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Course Description 

The goal of this course is to familiarize graduate students with various approaches to conducting 

original political science research using case-oriented, qualitative or multimethod research 

designs, data sources, and modes of analysis. Students will read about different research designs 

and methodologies and learn how to apply these approaches in their own research. By the end of 

the course, students should be able to determine how various designs, data, and analytical 

techniques may be useful for answering different sorts of research questions. You should know 

how to design a strategy to gather and analyze data that speaks to your research questions, and 

you should have the practical foundation needed to carry out this research. Students in the course 

are expected to have preexisting knowledge of research design issues and basic statistical 

methodologies. Students who have not taken POLS 511 and 513 should not enroll in this course 

without specific permission of the instructor.  

 

Course Overview 

After an introductory portion of the course that explores how to align your research design, data 

and methodologies with your research questions, the remaining weeks of the semester will be 

divided in two major parts. First, we will explore general research strategies that typically 

employ qualitative data and methods. We will discuss when these approaches are best suited for 

answering our research questions, and we will also begin thinking about designing and 

conducting this sort of research. This portion of the course will equip you to think carefully 

about designing successful qualitative or mixed method research. Second, we will focus on 

specific tools needed to collect and analyze different kinds of qualitative data. You will learn 

about and have opportunities to practice techniques such as field research, ethnography and 

participant observation, interviewing, and archival research.  

 

Throughout the course you will be asked to develop a research design and strategy for answering 

a political science research question that employs some of the qualitative data and methods 

discussed in the course. Preferably your focus will be related directly to your research interests 

for your thesis or dissertation. During the first part of the course, you will be asked to identify a 

research topic. Then I will ask you to pose research questions related to that topic and to discuss 

how certain questions might be more suited for quantitative research strategies, while others are 

more appropriately answered using qualitative or mixed methods. You will then need to specify 

a research question that is suitable for a qualitative or multi-method research design; this 
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question will be the focus of your work throughout the remainder of the course. In the second 

portion of the course, I will ask you to engage in a series of activities where you will begin to 

apply the specific data collection and analysis procedures you are learning. You will typically 

complete these activities with reference to the research question you identified during the first 

portion of the course. At the end of the course, you will submit a draft research design, which 

will be critiqued by your classmates before you submit the final version.  

 

Curricular Requirements Met 

This course may count toward completion of the MA or PhD in Political Science and may be 

used to satisfy part of the requirements for the cross-field concentration in methods for the PhD 

program. 

 

Learning Objectives Met 

This course will help students develop an in-depth understanding of important research tools, 

including data collection and analysis, which are essential for conducting independent research 

in political science. 

 

Course Materials 

 

Required Books 

Alexander George and Andrew Bennett. 2005. Case Studies and Theory Development in the 

Social Sciences. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press. (George and Bennett) 

  

Gary Goertz. 2017. Multimethod Research, Causal Mechanisms, and Case Studies: An 

Integrated Approach. Princeton: Princeton University Press. (Goertz) 

 

Layna Mosley, ed. 2013. Interview Research in Political Science. Ithaca: Cornell University 

Press. (Mosley) 

 

Benjamin L. Read, Lauren M. MacLean, and Diana Kapiszewski. 2015. Field Research in 

Political Science. New York: Cambridge University Press. (RMK) 

 

Optional Books  

Thad Dunning. 2012. Natural Experiments in the Social Sciences: A Design-Based Approach. 

New York: Cambridge University Press. 

 

Herbert J. Rubin and Irene S. Rubin. 2012. Qualitative Interviewing: The Art of Hearing Data, 

3rd edition. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.  
 

Additional Articles and Book Chapters 

As noted in the course schedule, additional assigned articles and chapters are available through 

Hodges Library’s electronic reserves or on-line through electronic journal databases like JStor. 
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Student Assessment and Evaluation Methods 

 

Your grade in this course will be based on the following: 

 

Course Element        % of Final Grade 

Attendance and Participation       10% 

Class Discussion        10% 

First Book Paper        15% 

Research Workshop        65% 

 

Attendance and Participation  

Because this is a graduate course, you must take ownership of your own learning. You are 

expected to attend each class meeting and participate actively. Absence from just one weekly 

meeting entails missing nearly 10 percent of the course material; therefore, absences will only be 

excused in the most extreme circumstances. Unexcused absences will result in the automatic 

deduction of one letter grade for the course.  

 

Furthermore, as active participants in this class, you are expected to complete the daily readings 

prior to class and make informed contributions to discussion each time we meet. This means that 

you will be prepared to respond thoughtfully to questions your fellow classmates or I may pose. 

