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Research Design, MA & PhD in Political Science

Centro de Investigación y Docencias Económicas (CIDE)

Coordinator: 
Dr. Allyson Benton
Instructors:
Dr. José Antonio Aguilar

Dr. Rosario Aguilar

Dr. Javier Aparicio

Dr. Allyson Benton
Dr. Luis De la Calle

Dr. María Inclán

Dr. Joy Langston

Dr. Sandra Ley

Dr. Claudio López-Guerra

Prof. Ignacio Marván

Dr. Aldo Ponce

Dr. Julio Ríos

Dr. Mariano Sánchez

Dr. Andrea Schedler

Dr. Gilles Serra

Dr. Daniel Zizumbo

Aim of the Course: This course introduces students to the basic principles in the design of political science research. The goal is to help guide them in the design of research proposals, specifically in the design of their MA thesis and/or PhD dissertations. It begins with how to choose a research topic and how to set this topic within the relevant scholarly literature. It covers the construction of causal arguments, the identification of these arguments’ testable expectations and implications to be verified empirically, as well as concept development and measurement. The course discusses different research design strategies for testing arguments, including case selection strategies, as well as different types of qualitative and quantitative data, including data gathered from interviews and archives, laboratory and natural experiments, field experiments and surveys. It also includes discussion of academic ethics, academic productivity, and academic publishing. The main take-away from this course should be that research is a product of decisions that are taken at every stage of the project. 
Course Requirements: 
· Students are expected to read all readings each week and come prepared to ask questions. 
· Students must choose one PhD dissertation to read during the course. (A possible list is found at the end of this syllabus but students should feel free to search ProQuest for more recent dissertations on topics that interest them, although these dissertations need the approval of the course coordinator or one of the participating professors.) At the end of each semester (Semester 1, Semester 2), the students will be required to turn in a final project that describes the following aspects of the PhD dissertation: 
FIRST SEMESTER PROJECT:

1. What is the main research question, and where does it come from? 
2. What is the relevant literature, and how is the literature review is organized? Could this have been done differently and why?
3. What is the argument and its causal mechanism? Are there any alternative or competing arguments? Can you think of additional ones?
4. What are the testable expectations/implications of the argument (the hypotheses)? Can you think of additional ones?
5. What is the empirical research design (the range of cases to which the argument applies, how the case selection was chosen)? Can you think of a different approach?
6. Were there any concepts that needed clarification and discussion of measurement, and was the author’s discussion clear and believable? What would you add, if anything?
These parts should be placed in separate sections. The student should evaluate the PhD thesis in light of the literature read in the course. Given that all research is fallible, the student should comment on any aspects of the dissertation that he/she thought were especially well done and explain why (in light of the literature and class lectures) or that could have been done better or differently (in light of the literature and class lectures). The final project should be no more than 20 pages, double-spaced. 
A piece of advice: The best way to proceed with this project is to write the sections after each topic is covered in class.
SECOND SEMESTER PROJECT:

Continuing with the same PhD dissertation from last semester, continue the evaluation of the following aspects:

7. What was the empirical method chosen? Was it qualitative, quantitative, or both, and why was this (these) method(s) chosen? What value added do they bring? Can you think of another method?
8. What was the type(s) of data used to evaluate the argument and its hypotheses? Was this sufficient in your mind?
9. How well the data fit with the concepts and the hypotheses? Can you think of something better?
10. What were the main results, and how well do they jibe with the argument and hypotheses? Were you convinced?
11. What questions are left unanswered in the dissertation? What areas are still open for future research? Can you think of another research question based on this project?
12. If you were to do this project over, what would you have done differently? 
These parts should be placed in separate sections. The student should evaluate the PhD thesis in light of the literature read in the course. Given that all research is fallible, the student should comment on any aspects of the dissertation that he/she thought were especially well done and explain why (in light of the literature and class lectures) or that could have been done better or differently (in light of the literature and class lectures). The final project should be no more than 20 pages, double-spaced. A piece of advice: The best way to proceed with this project is to write the sections after each topic is covered in class.

