











bringing to my attention films that they believe should be reviewed in the Journal. | ap-
preciate those cfforts, invite their continuation, and hope members who wish to submit
reviews will contact me in 1986.

Thomas A. Green

Report of the Record Review Editor, JAF

During the past year the Journal published record review essays on the following topics:
Folk Music Recordings in Scries; British, Irish, and Irish-American Traditions; African
American Traditions; Italian and Italian-American Music; and Ragtime. This year brings
to a close my five-year tenure as record review editor. I think that five years is enough for
anyone in this position—certainly for me—and it is time for someone else. As Record
Review Editor I was pleased to solicit and publish a much higher percentage of guest re-
views than previous editors, and I tried to aim most of the review essays at the general
readership rather than collectors and specialists. Throughout, it has been a pleasure to serve
under Dick Bauman. To those who wrote to me in response to my reviews, thank you; I’ve
enjoyed our correspondence. To those who have written guest reviews, a double thank you;
the readership and I both owe you a debt of gratitude. Now Norm Cohen takes over as
Record Review Editor, and surely he will find his own emphasis. Norm, associated since
its inception with the John Edwards Memorial Forum (formerly John Edwards Memorial
Foundation) and editor of their distinguishcd documentary record series as well as its jour-
nal, brings considerable experience to the job; in fact. he was Acting Record Review Editor
for a time in the 1970s. I wish him well.

Jeff Titon

Report of the Editor, Publications of the American Folklore Society

Since June 1984, when I was appointed Editor of the Publications of the American Folk-
lore Society, the following manuscript transactions have taken place:

Manuscript inquiries rejected as unsuitable to the series: 2

Manuscript inquiries encouraged. but with no submission to date: 2

Manuscripts reviewed and rejected as unsuitable to the scries: 2

Manuscripts reviewed and revision and re-submission requested: 1

Manuscripts actively solicited: 9

Manuscripts to be submitted 1985-1986, according to the authors: 11

Manuscripts in review at present: 1

Manuscripts accepted and in final editing stages: |

Manuscripts published: Rosan A. Jordan and Susan J. Kal¢ik, eds., Women’s Folklore,
Women’s Culture, PAFS, New Series, vol. 8 (University of Pennsylvania Press,
1985) and Bruce Jackson, ed., Teaching Folklore, PAFS, New Series, un-num-
bered (Documentary Research, Inc., 1984).

A full statement of present PAFS editorial policies and goals appeared in The American
Folklore Society Newsletter, 14:4 (Oct. 1985) and should be consulted for further infor-



mation concerning submissions and the review processes followed in the evaluation of
manuscripts.

I'am happy to announce the following members of the new PAFS Advisory Board: Bar-
bara Allen, University of Notre Dame; Robert Georges, U.C.L.A.; José Limon, University
of Texas; Wolfgang Mieder, University of Vermont; Elliott Oring, California State Uni-
versity, Los Angeles; Sandra K. D. Stahl, Indiana University. I do not plan to use the
Advisory Board members as manuscript readers unless they have special expertise in the
topic of the manuscript under review. Instead, the primary responsibilities of the board will
be: (1) discussion and exploration of PAFS policies and goals; (2) assistance in the en-
couragement of manuscript submissions that represent quality scholarship; (3) the location
of appropriate manuscript readers to aid in the manuscript review process; (4) providing
the PAFS editor information and advice in the establishment of PAFS policy concerning
service publications, publications for the non-professional audience, non-print media pos-
sibilities, and unusual problems related to manuscript evaluation.

I welcome any and all inquiries concerning PAFS, its policies, and its prospects.

Larry Danielson

Report of the Editor, AFS Newsletter

During the past year the Newsletter published six issues, including the issue that con-
tained the preliminary program for the 1985 annual meeting. Using letters to the editor as
a somewhat-less-than-reliable barometer, the publication appears to be moving more
surely (than at last year’s annual reporting) in the direction its editor had charted—as a
forum for the discussion of topics of interest to members as well as the primary vehicle for
the dissemination of Society business. The exchange that occupied the Newsletter’s letters
section for three issues on aspects of organizational and occupational folklife let members
who have not heard these points of view expressed at an AFS meeting in on a controversy
with historical and ideological, as well as theoretical dimensions.

