS during the

period 1960-69, but was purchased from the Indiana Uni-

versity Press in bulk at a low price (50 to 80 cemts per copy
instead of the marked price of $3.00 or $3.50) for distribution
to the members. Originally i1t was intended that this should
constitute a bonus f£ifth volume each year, and tﬁe volume for
1959 appeared on séheduie in 1960. However, the difficulty of

producing the Bibliography increased along with the flow of -

scholarly‘publications, and by the end of the period under review
the members had received bibliographies forx the years through
1965 only. Meanwhile, in 1968 Indiana University, having published’

the Bibliography for a decade, asked several other universities

1f they would be interested in taking over this important service
to the profession, Ohio State emerged as the top bidder. They
agreed that Indiana would complete the volume for 1966, and Ohio

38

State would begin 1ts ﬁesponsibilities with the volume for 1967:%

5. The Current Digest of the Soviet Press.

The CDSP throughout the nine years under review was
not a publication of the AAASS, but was supervised by a subcommittee
of the Joint Committee on Slavic studies (later JCSEES) of the

eoarhiew
ACLS and SSRC. As explained elsewhera, one of the features of



the reorganization of mid-1969 was that the responsibility'for

the CD3P was transferred to the AAASS, At the same time, the

.offices of the Digest moved from New vork to Columbus, Thig. move

stemmed from the Digest's need to find another university willing

and able to house its operations. Columbia, after giving twenty °

years of generops support, could ﬁot continue, ad non-university
rents in New York were out of the question. Ohio State proposed
not only to provide the needed space but to tie 1in the Digest
with a néw academic program designed to train transla£ors. In
the épring of 1969 Leo Gruliow, the editor of the CDSP since its
founding, accomplished the remarkable feat of keeping the g@gﬁj
on its weekly publication schedule while moving 1ts offices

and training a largely new staff in Columbus. When the CDSE
formally came under AAASS jurisdiction on July 1, 1969,

Mr, Gruliow became ex officio a member of the Board, . There was,
however, no change in the status df the CDSP as a separate
publication, ané members of the AAASS had to pay for it |

1ike -anyone else. The hope was that under the guidance of

the new executive secretary and with the help of the three-year
Yord grant, the AAASS could expand fhe base of support for both
the -Digest and the Reviewl' £o make the whole combination

E39

financially independent.{

10
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B, Organizational links.

The Triple A Double 8 has served'its interdisciplinary
functions not only through the publications Just described,lbut
also throﬁgh links with organizations..

The links have been of three types: (1) purely in-
formal, (2) through fofmal affiliation, and (3) through affilia-
 tion plus representation on the Boatd. The first type, the

informal relationship, has ﬁﬁually meant no more than correspon-
dence between a group and the secretary or the editor of the

' the jzing
Newsletter, leading tokpublicsaﬁmn of the group's activities in

(g
the Newsletter andrberhaps to ;he convening of the group upon
occasion of a AAASS convention. The second type, invoiving
formal affiliation, has connoted a more active and more continuous
relationship, Where affiliates are concerned, the edifor of the
Newsletter has not merely awaited incoming reporis but hasg oéﬁen
sought out those who could submit up~-to-date information. Thrqugh;
out the period 1960-69 the news of affiliates was given prominence
in the first gection of the Newsletter. Affiliates were likely
to consist largely of persons who were.actually or potentiallf T
members of the AAASS,.and they commonly helped the AAASS by
advertising among their members the benefits of membership in
the AAASS. In return, the secretariat provided without charge
addressograph runs of the AAASS members, by states or regions.

This category of relationship has been used primarily for the

regional interdisciplinary groups such as the Far Western Slavic



i

Conferenée. The third type of linkage, involving representation
_Heod have
on the Board, has Dbeen used primarily for groups hawgng thelr
bases in the professional agsoclations in the disciplines, such
as the American Historical Association. This arrangement was
made initlally by the Organizing Committee, a8 explained earlier,
in order to assure an interdisciplinary approach by the mnew
Associatioh. In practicé,':epreéentation on the Board has not
been necessarily correlated with close involvement in the affairs

of the Association. 1In the years 1960-69 there were some members

of the Board who mnever managed

to send in any reports on their organizations for the Newsletter,
while on +he other hand such regional groups as those in the
far west aﬁd middle west, without any formal representation on
the Board, have ﬁg-nﬁﬁnnt beeﬁ,well represented by officers

. ewmphasized
elected in other ways. One polnt that should be ehandfsed here
is that memberéhip in the AAASS has not been a requirement for
the members of any affiliated organization. Even those that’
are on a reagkm regional bagis and call themselves chapters or
branches of the AAASS have had their own constituencies going

beyond those persons who were members of the AAASS.

sk treated

The organizational linkégms may be
under these headings: (1) the Joint Committee on Slavic and
East European gtudies, which stands apart as & special case;
(2) affiliates based on professional associations in the dis-
ciplines; (3) affiliates Having a geographidal basis; (4) affiliates
focused on a special topic} and (5) groups connected with the

Association informally only.

(03
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1, The Joint Committee on Slavic and East European Studiqstl

The first part of this essay described.the key part -
played in the launching of the AAASS by the Joint Committee om
glavic Studies of the ACLS and SSRC. Since the JCSS was in
effect sponsoring and gubsidizing the new Association, it wés
naturél that a place.should be reserved on the Board for the
ﬁufrent chairman of the JCSS or his designated‘representative.
From 1960 to 1969 the successive chairmen themselves served in
that capacity. They were: 1960-62--Abram Bergson (economicé;
Harvard), 1962-64--Donald W. Treadgold (hiétory, University of
Washington); 1964-65--Chauncy D. Harris (ge;graphy, Chicago);
1965-68——john M. Thompson (history, Tndiana)} and, beginning.in
1968, Marshall D, Shulman (international relations, Columbia). |

kg,u— PRV ¢ .

and East Furopean Studies. The.new.name reF1Pctedmmgxgmac@uxately at\gh
thanwuhemeldwmhewareawof responsiblility that had “Tong béen” assﬁméd ké gﬁié‘ﬂ“

3 wi a’ug {(&-4

«by the bodyr Within the JC3§ ox JCSEES there have been sub- 0.
o
‘L

The JCSS in 1968 became the CSEES gant Committee on Slav1c ﬁ\w ' ‘
U-&. %'% Wi

: u‘%w}
committees for such purposes as grants, the teaching of Russian . “

T8,

studies in the high schools, and the Current Digest of the Soviet (it ﬂk t

Press (until the CDSP became a responsibllity of the AAASS in e
u\) G\“-h- &:—WC

mid~-1969). The subcommittees often have included persons who gt»f}iﬂ@» T
b -t

were not members of the JCSEES itself. During the 1960s the LA)&«&_?*#T‘Q\

: - -
Joint Committee made an abrupt change in 1ts membexrship policy..
Hhuch g WG&M (\.....@ .
Without enlarging itself beyond {ta customary dozen or 8O
| UuiﬁaVauM.

members at any given time, the Committee introduced shorter
' S g
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of Seevice, providing ' ST
termik&nﬂ much more rapid turnover. In the two decades pre-

ceding 1960 there had been only 25 people who had served on

the Committee at one time or another. In contrast, during the

nine academic years 1960-69, less than even one decade, the

;number who served at ome time or another on the Joint Committee

totaled 34, of whom 24 were entirely new,
As shown in several other sections of this study,
) Lon +‘0c,+'
the Association's &k with the Joint Committee was close and

active throughout the years 1960~69, with the Commitfee.giving

support and guidance as needed.