To prepare for class discussions, I encourage all students to take notes on the assigned readings 

or to write brief summaries of each reading to help you engage actively. Each week you should 

think about how the readings could be applied to your own research interests. If we are 

discussing the use of documents in research, ask yourself questions like: What documents could 

inform my work? How could I analyze these documents? You should be prepared to share these 

connections between the weekly topic and your work with the class. Attendance and 

participation will constitute 10% of your course grade. 

 

Class Discussion 

Each week you will be required to submit proposed discussion questions based upon the 

readings, which I will draw on during our in-class discussion. You are expected to submit at 

least one question per assigned article or book chapter. You must send me your list of discussion 

questions by each noon on each Monday before our Tuesday class. Your participation in 

preparing for class discussion will count for 10% of your course grade.  

 

“First Book” Paper 

This five-page paper is essentially an analysis and critique of a “first book” in political science 

that utilizes some sort of qualitative data or methods. First books are very often based upon 

dissertation research, so by reading and critiquing such a book you will get a sense of the kind of 

work that you should be preparing to do in your own dissertation. Typically, these books are the 

result of extensive revisions and additions, but the essence of the ideas and often most of the data 

were present in the author’s dissertation as well. The goals of the paper are to get you thinking 

about different data and analysis options that can be used in leading political science research 

and to help you to see how the data and methods you use should be intimately connected to the 

questions you ask and the theories you employ. This paper will be worth 15% of your grade. 

This paper is due Friday, September 14 at noon.  
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Research Workshop 

The central assignment of the course is developing a research plan that seriously considers how 

to use qualitative data and analytical techniques to help answer the research questions you pose. 

Throughout the course, there are various deadlines for different aspects of the project. When 

each assignment is due, we will spend some time in class discussing each person’s project to 

provide constructive feedback and to learn from one another’s ideas. To make this discussion 

possible, all completed assignments will be shared electronically with your fellow classmates. 

You will be expected to read and think about the work your classmates are doing. At the end of 

the course, we will devote a class period to critiquing each student’s research design. The entire 

research design project will constitute 65% of your course grade. 

 

Research Workshop Schedule 
 

 Assignment  Due Date 
 

 Research Topic Memo 9/3 at noon 

 Research Questions Paper 9/24 at noon 

 Lit Review and Theory  10/16 at 1:30pm 

 Observation Exercise 10/29 at noon 

 Interview Exercise 11/5 at noon 

 Document Exercise 11/12 at noon 

 Draft Research Design 11/20 at 1:30pm  

 Final Research Design 12/7 at 5pm 

 

Research Topic 

A 2-page memo that includes three components: 1) a summary of the research topic that is the 

tentative focus of your thesis/dissertation and that will form the centerpiece of your research in 

this course; 2) a discussion of the theoretical and empirical importance of your proposed topic; 

and 3) reflections on where there is space for you to make a significant scholarly contribution to 

the existing literature on this topic. This paper is due Monday, September 3 at noon.  

 

Research Questions Paper: Aligning Ontology and Methodology 

As we will discuss, different research questions necessitate different sorts of data and analytical 

approaches. It is important as you conduct your own research that you think intentionally and 

analytically about aligning the questions you ask with appropriate data and methods for 

answering those questions. This assignment, in which you will develop the research question that 

will ultimately be the focus of your work in this course, is designed to help you think 

intentionally about selecting methods appropriate to your question. You will write a paper in 

which you propose a research question related to the research topic that you already proposed for 

the course. The question you identify should be one that is amenable to a small-N approach using 

qualitative data and non-statistical methods (or potentially a multi-method approach that includes 

a significant qualitative component). In the paper, you will draw upon class readings about 

aligning ontology and methodology and about research design in order to discuss the design, as 

well as possible data and methods suitable for answering the question that you propose.  

 

The rest of the assignments throughout the course that are related to the Research Workshop will 

be conducted with reference to this research question. This paper should be 5 double-spaced 
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pages; it is due on Monday, September 24 at noon. After these papers are submitted, I will 

either approve your research question or ask you to revise it in order to make it more feasible or 

more interesting. Once your question is approved, this will be the question you explore in much 

of your work throughout the course. 

 

Literature Review and Theory 

You will need to review the relevant literature to provide context for your study. What questions 

are not answered by previous research? Is earlier work misleading or contradictory in some way? 

Where does your project fit into previous studies? What contribution to knowledge will your 

project make? A thorough literature review will answer these questions and probably a few 

more. Importantly, a good review of the literature does not simply summarize previous work, but 

critically analyzes it and explores its applicability to your own research question, attempting to 

integrate earlier work with your own. You must engage in the work of synthesizing ideas and 

identifying how existing work might inform your own, rather than simply providing a laundry 

list of previous work.  

 

This review of previous literature also helps to provide the theoretical foundation for your own 

work. What theories are you building on? Are you applying an existing theory to a new context? 