A piece of advice: The best way to proceed with this project is to write the sections after each topic is covered in class.
FIRST SEMESTER

Week 1. Research Questions: Identifying and Framing a Research Question











August 21, 2018
Dr. Allyson Benton
- Geddes, Barbara. 2003. Paradigms and Sand Castles. (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press), Capítulo 1.

- Gerring, John.  2012.  Social Science Methodology: A Unified Framework.  (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press), Capítulo 1 & 2.

- King, Gary, et al. 1994.  Designing Social Inquiry.  (Princeton: Princeton University Press), Capítulo 1. 
- Knopf, Jeffrey.  2006. “Doing a Literature Review,” PS: Political Science and Politics 39(1):127-132 
- Van Evera, Stephen. Guide to Methods for Students of Political Science (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1997), Capítulo 3, 4, 5.
Week 2. Research Example (Presentation)




August 28, 2018
Dr. Allyson Benton
Week 3. Constructing Arguments: Causality/Causal Mechanisms      September 4, 2018
Dr. Julio Ríos

- Brady, Henry. 2008. “Causation and Explanation in Social Sciences,” in J. Box-Steffensmeier, H. Brady e D. Collier (eds.), The Oxford Handbook of political methodology, Nova York, Oxford University Press.
- Elster, Jon. 2010. La Explicación del Comportamiento Social (Barcelona: Gedisa), Capítulos 1, 2, 3.
- Hedström, Peter. 2008. “Studying Mechanisms to Strengthen Causal Inferences in Quantitative Research.” Pp. 319-335 in The Oxford Handbook of Political Methodology, edited by Janet M. Box-Steffensmeier, Henry E. Brady and David Collier. Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press. 

- King, Gary, et al. 1994.  Designing Social Inquiry.  (Princeton: Princeton University Press), Capítulos 2 & 3. 
Suggested:

- Gerring, John.  2012.  Social Science Methodology: A Unified Framework.  (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press), Capítulos 3, 6, 8, & 9.
Week 4. Research Example





      September 11, 2018
Dr. Allyson Benton

Week 5. Constructing Arguments: Hypotheses (Testable Expectations/Implications)
Dr. Sandra Ley and Dr. Joy Langston


                  September 18, 2018
- Geddes, Barbara. 2003. Paradigms and Sand Castles. (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press), Capítulo 2.

- King, Gary, et al. 1994. Designing Social Inquiry.  (Princeton: Princeton University Press), Capítulo 3. 

- Platt, John. "Strong Inference," Science (No. 146, 16 October 1964): 347-353.

- Van Evera, Stephen. Guide to Methods for Students of Political Science (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1997), Capítulo 1.

Week 6. Research Example (Presentation)


                  September 25, 2018
Dr. Sandra Ley and Dr. Joy Langston








Week 7. Research Design: Empirical Strategy

           
            October 2, 2018
Dr. María Inclán
- Gerring, John. 2001. Social Science Methodology. A Critical Framework. (New York: Cambridge University Press), Captítulo 4, 8, 9, 10, & 11.

- King, Gary et al.. 1994.  Designing Social Inquiry (Princeton: Princeton University Press), Capítulo 4.

- Mahoney, James and Gary Goertz. 2006. "A Tale of Two Cultures: Contrasting Quantitative and Qualitative Research." Political Analysis 14:227-249. 
- Munck, Gerardo y Jay Verkuilen. 2005. “Research Designs.” Encyclopedia of Social Measurement. Volume 3 (San Diego: Academic Press).

- Shively, W. Phillips. The Craft of Political Research (Boston: Pearson), Capítulo 6.
Week 8. Research Example (Presentation)

                                  October 9, 2018
Dr. María Inclán
Week 9. Research Design: Case Selection


     
          October 16, 2018
Dr. Julio Ríos

- Geddes, Barbara. 2003. Paradigms and Sand Castles. (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press), Capítulo 3.

- Gerring, John. 2008.  “Case Selection for Case-Study Analysis: Qualitative and Quantitative Analysis,” in The Oxford Handbook of Political Methodology, edited by Janet M. Box-Steffensmeier, Henry E. Brady and David Collier. Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press.

