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Course Overview

This course is intended for social science graduate students planning to conduct field research in a variety of different settings.  The course aims to prepare students for research by:

1. making students aware of the ways in which choices of methodology are closely linked to broader theoretical and conceptual issues;

2. enabling students to consider the appropriateness of different methodologies and types of evidence to test alternative hypotheses and to construct various arguments;

3. familiarizing students with a variety of research methods, including survey research, interviewing, participant observation, case studies, comparative analysis, and the use of documentary/primary sources;

4. showing students how to evaluate published studies in various social science fields, focusing on the logic of their argument, their methodologies, and the relationship between the evidence presented and their argument;

5. acquainting students with the types of materials, especially documents and surveys, available in the Boston area;

6. sensitizing students to the ethical issues in social science research; and

7. providing assistance in the design of a dissertation research project.

The primary goal of this course is to assist students in preparing their dissertation proposals.

Readings

The following books have been ordered and are available at the Coop.  All other required readings are in a Course Reading Packet available at the Copy Technology Center in the basement of building E52.

Stephen Van Evera, Guide to Methods for Students of Political Science, (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1997).

Richard B. Freeman and Joel Rogers, What Workers Want, (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1999).

Gary King, Robert O. Keohane, Sidney Verba, Designing Social Inquiry: Scientific Inference in Qualitative Research, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1994).

W. Phillips Shively, The Craft of Political Research, (Engelwood Cliffs: Prentice Hall, 1990).

Melissa Nobles, Shades of Citizenship  , (Palo Alto, CA: Stanford University Press, 2000)

Assignments and Due Dates

In addition to regular class attendance,

1. Students are required to complete weekly assignments.  These assignments are explained after each week’s readings.  They are due at the beginning of the appropriate seminar session.  They will not be accepted after the due date.  Essays are to be brief  — three or four pages.  I am looking for analytically sharp, well-reasoned essays, with precisely defined concepts and testable hypotheses and which demonstrate a grasp of the relationship between methodology and theory.  Students should be prepared to summarize their main points in class.

2. Students will present 15 minute oral presentations of their research proposals on May 8 and May 15.  On the Monday prior to their oral presentations, a one or two page summary of their research proposal should be distributed to all participants in this class.  Students will also expected to provide written comments (positive feedback) on the proposals of their peers.

3. A 15-20 page dissertation research proposal is due by May 15.

Schedule Overview

February 6

Introduction: How to Write Research Proposals
February 13

Explanations in the Social Sciences

February 20

President’s Day Holiday-No Class

February 27

Case Studies

March 6

Comparative Analysis

March 13

Survey Research

March 20

Interviews

March 27

No Class-Spring Vacation

April 3


Documentary Research

April 10

Participant Observation

April 17

Patriot’s Day Holiday-No Class

April 24

Ethics and Field Research

May 1


Concepts

May 8


Research Proposal Presentations
May 15


Research Proposal Presentations

February 6

Introduction: How to Write Research Proposals


Thinking about a dissertation topic.  Putting your ideas into a research proposal.

Required Reading:
Adam Przeworski and Frank Salomon, “On the Art of Writing Proposals: Some Candid Suggestions for Applicants to Social Science Research Council Competitions.”


W. Phillips Shively, The Craft of Political Research, pp. 1-29, 176-179.

Good Background:
Stephen Van Evera, Guide to Methods for Students of Political Science.

February 20
Explanation in the Social Sciences
Required Reading:
Gary King, Robert O. Keohane, Sidney Verba, Designing Social Inquiry: Scientific Inference in Qualitative Research, Chapters 1-3.


W. Phillips Shively, The Craft of Political Research, Chapter 6.


Clifford Geertz, “Thick Description: Toward an Interpretive Theory of Culture,” in Geertz, The Interpretation of Cultures, (New York: Basic Books, 1973), pp. 3-30.


Jon Elster, Explaining Technical Change, (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1983), pp. 15-90.

Assignment:
Write a short paper (several pages will suffice) on any research article or book that you believe provides a convincing explanation: what questions did the author pose, what alternative explanations were considered, what method was employed, and why in your opinion do you think the proposed explanation is convincing?

February 27
Case Studies
Required Reading:
Harry Eckstein, “Case Study and Theory in Political Science,” in Fred Greenstein and Nelson Polsby, Handbook of Political Science, Vol. 7, 1975, pp. 79-137.


