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Lecture #2 Notes 

-Looking into any historical event, what makes it different than other approaches is that it uses theory heavily, conceptual framework to organize and structure work.

-comparative and historical differences:

historical- change over time/changes - e.g. how people described a social event or movement, looking into it- multiple interpretations, connection between different events.

-e.g. disneyland- what happened, one location, or one institituion

-comparative- look into changes and compare- look into how media and different researchers have talked about similar events in different locations in the world.

-historical comparative- more authentic, than just historical. 

-not only looking into it, but changes as well.

-history is an art not a science*- changed their writing style, a lot of evolutions on how people focus on historical events or on a story.

· different types of historical researches:
· most people say it fall under qualitative* which is true - how you can explain or describe a situation or an issue or a case- verbal interpretation.
· can trace history and see how people have defined the issue or event or situation.
· biographical research: focus on life of important people 
· movement or idea studies- trace the idea or movement- how there are evolutions e.g. how people defined how to manage or design organizations. looking into how the idea was developed. trace history of a social or economic area- also falls under historical.
· regional studies: focused on particular cities, states,regions, or geographic boundaries, very situated problems.historical research e.g. the city of ottawa- how demographics changed.
· institutional studies: one particulat instituiton e.g. ottawau,starbucks. understanding the evolution,development,philosophy of these institutions. 
-case histories: what caused something e.g. why or when and how legislation will pas, or the rights that gave lesbians , social movements started in 2001 and finalized in 2004- equal rights under human rights legislation. particular incident and track how the situation evolved- social environment,

-selective studies: more focused on identifying specific elements within history or an incident that catches your attention- focused and precise. very limited issue within a broader issue.

-editorial studies: translating topics- focus more on archival data- documents youll find available on the issue you want to study. 

-evaluating reports, recollections, notes, diaries, letters, all these things are part of a historical analysis.

-types of research questions (topics): addressing ‘big questions’ more why and how - historical comparative research is more useful to ask more open ended questions, more text, verbal interaction and written with participants. 

-qualilative- narrative anaylsis or inquiry- focusing on what people will tell you- look into verbal and written messages.

-examining social change- if interested in looking at how society changed or evolved- will go into historical comparative.

-comparing societies/cultures- good to have historical comparative- compare different opinions others have about the same issue, look into different mediums, and resources, before presenting findings, or making your own theory/interpretation on why something happened, and what caused it. 

-more about the audience- people who want to understand what historical comparative is need to be good with history.

-historical comparative- more logical,  three dimensions:

specific what area you need to focus on: one unit or many units - life in the past or a similar era, or to compare how life was in specific societies in that period

-observation of time - only research approach that gives you an advantage, how you can conduct a research, observe changes in people’s behaviour, or how society changed.
-qualitative or quantitative - rare research method, primary data or secondary data, or have numbers that you can use to report your findings, or you can look into interpretations, and verbal. focus is more on discovering what is in the text itself, 

-There are a lot of differences - quantitative- more objective and detached.  qualitative- subjectivity- researchers perspective is different, will be your interpretation of what people want to tell, quantitative- have to know how to separate it from themselves- put themselves in an outsiders viewpoint- not possible for historical comparative research, qualitative- many details. quantitative: variables, difficult to manage information, people go with quantitative- to understand what the data is saying.

-historical comparative research- either way have your own theory- grounded theory: not a model or a chart or a diagram means you have your own hypothesis or explanation at the end, or a picture, or 10-30 pages, basically your interpretation or understanding

-quantitative- deductive reasoning is used- general understanding, then does research , makes it different, than historical which has inductive.

-findings- multiple meanings where as quantitative test hypothesis and report whether it was true or not true- on what was proved and what was not.

-generalization: one of the areas where you can challenge any kind of research, content itself your never one hundred percent accurate, even when using numbers, quantiative or qualitative both your interepretation of what the case is.

-historical comparative- not making claims of something that happened- quantative: includes random sampling and you can make a claim that they can be generalized cause focus is rule free and anyone can take that info and test.

-similarities: point of view is important- what the data tells you, in the end is the same branch- part of qualitative paradigm- criticism is that you cannot justify the validity.

-generalization is not possible-  qualitative researchers will never make that claim* that it is able to be generalized.