Readers have been more than faithful in supplying odd bibliographic information and
outrageously uninformed usage of our professional lexicon. In response to the second of
these-demands for print, a new feature will be added to the forthcoming AFSNL, an item
called ‘“Name in Vain.”’ Missing in action this year are Tim Lloyd’s reports on folklore in
the media and reports on conferences. I am inclined more than ever to enforce my threat
to deny space for conference announcements to those meeting organizers who fail to pro-
vide an account of proceedings for the last conference they organized. Having no means
at my disposal to punish another group of consistent offenders, let me simply point out that
only one (1) advertisement for a teaching job was submitted for Newsletter publication this
year. This means that of the 12 academic vacancies I know of which were filled during the
past 11 months all but one was filled without open announcement or competition among
qualified applicants. A sorry state, and according to this annual accounting, getting sorrier.

Charles Camp

Report of the Nominating Committee

The Nominating Committee presented the Society with two nominees for president (Ju-
dith McCulloh and W. Edson Richmond); four nominees for Executive Board (Jane Beck,



David Evans, William K. McNeil, and Yvonne Milspaw): and two nominces for the Nom-
inating Committee (Barbara Allen and James P. Leary). As requested by petition from the
membership, the Committee also added Robert Georges to the ballot as a candidate for
Executive Board. In addition, the Committee recommended persons to serve on the Pro-
gram, Resolutions, and State of the Profession Committees.

The Committee sincerely thanks all of you who made suggestions and recommenda-
tions. Special thanks go, of course, to those who agreed to run for office.

Kathleen E. B. Manley, Chair

Report of the Program Committee

This year’s submissions consisted of 349 paper proposals, 6 films, 5 videotapes, and 11
research reports, which collectively were evaluated and ultimately organized into 50 Paper
Sessions, 26 pre-planned Panels, 14 Forums, 3 Symposiums, 3 Media Forums, 3 Films, 1
Videotape, 1 Research Reports Panel, and 1 Workshop. **Symposium’’ is the (arguably)
poorly-named-but-much-needed category created by the Program Committee to accom-
modate creative **special formats’ in organized proposals, ¢.g., those centered on a single
extended lecture. ;

Of the submissions, 16 were asked by evaluators to revise or rework their proposals,
and 15 did so and were accepted. Out of 16 original media submissions we accepted 11.
The final program has 102 sessions, generally meeting eight at a time, beginning Thursday,
Oct. 17, 1985, at 8:30 and ending Sunday, Oct. 20, 1985, at 12:15 pm.

Having undertaken and completed the task of producing an AFS Annual Meeting Pro-
gram, we wish to present in this Report both some reflective thoughts on the difficulties of
programming the AFS Annual Meeting and some specific recommendations to the Society
and to our successors.

The Program Committee’s job is a big one, so big that this year we had need of three
Co-Chairs. Whether two people or three people handle the job in coming years, the root
issue they face is the size of the Annual Meeting. In order to accommodate the large num-
ber of papers accepted under the current guidelines, this year's Program is generally pred-
icated on the idea of having eight simultaneous sessions. By comparison, in the 1978 Salt
Lake City meeting, the sessions came four at a time, and way back during the 1968 Annual
Meeting, in Bloomington, Indiana, there were only two sessions at a time. In fact, that
was the first year that simultaneous sessions were needed at all (and mighty—but ultimately
feckless—were the howls of protestation). Even allowing for a possible slowdown in the
rate of growth of the Meeting, we can project a need for some 12 to 20 simultaneous ses-
sions by the year 2000, if we don’t control the Annual Meeting’s growth. And even if the
rate of growth of the Annual Meeting slows, we have long since reached the point at which
each member of the Society is beginning to recognize a large issue here. Hugo Freund, in
a welcome letter to the Program Committee, clarified the issue: to what degree can the
admirable democratic ideal of facilitating relatively open participation in AFS’s Annual
Mesetings be reconciled with the desire that each meeting actually be designed to support
scholarly discourse? Scholarly discourse obviously suffers when there’s no time left for
discussion. It may suffer when an important thematically unified series of panels that would
interest all members of the society cannot be scheduled as true plenary sessions, due to the
overcrowded program, and must be scheduled opposite seven other panels, to the dismay
of all their participants.

