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METHODS FOR CROSS-NATIONAL RESEARCH
Political Science 374 – Section 01
University of Richmond

Fall 2009
Professor: Aleksandra Sznajder Lee
           
       Class meeting time: 
Office: Weinstein 202L       

 
               MW9:00-9:50 a.m. (WSTN 221)

Phone:
804-289-8095
   


                   F 9:00-9:50 a.m. (JPSN G24-A)
         Email: asznajde@richmond.edu
                   Office hours: MWF 10:00-11:30 a.m.








      or by appointment
Course Description
PLSC 374 Methods for Cross-National Research has three objectives.  The first is to expose you to the plethora of research methods used in the social sciences, especially as far as cross-national research is concerned.  While we will devote much time and attention to quantitative methods (statistics), for the non-math lovers out there, there is good news: we will also be covering qualitative research tools, such as elite interview techniques.  However, regardless of whether we will be dealing with quantitative or qualitative research, the main objective of the course will remain the same: to enable you to develop and execute a sound research project and to give you the tools to evaluate causal claims critically.  Skills, such as hypothesis development and testing, will benefit you well after you take this course, since they will provide good preparation for a variety of jobs, let alone further education in graduate or professional schools.   
While the mastery of the research tools is one challenge, applying them in your own research is quite another.  The second objective of the course is for you to develop your own research projects using the data you collect as well as cross-national data already available. These two research projects (see details below) will enable you to apply your freshly acquired skills all while exposing you to the challenges and rewards of doing real social science.  You will be encouraged to share your research at the Student Symposium held every April (http://as.richmond.edu/research/symposium.html).    

The third objective of the course is to prepare you for further coursework at UR, especially for the senior seminar and for independent summer research.  This will be accomplished by familiarizing you with the methodological debates in the discipline and by giving you the freedom to pursue you own ideas as part of the research project.  Finally, the course will provide you with the tools to conduct your own international research project, whether as an independent summer research experience, or as part of study abroad. 
Course Requirements
Grade components:
Course evaluation will consist of several components.  
1. Homeworks and research assignments (70% of total grade)
Throughout the semester, you will complete assignments of various length and complexity.  Some are aimed at acquiring technical skills necessary to accomplish more involved tasks. Others are designed to solidify your understanding of important concepts and ask you to apply them to specific contexts.  In other words, these assignments will hone your analytical thinking skills while you learn specific tools and techniques of empirical research.  Finally, most of the assignments will also give you an opportunity to explore questions and ideas that are of particular interest to you.  Here are the specifics:    

a. Assignment #1 (due 09/11): Positivist vs. interpretive approaches to political research - 5%

b. Assignment #2 (due 09/18): SPSS exercises: introduction and descriptive statistics - 5%
c. Assignment #3 (due 10/07): Design your own experiment - 10%
d. Assignment #4 (due 10/19): Literature review and hypotheses formulation - 10%
e. Assignment #5 (due 10/26): Survey design and analysis project - 20%
f. Assignment#6 (due 11/13): SPSS Exercises I - 10%
g. Assignment #7 (due 11/20): SPSS Exercises II - 10%
2. Research paper (25% of total grade)
There is no better way of learning about empirical research than using issues that interest you.  This research paper will enable you to pick your own topic, which will involve comparison across countries.  It will require you to do a review of the relevant literature, and formulate and test your own hypotheses.  The choice of topic is up to you, but you need to discuss it with me in advance of turning in the research prospectus (some suggestions are questions related to human and economic development, democratization, ethnic conflict, and determinants of public opinion).  The on-line course guide (http://libguides.richmond.edu/cat.php?cid=9190) will assist you in the research process.  It has links to a variety of data sources, which you might find useful and interesting.  

Here are the components of this particular assignment:
a. Literature review and hypotheses assignment (see previous section)

b. Final paper of 12-15 pages (due 12/4) - 20%

c. Presentation of results (11/30 or 12/02) - 5%
3. Participation (5% of total grade)
It is imperative that you come to class prepared, having completed the assigned readings and exercises and ready to discuss them.  I will provide reading guides (posted on Blackboard) for many of the readings, which will help you draw out the main points.  Much of the material in this course is complex and will require elucidation in class, so you would find yourself at a severe disadvantage should you miss class.  You are also expected to participate actively in class discussions.  Class participation and any in-class group assignments account for 5% of the final grade and will be the decisive factor in case of borderline grades.  If you miss more than 3 classes without a valid excuse, such as a medical note, I reserve the right to fail the class participation portion of your grade.  

The grading scale will be as follows:

	A
	93-100
	B-
	80-82
	D+
	67-69

	A-
	90-92
	C+
	77-79
	D
	63-66

	B+
	87-89
	C
	73-76
	D-
	60-62

	B
	83-86
	C-
	70-72
	F
	0-59


The A-range grades represent excellent work, B-range grades indicate good or very good work, C-range grades stand for average work, D-range for below average but passing, while the grade of F indicates failure on an assignment. 

