POLI 350
Research Colloquium in Political Science
Description:  This course offers students an opportunity to learn more about the process of conducting political science research.  Students develop an appreciation of what to do and what not to do when conducting research, thus improving their ability to be intelligent and critical consumers of political science research.  Students are expected to work on their own research projects, and to present their work to other members of the class.

Prerequisites:  Junior or Senior Standing, POLI 172, POLI 250 (with grade of B or higher), and consent of the instructor.

Credits:  3

Justification:  This course is part of several changes that the department is making to its existing curriculum, all of which are designed to enhance undergraduate research by political science students.  This course builds on the foundation of statistical methods developed in POLI 250 (Research Methods) by exploring a variety of different research approaches and techniques, and by teaching students how to identify research questions, write literature reviews, and build compelling research designs.
Political Science 350

Research Colloquium in Political Science

(Sample Syllabus)

Offered: Every year, spring semester.

This course offers students an opportunity to learn more about the process of conducting political science research.  Each week we will read two or three journal articles or book chapters that exemplify the various problems and pitfalls that commonly confront researchers as they complete political science research projects.  From this students will develop an appreciation of what to do (i.e., best practices) and what not to do when conducting such research; in doing so, students will improve their ability to be intelligent and critical consumers of all social science research.  In addition, students will write a literatue review and develop a full research design for a project that addresses an interesting question in the political science discipline.  Alternatively, students will revise and further develop a research project that they have been developing in other courses—especially in the political science department’s series of research practica.  All students will be expected to offer constructive advice to one another about their research projects, especially about how the projects can be strengthened and improved.  By the end of the semester students will have a better understanding of how to traverse the complicated terrain facing those who want to travel from the point of identifying an interesting question about the political world, to completing a research project that provides a compelling and persuasive answer to that question.
Sample of Potential Books
King, Gary, Robert O. Keohane, and Sidney Verba. Designing Social Inquiry: Scientific Inference in Qualitative Research. (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1995). 

Shepsle, Kenneth A. and Mark S. Bonchek. 1997. Analyzing Politics: Rationality, Behavior, and Institutions. New York: W.W. Norton.

Ira Katznelson & Helen V. Milner, Political Science: State of the Discipline, centennial edition (NY, Norton, 2002)

Mark Lichbach & Alan Zukerman, Comparative Politics: Rationality, Culture and Structure (Cambridge University Press, 1997)

B. Guy Peters, Comparative Politics: Theory and Methods (London, Macmillan, 1998)

Charles Ragin, Issues and Alternatives in Comparative Social Research (Leiden, 1991)

Charles C. Ragin, The Comparative Method: Moving Beyond Qualitative and Quantitative Strategies (Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, 1987).
Grading and Couese Assignments
Participation:

20 percent
Peer Review: 

10 percent
Critiques: 

20 percent
Research Paper: 
35 percent
Class Presentation:
10 percent
URS Presentaiton: 
5 percent
Course Outline (and sample of potential readings)

Week One: Identying a Research Quesiton

Useem, Bert. 1997. “Choosing a Dissertation Topic.” PS: Political Science and Politics 30, 213-16.

Week Two: The Literature Review

Aaron Wildavsky, “Reading With a Purpose”, in Aaron Wildavsky, Craftways: On the Organization of Scholarly Work (NY, Transaction Press, 1989), pp. 25-38

Richard Wilson, “The Many Voices of Political Culture: Assessing Divergent Approaches”, World Politics 52 (2000), pp. 246-273

Margaret Levi, “The State of the Study of the State”, in Katznelson & Milner, Political Science: the State of the Discipline, pp. 33-55.
Jonathan Kirshner, "Alfred Hitchcock and the Art of Research," PS: Political Science and Politics, vol. 29, no. 3 (September 1996), pp. 511-513.

Week Three: The Scientific Method

Lakatos, Imre. "Falsification and the Methodology of Scientific Research Programs" in Criticism and the Growth of Knowledge, Lakatos and Musgrave, eds. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1970.

Carnap, Rudolf. 1936/1937. “Testability and Meaning.” Philosophy of Science 3:4 (October 1936) 419-471 and Philosophy of Science 4:1 (January 1937) 1-40.
Hirschman, Albert O. 1970. “The Search for Paradigms as a Hindrance to Understanding.” WorldPolitics 22:3 (March) 329-43. [JSTOR]

Marcello Truzzi, “Sherlock Holmes: Applied Social Psychologist.” In William B. Sanders, ed. The Sociologist as Detective: An Introduction to Research Methods (New York: Praeger, 1976): 50-83. 

Mattei Dogan, “Political Science and the Other Social Sciences”, in Robert Goodin & Hans Dieter Klingemann, A New Handbook of Political Science, pp. 97-130.