Are you testing an old theory with new data? Are you challenging an existing theory with your 

own approach? Are you pitting two theoretical approaches against each other to see which one 

best explains a particular case? Are you using your work to develop a new theoretical argument? 

Theory should form the basis of all work that we do. Whether we are developing new theories, 

testing existing ones, or expanding existing ideas to new areas of the field, the theoretical 

contribution of our research should be of central concern.  

 

Together the literature review and theory should be about 7-10 pages, double-spaced. These 

papers are due before class on Tuesday, October 16 at 1:30pm.  

 

Observation Exercises (adapted from Esterberg 2002, p. 81) 

1. With a fellow student in this course, go to a public place where you can observe some 

sort of politics or policy in action without disturbing the scene (for example a community 

association meeting, a city council meeting, a demonstration, a government services 

waiting room, etc.). Spend 30 minutes observing without talking to each other. Focus 

your observations on how power is at play in the observed site. After you leave, 

immediately write up full field notes, filling in the details of your observation. Then 

compare your observations with your fellow student. Your full field notes as well as a 1- 

to 2-page reflection on your observation experience and on the similarities and 

differences between what you observed and what your fellow student observed are due 

Monday, October 29 at noon. 

2. Identify a field setting that you might enter to conduct the research for your proposed 

question. Then write a 1- to 2-page reflection on the strategies you might use to gain 

access to the site, the difficulties you might encounter, and possible ideas for overcoming 

them. This reflection is due Monday, October 29 at noon.   
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Interview Exercise 

This assignment is designed to help you think about how interviews might provide useful data 

for answering your research question. As we read about and discuss different types of interviews, 

how to design interviews, how to select respondents, etc., I want you to think about how you 

might apply this technique to gather data relevant to your project. Then you will design an 

interview guide and respondent selection plan that you could use to collect interview data. The 

interview guide should include main questions and follow-up questions that would direct 

structured or semi-structured interviews. The respondent selection plan should identify who the 

population of respondents would be (members of congress, leaders of environmental NGOs, 

women living in a particular neighborhood, union organizers, party leaders, all elite actors 

involved in the policy debate about children’s healthcare, etc.). Then the plan must detail which 

members of this complete population you will interview; in other words, what your sampling 

technique will be. Different research goals require different interview populations and selection 

plans, so tailor your approach to the information you need to learn from the respondents and the 

questions you want your research to be able to answer. There is not one right way to design 

interview guides and respondent selection strategies, but there are better and worse ways 

depending on your context. You should also consider practical issues such as how you will gain 

access to your proposed participants and whether you will record the interview or only take 

notes. Also discuss how you will deal with people who refuse to participate or with issues like 

language barriers, scheduling problems, or race, class, and gender barriers. This assignment is 

due Monday, November 5 at noon.  

 

Document Exercise 

Develop a list of the kinds of documents (or media sources or material artifacts) that might be 

helpful in answering your proposed research question. Be as specific as possible – identifying 

sources and strategies for obtaining these items. Discuss how these documents could be useful in 

your research, and provide a plan for how you would go about analyzing them. If at all possible, 

obtain one of these documents and write a brief reflection on the insights it provides. This 

assignment is due Monday, November 12 at noon. 

 

Research Design 

The Research Design paper will integrate the research question, literature and theory, an 

overarching strategy for answering your research question, and a specific plan that outlines the 

appropriate data and analytical techniques that you will use for answering your question. You 

should explain why your overarching design as well as your specific data and analytical 

techniques fit the question you are asking. The research design should outline in specific detail 

exactly how you will go about answering your research question. You should explain why you 

have chosen a particular approach – mixed method, comparative case design, single case study, 

natural experiment, etc., and how this approach is appropriate for answering the question you 

have set forward. Your choice should be informed by the state of the literature in the field, the 

complexity of the theories you wish to explore, the level of theoretical advancement in the field, 

the availability of data, the difficulty of data collection, selection bias, and a host of other factors 

that we will have discussed throughout the course. Once you outline your approach, you will 

specify the data that you will need to gather and how you would go about collecting it. The 

proposed research should incorporate at least one of the types of qualitative data and/or analysis 
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discussed in the course (field research, ethnography/observation, interviews, documents) and 

may include more than one as appropriate for answering your question. Finally you should 

discuss details about data organization and plans for analysis.  

 

A draft of this research design paper is due Tuesday, November 20 at 1:30pm. All of the 

students in the course will read each other’s research designs before class on November 20. A 

fellow student will be assigned to make a formal critique of your plan. After the formal critique, 

we will have a general discussion of your work.  