- King, Gary et al.. 1994.  Designing Social Inquiry (Princeton: Princeton University Press), Capítulo 5, 6.
- Seawright, Jason. 2016. “The Case for Selecting Cases that Are Deviant or Extreme on the Independent Variable.” Sociological Methods and Research 45 (3), Aug. 2016: 493-525. 

- Seawright, Jason.  2008. “Case-Selection Techniques in Case Study Research: A Menu of Qualitative and Quantitative Options,” with John Gerring, Political Research Quarterly 61:2 Spring 2008, 294-308. 
- Shively, W. Phillips. The Craft of Political Research (Boston: Pearson), Capítulo 7.

Week 10. Research Example (Presentation)


          October 23, 2018
Dr. Julio Ríos

Week 11. Empirical Analysis: Concept Clarification/Measurement       October 30, 2018
Dr. Andreas Schedler
- Adcock, Robert N. and David Collier. 2001. “Measurement Validity: A Shared Standard for Qualitative and Quantitative Research.” American Political Science Review 95(3):529-546.

- Collier, David, Jody LaPorte, and Jason Seawright. 2008.  “Typologies: Forming Concepts and Creating Categorical Variables,” in The Oxford Handbook of Political Methodology, edited by Janet M. Box-Steffensmeier, Henry E. Brady and David Collier (Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press): 152-73.

- Gerring, John. 2012.  Social Science Methodology: A Unified Framework.  (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press), Capítulo 5.

- Goertz, Gary. 2008. “Concepts, Theories and Numbers: a Checklist for Constructing, Evaluating, and Using Concepts or Quantitative Measurements.” Pp. 97-118 in The Oxford Handbook of Political Methodology, edited by Janet M. Box-Steffensmeier, Henry E. Brady and David Collier. Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press.
- Schedler, Andreas. 2012. “Judgment and Measurement in Political Science,” Perspectives on Politics 10/1 (March): 21–36.
- Schedler, Andreas. 2011. “Concept Formation,” International Encyclopaedia of Political Science, eds. Bertrand Badie, Dirk Berg-Schlosser, and Leonardo Morlino (Thousand Oaks: Sage Publishers), pp. 371–383.
Week 12. Research Example (Presentation)


        November 6, 2018
Dr. Andreas Schedler
Week 13. Research Design: The Uses of Formal Models in Social Science Research
      








      November 13, 2018
Dr. Gilles Serra

· To be arranged
Week 14.  Writing Research Proposal, Article, and Book                    November 20, 2018
Dr. Joy Langston

- Belcher, Wendy Laura. 2009. Writing your Journal Article in Twelve Weeks: A Guide to Academic Publishing Success (New York: Sage Publications).
Week 15.  Academic Ethics, Plagiarism, Replication                          November 27, 2018
Dr. José Antonio Aguilar, Dr. María Inclán, Dr. Claudio López-Guerra
- Fowler, Linda L. 1995. "Replication as Regulation." PS: Political Science & Politics 28 (03):478-81.

- Golden, Miriam A. 1995. "Replication and Non-Quantitative Research." PS: Political Science & Politics 28 (03):481-483.

- Herrnson, Paul S. 1995. "Replication, Verification, Secondary Analysis, and Data Collection in Political Science." PS: Political Science & Politics 28 (03):452-455.

- King, Gary. 1995. "Replication, Replication." PS: Political Science & Politics 28 (03):444-452.

- King, Gary. 1995. "A Revised Proposal, Proposal." PS: Political Science & Politics 28 (03):494-9.

- Lineberry, Robert L., and Nita A. Lineberry. 1995. "Our Brother's Keeper: Authenticity, Accountability, and the Social Science Quarterly Project." PS: Political Science & Politics 28 (03):484-487.

- Van Evera, Stephen. Guide to Methods for Students of Political Science (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1997), Chapter 3, 4, 5, and 6.
FINAL PROJECT DUE





NOVEMBER 30, 2018

SECOND SEMESTER

** While the weekly topics have been formalized, the readings have not. Please wait until further notice before reading.  Even so, I include some possible readings below, to give you an idea about what will be covered each session.

