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COURSE DESCRIPTION
This course aims to introduce students to the foundations of research design in political science. You will learn what kind of knowledge one can research in political science, how to come up with good empirical research questions, why a good theory is important, and how to plan an investigation of your research questions using different methods. Everything you will learn about how to write up a research design you will implement in your main assignment, which is writing a full-body research proposal. Besides the written work, you will also have two presentations briefly explaining the main points of your research proposal to your colleagues. 

COURSE OBJECTIVES
Upon successful completion of this course, students will have the knowledge and skills to:
- identify and analyze a range of methodological approaches to political science research;
- conceptualize problems and apply tools to critically analyze and resolve political arguments, information, and theories;
- and communicate effectively and defend in written format normative and empirical arguments.

ASSESSMENT
PRESENTATION #1: 20 POINTS
During Presentation #1, each student will have 8-10 minutes to present the first part of the research proposal, which will include: the research question, contribution, state of the art (what current findings say about your puzzle), and theory/hypothesis.
20-18 points – the research design is presented in a clear and well-formulated manner: the research question is present; what the contribution of your study is, why it is essential; a brief literature review that identifies a gap or the puzzle that underlies research question, the theory is clear, the hypothesis is present. The slides have a concise, clear outlook: not overloaded with text (please, keep 2-3 sentences per slide), and no grammatical mistakes. A presentation does not exceed a time limit.
15-17 points – the presentation is primarily clear, but some components might need further work. The slides might need additional work.
12-14 points – both presentation and research design need further work; the research question is unclear and not situated in the literature, theory, and hypothesis are either weak or absent. 
10-12 points –presentation and research design need substantial work, although some effort is present.
0-10 points – the research design is not presented in any meaningful way.
RESEARCH DESIGN PART 1: 25 POINTS
Word count: ~700-800 words.
For Assignment #1, each student will write a research proposal that includes the first components of a research design. The research proposal is based on a general political science research question of your formulation from any one of the political science subfields: for example, International Relations, Political Behavior, Political Economy, or Comparative Politics. 
Papers will be evaluated on the strength (and quality) of the proposed research and the clarity of the written expression and organization. While essays can certainly cite newspapers, magazines, and websites, they should go beyond this to reference at least five (5) academic sources (i.e., books or social science journal articles).
Please include the following research design components in your assignment.
1. A clear title.
2. specify a broad research problem and objectives relevant to political science—i.e., what is it that you want to understand? What political science topics are you interested in? For example, what causes development? Why do some democracies become authoritarian (backsliding)? What conditions how people vote? Or, why do countries not engage in a nuclear war? Why do right-wing governments continue to (re)distribute income to the poor?
3. Clearly state the research question. What is the (empirical) research puzzle you have identified? What is the (real existing) outcome you are trying to understand? Are you trying to understand why there is variance in your work? Or are you trying to test an already established theory in a new context/timeframe? Or are you trying to understand a significant unexpected outcome?
4. What is the contribution of your research?
5. Literature Review. What does the theoretical literature say about your topic? Can you find some existing and alternative theoretical explanations for your stated research topic? What does the (empirical) literature say about your topic? What are the practical expectations in the literature? Is there something unexplained or a puzzle to be solved?
6. Theory, Hypothesis, and Expectations: Explain your potential theory (-ies) (explanation) that you think answers your research question. Please formulate a basic hypothesis/expectations, and state your idea of the causal mechanism.
[bookmark: _Hlk123474252]25-23 points – the research design is straightforward and well-formulated: the research question is present, a well-done literature review that identifies a gap or the puzzle that underlies the research question, the theory is clear, and the hypothesis is current.
