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Course Description

This seminar introduces graduate students to some key aspects of their training as future political scientists, with particular attention to the art and science of research design. In scientific research, the way in which a research project is designed can be a critical determinant of its value in terms of contribution to scientific knowledge. We will cover the basic logic of scientific inference, paying particular attention to the key steps of conceptualization, hypothesis-formation, measurement/operationalization, case selection, and interpretation of results. Our focus will remain on the overall logic of research design, rather than on the specific mechanics of any one particular technique. Students should emerge from this seminar with an appreciation of the wide range of approaches to research in political science and public policy, as well as the ability to comparatively evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of different approaches. We will cover the basic logic of experimental and quasi-experimental designs, comparative case studies, and related forms of quantitative and qualitative research. We will read general treatments of the logic of research design as well as specific instances of exemplary design. 

Anyone looking for pristine purity is bound to be disappointed with the discipline of political science. Not only does it include a multitude of substantive areas, regional specialities, and theoretical approaches, but it also covers a wide variety of epistemological perspectives and methodological orientations. This seminar will introduce students to the wide array of methods of political science research. We shall focus first on the nature of research designs and then examine a variety of different methods of inquiry, including experimentation, formal methods, case studies, and comparative methods, demonstrating the kinds of knowledge they give rise to as well as their intrinsic strengths and weaknesses.* 

Each approach to political science research has associated with it a variety of technical details and operational guidelines. In some areas (such as survey research or formal modeling) rules of evidence and evaluative criteria can be defined explicitly in terms of statistical criteria or rigorous standards of mathematical proof. In other areas of political science (such as case studies and many comparative studies), criteria for evaluating good research are more implicit and difficult to specify. Yet, all forms of political science research must deal with similar concerns about the reliability of one's empirical observations and the validity of inferences drawn from empirical analyses. In this course, we introduce students to these general concerns common to all forms of empirical political science, by examining the ways these common questions take different forms in different types of research approaches. In our readings, we will examine both general evaluations of the strengths and weaknesses of various research methodologies as well as specific examples of successful research adopting these different methodologies.*
This seminar is designed for first-year students in the Ph.D. program in Political Science or in the closely related Joint Ph.D. program in Public Policy administered by our colleagues in SPEA. As instructor I have selected a few pieces of political science research that are especially useful as illustrations of the key concepts of the design process. Students will be given the opportunity to identity other pieces of published research that they consider to be worthy of closer examination by the class as a whole. Given the diversity of student interests, each student may be required to examine research outside their own comfort zone, in terms of substantive focus or subfield location, but our class discussion will focus on the principles of research design underlying seemingly unrelated research projects.

Throughout the semester, students should feel free to visit the instructor during his office hours or to set up a specific appointment. Each student should also expect to be consulting with his or her major advisors on a regular basis. Ultimately, your advisors are the ones who need to be convinced that you can devise a practical plan that can result in their making an original contribution to knowledge. I realize that may sound daunting to a first-year student, but that is why you are here. 

Students are advised that the work load for this particular course may seem less demanding that any of your other seminars, but that this work is particularly important. You are encouraged to draw upon readings completed in seminars in your substantive areas of interest as illustrations of good (and bad) examples of research design. You are especially encouraged to begin to think about how you might go about designing your own research projects. After all, each of you will be required to complete a second-year research paper, and it never hurts to start thinking about soon. A second-year paper should build upon a literature review or other seminar paper completed in one of your other courses, to which you add a research design component, ideally with at least an initial start towards implementing that design. 

The only Required Textbook is Shively, W. Phillips. 2009. The Craft of Political Research, Seventh Edition, Prentice Hall. (Note: Earlier editions are virtually identical, so feel free to use an earlier edition.) Other readings will be available from e-reserves and/or On Course.  