 

Based on our in-class discussion of your paper, you should make revisions to the research 

design. The final version of the paper is due Friday, December 7 at 5pm. This paper should be 

about 20 double-spaced pages, excluding bibliography and any data appendices.   

 

Late Assignments: Assignments handed in late will be penalized by ten percentage points for 

each day (24 hours) that they are late. For instance, if a paper is due at 5 pm on Tuesday, a paper 

handed in by 5pm on Wednesday would be penalized by 10 percentage points; while a paper not 

handed in until Friday at 5 pm would be penalized 30 percentage points. The draft research 

design papers will not be accepted late because they will be the subject of class discussion. 

Failure to meet the deadline for the draft research design will result in a penalty of 50 percentage 

points on your final research design paper. 

 

Regarding Letter Grades: 

Adequately satisfying course requirements constitutes “B” work. Only exceeding expectations 

and exceptional performance constitutes “A” work. Failure to meet expectations will result in a 

grade below “B.” 

 

Grading: It is my desire that all students learn and perform well in this course. As the professor 

and the student, we each share part of the responsibility for achieving this goal. I will present 

relevant and helpful material both in class and in assigned readings. If you have any questions or 

concerns about a grade you receive in this course, do not hesitate to ask. However, be aware that 

when I re-grade, I look over the entire exam or assignment; therefore, re-grading may result in a 

grade that is higher OR lower than the original grade. Final grades in the course will be assigned 

according to the scale below. 
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Grading Scale: 

 A 95-100% 

 A- 90-95% 

 B+ 87-90% 

 B 83-87% 

 B- 80-83% 

 C+ 77-80% 

 C 73-77% 

 C- 70-73%  

 D+ 67-70% 

 D 63-67% 

  D-  60-63% 

 F  Below 60% 
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COURSE SCHEDULE AND READINGS 
 

8/28  Course Introduction 

 

RESEARCH TOPIC ASSIGNMENT DUE 9/3 BY NOON 

 

PART I: ISSUES OF RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY 

 

9/4 Selecting Methods and Data that Fit Your Questions 

Readings *Peter Hall. 2003. “Aligning Ontology and Methodology” In Comparative  

Historical Analysis in the Social Sciences, eds. James Mahoney and Dietrich 

Rueschemeyer. New York: Cambridge University Press.  

 

 †Gary Goertz and James Mahoney. 2006. “A Tale of Two Cultures: Contrasting  

 Quantitative and Qualitative Research” Political Analysis 14 (3): 227-249.  

 

 *Gary Goertz and James Mahoney. 2012. A Tale of Two Cultures. Princeton:  

 Princeton University Press, Ch. 3 

 

 Goertz, Chapters 1&2 

 

9/11 Designing Single and Comparative Case Study Research 

Readings Goertz and Mahoney, Chapter 14  

 

 George and Bennett Chapters 1, 3-4, 11 and Appendix  

 

 *David Collier et al. 2008. “Symposium: Case Selection, Case Studies, and  

 Causal Inference” Newsletter of the APSA Organized Section for Qualitative and  

 Multi-Method Research 6 (2): 2–16. Lead article by Freedman, responses by  

 Fearon and Laitin, Gerring, and Goertz, and concluding response by Freedman.  

 

 Goertz, Chapters 3&8, skim Appendix A after reading Chapter 3   

 

“FIRST BOOK” PAPERS DUE FRIDAY, 9/14 AT NOON 

    

9/18 Combining Methods 

Readings *John Brewer and Albert Hunter. 2006. Foundations of Multimethod Research:  

 Synthesizing Styles. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. Chapters 1.  

  

 *Sidney Tarrow. 2004. “Bridging the Quantitative-Qualitative Divide” in In  

 Rethinking Social Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards, Henry E. Brady and  

 David Collier, eds. Lanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield. pp. 171-180.  

 

 †Evan Lieberman. 2005. “Nested Analysis as a Mixed-Method Strategy for  

 Comparative Research.” American Political Science Review. 99 (3): 435-452.  
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 Goertz, Chapter 6 

 

RESEARCH QUESTIONS ASSIGNMENT DUE 9/24 AT NOON 

 

9/25 Experiments and Qualitative Research 

 

 Dunning, Chapters 1, 2, 7 & 11 

 

 †Elizabeth Levy Paluck. 2010. “The Promising Integration of Qualitative  

 Methods and Field Experiments” Annals of the American Academy of Political  

 and Social Science 628 (March): 59-71.  

 

PART II: QUALITATIVE DATA COLLECTION 

 

10/2 Field Research 

Readings RMK, Chapters 1-4 

  

 *Stephen Devereaux and John Hoddinott. 1993. “Issues in Data Collection” In  

 Fieldwork in Developing Countries, eds. Devereaux and Hoddinott. Boulder, CO:  

 Lynne Reinner, pp. 25-41.  

