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versities; (3) genevally, geographical distribution of the doctoral-degree-granting and
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by decade; and (5) female members published significantly more JRME articles than
did male members during one decade, but there was no significant publication dif-
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1984; Yarbrough, 1984, 1996). Research journal editorial committees
exert considerable influence on their respective journals, yet the
rescarch literature in music education contains no published studies
on the composition of these committecs.

The purposc of this study was to examine sclected characteristics
of the editorial commitiee of the Jowrnal of Research in Music Education
(JRMLE) during the publication’s first 40 years (1953-1992). The
authors cxamined the following variables for cach committee mem-
ber: (1) g'cn(lcr, (2) institution from which his or her doctorate was
obtained, (3) institutional affiliation (s) during the term(s) of service,
(1) geographical distribution of the doctoral-degrec-granting
institutions in relation o the general population, (5) geographical
disuibution of the afliliated institutions in relation o the general
populaton, and (6) number of JRME articles published prior to
appomunent.

HISTORY OF THE JRME

In carly 1952, Allen P. Britton and Warren S. Freeman submitted a
proposal for a music cducation research journal to the Music
Fducators National Conference (MENC). A planning committee
appointed by MENC president Marquerite V. Hood recommended a
two-ticred editorial stadT consisting of six editorial bhoard members
and twelve associate editors. Soon thereafter, Britton and Theodore
F. Normann were appointed chairman of the editorial committee
and book review editor, respectively (Normann, 1952). After solicit-
ing names of pcople interested in serving on the cditorial stadf,
Dritton and Hood apparently submitted nominations to the MENC
Lxccutve Comumittece (subscquenty renamed the Board of Diree-
tors) for {inal approval (Warren, 1966,/1967). The {irst editorial stut
wus appointed in September 1952 (Britton, 1084).

According to Warren (1966/1967), cditorial personnel were

expected to possess “good musicianship, wriling ability, devotion o
the cause of music education, and willingness to serve without remu-
nceration”™ (p. 144). In addition, “a wide representation was sought in
terms of geographical Jocation, outstanding universities, and candi-
dates of rich experience and rescarch potential” (p. 146). The origi-
nal criteria for editorial commitee membership did notinclude pub-
lished rescarch. Indeced, carly committce members had few or no
opportunities to publish in the JRMIZ and music educators rarcly
availed themselves of opportnides to publish their research else-
where (Humphreys, 1985). To establish a G-ycar staggered-term rota-
ton, one third of the original members were appointed to 6-year
terms, one-third to 4-year terms, and one-third to 2-year terms. The
first issue of the JRMI was published in the spring of 1953,
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In 1958, the MENC Board of Directors (subsequently renamed the
National Exccutive Board) approved the following changes: (1) an
indefinite term for the editor, (2) asix-member committee of edito-
rial associates in addition to the editor, (3) the right of editorial asso-
ciates to success themselves alter a lapsc of 2 years, and (1) a proce-
dure by which the editorial stalf could recommend committee
replacements o the Board of Directors. In 1963, the JRME was
placed under the acgis of the MENC Music Education Research
Council, or MERC (Warren, 1966/ 1967), which henceforth assumed
primary responsibility for nominating replacements for the editorial
committee. Eventually, the tite of chairman of the editorial commit-
tee was changed to editor (Britton, 1984), and the two-tier structure
was abandoned. As of this writing, the editorial conunittee consists of
I8 members, inclu(lingr the editor, and the MERC Fxecutive
Committee nominates replacement personnel o the National
Exceutive Board. The carrent “1 Landbook of the Socicty for Research
in Music Education” states that potential committee members must
“present a record of publicadon of research reports and articles, (o
include articles in the Journal of Research in Music Education and other
refereed l)l()i.(’SSi()n;li\j()lll'll}lls ol comparable prominence” (JeHison,
1993, p. 274).

METHOD

For the purposes of this study, the authors defined editorial come-
mittee members as all individuals who served as JRME ceditorial com-
mittee chairmen, cditors, cditorial associates. and committee mem-
bers during the publication’s first four decades. The names were
taken from the JRMES editorial roster. Individuals who scirved two
terms were counted twice for most of the analyses (1 = 5).