Week 1.  Empirical Analysis: Quantitative Methods
Dr. Luis De la Calle and Dr. Javier Aparicio
- Achen, Christoper H. 2005. “Let’s Put Garbage-Can Regressions and Garbage-Can Probits Where They Belong.” Conflict Management and Peace Science 22(4): 327-340. 

- Braumoeller, Bear F.  2004. “Hypothesis Testing and Multiplicative Interaction Terms.”  International Organization 58 (4): 807-820. 

- King, Gary et al.. 1994.  Designing Social Inquiry (Princeton: Princeton University Press), Capítulos 4, 5, & 6.

- Shively, W. Phillips. The Craft of Political Research (Boston: Pearson), Capítulo 8, 9, 10.

- Snyder, Richard. 2001. “Scaling Down: The Subnational Comparative Method”. Studies in Comparative International Development 36(1): 93-110. 

Week 2. Research Example (Presentation)
Dr. Luis De la Calle and Dr. Javier Aparicio
Week 3. Empirical Analysis: Qualitative Methods
Dr. Andreas Schedler and Prof. Ignacio Marván
- Bennett, Andrew and Colin Elman.  2006. “Qualitative Research: Recent Developments in Case Study Methods,” Annual Review of Political Science, 9: 455-476.
- Collier, David and Mahoney, James.  1996. “Insights and Pitfalls: Selection Bias in Qualitative Research.” World Politics 49 (1): 56-81. 
- Freedman, David A. 2008. “On Types of Scientific Enquiry: The Role of Qualitative Reasoning.” in The Oxford Handbook of Political Methodology, edited by Janet M. Box-Steffensmeier, Henry E. Brady and David Collier (Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press): 300-318. 

- Gerring, John. 2004. “What is a Case Study and What is it Good for?” American Political Science Review 98(2): 341-354. 

- Lieberson, Stanley. 1991. “Small N's and Big Conclusions: An Examination of the Reasoning in Comparative Studies Based on a Small Number of Cases.” Social Forces 70:307-320.

- Mahoney, James. 2001. “Strategies of Causal Inference in Small N Research”. Sociological Methods and Research 28(4): 387-424. 
- Seawright, Jason. “Case Selection in Small-N Research.” Oxford Research Encyclopedia of Politics, forthcoming. 
- Seawright, Jason. 2010. “Outdated Views of Qualitative Methods: Time to Move On”, with David Collier and Henry E. Brady. Political Analysis, 18 (4) Fall 2010: 506-13. 
Week 4. Research Example (Presentation)
Dr. Andreas Schedler and Prof. Ignacio Marván
Week 5. Argumentation in Political Theory
Dr. José Antonio Aguilar and Dr. Claudio López-Guerra

· TBA
Week 6. Research Example (Presentation)
Dr. José Antonio Aguilar and Dr. Claudio López-Guerra

Week 7.  Types of Data: Field Research, Interviews, Archives
Dr. Maria Inclán, Prof. Ignacio Marván, Dr. Mariano Sánchez
- Leech, Beth L. ed. Symposium on “Interview Methods in Political Science” PS:  Political Science and Politics 23:3 (December 2002), 663-688

- Mosley, Layna, ed.  2013.  Interview Research In Political Science (Ithaca: Cornell University Press).

- Lustick, Ian S.  1996. “History, Historiography, and Political Science:  Multiple Historical Records and the Problem of Selection Bias.”  American Political Science Review 90(3): 605-618.

- Helper, Susan.  2000. “Economists and Field Research: ‘You Can Observe A Lot Just By Watching.’”  Industrial Technology and Productivity 90(2): 228-32. 

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

- Kapiszewski, Diana, Lauren M. MacLean, and Benjamin L. Read. 2015.  Field Research in Political Science: Practices and Principles (New York: Cambridge University Press).