Alexander George, “Case Studies and Theory Development: The Method of Structured Focused Comparison,” in Paul Lauren, ed., Diplomacy: New Approaches in History, Theory, and Policy, (New York: Free Press, 1979), pp. 43-68.


King, et al., Chapter 4, pp. 115-149.

Suggested Additional
David Collier, “Translating Quantitative Methods for Qualitative Researchers: The

Reading:
Case of Selection Bias,” APSR, June 1995, pp. 461-466.

Assignment:
Choose a book or major article that employs a case study for testing a theory.  (Do not choose the same book or article as the first assignment.)  How did the author decide what village, town, factory, or institution should be selected for the study?  Do you think the criteria were appropriate?  Is it a “crucial” case for the theory?  Can any generalizations be drawn from the case?  How does the author define and limit the unit for study?  Might the choice of other units lead to different results?  Answer these questions in the form of a brief three or four page paper.

Possible Examples
John Goldthorpe, David Lockwood, et al, The Affluent Worker in the Class

to Consider:
Structure, (Cambridge University Press, 1969), pp. 1-53.


Robert Putnam, Making Democracy Work: Civic Traditions in Modern Italy, (Princeton University Press, 1993).


Atul Kohli, Democracy and Discontent: India’s Growing Crisis of Governability, (Cambridge University Press, 1990), pp. 303-379.


Robert H. Bates, Essays on the Political Economy of Rural Africa, (Cambridge University Press, 1983), pp. 107-133.


Suzanne Berger, Peasants Against Politics, (Harvard University Press, 1972).


Richard M. Locke, Remaking the Italian Economy, (Cornell University Press, 1995).


Kathleen Thelen, Union of Parts, (Cornell University Press, 1991).

March 6
Comparative Analysis
Required Reading:
King, et al., Chapter 6, pp. 208-230.


Arend Lijphart, “Comparative Politics and the Comparative Method,” American Political Science Review, 65 (September 1971), pp. 682-693.


Arend Lijphart, “The Comparable Cases Strategy in Comparative Research,” Comparative Political Studies, 8 (July 1975), pp. 158-177.


Richard Locke and Kathleen Thelen, “Problems of Equivalence in Comparative Politics: Apples and Oranges, Again,” APSA-CP Newsletter, (Winter 1998), pp. 9-12.

Assignment:
Analyze the comparative methodology of one of the books listed below (or one of your choice that is comparable).  What is the nature of the comparison: historically based comparative institutional analysis?  Historically based comparative analysis of policies?  Cross-country comparisons? Intra-country regional comparisons?  Intra-country diachronic comparisons? What is the unit of comparison?  Does the author avoid selection bias?  What theoretical problem is the comparison meant to illuminate?  What variables have been held constant?  What comparative research design has been chosen (most similar, most different, paired comparisons, etc.)?  How effective is the design?  What are its flaws?  Are the results convincing?

Examples:
Ruth B. Collier and David Collier, Shaping the Political Arena, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1991), pp. 3-23.


Myron Weiner, The Child and the State in India Child Labor and Education Policy in Comparative Perspective, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1991), pp. 109-179.


Ronald Dore, British Factory, Japanese Factory: The Origins of National Diversity in Industrial Relations, (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1973).


Peter Katzenstein, Small Stages in World Markets, (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1985).


Robert Bates, Markets and States: The Political Basis of Agrarian Politics, (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1981).


Michael Lipton, Why Poor People Stay Poor: Urban Bias in World Development, (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1976).


Barbara Stallings, Class Conflict and Economic Development in Chile, 1958-1973, (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1978), pp. 154-205.


Kathryn Sikkink, Ideas and Institutions: Developmentalism in Brazil and Argentina, (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1991), pp. 171-206.


Barrington Moore, Social Origins of Dictatorship and Democracy, (Boston: Beacon, 1967).


Theda Skocpol, States and Social Revolutions, (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1979).


Joel Migdal, Strong Societies and Weak States, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1988).


Fritz Scharpf, Crisis and Choice in European Social Democracy, (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1994).


Paul Pierson, Dismantling the Welfare State?, (Cambridge University Press, 1994).


Annalee Saxenian, Regional Advantage, (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1994).