22-20 points – the research design is mostly clear, the research question is present, and some other components might need further work.
19-17 points – the research design needs additional work, the research question is unclear and not situated in the literature, theory and hypothesis are either weak or absent. 
16-14 points – the research design needs substantial work, although some effort is present.
13 and fewer points – the research design is not present in any meaningful way.
PRESENTATION #2: 20 POINTS
During Presentation #2, each student will have 8-10 minutes to present the second part of the research proposal, which will include: a brief overview of the revised research question, theory, and hypothesis from the first assignment; choice of research design - qualitative or quantitative; independent and dependent variables, conceptualization, what type of data you will use to measure both IV and DV.
20-18 points – the research design is presented in a clear and well-formulated manner: the research question, theory, and hypothesis are present and revised; the choice of research method is justified; both IV and DV are conceptualized, and there is a clear understanding of how to measure both of them. The slides have a concise, clear outlook: not overloaded with text (please, keep 2-3 sentences per slide), and no grammatical mistakes. A presentation does not exceed a time limit.
15-17 points – the presentation is primarily clear, but some components might need further work. The slides might need additional work.
12-14 points –the presentation and research design need further work, the first part of the design is not correctly revised, and the second part needs further work. 
10-12 points – both parts of the research design need substantial work, although, some effort is present.
0-10 points – the research design is not presented in any meaningful way.
RESEARCH DESIGN PART 2: 25 POINTS
Word count: ~1200-1500 words.
For this assignment, students will build on Assignment 1 by adding more advanced steps to the research design. In light of the feedback you have received, please revise your Assignment 1. This can include the revision of some or all of the sections. For instance, if you received a comment that your title is not engaging or representative of the essay, you may want to consider revising the title. Or if you received a comment that your research question is unclear or not empirical, please address the comments by revising your research question. 
Your revised Assignment 1 is the first part of Assignment 2.
IN ADDITION, please include the following:
1. Clearly specify your argument/theory and clearly state the hypothesis you propose to test.
2. Clearly identify and discuss your independent and dependent variables. What are your independent and dependent variables? How are they measured? Why?
3. Explain your choice of qualitative vs. quantitative research design, why did you choose one over the other? If it’s a case study, why? Which cases? 
4. Please discuss the possible limitations of your research design. What might be the limitations of your methods and case selection? Will your results be generalizable? Why or why not?
5. Please discuss the data you propose to use to test your hypothesis. This could be: a brief discussion of one case, a survey questionnaire, interviews, or another type of qualitative data
6. Please discuss the contribution your proposed research intends to make. Why is it important for us to conduct the research you propose?
To summarize, your Assignment #2 should have the following sections:
First, all parts from your revised Assignment #1: research question, the contribution of your research, literature review, and theory/hypothesis section.
Then a new part (Assignment #2): methodology (qualitative or quantitative, why?), conceptualization and measurement of your IV and DV, data you will use: dataset, interviews, surveys, discourse.
25-23 points – the research design is straightforward and well-formulated: the research question, theory, and hypothesis are present and revised; the choice of research method is justified; both IV and DV are conceptualized, and there is a clear understanding of how to measure both of them.
22-20 points – the research design is mostly clear, the revisions are present, and some other components might need further work.
19-17 points – the research design needs additional work, revisions are not done, and the methodology part needs further work.
16-14 points – the research design and revisions need substantial work, although some effort is present.
13 and fewer points – the research design and revisions are not present in any meaningful way.
PARTICIPATION AND ATTENDANCE: 10 POINTS
You fill in your participation using Moodle. However, remember that your participation grade is based on actual participation in seminars’ discussions and presentations. Therefore, it will be adjusted at the end of the semester depending on your in-class activity. In other words, just attending is not enough to get ten points.