2, . Affiliates based on professional associations

in the disciplines,

In 1960 thé Association came into existence already

possessing formal ties with proféssional groups in five dis- . .
ciplines throuéh representation on the Board. These were in

the disciplines of economics, geography, history, language

and literature, and political gciehce. The intention was apparently

to pick the five disciplinés in which there were the most

"Slavic and east Furopean specialists. As the Assoclation

got going it became clear that four of the five were indis-
putably the disciplines best'represented within the membership.
The discipline of!geography, however, had at various times to"

contest for fifth;place with law and library science, and

1
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by 1968 seemed to have fallen behind both of them, (See the .

section on the composition of the membership, above.) As

mentioned earlier, during the 1960s formal affiliations wefe

established with a group .1n library science and with a second

organization in the field of language and literature, the

latter a«bse belng given representation on the Board;)-’f

Glamitzgad- In tlie following paragraphs the affiliates are dis-

cussed briefly in alphabetical order by disciplines

Economics: The Association for the Study of Soviet-Type Economies

of the American Economics Association.&'g

At the time of the founding of the AAASS thevre already
existed within the American Economics Associatilon this group of

persons specializing in Soviet~type economies, and from the

. start the ASSTE has had a representative on the Board. The

ASSTE organizes scholarly sessions and social gatherings at
the AEA's yéarly convention, late in December, The group is
headed by an executive’secretary.é The ASéTE's representative
on the Board thr@ughout the period 1961-69 was Holland Hunter

of Haverford Col}ege.
|

10b"
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Geography: The Association of American Geographers.5
Among geographers the number of Slavie and.east -
European specialists has not been lavrge, and they have

formed no special section:;b

e T T e e ettt

Ses§;ons or papefs pertaiﬁing to the area have been a st
. wﬁcé&mon part of the annual meétings of the AAG, which in

the '1960s have been held usually in April or August. ° The

AAG has had a representative on the Board since the beginning.
- For the period 1961-69 that person was Ggorge Kish of

Michigan.

History: The Conference on Slavic and East Furopean History

of the American Historical Association.i—k

Since the 1940s and earlier, specialists in Russian

and eastern European histor;mggﬂgiésmfﬁgggther informally at a
sessions of common interest dﬁring the annual December
conventions of the American Histofical Association; In 1956,
on the initiative of Robert F, Byrnes, a group established the
Conference on Slavic and East FEuropean History. Since then
this organization has usually arranged at least one scholarly
seasion, plus a lunch and a smoker,iat each AHA meeting. The

attendance has usually been between 200 and 300. The officers,

elected by mall ballot, include a chairman for the year and



fO8

a secretary for a three-year term. Since 1964 the secretary

has also been the CSEEH representative on the Board of the
AAASS.7  there is

C:ij;lso a six-man Executive Council, three from the Fast and
three from Ehe West (defined as fhose parﬁs of the United States
west of the Eastern Time zone), elected on staggered terms., The-
-éecretary, helped by the other officers, arranges the yearly .

program., In the first nine years of the AAASS, the CSEEH was

_represented on thé Board by S; Harrison Thoﬁson (Colorado, 1960—1963);
Robert -F. Byrnes (Indiana, 1964-1966), and Herbert J. Ellisoﬁ

{Kansas and Waéhington, 1967-1969). Of course historians in-

terested in Russia and eastern Europe assemble under many other
regional and topical rubrics, such as the Pacific Coast Branch

of the AHA br the Conference Group for Central European History

of the ARA, whenever there is an appropriate scholarly
session as part of a more general program. These groups and
subgroups have been rather fully reported in ﬁhe Neﬁsletter
since 1960, but their official voice for AAASS purposes is

agsumed to be the CSEEH. _ .

Language and literature: The Slavic and East European Literature

Section of the Modern lLanguage Association.i/g

L

<%Y There is a bewildering variety of organizations within the

field of the 1anguages and literatures of eastern Europf;and



‘their activities have been reported voluminously in the AAASS
Newsletter. The.Modern Language Assoclation serves as an
runbrella for many of them, such as the Midwest MLA or the South
Atlantic MLA or the Pennsylvania State ﬁLA, all of which have
Slavic and east European subgroups., Then there are Slavie
and' east European groups wilithin the regional and state sections

of the Modern Languagé Teachers Association, not to speak of

other bodies like the Linguistics Society of America and the

more than two~decade-old‘yearly Forelgn Language Conference at

the University of Kentucky. And of course there is AATSEEL,
(Li%c_u\ssecL -

conceraing-whinimees below, Within the national convention of

the MLA, each December, the Slavic and east Furopean specialists-

h ‘
have maintained two sections, one for linguistics and one for

literature, The Organizing Committee of 1960 decided that the |
literature sectlon would designate the language and literature
representative on the Board, This was probably in accordance
with the scholarly prestige of the various eligible groups,

but pressure from both literature and 1inguistics people as well
as straight language teachers later brought the addition to

the Board of a repfesentative from AATSEEL. The Slavic and East

European LiterétureSISecfion organizes panels at each of the
December meetings df the MLA., The officers are a chalrman and
a secretary. The secretary becomes the chairman the following
year, There is an Advisory and Nominating Committee composed

of the four previous chairmean? The group's tepresentatives
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on the Board in the 1960s were Deming Brown (Michigan, 1961-63),
Edward J. Brown (Indiana, 1964-66), and Irvin Weil (Northwestern,

1967-69) . / | ‘ é

Language and literature: The American Assoclation of Teachers of

Slavic and East European Languages:l0

. < Although it has been formally’affiliated with the AAASS since
1966 only, AATSEEL has been in some ways a partner of the inter~
di;ciplinary Association from the begiﬁning. Virtually all of
the language and literature people who havg been activé in the

AAASS have at the same time been members of AATSEEL, and
X -
AATSEEL meetings have been extgnsiVEly reﬁorted in the pages of\

the AAASS Newsletter from its first issue onward. On the other

hand AATSEEL, with its Siavic and Fast Furopean Journal (SEEJ)

and its organizational history going ﬁéck to 1941; has typicaiigt
embraced a great mény language teachers who were not members

éf the AAASS. By the late 1960s AATSEEL numbered over 2,000

members, and had 22 state or reglonal chapters plus special ,
progfams and committees. (One of its affiliates was the

National Council of High School Teachers of Russian,) The

topical scope of . AATSEEL‘activity is §%§E§g%e& by the sections

that have usually arranged panels at the annual national meeting.

