Development of political science
Classical period: based of deductive reason, arguing from general premise to more specific conclusions. Locke believed people were born free with natural rights. 
Two exceptions: Aristotle wanted to determine which state had the best interest for all people or just for the ones who were in power.  
Machiavelli based his prescriptions for the exercise of power on his observations of life in 16th century Florence. 
Institutional period: based on descriptive research, emphasis on legally constituted governments. Concerned with describing political institutions and processes. Tended to be normative and prescriptive. At this time liberal democracy was seen as the highly developed and desirable political system.
Critiques of political science: some said politics was too complex to single out specific variables and human behaviors are impossible to develop generalizations or theories. Behaviors of human beings were thought to be far too complex. Separating facts from values is too problematic. 
Critiques of Behavioural revolution: Political research had become irrelevant and did not address major problems at the time. The techniques took precedence over substance they were lacking more details. 
Assumption of value-neutrality is flawed: must incorporate and address the role of values. 
Social scientific research: process of making observations and making theories off of them. 

Causation and Argumentation: September 20th, 2013. 
Today we will look at arguments in political analysis.
Three key elements that make a good element: Clear statement about the argument. The second reason is support/reasoning for the proposition. Last is the conclusion, which is the point/claim of the argument. Arguments need good reasoning to back it up or else it is not a good claim. Example: Prof telling students to put away laptops because it lowers grades. This argument is not convincing because the professor does not have evidence. A good argument needs evidence to show that research proves the claim. 
Structure argument to make sure it is convincing, structuring an argument is very important. 
Two different types of reason to understand, the major premise is the general statement it maybe based on general laws, rules, common sense, etc. Minor premise is the specific reasons for making the case, the grounds for the argument for believing the argument. Major premises are very general not very specific and minor premises are very specific. 
Qualified conclusions: Probability, Limiting conditions (this course is hard, however hard work will help gain a high mark), Point of view and tentativeness (based on what we know so far in an accident) 
 For an agreement to be acceptable we need to determine whether the premises are convincing are not. Are the premises relevant to the argument and conclusion? 
Arguments among causes are complex and diverse, since they involve multiple factors. 
Nomothetic models choose variables that show the most important factors in an argument. These models tend to be probabilistic in their approach. Correlation within variables is important, when ones thing happens it causes another thing to occur. 
Two variables need to come together to demonstrate casualty, a sufficient cause presents a condition that is guaranteed to occur. 
Idiopathic models: explanation through many events or actions. 
Argumentation Designing Research: September 27th, 2013. 
Quiz is going to be on question reviews from the readings, the quiz will also be open book but only the textbook can be used. 
Nomothetic: focusing on a few key factors for the argument. Probabilistic factors are used because they are more likely to be better in the argument. 
Idiopathic model: uses multiple factors not just a few in the argument. 
Historical methods can be nomothetic and idiopathic. Historic examples are more cause and effect examples. 
Comparative method: relies on the rule that cause and effect go together in one situation, they will go together in another situation as well. 
Cameron example from the 70s, this is a nomothetic method. He looked at why some countries spend more money in social programs than other countries by a comparative way and he relied on one variable to bring out his point.
Experimental method is the standard in developing causality, creating an argument where you can isolate one single factor. 
Statistical method: using factors that are related to each other to find an answer (cause and effect). Example students using laptops in class is not beneficial to them. 
Errors within causation: 
Provincialism has its biases that cannot show the full argument being presented. Interpretation may influence researchers report.  
Hasty conclusions fail to consider alternate explanations that maybe able to explain a conclusion. Not looking into other reasons for a cause. Example how early theories on how aids was transmitted from person to person. 
Questionable causes: failing to consider other explanations and possibilities. 
Suppressed evidence: Select reporting that will support a question instead of reporting the negative side. Bringing up good factors and hiding factors that maybe negative to a claim. 
False dilemmas: creating a dilemma that does not need to occur by missing possible solutions. 
Elements of generalization: 
Inductive argument: proceeds from specific case to make general statement. 
Deductive: starts as a general case, and then goes into a specific example. 
Generalization based on representative evidence: generalizations based on limited evidence require a representative samples of cases these cases used are randomly selected. 
Appropriate evidence is carefully selected, not random and can be used to demonstrate a major premise. 
Argument by analogy: using similar things to support a conclusion on another similarity. This tends to be selective, incomplete, overlooks important differences and tends to be used rhetorically. 
Broad question in the vase: what do you want to know? What is the central question/issue/problem/puzzle? 
Why it is worth knowing? What is the rationale for pursing the research on this question? 
