POLS Y580   Fall 2007

Research Design in Political Science

Michael McGinnis
Woodburn 366, mcginnis@indiana.edu; 855-8784
Office Hours: Wednesday 1:30-4:00 PM and by appointment

Meets alternate Fridays (odd numbered weeks) at 11:15 AM – 1:10 PM in Woodburn 205

(Unless announced otherwise)

Section 23398 – Research Methods in Political Science
This seminar introduces graduate students 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 some types of qualitative research. We will read general treatments of the logic of research design as well as specific instances of exemplary design. After completing this course, students should be able to design their own research projects (including their required second-year paper) in a way that insures that, no matter what they find, their findings will constitute a valid contribution to scientific knowledge on their chosen subject.

Each student is expected to submit a draft of a research design paper by the end of the fall semester. This design should be of direct relevance to either the student’s second-year paper/project or an early version of a dissertation proposal. Students will construct this design through a series of exercises due throughout the semester, as detailed below. The instructor will provide comments along the way, but students should also interact with faculty advisors more directly familiar with the particular topic of their research.

This seminar is primarily designed for second-year students in the Ph.D. program  in political science, as part of our newly instituted multi-year program of orientation to the profession of political science. (Other students can be enrolled with permission of the instructor.) Although this course is listed at the same time and place as a section of Y580 taught by Bill Bianco, these two sections will meet on alternate weeks. These two seminars are intended for different audiences (mine for second-year students, Bianco’s for more advanced students), so students should sign up for at most one. Both seminars are intended to continue into the spring semester, and the work load will be distributed across both semesters. 

To begin with, we plan for this Y580 seminar to meet on the Fridays of the odd-numbered weeks of the fall semester, in room WH 205, while Bill Bianco’s seminar meets at the same time and the same place, but on even-numbered weeks. Some adjustments may have to be made along the way, including the possibility of some additional sessions at some other time or location, but all this will be negotiated before hand. 

During the opening session (Aug. 31), each student will select a time to meet individually with the instructor for a few minutes during the second week for a preliminary discussion of their likely research topics. After that meeting, we should get into the following rhythm:

· Odd numbered weeks: class meets Friday. Each week’s readings will include general material on a particular type of research design as well as a specific example of that type of research. Students should come prepared to ask a specific question on that example of research. For some sessions the author will be there in person, so these questions should be respectful and relevant. In any event, the questions should be concerned with specific details about how that particular piece of research was designed and/or implemented.

· Even numbered weeks: By Noon Wednesday, students submit, by email, a written assignment in which they apply the previous Friday’s topic to their own particular research interests. (Students may want to prepare a draft before Friday’s class, but I want to give students an opportunity to update their submission in light of that day’s discussion.) The particular topics to be covered for each assignment are specified below and each will be more fully explained in class. 
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 the specific nature of the research question and design they are exploring for this seminar. 

Textbooks:

Shively, W. Phillips. 2004. The Craft of Political Research, Sixth Edition, Prentice Hall. 
Shadish, William R., Thomas D. Cook , and Donald T. Campbell. 2002. Experimental and Quasi-Experimental Designs for Generalized Causal Inference. Houghton Mifflin
[Spring: King, Gary, Robert O. Keohane, and Sidney Verba. 1994. Designing Social Inquiry: Scientific Inference in Qualitative Research. Princeton University Press]
Copies of all other readings will be available on e-reserves, password “design”

FALL SEMESTER
Note: Details of class meetings and due dates are subject to change.
Week 1  (class Aug. 31) . Introductory session (no readings)
Week 2. Schedule one-on-one meetings.
Week 3. (class Sept. 14). Modeling Alternative Explanations

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.
Williams, John T., and Michael D. McGinnis. 1988. "Sophisticated Reaction in the U.S.-Soviet Arms Race: Evidence of Rational Expectations." American Journal of Political Science 32(4) (Nov.): 968-95.
Week 4. Due at Noon Wed. Sept 19. 

Submit a brief statement of process model that summarizes your preferred explanation, along with some sense of the most likely set of alternative explanations that will have to be considered as you design your specific research project.
Week 5. (class Sept. 28) Conceptualizing Measurement (Prof. Carmines)

Shively, chapters 1-5


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

Week 6. Due at Noon Wed., Oct. 3.
Explain which of the concepts used in your preferred explanation are likely to be the most difficult to operationalize, and why, and what you expect to do about these problems. 

Week 7. (class Oct. 12) Concept Validity and Other Variants (Prof. Ensley)
Shadish-Cook-Campbell (SCC), chapters 1-3

Michael J. Ensley, Michael W. Tofias, and Scott de Marchi, “Electoral Selection and the Incumbency Advantage: An Assessment of District Complexity”

Week 8. Due at Noon Wed., Oct. 17
Discuss how you plan to measure the variables of most direct concern to your explanation, and what problems are likely to arise in the process of measurement. Are these measures readily available or will you have to take a more active part in the measurement task?
Week 9.  (class Oct. 26) Experimental Research (Prof. Braman) 


Shadish-Cook-Campbell (SCC), chapter 8
Braman, Eileen and Thomas E. Nelson. 2007 (forthcoming). “Mechanism of Motivated Reasoning?:  Analogical Perceptions in Discrimination Disputes,” American Journal of Political Science 51(4).
Week 10. Due at Noon Wed. Oct. 31
How would you characterize the general universe of cases to which you hope your conclusions can be extended? If you are able to use a random process of selection, justify the conditions upon which that selection would be implemented. If random selection seems implausible in your case, then specify the primary distinctions among the cases to be considered in your research. What experimental intervention could you use, in an ideal world, to test your causal assertions? What practical limitations may prevent you from realizing that ideal?
Week 11. (class Nov. 9) Quasi-Experimental Designs and Comparative Case Studies

Shively, chapters 6, 7, 11

Shadish-Cook-Campbell (SCC), chapters 4, 5
Skocpol, Theda. 1976. "France, Russia, China: A Structural Analysis of Social Revolutions." Comparative Studies in Society and History 18(2): 175-210.
Week 12. Due at Noon Wed. Nov. 14

Justify your selection of cases or the universe of cases from which your cases will be drawn. Which of the many research designs covered in these readings is likely to be the most useful for your purposes, and why? What are the greatest strengths of this particular design in this specific context? What problems remain that will have to be taken into consideration when you interpret the results of your research?
Thanksgiving Break

Week 13. (class Nov. 30) Policy Intervention and Interrupted Time Series Designs

Shadish-Cook-Campbell (SCC), 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.
End of Semester Research Design Paper: due Dec. 14
More details on the requirements for a good research design paper will be distributed later in the semester. (Note: research designs submitted by students will be the focus of the first sessions of Y580 in the spring semester, and students should expect to have to make additional revisions during that semester.)