These include high school and collegevmethodology sgctions,‘a

linguistics section, literature and literary discussion sectioﬁg,

and, recently, a poetry reading section, a summer study program .




section, and a sectlon on South and West Slavic and East
Furopean languages, Each section has a chairman and a sécretary.

They arrange the programs for the annual meeting. That annual

meeting has customarily been held in late December in conjunction .

with the convention of the MLA. (In 1969 AATSEEL met instead
in November with the American Cpuncil on the'feaching of Foreign
Languages.) The day-to%daj administrator of AATSEEL is the .
executive secretarystreasurer, There are also many othex
officers, including an executive council, a president, several
vice presidents (usually six, some of whom are reelected once

or more), and the editor of SEEJ.I\

| The AATSEEL representaﬁive on the Board of the AAASS from 1967
through 1969 was J, Thomas Shaw (Wisconsiﬁ), editor of the SEEJ.
But it may be noted tha; AATSEEL has nof had to rely on its
official delegate:aloﬁe. During those same years, for example,

the MLA representﬁtive on the Board, Trwin‘Weil, wag the person

who for several years had been the executive -secretary-

[, . ’
treasurer of AATSEEL, whide the president of the Triple A

C hed vecently beew .
Double S, Edward J. Brown, wag-auwééé%@—paat president of

AATSEEL,

Library science: The Slavic and East European Subsection of
the Subject Spécialists Section of the

Association of College and Research Libraries

of the American Library Association.lu‘

In view of the need £or classificatory precision iﬁ B

. the library profession, thé librarians' affiliate is appropriately

kA

e



identified by its full title, It was founded in 1962 when, on

By 1969 it counted about 350 individual members ﬁorking with

to itg members not only through the AAASS Newsletter but also,

[1&

the initiative of Slavic librarians from the University of

I1lincois and Indiana,

some sixty~31avic librarians petitianed the ALA (American
Library Association) to authorize a new subsection. The official
approval of the ALA came early in 1963, and since then the
Subsection has met annually at thé sunmer conventlon of the.ALA.
The process of formal affiliation with the AAASS was delayed

by bureéucratic leisureliness coupled with infrequent meetings

of the governing bodies on both sides, with the Board of the

AAASS giving its officlal approval Emdly in May of 1966 and

the GCouncil of the ALA early in 1968. Meanwhile the SEE Sub-

section had growﬁ far beyond the original sixty petitioners.

Slavic materials, plus. another 200 or more "institutional

members, " that is, libraries that had asked to be on the mailing

list of the Subsection. The group published a Biographical T

Directory of Librarians in the Field of Slavic and East Furopean

Studies in_1967 (Chicago: ALA). The SEE Subsection reports

and more fullg,through profesgsional library channels,

including the journal College and Research Libraries and the

more frequent (L1 issues pet year) newsletter of the ACRL, the

CRL News., The officers include a chairmaﬁ, a vice chairman who

~ is also the chairman-elect for the following year, and a secre- .

tary who since 1966 has been on a three-year term.13 The Subsection
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has not hitherto been represented on the Board of the AALSS,
In addition to the affiliated subsection, there are other library

gréups and actlvities that have heen reported in the $ Newsloetter,

Political science: .The Conference on Communist Studies of

the American Political Science Association.lq‘

¢ﬁ'Within the American Political Science Association, and éspecially

within the sub-category of comparative political systems, those
' ' . threads

interested in Soviet and eastern Rurope hadAbecome numerous
~#Eeady by the early fifties. At each national meeting of
the APSA there were sessions of mutual interest that'brought Ehem
together. In 1958 they formed a special organization, At first
it was called the Conferemce on Soviét and Communist Studies,
By the early 1960s it was arranging two or three scholarly sessipns

in addition to a business meeting and a luncheon at the annual

APSA conventions in September., Thus it was natural that this

group should have been asked to name a representative‘to théuw
Board of the AAASS from the very first, Ihe representativéa
so far have been: TFrederick C. Barghoorn (Yale, 1960-62),
Robert C. Tucker (Princeton, 1962-64), George Fischer (Cﬁrnell,
1964-65), A. Doak Barnett (Columbia, 1965-66), Alfred G. Meyer | ' ‘;
(Michigan, 1966-68), and H. Gordon Skilling (Toronto,. 1968-70), |
Knowledgeable readers will wonder about the presence in that

list of a China specialist in 1965-66. The explanation is that

in 1964~65 the Conference on Soviet and Communist Studies'expanded



" to include persons interested in China and other Asian Communisﬁhw

Studies, Not until 1966, however, did the Board of the AAASS

states, and changed its name to the Conference on Communist

gebraround=td askieg the groué to name as its representative
someone from the Russian and east European‘field. Actually
Barnett was not able to attend the one Board meetipg held during
his term, so the AAASS remained geographically uncontaminated.

The officers of the Conference on Communist Studies include a

_ bresident, a vice president who becomes president the following

year, and a secretary-treasurer who usually has served for two

years,

3.. Affiliates having a geographical bagis,

At the end of the academic year 1968-69 there were
seven formal affillates having a geographical basis. One'thing-
all of them had in éommon was unclear boundaries, resulting in
extensive overlaps. This vagueness apparently caused no problem;
rathgé, it increased the opportunities for individual specilalists

to meet with their fellow-professionals. At first, back in 1960,

some people thought members should

join the mnational Association through one of the branches.

The Board even voted that the first affiliate--the Washingtom D. C.

Chapter=-could have the secretary of the Associatlon bill its

bo% : and-

. -
members for ;the national dues plus the dueq of the local chapter, G

4

%



Such a system, 1f imélemented, would have meant that each member
of the AAASS would have been under pressure to commit himself
to one or another of the regional affiliates. It might also
have meant that only those who were members of the national
Association could be memberg of a reglonal association. But no.
such system was ever put into effect. FEach regional affiliate-
ﬁaintained its own membership rolls and collected its own dues
if 1t decided to assess any. Each affiliate included quite a
few perﬁons who were not members of the AAASS. The fact of
affiliatibn did aésure maximum access to the Newsletter as a
vehiclg for each regipnal group to reach interested persons,

“and it also helped the national Association to recruit new

members.
: . Growp S
In the following paragraphs the seven regional aeffiliates’

are treated in the order in which they became formally affiliated.