Identifying what to study: Observations (there are more male professors than female), news report (silencing scientists in Canada) and a policy issue (supervised drug injection sites for IDUs in large cities) 
A good reason question should relate to a real life topic and also relevant to scholarly literature.
A researchable question is one you can answer with the research you use. 
October 4th, 2013: Designing Research. 
How to answer question once it is identified, answer question by describing the causes that happen. It should contribute to developing knowledge (theory or existing research on the topic). The research should specify the key elements in the study and how they relate to one another. The terms and concepts need to be clear to show the casual relationships. 
Descriptive question shows the characteristics of something to form the hypothesis the factor has many characteristics and can behave in many different ways, describes key factors.
Theory building 
Theories help describe and explain relationships between two phenomenon. Makes facts useful because it helps us on how to clearly use them. 
Example: Duverger’s Law, his question is an explanatory question since he wants to know why one thing causes another. 
Useful theories should be parsimonious, which means that it is simple and easily understood. The theory could be used in many ways than just one. Theories should be testable so that it can be proved as an acceptable theory. 
Process of Induction: starts with evidence (many specific facts) then go into an abstract conclusion. The process of deduction starts the other way however it makes a general assumption and then predicts the facts. 
Variables in theory construction: dependent variable is the outcome of other factors in the theory. Independent variable the measure used to explain the relationship between two measures. Example democracies tend not to lead to wars (democracy is the independent variable while war is the dependent variable)
A hypothesis should be testable to prove that it is actually a good one. 
Concept: a label given to a category or class of phenomena that have something in common. Variables have categories such as intervening and antecedent. 
Three different classes of concept: Directly observable, indirectly observable and multidimensional constructs which are things that exist analytically but are not observable; such as racism, political alienation, religiosity and democracy. 
Functions of concepts:
Organization: creating categories to classify or organize phenomena into groups or classes.
Description: draw attention to shared characteristics that distinguish some phenomena from other phenomena
Comparison: Facilitate comparison with other concepts/constructs. Facilitate comparisons within concept/construct. 
Nominal definitions: a definition, which represents a consensus or convention about how a particular term is to be used. 
Ethics in Social Research: October 11th, 2013.
There is a distinct difference between ethics and morality; Ethics is a code of conduct that governs the practice of particular professions. While morality refers to question what is right and wrong, good or bad. 
Codes of ethics: establishes more rigorous and higher standards of conduct than generalized morals because they govern specific groups with specific responsibilities. The people in these positions are held in a higher standard which reflects in the code of ethics. Tend to reflect the perception of morality in a work place, outlines behaviors that are acceptable and non-acceptable. 
Designing research and using experimental design: October 18th, 2013
Elements of an argument: a statement or proposition (question or hypothesis)
Research design is the plan on how you gather data analyze it to make good points or claims. 
Inference: a conclusion reached on the basis of evidence. 
Accuracy of measurement: measurement error can be random or non-random. 
Measurement errors can affect reliability and validity. 
Types of errors:
· Random errors: chance mistakes, such as coding error, informational recall error and measurement errors. 
· Non-random errors: sampling error (sampling is biased, not representative). Problems with variables and measures. 
Reliability: refers to the consistency and stability of a measure, reliable measure generates the same results over repeated applications; for reliability the more consistent the results, the more reliable the measure. 
Unreliable measures involve random error; it is more likely to over-estimate as under-estimate the true value. 
The goal for validity is to hit the bullseye all the time
Textual analysis: October 25th
Textual analysis is the study of recorded human communications: who says what to whom and to what effect? 
Textual analysis: any form of communication, including written, visual, spoken, sung. 
Allows us to study any form of communication, for example analysis of interviews and public things of this sort. Allows study social behavior without effecting or intervening a specific behavior. Reduces potential for bias’ and it less resource intensive than other types of methods. 
Content analysis: An approach to the analysis of documents and texts that seeks to analyze the content in terms of predetermined categories and in a systematic and replicable manner 
• Content – any message that can be communicated, including words, meanings, symbols, themes
• Text – any form of communication, including written, visual, spoken, sung
Quantitative v. Qualitative Content Analysis • Quantitative: a more objective and systematic method focused on
empirical measurement of manifest content • Qualitative: more focused on the meanings, motivations and purposes of
the text that may be hidden in the text, that is the latent context • Manifest v. Latent Content
• Manifest content is visible surface content that easily lends itself to coding and counting
• Latent content is the deeper meanings of messages in the manifest content
quiz number two will be on chapters 8 experiments, 9 comparative research and 13 textual analysis. 