Late Work: All assignments are due in class on the specified date.  Late assignments will result in a letter grade deduction per each day of delay, unless there are extraordinary circumstances discussed with the instructor prior to the original due date.  
Extra Credit: There will be no extra credit assignments given to help improve grades.  However, progress throughout the semester will be taken into account when determining the final grade.

Honor Code: All work must adhere to the University’s Student Honor Code and pledge.
For more information, see: http://studentorg.richmond.edu/urhc/index_files/Page431.htm.  
Computer Use: Computers are to be used solely for course-related purposes.  I reserve the right to ask you not to use your computer if I have reasons to suspect that you are using it to surf the web, check email or engage in other non-course-related activities.

Getting Help: If you are experiencing difficulties with the material, please contact me! You are also encouraged to use the resources of the Writing Center, the Speech Center, and the Academic Skills Center (just remember to make appointments in advance!).       
Readings

The following books are available for purchase at the campus bookstore:

Philip H. Pollock, The Essentials of Political Analysis, 3rd ed. (Washington D.C.: CQ Press, 2009) [EPA]
Philip H. Pollock, An SPSS Companion to Political Analysis, 3rd ed. (Washington D.C.:  CQ Press, 2009) [SPSS Companion]
Readings marked with * are available on the library e-reserve: http://librarycat.richmond.edu
Readings marked with ** are available in the Course Documents folder on Blackboard.
Course Schedule
Week 1.

08/24
Introduction and Course Overview

08/26
The “Science” of Politics 
*Janet B. Johnson and H.T. Reynolds, “Studying Politics Scientifically,” in Political Science Research Methods (2008). Washington D.C.: CQ Press (2008), p. 27-55

08/28
The “Science” of Politics and Qualitative vs. Quantitative Distinction 

*Finish up Johnson and Reynolds, p. 27-55 (see 08/26)
**David Collier, Jason Seawright, and Henry E. Brady, “Qualitative versus Quantitative: What Might This Distinction Mean?” Qualitative Methods, Spring 2003, p. 4-7
Week 2.

08/31
Positivism vs. Interpretivism
*Gabriel A. Almond and Stephen J. Genco, “Clouds, Clocks and the Study of Politics.” World Politics, Vol. 29, No. 4 (July 1977), 489-522

**“Symposium: Interpretivism,” Qualitative Methods, Fall 2003; pieces by:

· John Gerring, “Interpretations of Interpretivism,” p. 2-5

· Dvora Yanow, “Interpretive Empirical Political Science: What Makes This Not a Subfield of Qualitative Methods,” p. 9-13
· David Dessler, “The Positivist-Interpretivist Controversy,” p. 21-24
· Optional: Laura Stoker, “Is it Possible to do Quantitative Survey Research in an Interpretive Way?” p.13-15

09/02
Interpretivism

Continuation of discussion of Symposium (see 08/31) 

*Ann Chin Lin, “Bridging Positivist and Interpretivist Approaches to Qualitative Methods.” Policy Studies Journal, Vol. 26, No.1, p. 162-80 

09/04
Return to Positivism: Nuts and Bolts

EPA, Chapter 1: “The Definition and Measurement of Concepts” 
Week 3.  

09/07
Measuring and Describing Variables

EPA, Chapter 2: “Measuring and Describing Variables” 

09/09
Measuring and Describing Variables


Finish up EPA, Chapter 2
09/11
Getting Started with SPSS

SPSS Companion:

· “Getting Started” 

· Chapter 1: “Introduction to SPSS” 
· Chapter 2: “Descriptive Statistics”
Assignment #1 due

Week 4.

09/14
Quantifying Variables in Practice


*David Collier and Robert Adcock, “Democracy and Dichotomies: A Pragmatic Approach to Choices about Concepts,” American Review of Political Science (1999), p. 537-65

*Amy G. Mazur and Dorothy McBride Stetson, “Quantifying Complex Concepts: The Case of the Women’s Movement in the RNGS Project,” APSA – CP, Vol. 14, No.1, p.11-14
09/16
Proposing Explanations, Framing Hypotheses, and Making Comparisons 

EPA, Chapter 3: “Proposing Explanations, Framing Hypotheses, and Making Comparisons” (look over exercises as well) 

09/18
Transforming Variables


SPSS Companion: 
· Chapter 3: Transforming Variables

· Chapter 4: Making Comparisons

Assignment #2 due 

Week 5.

09/21
Getting Started on Your Own Research Project

SPSS Companion, Chapter 11: “Doing Your Own Political Analysis” 


Literature review and hypotheses assignment handed out
09/23
Making Comparisons and Graphing Relationships – con’t

Finish up EPA, Chapter 3
09/25
Making Comparisons using SPSS


Finish up SPSS Companion, Chapter 4

Week 6.