~

Washington D. C, Chapter.17

The‘Wasﬁingtoﬁ.D; C. Chapter is‘not only bymﬁwr the
oldest gquraphicélly-based affiliate of the AAASS, tracing
' its ancestry back to World War II (see above); it is.also an
essentially different kind of organizatiﬁn from the others,
Since its”ggmbers are all close at hand, it may meet anywhere
from six to ten or more times a year, 'The typlcal meeting
has been an eveﬁing affair (éometimes a iunch), earlier often :

at the Brookings Institution, more recently at George Washington -
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Universiﬁy, with one speaker and then a discussion, ”Occasionally.
the chapter arranges longer conferences, such as the two-day
-conference of November 1961 at Americam University comcerning !
the Twenty-second Congress of the CPSU (which drew 120 registrants),
or the two-day symposium of 1966 at the University of Maryland omn,
the TwentymthirdICongress. As those examples suggest, the

. /
intellectual fare of the Washingtoﬁ D. C. Chapter is also
markedly different from that of the usual so-called scholarly

groups: It deals ﬁainly with problems of the present day, and

the speakers often tell of their own recent experiences in
Russia and eastern Europe. No other area--including New York
City with its very large concentration of specialists-~has
developed an instrument for mutual stimulation and professional
intefchange comparable to the Washington D. C. Chapter. Con-
sequently, its meetings are frequently visited by spe;iélists
from New York, North Carolina, and nearer parts of the eastern
séaboard, The officers have included a large board (13 members T
in 1961) plus a president (earlier called chairman), vice~president -
(earlier called vice-chairman), secretary, and treasurer--the

)
last two offices being combined for a time in the mid~19603.18

Tar Western Slavic Conference.19

The FWSC was the earliest of the large regional inter-
digciplinary organizations in the Slavic and east European fierqj "

and it eﬁhibits a good deal of regional sentiment--some might



~ Students could not become regular meﬁbers until 1969, when

call it chauvinism--even to this day. .It was organized in

Berkeley in 1958 and held its first meeting in 1339 at the

Hoover Instihtution. In 1961 it became a regional affiliate of

the AAASS., It has met in the spriné, skipping years of national
conventions of the AAASSJT;H%he typical pattern has been to |
hold every secondfmeeting in the Sén_Francisco Bay area and

the others altermately north and south of it. The meetings in
the period 1963-1966 drew from 145 to 160 people; In 1968 and
1969, they drew 2i0 and 222, Typically the programs of the

Fﬁs&:havellasted two daysland included participants from all

over thé United States and Canada, ‘On the 1969'program, for
example, there were 99 pavticipants, of whom 79 were from the
states and Canadian provinces lying formally within FWSC
territory, and 20 were from the Middle West, East,and South,

The total pumber on the malling list, which includes the desert

" and Rocky Mountain areas and western Canada, climbed from 150

in 1961 to about 350 in 1965 and to 511 in the spring of 1969.

rthe constitution was chénged to aamit.gradﬁété students, The;
officers have‘inciuded a chairman who in most cases has also
been in durge of the program committee, a vice-chairman (who
normally succeeds to the presidency in the following year), a
secretary-treasurer whose term since 1961 has ugually been
several years, and sometimes-sep;rate chairmen for program and

for local arrangements. There 18 also an Executive Board‘and

1 ol

«

since 1963 a special committee on library resourées.

[
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Midwest Slavic Conference.
The MSC was planned in 1961, soon after the founding
of the AAASS, 1t was intended as a regioﬁal counterpart of
the FWSC, to cover central Canada and the north central parts
of the U, S. The organizing impetus, as already explained,
came from the first officers of the AAASS. It became a regional

affiliate in 1962, Its meetings have been in the spring,

skipplng those years when natlional AAASS conventions occurred.23

The early meetings occupied parts of two days but the 1968 and 1969 meetings

stretched over into a third day. Attendance has consistently
been well over 100, aﬁd twice has.been over 200--the larger
meetings being those in the densely populaéed eagtern part of
the area, as in Colﬁmbus or Detroit; but even out where the
big skﬁ begins there has been a sizable crowd, like the 143

at Lingoln, Owing to the iack of any other special regional
organization in‘the northeastern part of the country throughout
most of the sixties, the MSC has drawn many northeasterners to
its meetings., At the 1969 meeting, for example, out of 61

people on the three-day program, 21 were from what might loosely

. be called the East. Outside of a fairly large executive board

‘who has been in charge of the program, and the secretary-treasurer, .

representing several midwestern states, the officers of the

MSC have been essgentially only two: the chairman or president,

who has been in chargé of local arrangements. Since 1962 both

Hrat
of these have been from the university whéeh is scheduled to

>4

serve as host to the next meeting.’

3
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Southern Conference on Slavic Studies,

The SCSS was organized soon after the midwest group,

%

afid held its first meeting also in 1562. .its meetings have

been in October or November and have spread over two days except
| ' 326

‘in 1969 when a three-day meeting was tried.
The meetings have consistently drawn about 100 or more people.

A remarkable féature of the SCSS is its success in attracting
‘support‘and‘ﬁarticipation not merely from the Deep South but
from all over the large area that stretches from the southern
-;3232; of Pennsylvania to the eastern b:iiﬁ; of Texas and in-
cludes the border states south of the Ohio River. Specialists
from kentucky, Wesf Virginia, Maryland and other border regions
have in many cases jolned the SCSS rather thaﬁ the midwést
affiliate,'even though in several cases the midwest meetings have
been physically closer to them., Yet while there has been a

good deal of regional pride in evidence, the SCSS has not been
exclusively southern, On the program of the 1968 meeting, for
example, there were 57 paper givers, discussants, and so on, |

of whom 6 were from the northeast and 6 were from the midwest,’
In 1968 the 8CSS decided to put out its own twice-yearly news-
letter~~the flrst such venture by a regional affiliate, The

SCSS8 also has established its own org;nizational archive, main~
‘tained by the secretary-treésurer. In addition to a fairly :

large and representative executive committee, the officers in~

clude a president, a vice president (who customarily succeeds
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to the presidency), a secretary-~treasurer (since 1966 the same

person, fpgithe sake of continuity), a program chairman, and,

av
in some years, a separste chairman for lecal arrangements.i-, ‘

e et et o b "
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' t
Bi-State (Kansas-Mlssouri) Slavie Conference, |
+29
The Bi-State Slavic Conference was organized in 1962,
Its center of gravity was approximately Kansas City, and its
first meeting was at William Jewell College in Liberty, Missouri,

- 30

It has customarily met in October or November.
The meetings in the early years lasted one day)éniyg but since

~

1966 have spread over two days, Attendance has been in the .
range of 50 to 90, Participants in the early meetings came
mostly from Kansas, Missouri, Iowé, and‘Illinois, but recently

the distribution has been broader, At the 1967 meeting, for

example, there were 38 people giving papers or otherwise on
the program. Only 19 of them were from Kansag and Missouri,

while 6“were from other midwestern states, 9 were from the '

‘president for the next year's meeting,

East, and 4 were from the West. For ‘the most part there have

been two officers, as in the Midwest Slavic Conference: a prESl-

dent who is in charge of the progrwm,elnd a secretary-treasurer
who is in charge of the local grrangements. Both are customaiily
from institutions in the city where the meeting of that year |
will b% held, In 1969 the office of vice president was intro- :

duced, its occupant appesentdy being the Program chairman and
h g ?;f)
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Southwestern American Association For the Advancement of

- Slavic Studies.ﬁ_xg“

This chapter, which uses the acronym SWAAASS, was
formally founded on March 28, 1964, pursuant to an informal