 

 *Elisabeth Jean Wood. 2003. Insurgent Collective Action and Civil War in El  

 Salvador. New York: Cambridge University Press, pp. 31-50.  

 

* Tianna S. Paschel. 2016. “Methodological Appendix.” Becoming Black 

Political Subjects: Movements and Ethno-Racial Rights in Colombia and Brazil. 

Princeton: Princeton University Press.  

 

10/9  No class 

10/16  Literature Review and Theory paper due at 1:30pm 

 

10/23 Observation and Ethnography 

Readings *Kristin Esterberg. 2002. Qualitative Methods in Social Research. Boston:  

 McGraw Hill, Chapter 4, “Observation: Participant and Otherwise” pp. 57-80.  

 

 RMK, Chapter 7 

 

 †Lorraine Bayard de Volo and Edward Schatz. 2004. “From the Inside Out:  

 Ethnographic Methods in Political Research” PS: Political Science and Politics  

 37 (2): 267-271.  

  

 *Robert M. Emerson, Rachel I. Fretz, and Linda L. Shaw. 1995. Writing  

 Ethnographic Fieldnotes. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. Chapters 1&2.  
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*Timothy Pachirat. 2009. “The Political in Political Ethnography: Dispatches 

from the Kill Floor” Political Ethnography: What Immersion Contributes to the 

Study of Power. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, pp. 143-161. 

 

OBSERVATION ASSIGNMENT DUE 10/29 AT NOON 

 

10/30 Qualitative Interviewing 

Readings *Kristin Esterberg. 2002. Qualitative Methods in Social Research. Boston:  

 McGraw Hill, Chapter 5 “Interviews,” pp. 83-112.  

  

 Mosley, Introduction, Chapters 1, 5, 9, and skim Appendix  

 

 RMK, Chapter 6 

  

 Herbert J. Rubin and Irene S. Rubin. 2012. Qualitative Interviewing: The Art of  

 Hearing Data, 3rd edition. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications, Chapters 7-8. 

 

 †Katherine Cramer Walsh. 2012. “Putting Inequality in Its Place: Rural  

 Consciousness and the Power of Perspective” American Political Science Review  

 106 (3): 517-32. 

 

 Read one article or book chapter in your area of substantive interest that  

 relies heavily on data collected in qualitative interviews. You will need to get  

 your choice approved by me five days before this class period. 

 

 Also recommended: Rubin and Rubin. Chapters 1, 3, 4, 6 and 9 

 

INTERVIEW ASSIGNMENT DUE 11/5 AT NOON 

 

11/6 Using Documents and Materials as Data 

Readings Kristin Esterberg. 2002. Qualitative Methods in Social Research. Boston:  

 McGraw Hill, Chapter 6 (through page 128).  

 

 RMK, Chapter 5   

 

†Cameron G. Thies. 2002. “A Pragmatic Guide to Qualitative Historical Analysis 

in the Study of International Relations” International Studies Perspectives 3 (4): 

351-72. 

2-4. 

 

†Michael Laver and John Garry. 2000. “Estimating Policy Positions from 

Political Texts” American Journal of Political Science 44 (3): 619-634.  

 

S. O. Proksch and J.B. Slapin. 2008. “A scaling model for estimating timeseries 

party positions from texts.” American Journal of Political Science 52(3), 705- 722 
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DOCUMENT ASSIGNMENT DUE 11/12 AT NOON 

 

PART III: ANALYZING QUALITATIVE DATA 

 

11/13 Modes of Analysis 

Readings George and Bennett, Chapters 5, 8-9. 

  

 *James Mahoney and Dietrich Rueschemeyer. 2003. “Comparative Historical  

Analysis: Achievements and Agendas” in Mahoney and Rueschemeyer, eds. 

Comparative Historical Analysis in the Social Sciences. New York: Cambridge 

University Press. Pages 3-15. 

 

 *Paul Pierson 2003. “Big, Slow-moving and Invisible: Macrosocial Processes in  

 the Study of Comparative Politics” in Mahoney and Rueschemeyer, eds.  

 Comparative Historical Analysis in the Social Sciences. New York: Cambridge  

 University Press. Chapter 5. 

  

 †James Mahoney, Erin Kimball, and Kendra Koivu. 2009. “The Logic of  

 Historical Explanation in the Social Sciences” Comparative Political Studies 42  

 (1): 114-46. 

 

† James Mahoney. 2012. “The Logic of Process Tracing Tests in the Social 

Sciences” Sociological Methods and Research 41(4): 570-97. 

 

 *Scott D. Sagan. 1993. The Limits of Safety: Organizations, Accidents, and  

 Nuclear Weapons. Princeton: Princeton University Press, pp. 1-14, 45-52. 