To facilitate an analysis of changes over time, we defined decades
ol JRMI publication as follows: Deccade 1, Spring 1953-Winicr 1962
(Volumes 1-10); Decade 2, Spring 1963-Winter 1979 (Volumecs
11-20); Decade 3, Spring 1973-Winter 1982 (Volumes 21-30); and
Decade 4, Spring 1983-Winter 1992 (Volumes 31-40). Individual
committece members were assigned to the decade in which their
names first appeared on the publication’s editorial roster.

Granting institution was defined as the college or university from
which a committce member emmned his or her doctorate. We
obtiained this information from University Microfilms International
databanks, university records, and correspondence with various indi-
viduals. Members with honorary (n = 1), foreign (= 1), or no doc-
toral degrees (n = 4) at the beginning of their terms were excluded
from some portions of the analyses. We defined affiliated institution
as any college or university listed under a committee member’s name
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Table 1
Numbers and Percentages of JRME Editorial Comumittce Member Tevins by Gender and
Articles Published

Decade
195362 1963-72 1973-82 1983-92 Total
Terms N
n 27 31 30 29 117
M:F Ratios )
n 26:1 28:3 26:4 21:8 101:16
9 96:4 90:10 87:13 72:28 86:14
Authors (JRME) ‘
n 3 14 19 28 64
o 11 45 63 97 H5
Articles )
n 3 18 44 B) 147
M (Males) 15 643 1.269 2.714 1.099
M (Females) 000 000 2.750 2.250 1.812
M (Total) AT 581 1.467 2.586 1.256
Range 0-1 0-3 0-4 0-6 0-6

on the JRMLEY editorial roster. Multiple affiliations were tabulated for
members who changed institutions during their terms (1 = 14). We
defined geographical region as the six (current) MENC divisions;!
the one foreign affiliated institution was excluded {from the regional
analysis. We estimated division populations for the midpoint of czxcl.]
JRME decade (e.g., mean of 1957-1958 for Decade 1) {rom decenni-
al census data (Bogue, 1985; Mattson, 1992) using a procedure
described previously by Humphreys and Schmidt (1998).

We defined articles published as the number of JRME articles writ-
ten or coauthored by an editorial committee member prior to his or
hier name’s first appearance on the editorial roster. Book reviews, bib-
liographies, comments, and rebuttals were excludced.

RESULTS

One hundred twelve individuals served 117 terms on the JRME edi-
torial committee during the publication’s first 40 ycars. Femalce rep-
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Table 2
Institutions that Contributed Three or More Doctoral Alumni to the JRME  Editorial
Committee (n = 13)

Decade
Institution 1953-62 1963-72 1973-82  1983%-92 Total Rank
Florida State 0 [ 4 10 15 1.0
Kansas 2 3 2 3 10 2.0
Columbia 4 3 2 0 9 3.0
Hlinois 2 3 2 1 8 4.0
Towa 2 2 2 1 7 5.5
Michigan i 3 2 I 7 55
Penn State 0 2 1 2 5 7.0
Indiana 1 0 2 1 4 10.0
Northwestern 1 1 2 0 4 10.0
Ohio State 0 1 1 2 4 10.0
Rochester 2 1 1 0 4 10.0
Wisconsin ! 3 0 0 4 10.0
Boston 1 2 0 0 3 13.0

resentation on the committee increased significantly over time, from
4% (1 = 3) in Decade 1 to 28% (n = 8) in Decade 4 (2 = 22.74, df =
3, p < .001). However, women served only 14% (n = 16) of the total
terms over the four decades (Table 1).

One hundred ten of the 112 editorial committee members held
doctorates carned at 34 American institutions. Florida State
University led other institutions in doctorates granted to Decade 3 (n
= 4) and Decade 4 (n = 10) committee members and for the four
decades combined (7 = 15) (Table 2). The top six institutions con-
tributed 51% (n = 56) of the members with doctorates, whereas the
top 13 institutions contributed 76% (n = 84). The addition of six
institutions that contributed two alumni each to the comiittee
results in a list of 19 institutions that granted degrees to 87% (n = 96)
of all committce members with doctorates. Only four degree-grant-
ing institutions (Illinois, lowa, Kansas, and Michigan) contributed
alumni to the committee in all four decades.