Nelson W. Polsby, “Social Science and Scientific Change: a Note on Thomas S. Kuhn’s Contribution”, in Polsby, Annual Review of Political Science 1998, pp. 199-210.

David Laitin, James Caporaso, David Collier, Ronald Rogowski, Sidney Tarrow, Gary King, Robert Keohane & Sidney Verba “Review Symposium: the Qualititative-Quantitative Disputation”, American Political Science Review 89 (1995), pp. 454-481.

Week Four: Theory and Hypotheses

Margaret Levi, “A Model, A Method and a Map: Rational Choice in Comparative and Historical Analysis”, in Lichbach & Zukerman, Comparative Politics: Rationality, Culture and Structure, pp. 19-41.

Lee Sigelman, “Publication Bias Reconsidered.” Political Analysis 8 (Spring 2000): 201-210.  

Karen Remmer, “Theoretical Development and Theoretical Decay: the Resurgence of Institutional Analysis”, World Politics 50 (1997), pp. 34-61.

Kristen Renwick Monroe, “Paradigm Shift: From Rational Choice to Perspective”, International Political Science Review 22 (2001), pp. 151-172

James Fearon, “Counterfactuals and Hypothesis Testing in Political Science”, World Politics 43 (1991), pp. 169-195

Paul Pierson & Theda Skocpol, “Historical Institutionalism in Contemporary Political Science", in Katznelson & Milner, Political Science: the State of the Discipline,pp. 693-721

Sartori, Giovanni. 1970. “Concept Misformation in Comparative Politics.” American Political Science Review 64:4 (December) 1033-46.

Hall, Peter, and Rosemary C. R. Taylor. 1996. “Political Science and the Three New Institutionalisms.” Political Studies, 936-57.

Green, Donald P. and Ian Shapiro. 1994. Pathologies of Rational Choice Theory: A Critique of Applications in Political Science. New Haven: Yale University Press.

Cox, Gary W. 1999. “The Empirical Content of Rational Choice Theory: A Reply to Green and Shapiro.” Journal of Theoretical Politics 11:2 (April) 147-70.

Robert H. Bates et al., Analytic Narratives (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1998) Chs. 1, 2, 5.

 

Jon Elster “Analytic Narrative: A Review and a Response” American Political Science Review 94 (3) 2000 pp.685-702.
Week Five: Measurement of Variables

Adcock, Robert and Collier, David. “Measurement Validity: A Shared Standard for Qualitative and Quantitative Research.” American Political Science Review 95:3 (September 2001), 529-46. 

David Collier & Robert Adcock, “Democracy and Dichotomies: A Pragmatic Approach to Choices About Concepts”, Annual Review of Political Science 1999, pp. 537-565.

Lisa Weeden, “Conceptualizing Culture: Possibilities for Political Science”, American Political Science Review 96 (2002), pp. 713-728.

John Gerring, “What Makes a Concept Good? A Criterial Framework for Understanding Concept Formation in the Social Sciences”, Polity 31 (1999), pp. 357-93.

Robert Adcock & David Collier, “Measurement Validity: A Shared Standard for Qualitative and Quantitative Research”, American Political Science Review 95 (2001), pp. 529-546.

Kenneth Bollen, “Liberal Democracy: Validity and Method Factors in Cross-National Measures”, American Journal of Political Science 37 (1993), pp. 1207-1230.

Damarys Canadre, Jeffrey Mondak & Mitchell Seligson, “Meaning and Measurement in Cross-National Research on Satisfactikon With Democracy”, Public Opinion Quarterly 65 (2001), pp. 506-528

Glaeser, Edward L., David Laibson, Jose A. Scheinkman, and Christine L. Soutter. 2000. Measuring Trust.” Quarterly Journal of Economics 65 (August) 811-846.

Week Six: Case Studies

Gerring, John. “What Is a Case Study and What Is It Good For?” American Political Science Review. 98:2 (May 2004): 341-54.

Lieberson, Stanley. 1991. “Small N’s and Big Conclusions: An Examination of the Reasoning in Comparative Studies Based on a Small Number of Cases.” Social Forces 70:2 (December) 307-20.
Eckstein, Harry. 1975. “Case Studies and Theory in Political Science.” In Fred I. Greenstein and Nelson W. Polsby (eds), Handbook of Political Science, vol. 7. Political Science: Scope and Theory (Reading, MA: Addison-Wesley).
McKeown, Timothy. “Case Studies and the Statistical Worldview: Review of King, Keohane, and Verba’s Designing Social Inquiry: Scientific Inference in Qualitative Research.” International Organization 53:1 (Winter 1999): 161-90.
Ran Hirschl, “The Political Origins of Judicial Empowerment: Lessons from Israel’s Constitutional Revolution”, Comparative Politics 33 (2001), pp. 315-335
York Bradshaw & Michael Wallace, “Informing Generality and Explaining Uniqueness: the Place of Case Studies in Comparative Research”, in Charles Ragin, Issues and Alternatives In Comparative Social Research
Geertz, Clifford. 1973. “Thick Description: Toward an Interpretive Theory of Culture.” In The Interpretation of Cultures (New York: Basic Books).