Are we to reject more papers? Must the Program Committee enforce the rules permitting



summary rejection of incomplete submissions for any failure to provide all registration
materials? Shall we have the Annual Meeting commence on Wednesday morning? Do we
begin to schedule some regular paper sessions in the evening? Should an absolute limit be
placed on the number of sessions that can be scheduled for an Annual Meeting? Should
plenary sessions be encouraged, and if so, how many can we permit each year? How should
the 1986 Program Committee plan around the proposed Special Program ‘‘Feminism and
Folklore: Women'’s Analytical Perspectives,’’ which is to run concurrently with regularly
scheduled AFS panels and have its own internal ‘‘plenary’’ session? The Society’s deci-
sions respecting such matters must be implemented by the Program Committee, and re-
sponsibly opinionated members should heed this call, and step forward to guide the 1986
Program Committee, and each successive year’s Program Committee with their advice.

The 1985 Program Committee implemented many of the specific suggestions made by
last year’s Program Committee in revising the Call for Papers. Even so, we found that there
were some significant improvements we (and numerous others we heard from) wished we
had made, which we recommend to the 1986 Committee:

- 1. The Call for Papers should probably grow from three pages in the February AF'S News-
letter to four, to allow for a redesign of the abstract forms themselves so they can accom-
modate the generally increased amount of information being requested from those making
proposals. In particular, the space for the 100-word short abstract is, charitably, barely
adequate this year; it really should have another inch added to it; otherwise, as Jim Leary
has suggested, the Program Committee may have to tell people to write only with short
words.

2. A checklist should be added to clarify what category the proposal deals with: PAPER,
FORUM, PANEL, WORKSHOP, MEDIA SUBMISSION, etc.

3. The Call for Papers might mention that an ideal proposal is mailed flat, i.e., unfolded,
with all materials in the order given in the final checklist on the Call for Papers. There are
paper clips but NO STAPLES holding copies together, and everything is in it that’s sup-
posed to be there. This point may seem unduly picky to readers who can command more
secretarial aid than we could; but since virtually all the proposals arrive in the mail at one
time—just after the deadline—it takes at least 5 hours just to open the four hundred or so
envelopes and organize their contents into useful stacks.

4. Film and videotape submissions must include not only the completed production it-
self, but also a 100-word descriptive abstract for publication. Serious thought should be
given to establishing an even earlier deadline for media submissions, since they take much
more time to process than paper proposals.

5. The Call for Papers should make clear to all that the form of a person’s name used on
the CAMERA-READY short abstract copy is the ‘‘official’’ form, which will be used
throughout the program, and that the actual abstract copy will not be revised or altered by
the Program Committee unless it is too long, in which case it may be ruthlessly truncated.

6. Organizers/Chairs of pre-planned panels should always request the order they want
papers to appear in within their sessions.

7. Either alter the words *‘Please clip out registration’’ to **Cut out the registration form
along the dotted line and clip it to your check’’; or else redesign the registration form itself
so that clipping out is not needed (i.e., make it the bottom fourth of the page).

8. Redesign the Call for Papers Long Abstract Form to allow for more logical and useful
key word classification of papers.

9. Enable membership renewal and/or subscription on the Meeting registration form
(i.e., encourage nonmembers to pay a $25 + $25 fee for membership and registration,
rather than $40 for non-members’ registration).

Considerable use was made by this year’s Program Committee of several microcomputer
systems, chiefly a Digital Equipment Corp. Rainbow 100B, in organizing and creating the



Program. In addition to word processing, mailing list and label printing, the microcom-
puter let us keep track of most of the information on the submission forms with a relational
database manager. We did not enter the actual text of abstracts into our database, but all
other entries on the Long and Short Abstract submission forms were represented, including
the topic key words describing each paper: genre, approach, etc. That permitted some
fancy searches of the database to find out what topics our papers were all about and, we
hoped, to make session-building easier. The detailed results of those searches, like the
details of our use of commercial word processors, spreadsheet programs, and that relational
database manager, as well as our adventures in custom programming—in short, all the
advanced technical jive—is out of place here, and it would be of excruciating boredom to
all but a few diehard computer addicts and, perhaps. next year’s Program Committee. Suf-
fice it to say that we see great promise in the use of microcomputers for AFS Annual Meet-
ing Program Committee planning, especially if your algorithms got rhythm and you get
each byte right.