Doctoral-granting institutions in the Eastern Division contributed
approximately 41% of Decade 1 editorial committee members, but
the North Cenwral Division led in each of the remaining three
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Tabie 3

Commattee Members” Doctoral-Degree-Granting and Affiliated Institutions by Decade and
Divasion in Percent and in Relation to Population

1956562 1965-72 1973-82  1983-92 Total 12 (df = 3)
Lastern Division
Population -
o . 27.59 26.86 24.74 23.18 25.59
Granting Institution
n 9.00 8.00 6.00 5.00 28.00
s 40.90 26.67 20.69 17.24 25,45 12.44%*
720df= DA 2.58 0.00 0.36 088 0.00
Affiliated Instittion.
n 4.00 6.00 6.00 3.00 19.00
o 14.29 16.22 19.35 9.68 14.89 3.30
72(1[/ =]b 4.22% 2.62 0.66 5.54% 2.832
North Central Division
Poputation -
e 25.20 24.61 23.19 21.39 23.61
Granting Institution
" 8.00 14.00 12.00 8.00 42.00
i 36.36 46.67 41.38 27.59 3818 !
72 (ddf = D 0.20 65.82%* 5.19% 0.78 3.44
Affiliated Institution _
n 10.00 11.00 9.00 7.00 37.00
% 35.71 29.73 29.03 22.58 29.26 2.96
y2(df = Hb 1.78 0.48 0.66 0.04 0.60
Northwest Division
Population ‘
o 3.04 3.69 4.03 4.21 3.89
Granting Institution
n 0.00 0.00 3.00 0.00 3.00
Go 0.00 0.00 10.34 0.00 2.73 —
2 (df=1)A — — 2.77 — —
Aftiliated Institntion
n 1.00 2.00 3.00 2.00 8.00
G 3.57 5.41 9.68 6.45 6.28 3.14
72 (df =hb — — 9.32 0.46 0.56

(Table 3 contiines on next page)

Table 3 (concluded)
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1953-62 1963-72 1973-82  1983-92 Total )(2 (df = 3)
Southern Division
Population
% 20.74 20.61 21.84 22.73 21.48
Granting Institution
n 0.00 2.00 4.00 11.00 17.00
% 0.00 6.67 13.79 37.90 15.45 DG [ ¥k
¥ (df= 1" 20.74% %% 7 | 9*x 1.36 FLOT*** (0,98
Affiliated Institution
n 7.00 4.00 5.00 5.00 21.00
% 25.00 10.81 16.13 16.13 17.02 3.74
xZ (df=1b 0.40 3.06 0.86 .12 052
Southwestern Division
Population
%o 12.84 12.74 13.45 13.95 13.25
Granting Institution
n 3.00 2.00 3.00 5.00 14.00
%o 13.64 10.00 10.31 17.24 12.73 2.68
xZ (df =18 0.02 0.93 0.40 028 0.0l
Affiliated Institution
n 3.00 6.00 6.00 12.00 27.00
% 10,71 16.22 19.35 38.71 22.25 2(). 94k
1?2 (df = nh 0.20 0.42 1.06 11.64*** 298
Western Division
Population
Yo 9.93 11.49 12.76 14.55 12.18
Granting Institution
n 2.00 3.00 1.00 0.00 6.00
% 9.09 10.00 3.45 0.00 5.45 11.70%*
%2 (df = Da 0.04 0.10 5.38* 14.52%** 257
Affiliated Institution
n 3.00 8.00 2.00 2.00 15.00
% 10.71 21.62 6.45 6.45 11.31 13.61%*
%2 (df = Hb 0.02 3.10 2.08 3.12 0.04

# The ¥% were computed on division differences between percentage of national pop-

ulation and percentage the national tot

al of doctorates granted from each division.

D Ihe 725 were computed on division difterences between percentage of national
population and percentage the national total of affiliations from each division.

< 055 1 p < 0L B < 001
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decades and over the four decades combined (Table 3). As a per-
centage of the national total, production from the Eastern and West-
crn divisions declined significantly across decades, while Southern
Division production increased significantly. All other divisions
remained constant across decades within statistical limits (p>.05).

Relative to their respective percentages of the national population,
granting institutions {rom the Southern Division were significanty
\111(1(‘1‘1'01)1}‘_@5011Lc(l on the committee in Decades 1 and 2, as was the
Western Division in Decades 3 and 4. The North Cenual Division was
significanty overrepresented in Decades 2 and 3, and the Southern
Division was overrepresented in Decade 4 (Table 3). Granting insti-
tutions from the Northwest Division produced no committee mem-
bers for three of the four decades. No division was significanty over-
or underrepresented relative to its percentage of the national popu-
Lation over the four decades (p > .05).