Week Seven: Comparative Methods

Dexter Boniface & J. C. Sharman, “An Analytic Revolution in Comparative Politics?”, Comparative Politics 33 (2001), pp. 475-93.
E. Gene Defelice, “Causal Inference and Comparative Method”, Comparative Political Studies 8 (1986), pp. 415-437
Michael Coppedge, “Thickening Thin Concepts and Theories: Combining Large N and Small in Comparative Politics”, Comparative Politics 31 (1999), pp. 465-476
David Collier, "The Comparative Method," in Ada Finifter, Political Science: The State of the Discipline II, pp. 105-119.
David Laitin, “Comparative Politics: the State of the Subdiscipline”, in Katznelson & Milner, Political Science: the State of the Discipline, pp. 630-659.
Giovanni Sartori, “Comparing and Miscomparing”, Journal of Theoretical Politics 3 (1991), pp. 243-57.
Jackman, Robert W. 1985. “Cross-National Statistical Research and the Study of Comparative Politics.” American Journal of Political Science 29:1 (February) 161-82.
Robert Bates et al. “Area Studies and the Discipline: A Useful Controversy” PS Political Science and Politics (July 1997) pp. 166-179.
Frendreis, John P. 1983. “Explanation of Variation and Detection of Covariation: The Purpose and Logic of Comparative Analysis.” Comparative Political Studies 16: 255-72.
Week Eight: Case Selection
Mahoney, James and Goertz, Gary. “The Possibility Principle: Choosing Negative Cases in Comparative Research.” American Political Science Review 98:4 (November 2004), 653-69. 

Geddes, Barbara. “How the Cases You Choose Affect the Answers You Get: Selection Bias in Comparative Politics.” Political Analysis 2 (1990), 131-150. 

Collier, David and Mahoney, James. “Insights and Pitfalls: Selection Bias in Qualitative Research.” World Politics 49:1 (1996): 56-81. 
Lijphart, Arend. 1975. “The Comparable Cases Strategy in Comparative Research.” Comparative Political Studies 8, 158-77.

Week Nine: Experimental Methods

Donald T. Campbell and Julian C. Stanley, Experimental and Quasi-Experimental Designs for Research (Chicago: Rand McNally, 1963).

Gerber, Alan S. and Green, Donald P. “The Effects of Canvassing, Telephone Calls, and Direct Mail on Voter Turnout: A Field Experiment.” American Political Science Review 94:3 (September 2000), 653-63. 

Green, Donald P. and Gerber, Alan S. “Reclaiming the Experimental Tradition in Political Science.” in Katznelson, Ira and Milner, Helen V., eds. Political Science: The State of the Discipline. (New York: WW Norton, Year?). 

McDermott, Rose. 2002. “Experimental Methods in Political Science.” Annual Review of Political Science 5, 31-61.

Glaser, James. 2003. “Experiments in Group Conflict Theory.” British Journal of Political Science (October).

Campbell, Donald T. 1970/1988. “The Connecticut Crackdown on Speeding: Time Series Data in Quasi-Experimental Analysis.” In Donald T. Campbell, Methodology and Epistemology for Social Science, ed. E. Samuel Overman (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1988) 222-38

Schuman, Howard and Lawrence Bobo. 1988. “Survey-Based Experiments on White Racial Attitudes toward Residential Integration.” American Journal of Sociology 94:2 (September) 273-299.

Sniderman, Paul M. and Thomas Piazza. 1993. The Scar of Race. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.
Week Ten:  Survey Research Methods

Squire, Peverill. 1988. “Why the 1936 Literary Digest Poll Failed.” Public Opinion Quarterly 52:125-33.
King, Gary, Christopher J.L. Murray, Joshua A. Salomon, and Ajay Tandon. 2003. “Enhancing the Validity and Cross-Cultural Comparability of Survey Research.” American Political Science Review 97: 567-83

Zaller, John and Stanley Feldman. “A Simple Theory of the Survey Response: Answering Questions versus Revealing Preferences.” American Journal of Political Science, Vol. 36, No. 3. (Aug., 1992), pp. 579-616.

Christopher Achen, "Mass Political Attitudes and the Survey Response," American Political Science Review 69 (1975): 1218-1231.