March 13
Survey Research
Required Reading:
Stanley Payne, The Art of Asking Questions (Princton University Press, 1951, reprinted 1980).


Freman and Rogers, What Workers Want.

Assignment:
Write a 3-4 page research proposal that could draw from existing survey data.  You may want to compare attitudes in two or more countries, propose a study of changing attitudes within a single country, examine the relationship between social class, ethnicity, gender, or age to a particular set of attitudes.  In your memo be precise as to the questions you propose to answer, hypotheses you wish to test, and the suitability of the data for your proposed study.


Several surveys are available in the appendices of several books listed below (e.g. Converse and Pierce); others can be located through the listing of the Inter-University Consortium of Political and Social Research Holdings (available at the reference desk at Dewey Library) and the index available on the 13th floor of William James, at Harvard.  Polling materials are available on the Dewey reference shelves, in particular The International Gallup Polls, (Wilmington, DE: Scholarly Resources, Inc.) and Hastings and Hastings, eds., Index to International Public Opinion, (Westport, CT: Greenwood Press).


You may want to look at a number of examples of studies that utilized survey research.

Examples and
Frederick W. Frey, “Cross-Cultural Survey Research in Political Science, “ in

Suggested Additional
 Robert T. Holt and John E. turner, The Methodology of Comparative Research,

Readings:
pp. 173-294.


Herbert F. Weisberg and Bruce D. Bowen, An Introduction to Survey Research and Data Analysis, pp.1-109.


Gabriel Almond and Sidney Verba, The Civic Culture, (Boston: Little Brown, 1965). A Real Classic.


Sidney Verba, Norman Nie, and Jae-On Kim, Participation and Political Equality: A Seven Nation Comparison, (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1978).


James S. Fishkin, The Voice of the People, (Yale University Press, 1995).


Ronald Ingelhart, Culture Shift, (Princeton University Press, 1990).


Philip Converse and Roy Pierce, Political Representation in France, (Cambridge: Harvard University Belknap Press, 1986).


Brian Smith and Frederick Turner, “The Quality of Survey Research in Authoritarian Regimes: Brazil and the Southern Cone of Latin America in the 1970s,” in James Wilkie, ed., Statistical Abstract of Latin America, 23rd edition, (Los Angeles: UCLA, 1984).


I.A. Lewis and William Schneider, “Is the Public Lying to the Pollsters?”  Public Opinion, (April/May 1982), pp. 42-47.


Sidney Verba “The Uses of Survey Research in the Study of Comparative Politics: Issues and Strategies,” in Stein Rokkan et al, Comparative Survey Analysis, 1969, pp. 57-118.


Erwin K. Scheuch, “The Cross-Cultural Use of Sample Surveys: Problems of Comparability,” in Stein Rokkan et al, ibid., pp. 176-209.


Susan C. Stokes, “Politics and Latin America’s Urban Poor: Reflections from a Lima Shantytown,” Latin American Research Review, Vol. 26, No. 2, (1991), pp. 75-101.


Sidney Verba, Kay Schlozman, and Henry Brady, Voice and Equality, (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1995).

March 20
 Interviews
Required Reading:
Myron Weiner, “Political Interviewing,” in Robert Ward, Studying Politics Abroad (Boston: Little, Brown, 1964), pp. 102-133.

Suggested Additional
As an example: Alfred Stepan, Rethinking Military Politics: Brazil and the Southern Readings:                      Cone, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1989), pp. 30-44, 55-67.


Another Example: Judith Tendler, Good Government in the Tropics, (Johns Hopkins University Press, 1997).

Assignment:
Write a brief (3-4 page) essay discussing the following questions:


What are the advantages and disadvantages of non-standardized as opposed to standardized interviews?


How do you motivate a government official to give you the kind of information you want?


How might you deal with stereotyped answers, evasiveness, lying?


Ho might different theories of decision-making affect the kinds of questions you would ask, or the choice of people whom you would interview?


What documentary sources might you also use to study decision-making?


Can you tell us of one study in the country of your choice based upon elite interviews, and what role the interview findings played in supporting the author’s arguments and hypotheses?

April 3
Documentary Research
Required Reading:
W. Alonso and Peter Starr, “The Political Economy of National Statistics,” in Social Science Research Council Items, Vol. 36, No. 3, (September 1982).