33The SWAAASS 1s usually classified

planning session of April, 1963;¥
as a regiomal affiliate, but it shares some characteristics of
the specialist groups formed in the disciplines., Like them,

it emerged as a subdivision of an established

oréanization, in t#is case the Southwestern Social Sciénce

Assoclation, which has a yearly meeting and a journal, the Social

Science Quarterly.  Like them, too, it has its own focus within

the spectrum of scholarly disciplims., On the other hand, that

foeus 1s rdlatively broad, encﬁmpassing all of the"social
sciences and including an occasional literary topic treated
from a social scilence vieﬁ:point. And the chapter does have

a distinctive geographical base in the four—staté region of
Texas, Oklahoma, Arkansas, and Louisiana., Most of its meetings
have been held in Texas.34 Originally the group arranged only
one session' R
on a Russian or east Eurééean topic-during the three-day con-
vention of the Southwestern Social Seience Assoclation, but
interest has grown and fecent meetings have‘had five and éeven
gsessions spreading over two days. As might be expected, these
programs have attracted papengivera and other particilpants

from beyond the four-state area, At the 1969 meeting, among

the 29 people on the formal program, 6 were from the northeast,
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1 from the southeast, 8 from the midwest, and 2 from the far
west. Those regularly attending have numbered between 40 and
80, from a core membership of about 100-125 and a supplemen=

tary maillng list gomewhat laﬁ%er.35 The officers,
rafﬁieeﬁaxelected yearly, are a president, a vice president who
1s also in charge of the program, and a secretary-treasurer,
Since 1965 It has been the custom'for the vice presidént to
succeed to the presidency in the following year, and for

move upto 334
the secretaryutreasurer to assume the vice presidency.

Northeastern Slavic Conference of the AAASS.4737

CH’It is probably not accidental (as our Russian friends might

say) that the section of the country that survived longest without
a fegional branch of the AAASS was that very section where the
concentration of members was heaviest., The pace of conferences
and.léctures and general academic activity was apparently such{
at Columbia and Harvard,;that people connected with those in-
gtitutions felt little n;ed for another conference-arranging .

 body. For those who wantéd more opportunity for professional
contact, the meetings of the midwest or southern groups were
not too far away. M&reover, the‘first two natlonal meetings, .

being in New York in 1964 and in Washington in 1967, involved



less travel for northeasterners than for anyone else, It seems
also not accidental that when the initiative for a grouﬁ did
finally come, it came from people who, although several of

them had been trained at Columbia an@_ﬁﬁzﬁard, were employed

at other institutions, As mentioned above, the conference that led

to the founding of the NESCAAASS was arranged by a political acientist
who invited all AAASS members from New York and New England to meet

in Albany. That was'Deéembé;;iri; 1967, The‘organizaﬁion
got off té a very fast start; arrangiﬁg another meeting the

8
following spring and establishing a rule of springtime meetings:r3

It leapt from a three—sessibn'bfdgram in 1968 to a fqurteenf
session program in 1969, Both were two-day affairs. As in
the case of other regional meetings, many of the participants
ha%e come from beyond the core area. O0Of the 75 paper-givers - - ﬂ:fl
and other formal participants at the 1969 meeting, 15 were from |
outside the NewYork-New England area, inclgding some from as

far away as Virginia and Kansas. The fact that the 1971 . -
meeting is planned for Montreal suggests that the Notrtheastern

group, like the Midwest and Far Western groups, will be essen-

tially bi-national, Further evidence of this is that the

editor of Canadian Slavic Studies, who is the chairman of the
Conference for 1969-1?71, has agreed to publish news of the
NESCAAASS in his‘journal. Aside from two extra Executive

Board members, the officers are_aAchairman, vice~chairman, and
secretary. They are in charke of the program and arrangements.
TQ Jjudge from the meetings scheduled so far, including thase

to 1972 (skipping 1970 on account of the third national con-



| ‘ host et
vention), the chairman 18 Gorchier from the institution whﬁmhuw&iﬂ

peate i ﬁﬂ
the Oewferénes at the end of his term. The

" vice-chairman 1s to succeed to the chairmanship. Thus the loca-~

tion of the méetings is set at least two years in advance, The

~1"§$ |

secretary~treasurer is elected for a term of four years,

4. Special Affiliates.
'}%>

In gve first nine years @ the AAASS it attracted
one affiliate that was based on neither a dlscipline nor a

-geographical area, but on a topl'w‘:D

C;:;w- The Conference on-gg;lét Africulture and Peasant
Affairs.dk&qéhis group 1s nationwide and lnterdisciplinary but
focuse¢ on the cluster of topics indicated by its title, The
impetus for the first meeting came from the University of
Kansas, where in September 1962 Roy D. Laird arranged and
presided over an internatiomal gatheriﬁg of more than.70

people interested in Soviet agriculture and the peasantry.

They came from a wide array of disciplines including agricul-

tural economics, agronomy, economics, geography, history,

and political science, and represented over 30 colleges,
universities, and specialized governmental and private insti-
tutions., The ' papers given at the conference were to be .

published by the University ‘of Kansas Press. At the end of

the three-day meeting the group voted to establish a continuing

-

¢
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uorggnization called the Conference.on Soviet-Agriculture"and_' o
Peasant Affairs; They requested affiliation with the AAASS) Oved
3&dﬂ was granted very soon thereafter,
The Confergnce's gsecond meeting was arranged by
Jerzy Karcz at the University of California at Santa Barbara
in August 1965, and the third by W. A, Douglas Jackson at the
--University of Washingtoﬁ'in Ahgust 1967, Each followed the
pattern of the first meeting, except that the Seattle sessions
included extensive coverage of Asian countries, especially
Coﬁmunist China., Although there was a committee involved,

each meeting seems to have depended mainly on some one person
of ability and initiative who was willing to do the necessary
work. As of 1969 it was not clear whether anyone possessing
the necessary qualifications and instttutionallbacking was

prepared to organize a fourth meetingf%'q' , . -

5. Informally-related groups. | -
There are many kinds of groups that havé had relations

with the AAASS in the years 1960-69 without being formally

affiliated, Among them are similar associations in other

countriés. ‘

One of these is the Canadian AssociationAof Slavists.ﬂ2

The position of our Canadian fellow-specialists is unusual,

On the one hand, they have consistently been aécepted as members




of the AAASS on the same basis as persons Living in the United

States., They have constituted between 3 and 5 percent of our
total membershlp, and they have been active in the Far Western
Slavic Conference, the Mldwest Slavic Conference, and the

new Northeastern Slavic Conference, On the other hand, they
have had thelr own organization, the Canadian Association of
_Slavists, which is several vyears older than the AAASS, conducts

Lts own yearly meetings in the spring, and has its own journal,

Canadian Slavonic Papers. Though much smaller than thé AAASS

(it was about one~fourteenth the size of the AAASS in the

fall of 1966),43 the CAS has underétandably neither conside;ed
itself nor been considered as a regionaL affiliate of the