We wish to sincerely thank all those who aided us in this year’s Program Committee
work, beginning with the English Department of the University of Kentucky and the De-
partment of Literature and Language, Northern Kentucky University, who materially sup-
ported our actual production of the Program. We are especially grateful to last year’s Pro-
gram Committee Co-Chairs, to Charley Camp of our own Society, and to Lucille Horn of
the American Anthropological Association office for their patient guidance and tolerant
support. Thanks are also due to all the evaluators, who actually took on and accomplished
the most critical and thankless job within the Program Committee’s realm of operations.
Ann Taft deserves all our heartburnt—pardon, heartfelr thanks for compiling the Cincinnati
Restaurant Guide, though the Literature and Language faculty and students at Northern
Kentucky University also figured importantly in the creation of that critical document.

Danielle M. Roemer
Elizabeth M. Adler
Thomas A. Adler

Report of the ACLS Delegate

‘‘After many a summer dies the swan.”” So wrote Alfred, Lord Tennyson in a well-
known line from a little-known poem, ‘*Tithonus,”’ from which I certainly cannot quote
further and about which my memory is vague since the last time I read the poem was in
graduate school over 40 years ago. 1 do remember, however, that Tennyson was expecting,
among other things, when he wrote his poem that his audience would be aware of the belief
that a swan sings beautifully in its death throes. Tennyson and folklore notwithstanding,
only one species of swan sings at all, and there is no evidence that it does so more beau-
tifully at death; nevertheless, the belief persists for which I am grateful since this is my
“*swan song’’ as your delegate to the American Council of Learned Societies. So, to New
York in April 1985, for the 68th meeting of the American Council of Learned Societies,
being its 66th annual meeting, the 64th meeting of the corporation, and the fourth meeting
for your present delegate.

1 am happy to say that after many a year of bewailing the hotel accommodations offered
by the ACLS, I and the other delegates were housed in the New York Hilton with rooms
of the sort appropriate to advertising brochures. Unfortunately, however, this required us
to make frequent use of either the subway system, taxis, or both, for the meetings were
held at the New School for Social Research, at the Asia Society, at the New York Public



Library, and at the Harvard Club. These institutions are not next door to each other, and it
can be safely said that the American Council of Learned Societies expended the equivalent
of a travel grant on transportation expenses for the various delegates during the meeting
period.

The theme of the meeting was ‘‘Specialization and Professionalism within the Univer-
sity,”” a topic addressed by William J. Bowsma, Sather Professor of History at the Uni-
versity of California, Berkeley, on Thursday, April 18, and by a panel moderated by Pro-
fessor Leo J. Marx, William R. Kenan, Jr., Professor of American Cultural History, the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, on Friday, April 19. The ‘‘respondent’’ to Profes-
sor Bowsma’s lecture was Professor Thomas L. Haskell of the Department of History at
Rice University, and the panelists whose discussion was moderated by Professor Marx
were Professors Margaret King, the Department of History, Brooklyn College, Thomas S.
Kuhn, Laurance Rockefeller, Professor of Philosophy, MIT, and Karl Joachim Weintraub,
Thomas E. Donnelly Distinguished Professor of History, the University of Chicago. The
same topic was addressed less directly by Professor Richard W. Lyman, President of the
Rockefeller Foundation, at a luncheon held at the Harvard Club at noon on Friday. It is
* perhaps notable that only one of the principal speakers and one of the panelists lacked an
eponymous title, for the theme of the meeting was at least indirectly related to such titles.

Interestingly, each of the speakers and panelists, as well as most of their audience, ap-
proached this theme with a perception that most people outside of academia believe that
the words *‘specialization’’ and ‘‘professionalism’” imply narrowness, and they chose to
argue that while this is indeed a danger, it is not a necessity. All were accomplished and
thought-provoking speakers and none inept enough to employ clichés such as:

Little drops of water,
Little grains of sand,
Make the mighty ocean
And the pleasant land.

The temptation must have been great, but the implication of all of the talks was that Brown-
ing’s ‘‘Last Duchess”” who ‘‘liked whate’er she looked upon’’ and whose **. . . looks
went everywhere’’ would not be a very good teacher in a university today. Indeed, they
suggested that the departmental organization of modern universities made specialization
inescapable, and that students, after all, are not exposed to but one specialist.

As has been true for the past three years, a highlight of the meeting was the Charles
Homer Haskins Lecture, entitled as always ‘A Life of Learning,’’ delivered this year by
Lawrence Stone, Dodge Professor of History at Princeton University. The Haskins lectures
are all narcissistic, not in the sense that those who deliver them are narcissists, but in the
sense that academics have a deep need to know that they are truly making a contribution
to humanity, that a professor is as important in the great chain of being as is a lawyer, a
politician, or the president of General Motors. That it is probably not true is beside the
point. It creates an enthralled audience for one who has been in and thoroughly enjoyed
the profession chosen by his audience.