Week 8. Research Example (Presentation)
Dr. Maria Inclán, Prof. Ignacio Marván, Dr. Mariano Sánchez

Week 9. Types of Data: Public Opinion and Polling Data

Dr. Sandra Ley and Dr. Aldo Ponce
- Asher, Herbert.  2012.  Polling and the Public: What Every Citizen Should Know (Washington, D.C.: CQ Press).

- Johnston, Richard. 2008. “Survey Methodology,” in The Oxford Handbook of Political Methodology, edited by Janet M. Box-Steffensmeier, Henry E. Brady and David Collier (Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press). 

- Keeter, Scott et al. 2006. “Gauging the Impact of Growing Nonresponse on Estimates from a National RDD Telephone Survey.” Public Opinion Quarterly 70(5): 759-779. 
- Langer, Gary. 2003. “About Response Rates.” Public Perspective (May/June): 16-18.
- Pasek, Josh, and Jon A. Krosnick. 2009.  "Optimizing Survey Questionnaire Design in Political Science: Insights from Psychology." Oxford Handbooks Online. 

- Pew Research Center. 2010. “Assessing the Cell Phone Challenge to Survey Research in 2010.”  Available at: http://www.pewresearch.org/files/old-assets/pdf/1601-cell-phone.pdf
- Zukin, Cliff.  2012.  “Sources of Variation in Pre-Election Polls” A Primer or Why Different Election Polls Sometimes Have Different Results.” Available at: https://www.aapor.org/AAPORKentico/AAPOR_Main/media/MainSiteFiles/Sources_of_Variation_2012_FINAL_102412.pdf

Week 10. Research Example (Presentation)
Dr. Sandra Ley and Dr. Aldo Ponce

Week 11. Types of Data: Laboratory & Field Expermiments

Dr. Rosario Aguilar and Dr. Daniel Zizumbo
- Falk, Armin and James Heckman. 2009. “Lab Experiments are a Major Source of Knowledge in the Social Sciences.” Science 326: 535-538.

- Green, Donald P. and Gerber, Alan S.  2002. “Reclaiming the Experimental Tradition in Political Science.”  in Katznelson, Ira and Milner, Helen V., eds.  Political Science:  The State of the Discipline (New York:  WW Norton). 

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

- Morton, Rebecca B. and Kenneth C. Williams. 2008. “Experimentation in Political Science.” in The Oxford Handbook of Political Methodology, edited by Janet M. Box-Steffensmeier, Henry E. Brady and David Collier (Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press): 339-356.

Week 12. Research Example (Presentation)
Dr. Rosario Aguilar and Dr. Daniel Zizumbo
Week 13. Types of Data: Natural Expermiments and Quasi-Experiments
Dr. Mariano Sánchez and Dr. Luis De la Calle
- Dunning, Thad.  2008. “Improving Causal Inference: Strengths and Limitations of Natural Experiments,” Political Research Quarterly, 61(2): 282-293.

- Dunning, Thad.  2012.  Natural Experiments in the Social Sciences: A Design-Based Approach (New York: Cambridge University Press).

- Kocher, Matthew A., and Nuno P. Monteiro. 2016. “Lines of Demarcation: Causation, Design-Based Inference, and Historical Research.” Perspectives on Politics 14(4): 952–75.
- Robinson, Gregory & John McNulty & Jonathan Krasno. 2009.  “Observing the Counterfactual? The Search for Political Experiments in Nature (2009),” Political Analysis (Special Issue: Natural Experiments in Political Science) 17: 341-357.

- Sekhon, Jasjeet S. and Rocío Titiunik.  2012. "When Natural Experiments Are Neither Natural nor Experiments." American Political Science Review 106 (01):35-57.
- Kocher, Matthew A., and Nuno P. Monteiro. 2016. “Lines of Demarcation: Causation, Design-Based Inference, and Historical Research.” Perspectives on Politics 14(4): 952–75.
Week 14. Identification Srategies (Instrumental Variables, Regression Discontinuity Design, Difference-in-Difference)
Dr. Mariano Sánchez and Dr. Luis De la Calle

- Acemoglu, Daron, Simon Johnson, and James A. Robinson. 2001. “The Colonial Origins of Comparative Development: An Empirical Investigation.” American Economic Review 91(5): 1369–1401.
- Alesina, Alberto, Paola Giuliano, and Nathan Nunn. 2013. “On the Origins of Gender Roles: Women and the Plough.” The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128(2): 469–530.
- Eggers, Andrew C. and Jens Hainmueller. 2009. “MPs for Sale? Returns to Office in Postwar British Politics.” American Political Science Review 103, 4: 513-533.
- Imbens, Guido y Lemieux, Thomas. 2008. "Regression discontinuity designs: a guide to practice." Journal of Econometrics 142, 2: 615-635.