Joan Wallach Scott, “A Statistical Representation of Work,” in Gender and the Politics of History, (New York: Columbia University Press, 1989).


Melissa Nobles, Shades of Citizenship, (Stanford University Press, 2000).

Assignment:
Making use of data available in documents in Cambridge libraries (in Dewey or in the Government Documents Collection in Harvard’s Lamont Library, or elsewhere) write a memo explaining how you would use the documents to illuminate a particular research question.  Examples might be use of census materials to ascertain the class or ethnic composition of a particular village, town, city or region of a country.  In your memo indicate what specific data source you would use (census, national sample surveys, budgets, etc.) and how class, ethnicity, race or language are conceptualized and operationalized.  Alternatively, you might indicate how the analysis of a government budget sheds light on the processes of policy-making and policy implementation.


We will spend part of this class in Dewey Library, reviewing the array of documents available both in the library and on-line.

Examples:
Barry Ames, Political Survival: Politicians and Public Policy in Latin America, (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1987).


Alejandro Portes, “Latin America’s Class Structures: Their Composition and Change During the Last Decades,” Latin American Research Review, Vol. 20, No. 3 (1985), pp. 7-39.


Richard I. Hofferbert and Hans-Dieter Klingemann, The Policy Impact of Party Programmes and Government Declarations in the Federal Republic of Germany,” European Journal of Political Research, Vol. 18, No. 3 (May 1990), pp. 277-304.


Myron Weiner, Sons of the Soil: Migration and Ethnic Conflict in India, Princeton University Press, 1978), pp. 19-74.

April 10
Participant Observation
Required Reading:
Clifford Geertz, The Interpretation of Cultures, (New York: Basic Books, 1973), pp. 412-454.


Richard F. Fenno, Jr.  Watching Politicians: Essays on Participant Observation. (University of California Berkeley: 165 Press, 1990).


David A. Karp, "Observing Behavior in Public Places”, pp. 82-97 in Shaffir, Stebbins, and Turowetz, eds., Fieldwork Experience: Qualitative Approaches to Social Research, (New York, St. Martin's Press, 1980).

Suggested Additional
Elliot Liebow, Tally’s Corner: A Study of Negro Streetcorner Men, (Boston: Little,

Reading:
Brown, 1987), pp.232-256.


Andre Beteille, T. N. Madan, eds., Encounter and Experience: Personal Accounts of Feildwork, (Honolulu: University Press of Hawaii). See especially Adrian C. Mayer: “On Becoming a Participant Observer,” pp. 27-41.


Leon Fedtinger et al, When Prophecy Fails, (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1956), appendix.


Willam Foote Whyte, Street Corner Society, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1943).  This is a classic study of the social structure of an Italian slum.


Eugene J. Webb, et al, Unobtrusive Measures: Nonreactive Research in the Social Sciences, (Chicago: Rand McNally Sociology Series, 1966).


Rosalie H. Was, Doing Feildwork: Warnings and Advice, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1975), pp. 3-55.


Stephen Devereux and John Hoddinott, eds., Fieldwork in Developing Countries, (Boulder: Lynne Rienner, 1992).


John Van Maanen, Tales of the Field, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1988).

Assignment:
Attend a public meeting and write a brief report on what you observe. (Examples: a town council, League of Women voters meeting, a protest rally, etc.).  Your task is to come up with observations and insights not ordinarily offered by journalists.  You might, for example, devise a method for ascertaining the social composition of the audience; a measure of audience response to the speakers; tell us why people came to the meeting; give a content analysis of themes or metaphors presented by the speakers; tell us something about the symbols employed in the event; provide a kind of ethnographic description of the event (a la Geertz and the Balinesian cockfight); provide a “discourse analysis”; analyze the event as a “play,” a “fight,” a “religious” revival, or whatever else appears to be an appropriate metaphor.  Use your imagination and ingenuity.

April 24
Ethics and Field Research
Required Reading:
APSA Committee on Professional Standards and Responsibilities, “Ethical Problems of Academic Political Scientist,” Political Science, Vol. 1, No. 3 (Summer 1968), pp. 7-28.

Suggested Additional
Myron Weiner, “Political Culture in Foreign Area Studies,” in Richard J. Samuels

Reading:
and Myron Weiner, eds., The Political Culture of Foreign Area and International Studies, (Washington: Brassey’s, 1992).  See also chapters on Japan, China, South Africa.