As Professor Stone pointed out at the beginning of his lecture, he is, he hopes, in the
midst, not at the end, of his “‘life of learning.”’ Those who heard him, no matter what their
discipline, sincerely hope that this is true. One of his statements was particularly significant
for folklorists:

All my work has been based on two fundamental hypotheses about how the historical
process works. The first is that great events must have important causes, and not merely
trivial ones. The second is that all great events must have multiple causes.

The fall of Troy was not brought about simply by the (willing, even enthusiastic) abduction
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of Helen, World War I was activated by but not caused by the assassination of Archduke
Ferdinand. the tragedy of Little Musgrave did not arise simply from his seduction of Lady
Barnard. Thus, as Professor Stone says close to the end of his lecture:

The main safeguard from teleological distortion is to keep firmly in mind that people in
the past were different from ourselves, and that this difference must always be investi-
gated and explicated.

He didn’t add **folklorists take note,’* but I will.

Professor Stone’s lecture was not the sole highlight of the meetings. After the panel
discussion on Friday morning. delegates, secretaries, and all were invited to a luncheon at
the Harvard Club, and both the cuisine (the simple word **food’ is inadequate here) and
the environs in which it was served gave proof that those who had been subject to the
teachings of academic specialists did not necessarily lack the good things in life. On the
trip from the Riddle Room. where the luncheon was held, to the President’s Room, where
the business meeting took place, with a series of upstairs/downstairs trips through corridors
lined with memorabilia for an intermediate stop necessitated by an abundance of various
vintages. one felt he was in a set for Masterpiece Theatre, and it was something of a shock
to be called to order not by Alistaire Cook but by John William Ward.

The Business Meeting, as is usual, since much of the business has always been handled
essentially beforehand, was short and to the point. The roll call of delegates and the roll
call of secretaries of constituent societies was quickly concluded, The attendees observed
amemorial silence for Otto E. Albrecht, J. P. Elder, and Rensalaer W. Lee, each of whom
had served the ACLS in various ways and ecach of whom had died during the past year.
The budget for the coming year was approved, the Association for Jewish Studies was
admitted as a constituent Society of the ACLS. and the new officers of the Society, Georges
May as Chairman, Neil Harris as Vice-Chairman, Winfred P. Lehman as Secretary, and
Arnold Thackray as Treasurer, as well as John H. D’ Arms and Helen Venoller as members
of the Board of Directors, were unanimously elected by an ordered vote.

Unfortunately as it turned out much later, this was not only the swan song for your del-
egate but also, tragically, for the President of the ACLS, John William Ward, who died on
August 3, 1985. The energy and enthusiasm which he supplied as President of the Society
was not only remarkable but happily was often remarked upon. Nevertheless, it leads one
to wonder if the anonymous medieval poem which Tennyson undoubtedly had in mind
when he wrote *“Tithonus’" is not appropriate:

The silver swan who living had no note

When death approached unlocked her silent throat;
Leaning her breast against the reedy shore,

Thus sung her first and last, and sung no more;
Farewell, all joys, O death, come close mine eyes;
More geese than swans now live, more fools than wise.

W. Edson Richmond

Report of the Chair, Centennial Coordinating Council

CCC business was conducted at the San Diego meeting and by phone and mail between
Council members Marta Weigle (chair), Roger Abrahams, Simon Bronner, Jan Brunvand,
Rayna Green, Bruce Jackson, W. Edson Richmond, Ellen Stekert, and Bert Wilson. The
nine committees and their chairs (together with their Council liaison persons) are: Ameri-



can Academic Outreach, Rosemary Zumwalt, chair (Brunvand, Green); AFS Matters,
Weigle, chair (Stekert); Federal Agencies, Peter Bartis, chair (Stekert); Funding, Green,
chair (Weigle, Abrahams); International Affairs, Richmond, chair (Abrahams, Wilson);
Meetings, Bronner, chair (Abrahams); Public Events and Outreach, Bob Teske. chair
(Brunvand, Wilson); Publications, Weigle, interim chair (Jackson, who was chair until
July, Richmond); State and Regional Societies and Resources, Pat Jasper, chair (Bronner,
Wilson).