Editorial committce members were affiliated with 73 American
institutions. The University of Kansas led all other institutions in con-
tributions of faculty members o the editorial committee (n="17), ol
Towed by two institutions with five each, four institutions with four
cach, and seven institutions with three each (Table 4).

Forty-cight percent (n = 54) of committee members were alfiliated
with these 14 institutions. Only one institution (Kansas) contributed
morce than two people in a single decade, and only four institutions
(Florida State, Indiana, Kansas, and Washington) contributed com-
mittee members in all four decades.

The North Cenwal Division led in institutional affiliations for
Decade 1 with 36% (n = 8) of the members, and over the four
decades with 29% (0 = 37) (Table 8). The Northwest Division con-
tributed only 6% (2 = 8) of the total members. The Southwestern
Division’s contributions increased significantly from 11% of the total
in Decade 1 to 39% in Decade 4, whereas the percentage of members
from the Western Division peaked in Decade 2 and then declined sig-
nificantly. As a percentage of population, the Eastern Division was
significanty underrepresented in Decades I and 4, and the South-
western Division was significantly overrepresented in Decade 4. No
division was significantly over- or underrepresented over the four
decades (p>.05).

The percentage of editorial committee members who published in
the [RMI before joining the committee increased from 11% (n = 3)
in Decade 10 97% (n=28) in Decade 4 (x2=71.48, df=3, p <.001)
(Table 1). Similarly, the total number of JRME articles published by
committee members before appoinument increasced stgnificantly
from Decade 1 (2 = 3) to Decade 4 (= 75) (12 = 85.54, df=3, p<
.001).

Women appointed in Decades 1 and 2 published o JRME articles
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Table 4
Institutions with three or more faculty members on the JRME Editorial Committee (n = 14)

Decade
Institutions 1953-62 1963-72 1973-82  1983%-92 Total Rank
Kansas 1 1 2 3 7 1.0
Georgia 1 1 1 2 H 2.5
Indiana 2 1 2 [} 5] 2.5
Florida State 1 { 1 1 4 5.5
Hinois 0 2 1 1 4 5.5
Penn State 2 0 1 1 4 5.5
Washington I 1 1 1 4 5.5
Colorado 1 2 0 0 3 11.0
Towa 1 1 i 0 3 110
Michigan 1 2 0 0 3 11.0
North Texas | 0 1 1 3 11.0
Ohio State 0 i 1 1 3 11.0
Oregon 0 1 I 1 3 11.0
Texas 0 0 1 2 3 11.0

before their terms began, but women in Decade 3 published more
than twice as many articles prior to appointunent than did their male
counterparts, a statistically significant rank-order difference for
Decacde 3 (Mann-Whitney U, corrected for ties, Z = -1.96, p < .05)
(Table 1). Furthermore, there was a significant difference in the
nwnber of articles published prior to appointment in favor of
women for the four decades combined (7 =-2.08, p <.05). However,
there was no significant difference for Decade 4 (Z=-86, p>.05).

DISCUSSION

Women wrote approximately 43% of the research papers present-
cd at the 1990 MERC biennial poster session (Hedden, 1992), 40%
of JRML articles from the late 1970s through the 1980s (Hedden,
1993), and approximately 36% of doctoral dissertations on the his-
tory of music education and therapy completed in the 1980s
(Humphreys, Bess, & Bergee, 1996/1997). Clearly, female member-
ship on the JRME editorial committee for 1983-1992 (28%) lagged
bchind these indices of female researcher productivity. Furthermore,
the fact that women appointed in Decade 3 had published more than
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twice as many JRME articles as the men suggests that women may
have bad to “overachieve.” On the other hand, there was no signifi-
cant difference in Decade 4, and the percentage of women who ivcx'c
committee members, paper presenters, and dissertation authors all
mcreased over time, all of which probably bodes well for gender par-
ity on the committee in the future. Gender issues asicle, the fact that
virtually all (97%) of the JRMEs Decade 4 editorial committee mems-
bers published at least one article before appointment suggests an
improvement in the committee’s rescarch credentials over tine.