Student grades will be based on the quality of their participation in class discussion and four short written assignments due weeks 6, 8, 10, 15.
*Note: These two paragraphs are pasted from the syllabus for my most recent version of Y570, Fall 1977. Much of the wording dates back to even earlier versions of this course, with particularly important input from Elinor Ostrom. 
Weekly Schedule
(Subject to changes, to be announced in class and via OnCourse) 
Week 1 (Jan. 12). Review of Grad Program Requirements
Discussion of Student Progress (especially formation of progress review or advisory committees)

Week 2 (Jan. 19). Adjusting to a new institution: faculty perspectives
Guests: Yanna Krupnikov and Tim Hellwig

Week 3 (Jan. 26). Finding something to be puzzled about 

Lave, Charles A., and James G. March. 1975. An Introduction to Models in the Social Sciences, chapters 1-3: 1-84. New York: Harper & Row.

McGinnis, Michael D., "Richardson, Rationality, and Restrictive Models of Arms Races," Journal of Conflict Resolution, September 1991, 35:3, 443-473.

Zaller, John and Stanley Feldman. 1992. "A Simple Theory of the Survey Response: Answering Questions versus Revealing Preferences." American Journal of Political Science 36(3) (Aug.): 579-616.

Week 4 (Feb. 2). 
Creative Measurement

Guest: Ted Carmines

Paul Sniderman and Edward Carmines, Reaching Beyond Race, pp. 40-53.

Week 5 (Feb. 9). SNOW DAY – NO CLASS
Week 6 (Feb. 16). NOBEL SPEECH DAY – NO CLASS
Assignment 1 DUE BY NOON FRIDAY, FEB. 19: 


Using Lave and March’s technique, discuss an example of a good research question or puzzle from other readings, OR specify a puzzle you would like to pursue, along with initial alternatives and implications/hypotheses.

Week 7 (Feb. 23). 
Political science as a profession and POP

Guest: Jeff Isaac

Readings: 

Perspectives on Politics Editorial Statement, July 2009

Isaac, Jeffrey. “Reading John Rawls in Woodburn Hall: Reflections on Political Science, Overlapping Consensus, and Public Reason,” paper was not available before class; and other handouts by guest presenter
Week 8 (March 2). 
Identifying Good Research Questions and Concepts and Measurement

Shively, W. Phillips, The Craft of Political Research, chapters 1, 2, 11, 3-5.

Discussion of student assignments on puzzles and models

Assignment 2 DUE NOON FRIDAY MARCH 5: 

Discussion of measurement dilemmas from other research OR what difficulties you expect to encounter in your own proposed research
Week 9 (March 9). NO CLASS – DIVERSITY DAY PANEL
Spring Break

Week 10 (March 23). 
Discussion of student assignments on measurement

Quasi-Experimental Designs, Policy Research, and Comparative Case Studies (A Very Brief Introduction)

Shively, chapters 6-7

Wood, B. Dan, and Richard W. Waterman. 1991. "The Dynamics of Political Control of the Bureaucracy." American Political Science Review 85(3) (Sept.): 801-28.

Skocpol, Theda. 1976. "France, Russia, China: A Structural Analysis of Social Revolutions." Comparative Studies in Society and History 18(2): 175-210.

Assignment 3 DUE NOON FRIDAY MARCH 26: 

Discussion of examples of quasi-experimental research and/or comparative cases from other research, or outline a potential set of cases for your own proposed research question. 

Week 11 (March 30). 
Recognizing Good Research Designs

Continuation of Week 10 material; Discussion of student assignments on research designs
Week 12 (April 6). 
Multiple Methods 

Guest: Elinor Ostrom 

Poteete, Amy, Marco Janssen, and Elinor Ostrom. 2010. Working Together: Collective Action, the Commons, and Multiple Methods in Practice. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, entire book (but pay particular attention to the concluding chapters 9-10). Sept. 2009 draft on e-reserves
Week 13 (April 13). 
Challenges of teaching research design to political science undergraduates 
Guests: Some subset of Lauren Morris MacLean, Armando Razo, Yanna Krupnikov
Week 14 (April 20). 
Why Statistics is Important for Political Scientists

Shively, chapters 8-10

Week 15. (April 27) No class

Assignment 4 DUE BY CLASS TIME: 

Submit completed progress review meeting report or planning document

Finals Week: No Meeting
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