Qualitative Political Analysis 

PSC 694, Fall 2008
Prof. Audie Klotz
Class: Thursdays 9:30–12:15 in Maxwell 315 


email: aklotz@maxwell.syr.edu 

Office Hours: Tu 9:30–11am, Th 3–4:30pm


office: Eggers 330, tel: 443-3866
This course introduces the research techniques most often associated with the "qualitative" label: ethnography, historiography, case selection, process tracing, and discourse analysis. We will also reassess the distinctions between qualitative and other types of quantitative and formal methods. Readings will draw from across all subfields in Political Science and, to a lesser extent, other disciplines. Guest speakers, who are accomplished practitioners of specific analytical tools, will frequently join us. The overarching goal is to hone your abilities to assess published works and to select appropriate tools of analysis for your own research. Therefore, the course should be useful both to those in the early stages of graduate work and to those starting dissertations. 
Readings: Come to class prepared to discuss the assigned readings listed for each session. One textbook is available for purchase at the campus bookstore: Methods of Social Movement Research [MSMR] edited by Bert Klandermans and Suzanne Staggenborg (Minnesota 2002). A second textbook, Qualitative Methods in International Relations [QMIR] edited by Audie Klotz and Deepa Prakash (Palgrave 2008) will be available in e-manuscript format through the course site on Blackboard (blackboard.syr.edu) and, in final print format, on reserve. Links to the other articles and book chapters can found on Blackboard or directly via Bird Library. Especially for those in their first year of graduate study, I recommend Lisa Baglione's Writing a Research Paper in Political Science (Wadsworth 2007), which is on reserve for my PSC 300 course.
E-mail: I routinely send messages via Blackboard. The Blackboard system automatically uses your <@syr.edu> address, because the University considers it the primary means of distributing official communications. If you do not regularly use your SU email account, be sure to set a "forward" to your preferred email address. You can certainly use your non-SU email to contact me directly.
Attendance: Participation is premised on regular attendance in class. If you anticipate being absent for officially-sanctioned reasons, let me know in advance (with supporting documentation, when appropriate). If you are ill, send me an email when possible, and for extended absences, please provide a note from your doctor when you return to class. Otherwise, absences will reduce your participation grade. Be sure to check the Blackboard site for any announcements or in-class exercises that you may have missed. 

Assignments: We will cover eight techniques. Homework and in-class exercises are geared towards practicing their application. In addition to writing two short memos, each of you will apply the five "classic" qualitative tools to a research question of your choice. These homework assignments are due in class. We will explore the "boundary crossing" techniques with similar in-class exercises. The final project will be a research design that uses two of these methods.
Plagiarism: Hopefully anyone who has reached graduate school knows not to cut-and-paste material from websites nor to practice other forms of plagiarism. If you have any doubts about proper citation, talk with me before you turn in your assignment. SU's policies on academic standards define plagiarism as "the use of someone else's language, ideas, information, or original material without acknowledging the source" (see http://academicintegrity.syr.edu for this definition and the range of possible consequences). To minimize ambiguity about plagiarism, you will have the option of vetting drafts with TurnItIn.com via Blackboard. 

Grades: I will calculate course grades based on: participation 25%, homework assignments 50%, and research design 25%. Late homework will not receive full credit, but it is always better to turn in something rather than nothing. Talk to me before a due date if you anticipate difficulty meeting a deadline.
Part 1: Defining Qualitative Analysis

Aug 28: Introduction 
We will discuss the course and the assignments, especially the first memo. Confirm that you have access to the Blackboard site – registered students and formal auditors should have no trouble.
Sept 4: Epistemologies
What distinguishes "qualitative" research? Is it inherently historical and cultural, rather than scientific? Does it privilege induction over deduction? Can we make only certain types of inferences, leading to descriptive (or prescriptive) rather than causal (or probabilistic) claims? Or is it simply a reliance on a smaller rather than larger number of cases (or "observations")? Memo #1 due in class. 
· Daniel Little, Varieties of Social Explanation (Westview 1991), pp. 1-9.

· Gary King, Robert Keohane, and Sidney Verba, "The Science of Social Science," Designing Social Inquiry (Princeton 1994), pp. 3-33. 

· Pauline Rosenau, "Into the Fray," Post-Modernism and the Social Sciences: Insights, Inroads, and Intrusions (Princeton 1992), pp. 3-24.

· Brooke Ackerly, "Feminist Curb Cutting," QMIR manuscript.

· George Thomas, "The Qualitative Foundations of Political Science Methodology (Review Essay)," Perspectives on Politics 3 (4), December 2005: 855-866.
Recommended: David Hiley, James Bohman, and Richard Shusterman, eds., The Interpretive Turn: Philosophy, Science, Culture (Cornell 1991).

Sept 11: Ontologies
What research questions we ask, and how we ask them, depends in part on our key concepts. The definition of these also shapes subsequent decisions about methodology. Memo #2 due in class.
· Giovanni Sartori, "Concept Misformation in Comparative Politics," American Political Science Review 64 (4), December 1970: 1033-1053.