Irving Horowitz, “Project Camelot,” The Rise and Fall of Project Camelot: Studies in the Relationship Between Social Science and Practical Politics, (Cambridge: MIT Press, 1967), pp. 1-47.


Gideon Sjorberg, Ethics, Politics and Social Research, (Shenkman Publishing, 1971).  See research sponsors and the investigator, Chapters 1, 2, 3, 7; the researchers in South Africa, Chapter 8; Brazil, Chapter 9.


J.A. Barnes, “Some Ethical Problems in Modern Fieldwork,” British Journal of Sociology, Vol. XIV, No. 2, (June 1963), pp. 188-234.


Susan Eckstein, The Poverty of Revolution: The State and the Urban Poor in Mexico, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1977, 1988).  See Appendix A, “Methods and Ethics,” pp. 279-304 in the 1988 edition.

Assignment:
Continued on the next page.

Assignment:
Research Methods Terminology


Define, explain or contrast as appropriate:

“Crucial Case”

Control group

Depth interview

Double blind

Ecological fallacy

Endogeneity

Etic and emic

Falsifiability

Formal models

Frequency distribution

Function and cause

Heuristic case studies

Hypothesis

Independent and dependent Variables

Indicator

Informed consent

Interpolation and extrapolation

Inverse relationship

“Least likely” and “most likely” cases

Longitudinal study

Mean, median, mode

Multiple causation


Multivariate analysis

Necessary vs. sufficient condition

Nomothetic and ideographic

Nonreactive measures

Nonspurious relationship

Null hypothesis

Open-ended vs. closed-ended questions

Operational definition

Participant observation

Population (or universe)

Primary and secondary data

Process tracing

Random sample

Reactional effects

Reliability

Salience filtering item

Selection bias

Skewed item

Standard deviation

Structured and unstructured questions

“Thick” description

Validity

Werstehen
May 1
Concepts and Evaluation of Research Proposals
Assignments:
1)  Write a definition of one of the following concepts or any other concept central to your own research proposal.  You may also take a pair of concepts (e.g. egalitarian and hierarchical, class and ethnicity, consensus and conflict).

Autonomy

Charisma

Civil Society

Class

Class consciousness

Consensus

Corporatism

Cultural capital

Decentralization

Dependency

Democratization

Egalitarianism

Equity

Ethnicity

Exploitation

Hegemony

Hierarchical

Incorporation


Institutionalism

Interests

Legitimacy

Pluralism

Political authority

Political culture

Political participation

Reconciliation

Reconstruction

Regionalization

Reintegration

Self-determination

Social Capital

State

State capacity

Sustainability

Terrorism

Welfare


Is your definition bounded? What is included and what is excluded?  Is the definition operational?  Does it lend itself to empirical use?  To data collection?  To measurement?  Does the concept have an antithesis (e.g. egalitarian - hierarchical)?  How would you characterize the definition in terms of your intent — as a dependent or independent variable?  Is it intended to be normative?


2)  Evaluation of Research Proposals


I will make available several sample research proposals before class and would like you to read them.  Acting the role of a reviewer, prepare a brief (a few paragraphs should do) written evaluation of each proposal, rank them on a scale of 1 to 5, and discuss why you would or would not fund them.  Consider the significance of the problem, the effectiveness of the research design, the feasibility of the project, the clarity of the presentation.  Indicate the strengths and weaknesses of the proposal.  (Suggested reading: King et al, pp. 150-207.)

May 8

May 15 
Research Proposal Presentations
Assignment:
Prepare a 1 or 2 page single-spaced summary of your research proposal similar to the “Thesis Colloquium” abstracts circulated in the Department of Political Science.  The summary should briefly indicate the research question, the hypotheses, the methods to be employed, and what the expected contribution of the research would be to the body of literature related to your topic.


A total of 30 minutes of class time will be devoted to each proposal.  You must limit your presentation to 15 minutes, at which time the instructor will stop you.  Fifteen additional minutes will be reserved for class discussion.  It is therefore important that all students have read the proposed summaries and come to class prepared to offer constructive comments to their classmates.


Copies of your proposal should be placed in the mail boxes of all students in the class and handed to the instructor no later than the Friday preceding the Monday class at which you are scheduled to make your presentation.


Final papers are due no later than May 15.
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