The $10,000 planning grant from the Skaggs Foundation was deposited in the AFS
budget in April 1985 and discussed in the May Executive Board meeting. To date, an es-
timated $5500.00 of this has been expended on Council and committee expenses, including
stationery; the 1983 organizational meeting in Santa Fe, the Publications Committee’s Sub-
committee on the JAF index, led by Richard Thill in Omaha in March 1984; and the work-
ing session of the Meetings Committee in Harrisburg in January 1985. At the May Excc-
utive Board meeting, Skaggs Foundation program officer challenged us to use some portion
of whatever CCC funds we are able to secure for long-range development, and Rayna
Green is chairing the CCC Funding Committee and a general long-range planning com-
mittee.

The CCC and its committees have been working to develop programs and productions
in three interrelated areas: (1) Centennial celebrations and commemorations, 1988-89: (2)
evaluations and histories of American folklore/life work in both academic and public sec-
tors; and (3) the long-term growth of the AFS. Three aspects are well underway: (1) Meet-
ings Committee plans for special meetings in 1988 (Boston) and 1989 (Philadelphia); (2)
initial Public Events and Outreach Committee planning for a major traveling exhibition,
now titled *‘Folk Art/Shared Art’’; and (3) the hundred-year JAF index. a subcommittee
of the Publications Committee headed by Bruce Jackson. This latter project is well under-
way and will be first published as a supplementary issue to JAF. The approved budget has
a ceiling of $25,000, and volunteer indexers are now being solicited.

1985-86 will be the crucial year for submitting funding requests and especially for
launching and substantially implementing programs which must come to fruition in 1988—
89 or even before. Please volunteer help to committee chairs, send in ideas, and in your
own work think of ways you can contribute to the Centennial and thus the AFS.

Marta Weigle

Report of the AAAS Delegate

The Anthropology section of AAAS (American Association for the Advancement of
Science), Section H, discussed several issues of interest to folklorists, including the Cen-
tennial of the Department of Anthropology at the University of Pennsylvania, proposed
workshops and seminars for next year’s AAAS meeting in Philadelphia, May 25-30, 1986,
additional opportunities for anthropologists and other social scientists to publish in Sci-
ence, and ways to communicate more fully with the section’s affiliate groups. Brian
Spooner of the University of Pennsylvania announced that the anthropology department is
holding a centennial celebration—the first in anthropology in the country—which began
this May and will continue for 18 months. Since AAAS will meet next year in Philadelphia,
the department will hold a reception for Section H, and arrange for more workshops at the
meeting or possibly a day-long symposium in conjunction with or immediately after it.
Clearly, because of the university’s strong folklore program, this meeting would allow its
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AFS members to work more closely with AAAS. Folklorists interested in participating
should contact Spooner.

Proposals for next year's mecting, due by August of this year (preliminary program to
be distributed in October), should be forwarded to Albert Spaulding, Department of An-
thropology, UC, Santa Barbara. CA 93106. The Section seeks interdisciplinary symposia
with joint sponsorship. The topics suggested for the meeting include cultural evolution
(James Fernandez), women's work and child welfare in the Third World (Mayra Buvinic),
and other topics more closely aligned with the Section’s interests in the sciences (including
the ethics of remote sensing devices). Willis Sibley of the Anthropology Department of
Cleveland State University proposed several topics in applied anthropology, including pos-
sible panels on corporate culture, on anthropology and the crisis in urban schools, and on
social organizations and technology, all topics of interest to folklorists and indicative of
the type of symposia we might propose to AAAS.

The new Deputy Editor of Science, Gardner Lindzey, seeks articles in the social sciences
which could be published in this weekly magazine. This publication might offer a new
forum for AFS members. one which would align the society more closely with AAAS.
Section H itself would like to find ways to communicate more fully with such affiliated
members of the group as AFS. The officers reminded us that they represent a network of
scholars constantly in touch with all AAA members and that as such they can bring the
concerns of an affiliated society to their attention. They suggested, for example, that AFS
present to them significant resolutions or issues brought up at our business meetings. In
addition, as a section of AAAS, Section H is privy to developments of concern to all folk-
lorists. such as the work of the National Forum for School Science organized by AAAS
and funded by Carnegie. NFSS, currently collecting data on the status of the social sciences
in public schools. would like to encourage fuller exploration of these sciences by the
schools and by the entire community. This, I believe, is also a goal of the folklorist, who
seeks to educate all people about their expressive behavior and its cultural context.