During its first 40 years, the JRME editorial committee consisted of
individuals trained at a relatively large number of doctoral-degree-
granting institutions who were affiliated with an even larger number
of institutions. The lists of the top 13 doctoral-degree-granting (Table
2) and the top 14 affiliated (Table 4) institutions contain only eight
institutions in comunon. Summing the two ranks for cach of these
cight institutions results in the following rank order: (1) Kansas, (2)
Florida State, (3) Illinois, (4.5—tie) Indiana and Pennsylvania State,
(6.5—1c) lowa and Michigan, and (8) Ohio State.

Overall, the data suggest that the JRME has not been dominated by
a small number of institutions. However, Florida State's doctoral
alumni constituted 34% of the committce during Decade 4—an
unprecedented level of institutional dominance in the history of the
JRME that could mitigate, unintentionally, against diversity on the
committee and thus in journal content.

Of the eight institutions identified in this study as the most close-
Iv associated with the JRAE editorial committec, six appear on the list
of the top 20 producers of historical dissertations (Humphreys, Bess,
& Bergee, 1996/1997), and all eight appear on Brittin and Standley’s
(1997) list of 20 institutions whose dissertations received the most
published reviews in a certain journal during a specified period of
time. In addition, seven of the eight institutions identified in the pre-
sent study appear on Brittin and Standley’s (1997) “top 207 list of
affiliated institutions of prolilic authors who published in three
sclected music education and therapy research journals. Authors
cited in the literature review have grappled with definitions of “emi-
nence” and the extent to which eminence may be related to produc-
tivity and other factors. The present authors suggest that institution-
al eminence might be seen through other indicators, such as number
ol dissertations produced, although all such measures may be equal-
Iy valid (or invalid) mecasures of eminence (Humphreys, Bess, &
dergee, 1996/1997). All such lists, including those in the present
study, may simply reflect the size of graduate music education and
therapy faculties and the numbers of doctoral graduates.

Rescarchers should concern themselves with representativeness
and diversity as well as with the more clusive concept of eminence.
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For example, although geographical representation on the editorial
committee was sought by the JRMEs founders (Warren, 1966/ 1967)
and is a current requircment for the constitution of the MERC
Exccutive Committee, there is no such current requirement for the

JRMI committee (sce Jellison, 1993). Therefore, it is both remark-

able and commendable that geographical representation was pro-
portionate to the population over the four decades for both doctor-
al-degree-granting and affiliated institutions. That the overall rank
order of doctoral-degree-granting and affiliated institutions by divi-
sion is not significantly similar (Spearman rho = 77, n=6, p>.05) fur-
ther supports the argument that geographical diversity on the com-
mittee has been maintained.

Future rescarchers might wish to use different (or additional) geo-
graphical variables than the one used in this study. We used popula-
tion data because they were readily available and scemed relevant, at
least up to a point. A better measure might be the number of doc-
toral-degree-granting  institutions in cach geographical region
because the percentage of such institations in a given region might
not correspond with that region’s percentage of the national popu-
lation. However, many of the JRMLE editorial committece members’
affiliated institutions did not offer doctorates, especially during the
first decacde examined (1953-62). Indeecd, one committee member
was affiliated not with an educational institution, but with the Library
of Congress. Furthermore, institutional records would have to be
examined for cach year, because what was called a doctorate varied
widely between institutions and over time. Regardless of the dilficul-
tics involved, the percentage of accredited music schools or doctor-
al-degrec-granting institutions located in each region might provide
a morc accurate indicator of geographical diversity than regional
population percentages.

Clearly, the JRME has made progress in gender equity and in the
qualifications of its reviewers, and geographical representativencess
has been maintained, at least as those variables were defined and
measured in this study. Researchers should continue to monitor
important demographic variables related to the music education
rescarch enterprise, as well as issues related to research topics and
methodology.

NOTE

1. Following is a current list of states in cach MENC division: Fastern—CT,
DC, DE, ME, MD, MA, NII, NJ, NY, PA, RI, VI; North Central—IL, IN, LA,
MI, MN, NE, ND, OH, SD, WI; Northwest—AK, ID, MT, OR, WA, WY,
Southern—AL, FL, GA, KY, LA, MS, NC, SC, TN, VA, WV; Southwestern—
AR, CO, KS, MO, NM, OK, TX; Western—AZ, CA, HI, NV, UT.
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