 

11/20  Draft Research Design paper due at 1:30pm 

 

11/27  Research Design Workshop 

Readings Classmates’ Research Design Papers  

   

Assignment You must come to class prepared to make a formal oral critique of one 

classmate’s Research Design.  

 

FINAL RESEARCH DESIGN PAPERS DUE FRIDAY, 12/7 AT 5PM. 

 

Additional readings to aid in thinking about analyzing and writing up qualitative data: 

*Kristin Esterberg. 2002. Qualitative Methods in Social Research. Boston: McGraw Hill, 

Chapter 8 “Making Sense of Data,” pp. 151-79.  

 

Mosley, Chapter 4, “How to Report Interview Data” 

 

*Robert M. Emerson, Rachel I. Fretz, and Linda L. Shaw. 1995. Writing Ethnographic 

Fieldnotes. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. Chapters 6 & 7. 
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*Amanda Coffey and Paul Atkinson. Making Sense of Qualitative Data: Complementary 

Research Strategies. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. Ch. 2 and 5. 

  

†David Thunder. 2004. “Back to Basics: Twelve Rules for Writing a Publishable Article” PS: 

Political Science and Politics. 37 (3): 493-5. 

 

RMK. Chapter 10. 

 

*Readings noted with an asterisk will be provided by instructor. 

†Readings noted with † can be found on-line through Library’s electronic journals. 

 
Suggestions for Further Reading 

 

Andrew Abbott. 2004. Methods of Discovery: Heuristics for the Social Sciences. New York: W.W. Norton.  

 

Christopher B. Barrett and Jeffrey W. Cason. 1997. Overseas Research: A Practical Guide. Baltimore: The Johns 

Hopkins University Press. 

 

Howard Becker. 1998. Tricks of the Trade: How to Think about your Research While You’re Doing It. Chicago: 

University of Chicago Press. 

 

Andrew Bennett. 2013. “Causal Mechanisms and Typological Theories in the Study of Civil Conflict.” In Jeff 

Checkel, ed., Transnational Dynamics of Civil War. New York: Cambridge University Press, pp. 205‐231. 

 

Andrew Bennett and Colin Elman. 2006. “Complex Causal Relations and Case Study Methods: The Example of 

Path Dependence” Political Analysis 14: 250-267. 

 

Henry E. Brady and David Collier. 2010. Rethinking Social Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards. New York: 

Rowman and Littlefield.  

 

Bear F. Braumoeller. 2003. “Causal Complexity and the Study of Politics” Political Analysis 11: 209-233. 

 

John Brewer and Albert Hunter. 2006. Foundations of Multimethod Research: Synthesizing Styles. Thousand Oaks: 

Sage, pp. 39-57. 

 

Ian Budge et al. 2001. Mapping Policy Preferences: Estimates for Parties, Electors and Governments, 1945-1998. 

New York: Oxford University Press. pp. 1-16, 75-109. 

 

Sheila Carapico, Janine A. Clark, Amaney Jamal, David Romano, Jilian Schwedler, and Mark Tessler. 2006. 

“Symposium: The Methodologies of Field Research in the Middle East,” PS:  Political Science and Politics 39(3). 

All contributions. 

 

David Collier. 1993. “The Comparative Method” in Political Science: The State of the Discipline II, ed. Ada 

Finifter. Washington, DC: American Political Science Association, pp. 105-119.  

 

David Collier. 2011. “Understanding Process Tracing” PS: Political Science and Politics 44 (4): 823-30. 

 

David Collier, Jody LaPorte, Jason Seawright “Putting typologies to work: concept formation, measurement, and 

analytic rigor” Political Research Quarterly 65 (1): 217-232. 

 

David Collier and James Mahoney. 1996. “Insights and Pitfalls: Selection Bias in Qualitative Research” World 

Politics 49: 56-91. 
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Jennifer Cyr. 2016. “The Pitfalls and Promises of Focus Groups as Data Collection Method” Sociological Research 

and Methods 45 (2): 231-259. 

 

Jennifer Cyr. 2017. “The Unique Utility of Focus Groups for Mixed-Methods Research” PS: Political Science and 

Politics. 50 (4): 1038-1042. 

 

Stephen Devereux and John Hoddinott, eds. 1992. Fieldwork in Developing Countries. New York: Harvester 

Wheatsheaf.     

 

Lewis Dexter. 1970. Elite and Specialized Interviewing. Evanston, IL: Northwestern University Press. 

 

Colin Elman. 2005. “Explanatory Typologies and Property Space in Qualitative Studies of International Politics” 

International Organization 59 (2): 293‐326.   