GRADING SCALE
A: 95-100
A-: 90-94
B+: 85-89
B: 80-84
B-: 75-79
C+: 70-74
C: 65-69
C-: 60-64
D: 55-59
D-: 50-54
F: 0-49 

PLAGIARISM AND ABSENCES
I expect zero plagiarism and cheating in this class (it is your responsibility to know and abide by the Student Code of Conduct for Nazarbayev University). Everyone should use references and in-text citations where appropriate (everywhere).
According to the NU policy, a missing class without a valid medical excuse results in an ‘F’ grade. Students must submit a good medical note to SHSS within three business days of missing any class.

SOURCES
George, Alexander L., and Andrew Bennett. Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social Sciences. Cambridge: MIT Press, 2004.
Kellstedt, Paul M., and Guy D. Whitten. The Fundamentals of Political Science Research (Second Edition). Cambridge University Press, 2013.
Powner, Leanne C. Empirical Research and Writing: A Political Science Student’s Practical Guide. SAGE Publications, 2014.

WEEKLY SCHEDULE

	WEEK 1 (JANUARY 9) INTRODUCTION: WHAT IS RESEARCH? ONTOLOGY OF RESEARCH
Readings:
Almond, G. A., & Genco, S. J. (1977). Clouds, clocks, and the study of politics. World politics, 29(4), 489-522.
Wendt, A. (2015). Quantum mind and social science. Cambridge University Press.
Monday: Introduction
Wednesday: Almond & Genco
Friday: Wendt, pp. 1-39

WEEK 2 (JANUARY 16) COMING UP WITH A RESEARCH QUESTION
Readings:
Powner, Chapter 1
Ananda, A., & Bol, D. (2021). Does knowing democracy affect answers to democratic support questions? A survey experiment in Indonesia. International Journal of Public Opinion Research, 33(2), 433-443.
Monday: Lecture
Wednesday: Seminar
Friday: Ananda & Bol 

WEEK 3 (JANUARY 23) FROM RQ TO THEORY
Readings:
Powner, Chapter 2
Downes, A. B., & Monten, J. (2013). Forced to be free?: Why foreign-imposed regime change rarely leads to democratization. International Security, 37(4), 90-131.
Monday: Lecture
Wednesday: Seminar
Friday: Downes & Monten

WEEK 4 (JANUARY 30) THE ART OF BUILDING A THEORY
Readings:
Kellstedt & Whitten, Chapter 2
Darden, K., & Grzymala-Busse, A. (2006). The great divide: Literacy, nationalism, and the communist collapse. World Politics, 59(1), 83-115.
Monday: Lecture
Wednesday: Seminar
Friday: Darden & Grzymala-Busse

WEEK 5 (FEBRUARY 6) CAUSALITY & CAUSAL INFERENCE 
Readings:
Kellstedt & Whitten, Chapter 3
Huntington-Klein, N. (2022). The Effect, Chapter 5, Identification, https://theeffectbook.net/ch-Identification.html
Monday: Lecture
Wednesday: Seminar
Friday: Huntington-Klein

WEEK 6 (FEBRUARY 13) Presentations Week
Monday: Presentations
Wednesday: Presentations
Friday: Presentations

WEEK 7 (FEBRUARY 20) Presentations Week
Monday: Presentations
Wednesday: Presentations
Friday: Presentations

WEEK 8 (FEBRUARY 27) Presentations Week
Monday: Presentations
Wednesday: Presentations
Friday: Presentations

WEEK 9 (MARCH 6) CONCEPTS & MEASUREMENTS

Readings:
Kellstedt & Whitten, Chapter 5.
Gans-Morse, J., Kalgin, A., Klimenko, A., Vorobyev, D., & Yakovlev, A. (2021). Self-Selection into public service when corruption is widespread: The Anomalous Russian Case. Comparative Political Studies, 54(6), 1086-1128.
Monday: Lecture
Wednesday: Seminar
Friday: Gans-Morse et al.

WEEK 10 (MARCH 13) OBSERVATIONAL RESEARCH DESIGN: CASE STUDY RESEARCH
Readings:
George & Bennett, Chapter 1.
Somer, M. (2011). Does it take democrats to democratize? Lessons from Islamic and secular elite values in Turkey. Comparative Political Studies, 44(5), 511-545.
Monday: Lecture
Wednesday: Seminar
Friday: Somer

Spring Break (March 20-24)

WEEK 11 (MARCH 27) PROCESS-TRACING
Readings:
Fairfield, T., & Charman, A. E. (2017). Explicit Bayesian analysis for process tracing: Guidelines, opportunities, and caveats. Political Analysis, 25(3), 363-380.
Monday: Lecture
Wednesday: Seminar
Friday: Fairfield & Charman

WEEK 12 (APRIL 3) Presentations Week
Monday: Presentations
Wednesday: Presentations
Friday: Presentations

WEEK 13 (APRIL 10) Presentations Week
Monday: Presentations
Wednesday: Presentations
Friday: Presentations

WEEK 14 (APRIL 17) Presentations Week
Monday: Presentations
Wednesday: Presentations
Friday: Presentations