· Susanne Hoeber Rudolph, "The Imperialism of Categories: Situating Knowledge in a Globalizing World," Perspectives on Politics 3 (1), March 2005: 5-14.

· Paul Brass, "Foucault Steals Political Science," Annual Review of Political Science 2000, pp. 305-330. 
· Anna Leader, "Thinking Tools," QMIR manuscript.
· Robert Adcock and David Collier, "Measurement Validity: A Shared Standard for Qualitative and Quantitative Research," American Political Science Review 95 (3), September 2001: 529-546.
Recommended: Gary Goertz, Social Science Concepts: A User's Guide (Princeton 2006).
Part 2: Classic Qualitative Tools

Sept 18: Comparative Cases
Some people equate qualitative methods with case study analysis, but nothing inherent in comparison determines the number of cases or how we analyze those cases. What we seek to achieve through comparison, what it is that we will compare, and how many cases we should select?
· Donatella della Porta, "Comparative Politics and Social Movements," MSMR, ch 11.
· David Snow and Danny Trom, "The Case Study…," MSMR ch. 6.
· John Gerring, "What is a Case Study and What is It Good For?" American Political Science Review 98 (2), May 2004: 341-354.
· James Mahoney and Gary Goertz, "The Possibility Principle: Choosing Negative Cases in Comparative Research," American Political Science Review 98 (4), November 2004: 653-669.
· Audie Klotz, "Case Selection," QMIR manuscript.

Recommended: Alexander George and Andrew Bennett, Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social Sciences (MIT 2005).
Sept 25: Process Tracing (with Grant Reeher)
One of the main criticisms of quantitative approaches is their reliance on correlation, from which some analysts (too quickly) infer causal significance. Qualitative researchers often stress that their methods better capture causal connections by focusing on processes. We need approaches that capture the sequencing of change, rather than relying upon static structures or behavioral outcomes. 

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

· Paul Pierson, "Not Just What, but When: Timing and Sequence in Political Processes," Studies in American Political Development 14 (1), Spring 2000: 72-92. 
· Jeff Checkel, "Process Tracing," QMIR manuscript.
· Kathleen Blee and Verta Taylor, "Semi-Structured Interviewing …," MSMR, ch. 4.

· Symposium on "Interview Methods in Political Science," PS: Political Science and Politics 35 (4), December 2002: 663-688.

Recommended: Doug McAdam, Sidney Tarrow, and Charles Tilly, Dynamics of Contention (Cambridge 2001). 
Oct 2: Ethnography (with John Burdick)
Political scientists, thanks to (perhaps dubious readings of) Clifford Geertz, typically think of ethnography as a tool of observation used by anthropologists to produce "thick descriptions" of "natives" in "villages." This caricature inadequately characterizes the practices of anthropologists or the scope of their research. How might we need to adapt (or correct our understandings of) ethnography in order to apply it in other political and social settings? In what ways does it matter that participant-observation requires relationships with the people we research, and therefore has a potential impact on their actions?

· Clifford Geertz, "From the Native's Point of View: On the Nature of Anthropological Understanding," in Interpretive Social Science: A Reader, ed Paul Rabinow and William Sullivan (California 1979), pp. 225-241.
· Paul Lichterman, "Seeing Structure Happen: Theory-Driven Participant Observation," MSMR, ch. 5.

· Hugh Gusterson, "Ethnography," QMIR manuscript.
· IRB Handbook (http://orip.syr.edu/IRB_Handbook.php). 
· Robert Hauck, ed., "Symposium: Protecting Human Research Participants, IRBs, and Political Science Redux," PS: Political Science and Politics 41 (3), July 2008: 475-511.
Recommended: John Lofland, David Snow, Leon Anderson, and Lyn Lofland, Analyzing Social Settings: A Guide to Qualitative Observation and Analysis, fourth edition (Wadsworth 2006).
Oct 9: No Class (Yom Kippur)
Oct 16: Historiography (with Colin Elman)
Political scientists too often take for granted that method for historians means the construction of narratives, based especially on primary sources found by digging around musty archives. Very often we receive no training before going off to "do" historical cases, leaving us woefully unaware of lively and relevant debates about historiography, especially following the cultural and linguistic "turns" of the past few decades.

· William Sewell, "Whatever Happened to the 'Social' in Social History?" in Schools of Thought: Twenty-Five Years of Interpretive Social Science, ed Joan Scott and Debra Keates (Princeton, 2001), pp. 209-226
· Ian Lustick, "History, Historiography, and Political Science: Multiple Historical Records and the Problem of Selection Bias," American Political Science Review 90 (3), September 1996: 605-618.
· Giovanni Capoccia and Daniel Kelemen, "The Study of Critical Junctures: Theory, Narrative, and Counterfactuals in Historical Institutionalism," World Politics 59 (3), April 2007: 341-369.
· Kevin Dunn, "Examining Representations," QMIR manuscript.
· Elisabeth Clemens and Martin Hughes, "Recovering Past Protest: Historical Research on Social Movements," MSMR, ch. 8.
Recommended: Martha Howell and Walter Prevenier, From Reliable Sources (Cornell 2001).
Oct 23: Discourse Analysis (with Gavan Duffy)
Reflecting various strands of social theorizing, diverse approaches to textual and non-textual analysis fall under the rubric of discourse. We sample a few here to get a sense of this range.  
· Iver Neumann, "Discourse Analysis," QMIR manuscript.