 

Jon Elster. 1989. Nuts and Bolts for the Social Sciences. New York” Cambridge University Press. 

 

Kristin Esterberg. 2002. Qualitative Methods in Social Research. New York: McGraw Hill.  

 

Bent Flyvbjerg. 2001. “The Power of Example,” in Making Social Science Matter: Why Social Inquiry Fails and 

How it Can Succeed Again, Steven Sampson, trans. New York: Cambridge University Press, 2001. 

 

Barbara Geddes. 1990. “How the Cases You Choose Affect the Answers You Get: Selection Bias in Comparative 

Politics” Political Analysis.2: 131-150. 

 

Barbara Geddes. Paradigms and Sandcastles: Theory Building and Research Design in Comparative Politics. Ann 

Arbor: University of Michigan Press. 

 

John Gerring, 2001. Social Science Methodology: A Criterial Framework. New York: Cambridge University Press. 

 

John Gerring. 2004. “What is a Case Study and What is it Good For?” American Political Science Review 98 (2): 

341-354. 

 

John Gerring. 2012. Social Science Methodology: A Unified Framework, 2nd. New York: Cambridge University 

Press.  

 

Kenneth Goldstein. 2002. “Getting in the Door: Sampling and Completing Elite Interviews” PS: Political Science 

and Politics 35 (4): 669-672. 

 

John H. Goldthorpe. 1997. “Current Issues in Comparative Macrosociology: A Debate on Methodological Issues” 
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Course Policies and Other Information for Students 

 

Course Communications: 

Announcements will be sent via e‐mail to students’ official UTK e‐mail addresses.  If you do not 

access your UT email account regularly, please be sure to set up forwarding. If you have 

questions about this, please contact the OIT help desk. 

 

Key Resources for Students 

• Political Science Department Website: http://web.utk.edu/~polisci/ 

• Academic Planning: http://www.utk.edu/advising 

• Arts and Sciences Advising Services: http://artsci.utk.edu/advising/ 

• Student Success Center: http://studentsuccess.utk.edu 

• Undergraduate  and Graduate Catalogs: http://catalog.utk.edu 

• Hilltopics: http://dos.utk.edu 

• Course Timetable: https://bannerssb.utk.edu/kbanpr/bwckschd.p_disp_dyn_sched 

• Library: http://www.lib.utk.edu 

• Career Services: http://career.utk.edu 

 

Tutoring: The Writing Center provides individual assistance to any student needing help with 

writing. The Writing Center is located at 212 HSS and the Hodges Library Commons. They can 

be reached at 974-2611 or on the web at http://web.utk.edu/~english/writing/writing.shtml or via 

email at writingcenter@utk.edu 

 

Educational Advancement Program is designed for students with demonstrated academic need 

who are also first-generation college students, from low income families, or who have physical 

or learning disabilities. Contact the Educational Advancement Program, 201 Aconda Court, 974-

7900. 

 

The Student Success Center designs and implements programs that support undergraduate 

success and provides a comprehensive service for students who need a place to turn for academic 

assistance. The center provides programs that focus on student success and serves as a single 

source of support to help students sort through the many campus resources and programs 

available, connecting students with those that will best meet their needs and academic goals. The 

Student Success Center website is available at (http://studentsuccess.utk.edu). The Student 

Success Center is housed in two convenient locations, Hodges Library Commons and 812 

Volunteer Blvd. Phone 974-6641, e-mail studentsuccess@utk.edu. Consult the website for hours 

and more details. 

 

Disabilities: Students with disabilities should feel welcome in this course. Any student who feels 

he or she may need an accommodation based on the impact of a disability should contact the 

Office of Disability Services (ODS) at 865-974-6087 or ods@utk.edu in 2227 Dunford Hall to 

document their eligibility for services. ODS will work with students and faculty to coordinate 

reasonable accommodations for students with documented disabilities. 

 

http://web.utk.edu/~polisci/
http://www.utk.edu/advising
http://artsci.utk.edu/advising/
http://studentsuccess.utk.edu/
http://catalog.utk.edu/
http://dos.utk.edu/
https://bannerssb.utk.edu/kbanpr/bwckschd.p_disp_dyn_sched
http://www.lib.utk.edu/
http://career.utk.edu/
mailto:studentsuccess@utk.edu
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Academic Integrity: All rules concerning academic honesty as set out in the current edition of 

Hilltopics will be enforced.  Particular attention should be paid to the section on plagiarism.  

Students are reminded of their obligation to abide by the UTK Honor Code: 

 

“An essential feature of the University of Tennessee-Knoxville is a commitment 

to maintaining an atmosphere of intellectual integrity and academic honesty. As a 

student of the University, I pledge that I will neither knowingly give nor receive 

any inappropriate assistance in academic work, thus affirming my own personal 

commitment to honor and integrity.” 