George Bishop et al., "Change in the Structure of American Political Attitudes:The Nagging Question of Question Wording," American Journal of Political Science 22 (1978): 250-269.
Roger Tourangeau and Tom W. Smith , "Asking Sensitive Questions: The Impact of Data Collection Mode, Question Format, and Question Context," Public Opinion Quarterly 60 (1996), 275-304.

Diane Binson and Joseph Catania , "Respondents' Understanding of the Words Used in Sexual Behavior Questions," POQ 62 (1998), 190-208
Week Eleven: Archival and Historical Methods

Thies, Cameron G. “A Pragmatic Guide to Qualitative Historical Analysis in the Study of International Relations.” International Studies Perspectives 3 (2002), 351-72. 

Lustick, Ian S. “History, Historiography, and Political Science: Multiple Historical Records and the Problem of Selection Bias.” American Political Science Review 90:3 (September 1996). 
Sidney Tarrow, "Making Social Science Work Across Space and Time: A Critical Reflection on Robert Putnam's, Making Democracy Work, in American Political Science Review, vol. 90, no. 2 (June 1996), pp. 389-397.
G.E. Schafft and William H. Kincade, "Holes in Their Histories: Public History and Public Policy," International Studies Notes, vol. 18, no. 2 (Spring 1993), pp. 6-14.
Wolin, Sheldon S. 1969. “Political Theory as a Vocation.” American Political Science Review 63 (December) 1062-82.
Miller, Warren E. 1999. “Temporal Order and Causal Inference.” Political Analysis 8:119-46.
Week Twelve: Field Research

Glaser, James M. “The Challenge of Campaign-Watching: Seven Lessons of Participant-Observation Research.” PS: Political Science and Politics 29:3 (September 1996), 533-37. 

Vidich, Arthur J. “Participant Observation and the Collection and Interpretation of Data.” American Journal of Sociology 60:4 (January 1955), 354-60. 

Fenno, Richard F., Jr. 1978. Home Style: House Members in Their Districts. Boston: Little Brown.

Fenno, Richard F., Jr. 1986. “Observation, Context, and Sequence in the Study of Politics.” American Political Science Review 80:1 (March) 3-15.

Week Thirteen: Elite Interviewing

Peabody, Robert. et. al. “Interviewing Political Elites.” PS: Political Science and Politics 23:3 (September 1990), 451-55. 

Leech, Beth L. ed. Symposium on “Interview Methods in Political Science” PS: Political Science and Politics 23:3 (December 2002), 663-688. 

Dean Hammer & Aaron Wildavsky, "The Open-ended, Semi-structured Interview: an (almost) Operational Guide", in Aaron Wildavsky, Craftways: On the Organization of Scholarly Work (NY, Transaction Press, 1989), pp. 57-101.
Joel D. Aberbach, James D. Chaney,  and Bert A. Rockman, “Exploring Elite Attitudes: Some Methodological Issues,” 2 Political Methodology (1975): 1-27.  

Peabody, Robert L. et al. 1990. “Interviewing Political Elites.” PS: Political Science and Politics 23, 451-55.

Week Fourteen: Concluding Thoughts—Political Science as a Discipline

Stein, Michael B. 1995. “Major Factors in the Emergence of Political Science as a Discipline in Western Democracies: A Comparative Analysis of the United States, Britain, France, and Germany.” In David Easton, Michael Stein, and John G. Gunnell (eds), Regime and Discipline: Democracy and the Development of Political Science (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press).

Ross, Dorothy. 1993. “The Development of the Social Sciences.” In James Farr and Raymond Seidelman (eds), Discipline and History: Political Science in the United States (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press).

Almond, Gabriel A. 1988. “Separate Tables: Schools and Sects in Political Science.” PS: Political Science and Politics 21:4 (Autumn) 828-842.

Bennett, Andrew, Aharon Barth, and Kenneth R. Rutherford. 2003. “Do We Preach What We Practice? A Survey of Methods in Political Science Journals and Curricula.” PS: Political Science and Politics 36:3 (July) 373-79.

Review Symposium: “The Qualitative-Quantitative Disputation: Gary King, Robert O. Keohane, and Sidney Verba’s Designing Social Inquiry: Scientific Inference in Qualitative Research,” American Political Science Review 89:2 (June 1995): 454-81.

Dryzek, John S., “The Progress of Political Science” Journal of Politics, 48/2 (May, 1986) 301-320.
Laitin, David D. 1998. “Toward a Political Science Discipline: Authority Patterns Revisited.” Comparative Political Studies 31:4 (August) 423-443

Ollman, Bertell. 2000. “What is Political Science: What Should it Be?” New Political Science 22:4 (December) 553-62.