Friday November 8th: The Comparative method.
A case study is used as an examination a single setting, subject or one particular event. 
Intrinsic case studies: 
· Better for understanding a unique, interesting, important case. 
· Contextual, detailed (‘thick’) description. 
· Use cases that are outliers to help find out why a theory exists. 
Instrumental case studies:
· Provide insight into theoretical explanations, to confirm or infirm theory.
· Use an outlier case or a crucial case to test theory. 
Collective case studies – Small or large N
· Multiple cases replicate findings, generate and/or test theories. 
Internal validity: examining something meaningful/interesting within the case study.
External validity: the case study should be more generalized and have wider academic debates that might be applicable to other content and cases. 
Components of case study design:
· Study question(s)
· Theoretical framework
· Identification of units of analysis
· Logically linking data to theory
· Criteria for interpreting findings
Case study designs:
· Snapshot case studies: detailed study of one entity at one point in time
· Longitudinal case studies: detailed study of one entity at various points in time
· Pre-post case studies: Detailed study of one entity at two points in time, separated by a critical event
· Comparative case studies: A set of multiple cases examining a number of factors using a comparative analysis. 
Assignment number 3: Due December 6th, look at party manifestos and political platforms from political parties. Look at how party manifestos compare. Compare two different part platforms. Comparison should be based on hypothesis or research question. 
Survey Research: November 15th, 2013
Components of survey design:
· Sampling- who will be studied?
· Question design- what will be asked?
· Survey design- how will it be done?
What is a sample? When is it representable? What does it represent?
Populations and samples:
· Population: total collection of a set of units of analysis. Example: Canadians, schools, newspaper articles, businesses, events…etc. 
· Unit of analysis: the element about which observations are being made or data collected. Example: An individual Canadian, a school, newspaper article, business an event…etc. 
· Sample: any subset of units collected from a population
· Statistics are mathematical characteristics of samples
· Stats are used to estimate parameters
· Parameters are mathematical characteristics of populations
· Random selection is better to get a representative sample results because there will be less bias. 
Types of samples
· Probability sample: sample collected using random process such that each unit in the population has a known chance (probability) of being selected. Aim is to minimize samples. 
Types of probability samples:
· Simple random sample: sample in which each unit of the population is selected by chance and has an equal probability of being included
· Systematic sample: sample in which units are selected from a sampling frame according to fixed intervals. 
· Stratified random sample: sample in which units are randomly selected from a population that has been previously divided. 
Non-probability samples:
· Purposive sample: cases are selected on the basis of criteria determined by researcher
· Convenience sample: sample selected on the basis of availability to research (straw polls)
· Snowball sample: researcher makes contact with a few people who are relevant tp the topic, and then uses them to establish contacts with others.
· Quota sample: sample a population to match relative proportions of people in different categories. 
Friday November 22, 13:
Checking validity
· Face validity: measurement consistent with an agreed upon,
· Convergent validity: are the results from different measures of the same concept consistent?
· Divergent validity: are the results from measures of opposing concepts consistent? 
· Open or closed ended questions are important for measurement as well. Closed ended question provide a low responses compared to open ended questions. 
· The advantages of closed ended question are they are easy to answer, fast, easy to code for data entry, easy to compare answers, limits misinterpretation of questions.  Disadvantages are respondents may give too little or too much info, some may not answer questions if they do not have writing skills, leave more room for error in coding and interpreting responses and it reduces reliability of the data
· Question design-Reliability: A reliable question has the following properties; the researcher’s side is entirely scripted, including cities. 
· Other factors to consider: Loaded language/wording, examples ‘needy’ or ‘poor’ vs ‘people on welfare’ and ‘socialized medicine VS. ‘national health insurance’ 
Friday November 29th: Interviewing, focus groups and field research. 
· Semi-structured interviews have a good depth of information
· Flows and share of views are more natural because the questions are not fixed
· Disadvantages of semi-structured interviews: its hard to analyze findings since it has to be done by the interviewers, the researcher also has to make sure not to be bias towards the findings. 
· Elite-interviews use semi-structured approach since the researcher lacks a good understanding of events to design effective questions, elites may resent being asked to respond to standardized questions. 
· The interview process: Advance preparation, the documentation of events/issues and biographical information about respondents. 
· Select sample: snowball sampling stratified or quota sampling and arrange interviews in advance. 
· Asking questions: plan some initial questions, discuss confidentiality issues and take notes. 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Focus groups can cause more insight into what people actually think, the results reflect social realities more accurately and helps to  study group dynamics. 
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