 

Cheating of any kind will not be tolerated, including plagiarism. Plagiarism is using the 

intellectual property of someone else without giving proper credit. The undocumented use of 

someone else’s words or ideas in any medium of communication (unless such information is 

recognized as common knowledge) is a serious offense, subject to disciplinary action that may 

include failure in the course and/or dismissal from the university. The University of Tennessee’s 

policies regarding plagiarism state: 

 

“Students shall not plagiarize. Plagiarism is using the intellectual property or product of 

someone else without giving proper credit. The undocumented use of someone else’s 

words or ideas in any medium of communication (unless such information is recognized 

as common knowledge) is a serious offense, subject to disciplinary action that may 

include failure in a course and/or dismissal from the University.  

 

Specific examples of plagiarism are: 

1. Using without proper documentation (quotation marks and a citation) written 

or spoken words, phrases, or sentences from any source; 

2. Summarizing without proper documentation (usually a citation) ideas from 

another source (unless such information is recognized as common 

knowledge); 

3. Borrowing facts, statistics, graphs, pictorial representations, or phrases 

without acknowledging the source (unless such information is recognized as 

common knowledge); 

4. Collaborating on a graded assignment without the instructor’s approval; 

5. Submitting work, either in whole or in part, created by a professional service 

and used without attribution (e.g., paper, speech, bibliography, or 

photograph).” 

 

University Civility Statement: 

Civility is genuine respect and regard for others: politeness, consideration, tact, good manners, 

graciousness, cordiality, affability, amiability and courteousness. Civility enhances academic 

freedom and integrity, and is a prerequisite to the free exchange of ideas and knowledge in the 

learning community. Our community consists of students, faculty, staff, alumni, and campus 

visitors. Community members affect each other’s well-being and have a shared interest in 

creating and sustaining an environment where all community members and their points of view 

are valued and respected. Affirming the value of each member of the university community, the 
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campus asks that all its members adhere to the principles of civility and community adopted by 

the campus: http://civility.utk.edu/. 

 

Confronting Sexual Harassment and Violence: Title IX makes it clear that violence and 

harassment based on sex and gender are Civil Rights offenses subject to the same kinds of 

accountability and the same kinds of support applied to offenses against other protected 

categories such as race, national origin, etc. Approximately 20-25% of college women and 6% of 

college men will the victims of sexual assault during their college career. If you or someone you 

know has been harassed or assaulted, you can find appropriate resources here: 

In an emergency call 911 or UT Police at 865-974-3111 

Sexual assault resources on campus: http://sexualassault.utk.edu/ 

UTK Title IX coordinator: Jennifer L. Richter, 865-974-2498 or jrichter@utk.edu 

Sexual Assault Center of East Tennessee (community): 865-522-7273 or 

http://mcnabbcenter.org/sacet 

Other resources: http://knowyourix.org/ http://endrapeoncampus.org/ http://clerycenter.org/  

 

Emergency Alert System  http://safety.utk.edu/ 

The University of Tennessee is committed to providing a safe environment to learn and work. 

When you are alerted to an emergency, please take appropriate action. Learn more about what to 

do in an emergency and sign up for UT Alerts. Check the emergency posters near exits and 

elevators for building specific information.  In the event of an emergency, the course schedule 

and assignments may be subject to change. If changes to graded activities are required, 

reasonable adjustments will be made, and you will be responsible for meeting revised deadlines. 

 

Wellness  http://counselingcenter.utk.edu/ and http://wellness.utk.edu/ 

The Student Counseling Center is the university’s primary facility for personal counseling, 

psychotherapy, and psychological outreach and consultation services.  

The Center for Health Education and Wellness manages 974-HELP, the distressed student 

protocol, case management, the Sexual Assault Response Team, and the Threat Assessment Task 

Force.  

 

Student Role in Improving Teaching and Learning through Course Assessment:  

At UT, it is our collective responsibility to improve the state of teaching and learning. During the 

semester, you may be requested to assess aspects of this course either during class or at the 

completion of the class. You are encouraged to respond to these various forms of assessment as a 

means of continuing to improve the quality of the UT learning experience. 

 

Alteration of this Syllabus 

The instructor reserves the right to revise, alter and/or amend this syllabus, as necessary.  

Students will be notified by email and/or Blackboard of any such revisions, alterations and/or 

amendments.   

 

 

http://sexualassault.utk.edu/
http://mcnabbcenter.org/sacet
http://knowyourix.org/
http://endrapeoncampus.org/
http://clerycenter.org/
http://safety.utk.edu/
http://safety.utk.edu/
http://counselingcenter.utk.edu/
http://wellness.utk.edu/