AAASS. Representatives of each organization have delivered
words of greeting at the national meetings of the other, an&

in 1968 thé;eqéas correspondence concernlng the possibility

of closer ties, but‘action was deferred,44 The situation was
complicated by the natural desire of the CAS to expand the circu~
.lation of its own journal. Other complicating factors included

the existence of the Eastern Canada Association of Slavists

and East-European Specialists and its journél, Slavic and East

European Studies, as well as the existence of the journal

Canadian Slavic Studies, 'A speclal feature of the CAS which

' distinguishes it markedlylfrom the AAASS or any of its inter-
disciplinary regional‘affiliatés is. the very large role played
in the CAS by Slavs who were not only born in eastern Europe
but who lived there a significant part of thelr lives. The

AMASS does contaln many such people; and some have occupied

'f.:i(;,
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leading positions, but the proportion of foreign-born is much

127

smaller,

i

The second fraterna{ group is the National Association
for Soviet and East European Studies, Tiﬁﬂﬁ group serves the
United Kingdom and Ireland.. 1t was established under its‘presént
name in April 1967, replacing an annual Conference of Teachers
and Research Workers on the USSR, which dated from 1953, The
NASEES had a membership of about 200 in the spring of 1969,

Itg meetings, usually held at the Univérsity of TLondon, have
reéently attracted from 95 persons (in 1967) to 145 (in 1969),

of whom about one-~fifth or more have been foreign_visitors.

In accordance with the chaﬁge in name, the group since 1967

has dealt with not juét the USSR but the whole of eastern | | T
Europe. The convenor (that is, president) of the NASEES

was in friendly correspondence with the secretariat of ﬁhe

AAASSc;n 1967-69 cohcerning exchanges of information and mem-

bership lists., ‘ N : ‘ . .
'Another category of informally-relatea group is the |

i
organization in a discipline that has not yet moved toward

affiliation, There is one in the field of soclology. It is
called the Subcommittee on Liaison with East Furopean Socio-

logists.46 In August of 1967 at the annual

meeting of the American Soclological Association, a group of

sociologists Interested in eastern Europe met on the initiative

Ay

of Irwin T, Sanders.of'Education and World Affairs. There

;L LKE gwawere 15 American and two east European sociologists present,
N . . -
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Qut of fhis éame the formation of.the.Subcommittee oﬁ Liaiaon
with East FEuropean Soclologists ("East European' here interpreted
as excluding the USSR), under the Committee on International
Cooperation of the ASA. In June 1968 this group began to publish
a mimeographed newsletter called Sociology and Eastern Europe.“
It had a roster of 42 interested persons as ogiﬁaly.eﬁntﬁat
yeaxrd4 There was some correspondence concerning affiliation,
but the group evidently decided not to pursue the matter at
that time. The officers of the group wgre, at last repor@,a
chairman and a neﬁsletter editor.&—?7 - | J

Still another informally-related group is one akln
to the SWAAASS which seems to be emergiﬁg in the Rocky Mountain
region. The professional base here is the Rocky Mountain Soclal

'Duriy_\ﬂ .

Sclence Association. ﬁ?'the RMSSA megtings of May 1968, at

Lovetto Helghts College in Detiver, a section on Russia and

+ eastern Europe was organized by Sidney N. Heitman, managing

editor of the Rocky Mountain Social Science Journal, A

similar group met in 1969, Both times there has been dis-

cussionh of establishing a new AAASS affiliate, but no decision

has yet been t:en,‘gcen.-}:r"{.8 *

) W Strangely missing from the categories of actual or
immediately pending affiliates were groups based on professional

interest in a single country or region of eastern Europe, such

as Poland or the Ukraine. They are RS

fairly numerous,

«

and some are well organized and long established. One of the

more recent of them--the Association for the Advaﬁcement‘of

o2&



Baltic Studieé, Inc,, founded in December 1968-useems wren Lo

g
be modeled to some extent on the Triple A Double S.%' A few such

-groups have occasionally turned in items for the Newsletter. But

in general they have been strikingly unintefested in the AAASS,
1f not out of touch with it. In the case of the new Baltic
association just mentioned, none of the five officers on the
first Board of Directﬁrs was a member of the Triple A Double S,

50

and very few of the 205 members were:t_ While such slight over-

laps could be explained partly on the basis of the specialized
nature of the groups and the 1anguage.barriers they presented
for those Americans not born in the area in question, one cannot
help'feeling that thé AAASS up to 1969 had not done all it could
to make itself knéwn and useful to such groups and to recruit
members among them. At the same time, one could predict that
if such groups were attracted into the orbit of the AAASS, the
nationalistic rivalries they carried over frbm their homelands
would increasingly be fought out in the publications and at
the meetings of thé AAASS, |

Beyond those groups there-were.many o;hers--some of
them meeting only once--that did not raise the question of
formal affiliation and in some cases were not themselves fors
mally organized, but which corresponded‘with the secretary or
the editor of the Newsletter and received publicity in its
pages. These included groups of Ruseian and east Furopean

specialists brought together by such varied organizations

(59
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‘as the Population Association of América,.the Institute of
International Education, the U. 8. Office of Education, the
Midwest Conference on Asian Affairs, the American Society of
International Law, and many colleges and universities. The
total number of such groups mentioned in the Newslefter in

the years 1960-69 was more than 160,
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C;““W“'“‘ National Meetings.

The holding of interdisciplinary professlonal
meetings on a national basis was one of the central proposals
of the Organizing Committee in the spring of 1960, and the
Committee &g even suggested that such‘a'meeting might be
held as early as 1961.1 But when reglonal groups with
yearly meetinés developed as quickiy as they did, the Board
decided to ho¥d off, It wanted
to give the regional groups time to take firm root. Thus it

. . X2
happened that the first national meeting was not held until 1964,

The 1964 meeting was held in New York atlthe Commodoré
Hotel, April 2-4, Holland Hunter (economica, Haverford) was
in charge of the program committee,. and William E. Harkins
(literature, Columbia;:?L charge of the coﬁmiﬁtee on lécal
arrangements.&. The attendance totaled around 600, Those who
registeréd”formally were asked to indicate their principal dis-
ciplines or professional affiliations. The largest categories
turned out to be history (178), language and literature (106),
and political science (90), but there was representation from

almost every segment of the social sciences and humanities as

well aé from some sclentific and technical fields.ar%

There wéré“ié“éessioné"iﬁ ali;“some écheddiédmfwb at
a time. About half of the sessions were definitely interdis-
ciplinary in contént. The paper-givers and formal discussants

were drawn mostly from the ranks of the eminent and senior, «

although a few talented juniore were also included.5
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e MMWMB};‘ . . "wThé.first national meeting wastwidely acclaimed aswwmwmy ”
o b
\ Eﬁp“‘l a success., But it had prompted both the Far Western and Mid«
N g 4 L :
MDOP Gf? j,f west regional groups to skip their own
b L . '
ol

meetings for 1964, The Board, believing that healthy regionalr
organizations were of primary importance for the Association
decided therefore not to hold the next national convention until

the spring of 1967.ﬂr6 . | ‘ ' h

That meeting was held in Washington, D, C. at the

Shoreham Hotel, March 30-April 1, 1967, The program chairman
. Was Richard E. Pipes (history, ngvard), while the chairman
for local arrangements was Leon M. Herman (economic history,

Library of Gongress).&r?Some 708 people registered, as com-

paré& with 590 in 1964.*’ There were twelve sessions, of which

A M s

S . . Cwere
‘ only four :

wbwlrp- broadly interdisciplinary,

Pipes reported to the Board his lack of success in arranging
' . . 9
other interdisciplina;y sessions he had had in mind.I He had,

however, been relatively successful in achieving another aim, _ :
' , ‘o present papers
‘that of bringing in younger scholars both ae—ﬁapaawgi;e;a and +o serve.