-evidence is always limited- survival of data- we don’t know if their accurate or not- or if it was fabricated- one of the problems with historical research. a lot of data is destoryed for different political and proffesional reasons*

control distortion- researchers know more than participants - your interpretation will be more significant than what the participant will tell you. Acklowedge the fact that you know more. 
-recognition of human agency- letters, diaries, journals- human traces- peoples prescence is more important- ethical - privacy, trust, 

-causation- different causes of different things- contingent- people react- might change their opinions and assumptions- no linear way, when looking into what caused what. 

-linking macro and micro arrows- looking into organization at a whole or just one particular event. micro (people’s behaviour) macro (more than one focus)

-cross-contexts- making comparisons and reporting findings.

-there is no one linear system- can start with different procedures or have a diff structure, can look at what you have a passion for, bottom line starts with a clear conceptualization of a topic.

-avoid baconinan fallacy* in notes of chapter 3 :)

· decide what kind of evidence you need 
· look into quality of evidence- trace history so the source is authentic
· avoid anachronism
· organizing evidence
· synthesizing- not ambigous or confusing or conflicting- accuracy of your data and triangular- more resources to show what you used. theory will be more accurate if u have a lot of data to back up your claim
· write a report
· historical comparative- conceptualize, can you narrow or be more specific and thatll be even better than having an interest- if you can add primary or secondary data that’s good, also ask if the source authetic or not, if your confident look at the authorties citing this information, can develop an understanding after that
-data and evidence- primary sources, secondary sources, running recors, recollections )in notes.

-limitations: implicit theories- interpret differently- nothing well defined 

-selective evidence- never transparent- talk about methods they have used but don;t talk about the methodology itself - selective on what they want to focus on- makes it uncertain and contreversial.

-narrative writing- explanation- interpretation will be completely different about the same event- weakness- letters and deities will have  different opinion.

-schools of historiography- if you were inspired by those philosiphers, interpretation will be bias if you follow that one theory.

· research with primary sources never know if it is accurate - looking into resources that are original - if you can contact the creator- newspaper articles fall under that category, can get access to journalists- to explain a situation, interviews that you can conduct with knowledgeable people, autobiographies, speeches, data that different agencies collect 
· who decides what is useful- decision makers employers might not want that stuff in their records.
· to deal with criticism you can go with external criticism- authenticity of your information, accurately locate time and place of the info you have. 
· internal criticism- accuracy and content - multiple tools- all these source
· bowlderization- people will distort and protect an organization or hide the truth
· nonsource-based knowledge- your logic- your own interpretation and own opinion on a specific event
-comparative research will be your interpretation, cannot go do a hisorical comparative theory to test something, way you evaluate will be different, summary of how this research is similar or different than a qualitative or quantitative research.

-few established databases HRAF- social events, social problems- notes*

-cross national survery research - similiarties and differences between cultures and places. 

-culture is what makes people different, values, beliefs, perceptions, and system people work in and get used to - unwritten rules as well.

-can’t just read have to see.

-cultural sensitivity - awareness- remember that in cross cultural fields you need to remember that people are different no one is superior or inferior, we’re all just different.

-communication style: can be verbal or non verbal- gestures, vocal cues, tone, distance, clothing, perfume, artifacts, tattoo’s

-situational sensitivity- how you can adapt, anything that you won’t expect, how you can be in a conversation with a purpose, not in a strict structure- sensitive to how the culture will evolve, flexibility.

-courtesy bias- hide unpleasant things, espec in a culture, don’t want people to know, participants will try to tell researcher what they think the researcher wants to listen or to get, you can tell by observing their non verbal ques if their uncomfortable, questions can emerge, and no way you can get that out of people, can’t put pressure or force them.

-access- some are more open, more we do research, the situation they are in can get better*, also back translation - how interpretation can make a difference- can ask a translator to translate it to translate it, then another to translate it into its original language, and compare the two. after two translations meanings can change, to make sure they can include how much bias was there, and rely on intepretation, no choice to make sure information will be useful or not.

-western cultural bias* in notes* theory developed in canada and test it anywhere else, caution that authors are talking about, perspectives are different.

· emic- insiders perspective on how things work out - are emic explanations available- don’t know someone’s culture well, even if you live somewhere for years you don’t know everything.
· etic- observers viewpoint, what u understand as an observer- mistake made is that they try to apply their knowledge to understand another culture- try to look into similiarities- but if their are drastic differences- the internal differences aren’t the same.
- equivalance- whether u can make comparisions between different cultures or not- looking into four categoies: lexicon, contextual, conceptual, measurement * in notes* 