- Larreguy, Horacio, Leopoldo Fergusson and Juan Felipe Riaño. "Political Competition and State Capacity: Evidence from a Land Allocation Program in Mexico." Forthcoming.
- Sovey, Allison J., and Donald P. Green. 2011. “Instrumental Variables Estimation in Political Science: A Readers’ Guide.” American Journal of Political Science 55, 1: 188-200.
Week 15. Research Example (Presentation)

Dr. Mariano Sánchez and Dr. Luis De la Calle
FINAL PROJECT DUE







TBA
Examples of PhD Dissertations

Award-Winning PhD Dissertations

Bateson, Regina Anne. 2013. Order and Violence in Postwar Guatemala. Ph.D., Yale University.

Blaydes, Lisa A. 2008. Competition without democracy: Elections and distributive politics in Mubarak's Egypt. Ph.D., University of California, Los Angeles.

Lupu, Noam. 2011. Party brands in crisis: Partisanship, brand dilution, and the breakdown of political parties in Latin America. Ph.D., Princeton University.

Post, Alison Elizabeth. 2009. Liquid assets and fluid contracts: Explaining the uneven effects of water and sanitation privatization. Ph.D., Harvard University

Malesky, Edmund James. 2004. At provincial gates: The impact of locally concentrated foreign direct investment on provincial autonomy and economic reform. Ph.D., Duke University.

McClendon, Gwyneth H. 2012. The politics of envy and esteem in two democracies. Ph.D., Princeton University.

Min, Brian Kyung-Hue. 2010. Democracy and light: Public service provision in the developing world. Ph.D., University of California, Los Angeles.

Tudor, Maya Jessica. 2010. Twin births, divergent democracies: The social and institutional origins of regime outcomes in India and Pakistan, 1920-1958. Ph.D., Princeton University, Ann Arbor.

Wright, Joseph. 2007. Political regimes and foreign aid: How aid affects growth and democratization. Ph.D., University of California, Los Angeles.

Other Excellent Recent Dissertations

Baldwin, Kate. 2010. Big Men and Ballots:  The Effects of Traditional Leaders on Elections and Distributive Politics in Zambia. Ph.D., Columbia University.

Cunow, Saul Frederick. 2014. Vote Choice in Complex Electoral Environments. Ph.D., University of California, San Diego.

Garrido de Sierra, Sebastian. 2014. The Definitive Reform. How the 1996 Electoral Reform Triggered the Demise of the PRI's Dominant-Party Regime. Ph.D., University of California, Los Angeles.

Gonzalez Ocantos, Ezequiel. 2012. The collapse of impunity regimes in Latin America: Legal cultures, strategic litigation and judicial behavior. Ph.D., University of Notre Dame.

Owolabi, Olukunle P. 2012. The colonial origins of development and underdevelopment, democracy, and authoritarianism: Forced settlement, occupation and the divergent consequences of colonial rule in the West Indies and Sub-Saharan Africa. Ph.D., University of Notre Dame.

Rebolledo, Juan Marquez Padilla. 2012. Voting with the Enemy: A Theory of Democratic Support for Subnational Authoritarians. Ph.D., Political Science, Yale University.

Rozenas, Arturas. 2012. Elections, Information, and Political Survival in Autocracies. Ph.D., Duke University, Ann Arbor.

Schuler, Paul. 2014. Deliberative Autocracy: Managing the Risks and Reaping the Rewards of Partial Liberalization in Vietnam. Ph.D., University of California, San Diego.
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