· Hank Johnston, "Verification and Proof in Frame and Discourse Analysis," MSMR, ch. 3.

· Gavan Duffy, "Dialogical Analysis," QMIR manuscript.
· John Berger, Ways of Seeing (Viking 1973), pp. 45-64.
· Michael Shapiro, "The Political Rhetoric of Photography," in Politics of Representation: Writing Practices in Biography, Photography, and Policy Analysis (Wisconsin 1988), pp. 124-178.
Recommended: Paul Chilton, Analysing Political Discourse (Routledge 2004).
Part 3: Reassessing the Boundaries of Qualitative Analysis

Oct 30: Content Analysis and Surveys
Although often associated with counting words or phrases, analysts can use both quantitative and qualitative methods to gather data from a wide array of verbal and written sources. Rather than defending one or the other approach, we concentrate on efforts to bridge the divide.

· Peg Hermann, "Content Analysis," QMIR manuscript.

· Herbert Kritzer, "Interpretation and Validity Assessment in Qualitative Research: The Case of H. W. Perry's Deciding to Decide," Law and Social Inquiry 19, 1994: 687-724.
· Ruud Koopmans and Dieter Rucht, "Protest Event Analysis," MSMR, ch. 9.
· Bert Klandermans and Jackie Smith, "Survey Research: A Case for Comparative Designs," MSMR, ch. 1. 

· John Zaller and Stanley Feldman, "A Simple Theory of the Survey Response: Answering Questions versus Revealing Preferences," American Journal of Political Science 36 (3), August 1992: 579-616.
Nov 6: Modeling and Network Analysis
Some social relations and meanings rely heavily on language, others on non-verbal communication. We explore different ways of modeling interactions.

· James Johnson, "Is Talk Really Cheap? Prompting Conversations between Critical Theory and Rational Choice," American Political Science Review 87 (1), March 1993: 74-86.

· Pamela Oliver and Daniel Myers, "Formal Models in Studying Collective Action and Social Movements," MSMR, ch. 2.

· K. M. Fierke and Michael Nicholson, "Divided by a Common Language: Formal and Constructivist Approaches to Games," Global Society 15 (1), 2001: 7-25.

· Matt Hoffmann, "Agent Based Modeling," QMIR manuscript.
· Mario Diani, "Network Analysis," MSMR, ch. 7.
Nov 13: From Psychoanalytics (Micro) to Organizational Culture (Macro)
If we reject the stark individualism underpinning the rationalist assumption of utility maximization, we need alternative conceptualizations, such as reason or emotion, as the basis for action.  Some researchers delve into psychology, while others rely on external views, such as habits from socialization. No consensus emerges over the place of motivation and intention, leaving us with a plethora of methodological options for linking individuals and institutions.
· Charles Taylor, "Inner Nature," and "A Digression on Historical Explanation," Sources of the Self: The Making of Modern Identity (Harvard 1989), pp. 185-207. 
· Jerrold Post, "Political Personality Profiling," QMIR manuscript. 

· Wendy Luttrell, "'Good Enough' Methods for Life-Story Analysis," in Finding Culture in Talk: A Collection of Methods, ed. Naomi Quinn (Palgrave Macmillan 2005), pp. 243-268.

· Debra Minkoff, "Macro-Organizational Analysis," MSMR, ch. 10.

· Ronald Jepperson and Ann Swidler, "What Properties of Culture Should We Measure?" Poetics 22 (4), June 1994: 359-371.

Part 4: Research Design
Nov 20: Mixing Methods
· Bert Klandermans, Suzanne Saggenborg, and Sidney Tarrow, "Conclusion: Blending Methods and Building Theories in Social Movement Research," MSMR.
· Jack Levy, "Qualitative Methods and Cross-Method Dialogue in Political Science," Comparative Political Studies 40 (2), February 2007: 196-214.

· Symposium: "Field Research Methods in the Middle East," PS, July 2006: 417-441.

· Audie Klotz and Cecelia Lynch, "Translating Terminologies," in "The Forum: Moving Beyond the Agent-Structure Debate in International Relations," International Studies Review 8 (2), June 2006: 356-362.
· Deepa Prakash and Audie Klotz, eds., "The Forum: Should We Discard the Qualitative versus Quantitative Distinction?" International Studies Review 9 (4), Winter 2007: 753-770.

Nov 24: No Class (Thanksgiving)
Dec 4: Working Groups 
This session is an opportunity to get feedback before submitting the final version of your research design. The exact format depends on the range of topics, but the general plan is that you will cluster into groups working on similar projects, then exchange drafts prior to meeting, and offer each other suggestions. Other projects that do not easily into a working group may be presented in a conference format. 

Papers are due by noon on Monday, Dec 8th.  I am flexible about extensions as long as you discuss any extenuating circumstances in advance – and commit to a new deadline.  