1
as discussants,

PRI S

Although . the meetings of both 1964 and 1967;wer;”..“"
profitable not only intellectually but also monetarily,ll thé
Board decided to ggiﬁmﬁe a threew-year interval before éhe
next national convention, In order to allow maximum time
for advance ?1agﬁing, the officers surveyed tpe proposals made

on behalf of geveral midwestern sites and by fall announced

- the selection of Columbué, Ohio, for the meeting of 1970: In



[33

addition to its good convention facilities and the proven skill
of the Ohio State people at arranging a convention (the Mid-
west Slavic Conference had met there in 1966), Columbus was fa-
vorably located, The secretariat had done a survey of the dis-
tribution of the membership within one day's drive (400 miles)
of various urban centers. Columbus was found to be within

one day's drive of about 700 members, as compared with only

1
about 450 for Chicago (and less than 200 for San Francisco). 2

In ﬁhe fall of 1967 President Brown appointed Leon I. Twarog

(literature, Ohio State) to be in tharge of arrangements for

1970 and John M, Montias‘(economics, Yale) to chair the program
committee. The conventidn of 1970 falls beyond the chronologi-
cal limits of this study, but-already by mid-1969 the Board

could see that it was going to be a successful one. The planning,
profiting from thé lessons of 1964 and 1967, included special -
provisions for more 1nterdiscipliﬁa?y sessions, for the meetings

of informal groups interested in a variety of problems, and

. '

for volunteers' reports on work in brogress.

Meanwhile, the Board was reconsidering the optimum
frequency of national conventions, Many people felt that the
vegional associlations were now well enough established that.
national meetings might be held yearly, in combination with
one or another of the regional'meetings. One idea was that
national meetings might rotate among the regional conferences

on a cycle of four years or so, In that spirit, the Board

voted in April 1969 to hold a national meeting in 1971 jointly
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with the Far Western Slavic Conference, the place and time to

s
be selected by the FWSC.l3 The FWSC soon decided to meet in

Denvers
JHana, Left still to be worked out eéxperimentally were the !

precise roles of the national and regional organizations in
putting on the convention--in other words, just how "national”
it would be, As of 1969 it appeared that ta@ lion's share of
the responsibility would be carried by the regional group, w&#ﬁ
the natlonal officers helping out only to the extent requested,
Neither the national meetings nor the regional meetings
played any formal part in the placement process in the 1960s.
Members relied mainly on their associations in the various dis-

- seeking
ciplines when they-soughé joba ﬁe%nthomaa&vaﬁwarﬂwnﬂteﬁwﬂeu

surveﬂf%andidatea; But of course the meetings were an important

part of the continual process by which professionals assessed

each other and made their needs and desires known. At the end

of the 19608, when the job market was getting tighter than ip

had been for ten years or so, there were suggestions that the S
next national meeting should make provision for a placement

service, How useful it might turn out to be was a matter for

speculation, but there seemed no reason not to give it a try.

A touchy question arose in connection with one of
the national meetings., This was the matter of honoraria for
featured speakers. The national meetings brought in considerable
income through reglatration fees and the rental of space to
exhibitors; hence people on the program committee could urge.

that part of that income might well be used for honoraria.



‘”Many Board members objected to that idea, feeling that any

Thay thought thae any suggestion of payment would lnjectr an ide
p

" Russian or east Furopean speciaiist should consider 1t an homnorx

to be asked to address a national meeting of his fellow-speclalists,
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proper note into the relationship between colleagues., They
' faw ng reas on

were fearful of logrolling, andkwhy a person should receive

extra money for doing something which was part of his normal

scholarly activity. The proponents of honoraria seemed to

come from soclal science disciplines where honoraria were

dsy more common than in history or literature, They
argued that we were akking the speaker to do a job he would
not otherwise have done, and that pay was perfectly proper.
In any'case, the solution approved By a majorify of the Board
was to allow the program committee to offer homnoraria to
special guest speékers from across the ocean, but not to fellow-.
specialists from North America. FEveryone agreed that if
conditions permitted scholar-participants to be brought from
any east European countries, the Association should be pre-

pared to cover all of their travel and other expenses,



D Other functions,
In the perlod 1960-~69 the AAASS served a few functions

1 '
in adﬁition to those discussed above,

T For example, the Board gavé its formal support to
efforts to help the Library of Congress continue the publica~

' ; 1
tion of the Monthly Index of Russian Accessions. It endorsed

officially the statement on academic freedom and tenure adopted

: 2
by the American Association of University Professors.t- It

paid special tribute to an Individual scholar when in 1965
it elected Profeéaor Emeritus Geoxge Vernadsky as Honorary

3

President of the Associlation.

In 1963-64 when the U. S. Post Office was delaying

~ the delivery of some unsealed"mail which it judged“to be

Communist propaganda possibly unsolicited by the addressees,.

_ covncernin
the Association polled its members po=emeertein the extent of

the problem, and ¢#en gave the results edfimibessurves

American Civil Liberties Union to use in challenging the

constitutionality of the actions of the Post Office.&r%

{

The Board also purchased and distributed to all members

a special bibliography of paperback books on Russia published

by the New York State Education Department,5

On the other hand the Board declined the proposal
of a publisher to set up a special beok c¢lub which would

offer reprints of scholarly books, The Board welcomed the
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publisher to use the Association's'maiiing list, but did not

want to involve the Association #beedf in soliciting orders
& .

or guaranteeing sales, It rejected a proposal from a com= . : ¢

mercilal press to become the official publishexr for the AAASS.7

It responded negatively to a request that it sponsor and assist
an international conferemce treating fifty years of Soviet