09/28
Research Design and the Logic of Control 

EPA, Chapter 4: “Research Design and the Logic of Control”

09/30
Experimental Tradition in Political Science

*Rose McDermott, “Experimental Methods in Political Science,” Annual Review of Political Science (2002), No. 5, p.31-57 (section on Experiments in Behavioral Economics, p.45-50 optional)

*Donald P. Green and Alan S. Gerber, “Reclaiming the Experimental Tradition in Political Science,” in Political Science: State of the Discipline. New York: W.W. Norton (2002), p. 805-832
10/02
Experiments in Practice
Challenges of human subject protection and the role of the Institutional Review Board (IRB); read: http://irb.richmond.edu/
*Alan P. Gerber and Donald P. Green, “The Effects of Canvassing, Telephone Calls, and Direct Mail on Voter Turnout: A Field Experiment,” American Political Science Review, Vol. 94 (2000), No.3, p. 653-663
** Keith Darden, “Nationalism, Networks, and Armed Resistance to Occupation:

Lessons from a Natural Experiment,” Yale University, Manuscript (2007) 
Week 7.

10/05
Survey Design I
*Janet B. Johnson and H.T. Reynolds, “Survey Research and Interviewing,” in Political Science Research Methods (2008), p. 297-338
Survey assignment handed out 
10/07 
Survey Design II

Finish up “Survey Research and Interviewing” (see 10/05)
*Yang Zhong, Jie Chen, and John M. Scheb II, “Political Views from Below: A Survey of Beijing Residents,” in Quantitative Methods in Practice: Readings from PS. Washington D.C.: CQ Press (2006), p. 118-129
*Tom W. Smith, “That Which We Call Welfare by Any Other Name Would Smell Sweeter: An Analysis of the Impact of Question Wording on Response Patterns, Public Opinion Quarterly, Vol.51, No.1 (1987), p. 75-83
Assignment #3 due

10/09
Making Controlled Comparisons 
Review EPA, p. 81-90 (Three Scenarios)


EPA, Chapter 5: “Making Controlled Comparisons”

Week 8.

10/12
No Class Mid-term break

10/14
Making Controlled Comparisons

Finish up EPA, Chapter 5
10/16 
Making Controlled Comparisons Using SPSS

SPSS Companion, Chapter 5: “Making Controlled Comparisons”

In-class practicum
Week 9.

10/19
Foundations of Statistical Inference 

EPA, Chapter 6: “Foundations of Statistical Inference,” p. 113-126


Assignment #4 due
10/21
Foundations of Statistical Inference 

EPA, Chapter 6, p. 126-142
10/23
Foundations of Statistical Inference 
SPSS Companion, Chapter 6: “Making Inferences about Sample Means”
Week 10.

10/26
Presentation and discussion of class survey analysis projects
Assignment #5 due                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         

10/28
Tests of Significance and Measures of Association


EPA, Chapter 7: “Tests of Significance and Measures of Association,” p. 145-159
10/30
Tests of Significance and Measures of Association

EPA, Chapter 7: “Tests of Significance and Measures of Association,” p. 159-167
Week 11. 

11/02
Chi-square and Measures of Association

SPSS Companion, Chapter 7: “Chi-square and Measures of Association”
11/04
Correlation and Linear Regression

EPA, Chapter 8: “Correlation and Linear Regression” 
11/06
Linear Regression in Practice

Guest speaker 

Week 12.

11/09
Correlation and Linear Regression - SPSS

SPSS Companion, Chapter 8: “Correlation and Linear Regression”
11/11
Things get complicated: Assumptions of the classical linear regression model

Reading TBA  

11/13 
Qualitative Methods I
*John Gerring, “What is a Case Study? The Problem of Definition” in Case Study Research: Principles and Practices, Cambridge: CUP (2006), p. 17-36    (OVER)
*Start reading: Alexander L. George and Andrew Bennett, “Case Studies and Theory Development,” in Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social Sciences, Cambridge: MIT Press (2005), p. 17-34

Assignment #6 due
Week 13. 

11/16
Qualitative Methods II
*John Gerring, “What is a Case Study Good For?  Case Study versus Cross-Case Analysis” in Case Study Research, p. 37-65


* Finish reading: “Case Studies and Theory Development” (see 11/13)

11/18
Interview Methods
*Janet B. Johnson and H.T. Reynolds, “Survey Research and Interviewing,” in Political Science Research Methods (2008), p. 338-344

*“Symposium: Interview Methods in Political Science” in PS: Political Science and Politics, December 2002, p. 663-688
11/20  Field Research


**“Symposium: Field research,” Qualitative Methods, Spring 2004, p. 2-15

*Christopher B. Barrett and Jeffrey W. Cason, “The Challenges of the Field” in Overseas Research. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press (1997), p. 90-105 

Assignment #7 due

Week 14. 

11/23 
Doing Research Overseas: Roundtable 
11/25-27
No class, Thanksgiving break
Week 15.

11/30
Student research paper presentations

12/02
Student research paper presentations

12/04
Course conclusion and review

*Rogers Smith, “Should We Make Political Science More of a Science or More about Politics?” PS: Political Science and Politics, Vol. 35, No.2 (2002), p. 199-201


Final papers due by December 4th, 6 p.m.