Carol L. Edwards



AMERICAN FOLKLORE SOCIETY
Balance Sheet
August 31, 1985

ASSETS
Cash - Checking $ (677.70)
- Money Market Account 27,169.09
Investments 141,478.62
Funds on Deposit - Secretary-Treasurer 200.00
- JAF Editor 3,350.00
- 2nd Class Mail Account - JAF 82.16
- 2nd Class Mail Account - NL 367.20
Total Assets $ 171,969.37
LIABILITIES AND FUND BALANCES
A/P Grant Balance - Skaggs Foundation - 1984 Grant (858.51)
A/P Grant Balance - Skaggs Foundation - 1985 Grant 9,131.00
AFS Section Fund Balance 10,048.04
Life Member Fund Balance 26,976.89
Fund Balance (at September 1, 1984) 118,210.34
Revenue over (under) Expenditures 8,461.61

Total Liabilities and Fund Balances

$ 171,969.37



AMERICAN FOLKLORE SOCIETY
Statement of Revenue and Expenditures
For the Twelve Month Period Ended August 31, 1985

1983/84 1984/85 1984/85
REVENUE Aug 1985 Year to Date Year to Date Budget
101 Membership Dues $ 4,550.00 $ 20,462.50 $ 29,156.25 $ 25,720.00
102  Subscriptions 354.00 44,775.37 43,406.25 44,063.00
103  Sale of Back Issues 7.50 636.50 539.80 700.00
Sale of Back Issues
103A - Folklore/Folklife 54.50 - 1,506.12 —
104  Mailing List Rental — 2,797.63 1,000.00 2,300.00
105  Advertising 892.50 2,820.50 3,387.75 2,300.00
106  Offprints for Authors — 1,209.35 936.05 800.00
107  Royalties & Permission Fees —_ 5,621.53 4,307.62 4,000.00
108 Interest & Dividends (380.91) 19,569.94 11,572.10 12,000.00
109  Annual Meeting 1,517.00 17,592.25 19,155.50 17,500.00
110  Miscellaneous f—- 313 77.99 20.00
111 Total Revenue $ 6,994.59 $115,488.70 $115,045.43 $109,403.00
EXPENDITURES
General:

12 President $ — $ 1,003.07 $ 10.75 $  400.00
113 Secretary/Treasurer - Ballot 822.39 1,059.99 1,544 .44 800.00
114 - Other 291.67 4,437.87 4,906.16 5,000.00
115 Executive Board 36.85 3,354.49 4,402.00 5,500.00
116 Nominating Committee — 597 122.72 300.00

Status of the Profession
117 Committee - -_ - 100.00
Centennial Steering
117A Committee 129.90 4,294.92 1,081.58 6,500.00
118 Dues to Other Societies — 500.00 660.00 580.00
MLA Bibliography, Folklore
119 Section (Compilation) — 500.00 — 500.00
MLA Bibliography, Folklore
120 Section (Pub. Subvention) — — —_ 1,200.00
121 Annual Meeting 629.67 12,565.59 14,361.12 14,950.00
122 Corporate Income Tax — 97.00 423.04 100.00
123 Audit, Legal & Insurance 228.00 1,200.00 1,711.31 1,350.00
124 AAAS Representative 84.50 44.80 84.50 100.00
125 Miscellaneous 1.00 36.40 11.50 —
126 Sub Total - General $ 2,223.98 $ 29,100.10 $ 29,319.12 $ 37,380.00
Publications
127 Journal - Printing $ 3,596.73 $ 13,781.24 $ 14,340.42 $ 15,100.00
127A - Distribution 926.50 3,389.81 3,981.73 3,152.00
128 - Production (2,726.29) 18,612.92 20,449 29 18,053.00
129 - Offprints for Authors — 1,077.48 573.24 800.00
130 Editor - Journal — - 1,537.79 1,300.00
131 Newsletter 52.48 7,435.49 9,079.26 8,242.00
132 Editor - Publications Series - 48.15 398.64 100.00
133 Sub Total - Publications $ 1,849.42 $ 44,345.09 $ 50,360.37 $ 46,747.00
134  Administration: $ 1,783.14 $ 23,425.55 $ 26,904.33 $ 29,364.00
135  Total Expenditures $ 5,856.54 $ 96,870.74 $106,583.82 $113,491.00
Revenue over (under)
136 Expenditures $ 1,138.05 $ 18,617.96 $ 8,461.61 $ (4,088.00)