I
rulef8

The Board in 1962 decided agalnst using the Newsletter

to liet researéh in progress, and voted instead to encourage
a1l members of the Association to list their own and their
students' research with the External—Research'Division of the
U. 8. Department of State, in order that its yearly-published
lists might be as full as pqssiblefrﬁiﬂﬁj decision was up for
reexaminatién in l96§,‘after the Department of State haérbeen

o
forced to abandon its yearly bullatin.%

e o m o v A i ol

The Board declined to sﬁonsor an honorary fraternif§;
on the ground that Dobro Slovo and other existing organiza-
tions sufficed. It also decided not to get into the business
of sponsoring prizes for scholastic excellence in the Slavic
and east Furopean field, although it did encourage colleges and | T

other organizations to give AAASS memberships as prizes.ll
The Boardhgeclined to joln officially in a protest,

proposed by a member, against:an\Air Force ROTC indoctrination

program, It declined in 1965 to join in protests agalnst Soviet

i1

repression of prominent literary'figures.ln'The Board also de-



clined to put the Assoclation officially on record concerning

the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia in 1968; however, the

Newsletter gave prominence to a condemnatory statement addresaed

to the Soviet Union and its participating allies by an independent

"American Committee of Slavists'--a committee in which members

of the AAAS% acting as individuals, played a conspicuous role.,13

Even if the Board itself shied away from taking poli-

tical positions, one might ask about signs of political contro-

versy' in the_membership. During the 1960s such signs were very

‘few. The pages 6f the Review and the sessions at regional and
national meetingé gave evidence of vigorous debate on questions
of political significance, but there was no substantial chal~
lenge to the broad democratic middle from either extreme,
Soviet spgkeﬁmen might attack the Review, to be sure, as one of
them did in 1962,14 But the official Soviet viewpoint was
by that time generally regarded in non-Soviet professional
circles as an anthropological curiosity. Meanwhile, the fire
of the extreme right had shifted from its McCarthy~era targets,

and the Association was spared the painful task of deciding

how to respond to a hunt for "subversives" in its ranks. Toward

the end of the 1960s concern over our involvement in southeast
Asia prompted informal ?iscussions'within our Association. At
the same time, however,‘the idegs of the New Left had little
appeal for people who had stﬁdied professionally the history

and politics of Russia and eastern Europe. : “

{
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Several 'Fmﬁwk ]&IW\; 1ed
Them&im&tah&onsmo?-the functions of the Association

during its first nine yearsyﬁﬁemmeéhéwem—sevevaLwiacbous. , ¢

[here. was
Among~them-were a desire to maintain strictly the non-political

'T‘\\_q,,rQ VJOJ

- character of the organization. amdegrea*oﬁ uncertainty about

et urare..

the best poasible role for the Association! the persistent de-
ficits that made operations dependent on yearly subsidies, and #hmﬁiufms
wof=leasty the Iimited administrative staff, To these must be

added the continuing presence of the Joint Committee on Slavic

(1éfer: and East Eﬁropean) Studies as a grant-giving, conference-

' subsidizing, and planning agency for the field., Several membets

of the Joint Committee were eager to turn over some of its
functions to the AAASS., But that could not reasonably be done
untll the AAASS had more administrative strength and continuity. e

e Iﬁ the administration of the AAASS, aside from the editorial

_offices of the Review, the officers were all doing thelr Associa-

tion work on a volunteer basis, in addition to their regular
full-time university or other dutles, $lereowesy gince the
president, vice president, and treasurer changed frequently,
and the hired manager was largely involved with clerical and
Stlonlnig g v, _
bookkeeping duties, the main element of continuity was the t
secretary. ‘And he, both because of the demands of his regular
university work and because of his temperament and inclinatioﬁs,' '

served more as a helper and advisor to the successive presidents

than as an independent initiator and executor,

N

P

Several factors combined to open the way for change
toward the end of the 19608, as recounted in an earlier section.

The growth of the membership suggested that financial self-



.sufficiency was not many years away., The regional associations
had taken such firm root that it was time to think of holding N
national meetings every year and tying them in with the
regionals. The devélopment plan worked out by John Thgmpsoq;
~and-terbert Ellisoq)and their committees won approval from
the Ford Foundatiom and the promiée of a grant of $30,000 per
year for tﬂree years. The willingness of Bewadd Treadgold and
the University of Washington to take care.of the Review-sélved
a particularly pesky problem. Ohio State University through

the good offices of Leon Twarog offered a handsome new home

for the Currént Digest, and Leo Gruliow accomplished the feat

of moving it. The central administrative problem could be

solved because Ohio State had in George Demko a faculty member who

was exceptionélly quélified to be the Association's first
executivé secretary, who was eager to tackle the job, and who -
would be given strong imstituticnal support. The ACLS then .
capped the new edifice by turning ovér to the Assoclation the .
$78,000 reserve of the Slavic Publications Fund,

Thanks to those anduéther f#ctors.thé Associati;;'éw”“”

functions were being broadened at the end of the period

under review. It was taking over the job of supervising the

Current Dlges

Cﬁ\ F_)(h__ It appeared 1ike1y te assume a supervisory role in library and ., !

‘ (\‘L y‘\ L Lx\.g) QUL
kﬁ@ ﬂé Yt biblliographic- affairs, supplantlng(;OCOSEERS and cooperating
BAE. |

fmt { R

with the WEW Slavic Documentacion enter.1 it was in a better

poaition than before to speak for the whole field and to secure

.....
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funds from government, foundation, or other sources. And it

¢

was-for the first time in a position to play an active role in
planning and promoting the development of the field, The two
ingredients most essential here were (1) funds, which could
cover the expense of bringing plamning coﬁmittees and con-
ferences together or seeding small projects of various kinds,
and (2) an administrator who was prepared to devote a large
share of his time to the Association. 'Gammga Demko iﬁ his
first days as executlve secretary immediately set about
organizing standing committees for various aspects of develop=-
ment. In accordance with the plarns prepared by the Thompson
and Ellison committees, he hoped to have several groups at work.
One would concern itself with research,identifying areas that

especially needed attention, Another would focus on Slavic

and eastern Europe in undergraduate and sécondary education.

It might also arrange short courses for opinion makers and
communlty leaders, and stimulate the preparation of suitable .
teaching materials.16 Other sﬁanding committees or subcom=-

mittees were to be established as needed, For example, one

problem that called for special attention was that of rela-

tions with the regional branches of the AAASS. Demko

planned to use some of the newly available funds to enable -
the officers of the various regional groups to meet,

strengthening their connections with each other as well as

with the national headquarters,

(4
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v. CONCLUS IO}.‘I .
‘

In the formal sense, the Association's purposes as
set forth in 1960 had been achieved long'before 1969, The
Assoclation haa published an expanded and improved journal; it
had publisﬁe& a useful newsletter; it had sponsored and en-\
couraged interdisciplinary meetings both regionally and natiomally;
it had published sevaral directories and had distributed an
interdisciplinary bibliography whenever one was available. In
many ways it had stimulated interdisciplinary approaches and
had édvanced study and teaching about Russia and eastern Europe.
It had served its own:specific clientele and at the same time
had made a valuable contribution to society at large.

Beyond the formal accomplishments,%ngagéw;;gggdwiach
aspect of the Association's activitles depended on one's expec~
tations. The Association could be criticized for not having
done more and better in everything. For each of the Association';
achievements there were some shortcomings. Similarly, for each
shortcoming there were some extenuating reasons. In the fore-
going account I have given my own evaluations in each section
as I went along, and at the same time T have tried to give the

IS Sy

reader enough detail’ 'tO make his own assessments.

The toughest verdict on what the Association did in
the 1960s must come not from the few who read this account a8 buk
from the broader circles of those who share a special interest

in Russia and eastern Europe. -Their 'verdict will be expressed

through their actions in the 19708.




