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Course Description

C. Wright Mills stated in his The Sociological Imagination (1959:120-1):

‘Method’ has to do, first of all, with how to ask and answer questions with some assurance that the answers are more or less durable. ‘Theory’ has to do, above all, with paying close attention to the words one is using, especially their degree of generality and their logical relations. The primary purpose of both is clarity of conception and economy of procedure, and most importantly just now, the release rather than the restriction of the sociological imagination.

To have mastered ‘method’ and ‘theory’ is to have become a self-conscious thinker, a man at work and aware of the assumptions and the implications of whatever he is about. To be mastered by ‘method’ or ‘theory’ is simply to be kept from working, from trying, that is, to find out about something that is going on in the world. Without insight into the way the craft is carried on, the results of study are infirm; without a determination that study should come to significant results, all method is meaningless pretense.

This graduate seminar is designed to survey the theoretical and methodological issues in the field of comparative politics for the soon-to-be researchers and scholars in political science. Given the fact that students in this class are mainly doctoral students who have already taken foundational courses both at the undergraduate and graduate levels (e.g., Introduction to Political Science, Introduction to Comparative Politics or Foreign Governments), this course is mainly to (1) socialize the graduate students in political science into the norms and crafts of doing political research and to release their intellectual imagination for the goals of generating original knowledge and building theory; and (2) to introduce students to the state-of-the-art topics and themes in comparative politics, in particular, through examining the research designs behind some selected masterpieces. 

This course consists of two major parts: methodological discussion and thematic survey. In this class, the instructor advocates for methodological pluralism and encourages students to develop multiple skills (both qualitative and quantitative) for their research. In the methodological discussion, the primary concern will be the comparative method and its application in qualitative and case studies. However, the application of statistical analysis, rational choice and positive modeling in comparative politics will also be discussed. The thematic discussion (such as state and revolution, democracy and democratization, political parties, political and economic development, U.S. congress, collective action, etc.) will be blended with the methodological discussion as illustrations.

In China, the field of comparative politics gives tremendous attention to American politics, but excluded the Chinese politics. However, in American graduate curriculum, China studies are a huge part of comparative politics whereas U.S. politics are an independent field. Since this course is offered at a university in China, my course will be a real comparison by including both the United States and China in our discussion.       

Learning Goals

This course attempts to achieve the following four learning goals: (1) Concepts: after completing this course, students should understand the key concepts commonly defined and recognized by the scholarly community and analytical tools applied by the comparativists in political scientific studies. (2) Discourses: students should be able to understand how important discourses have been constructed by leading scholars in the field on some of the most important topics (both methodological and thematic) by applying various research strategies. (3) Debates: students should familiarize themselves with some grand debates in the evolution of comparative politics with regard to both theoretical construct and methodological improvement. (4) New frontiers: with a solid understanding of what has already been done by whom, students should be able to choose their own future research program and pay more attention to the research design. They will be more aware of whether their research is a replication, falsification, expansion of certain empirical propositions, or filling a hole in the thinking of political scientists, or a ground-breaking endeavor into a virgin land.

Keeping in mind that all doctoral students eventually have to think about dissertation, the last part of our discussion will be devoted to the craft and norms of writing a good dissertation. It serves as a practical guide for all students to search for a topic and to formulate a research design with a strong consciousness of methodological and theoretical concerns.  

To quote from Walt Whitman, Leaves of Grass:

You should possess the good of the earth and sun—(there are millions of suns left;)

You should no longer take things at second or third hand, nor look through


the eyes of the dead, nor feed on the specters in books;

You should not look through my eyes either, nor take things from me:

You should listen to all sides, and filter them from yourself.

Main Textbooks

Stephen Van Evera, Guide to Methods for Students of Political Science (Cornell University Press, 1997).

Gary King, Robert O. Keohane and Sidney Verba, Designing Social Inquiry: Scientific Inference in Qualitative Research (Princeton University Press, 1994).

Henry E. Brady and David Collier, eds., Rethinking Social Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards (Rowman & Littlefield, 2004). 

Alexander L. George and Andrew Bennett, Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social Sciences (The MIT Press, 2005)

Barbara Geddes, Paradigms and Sand Castles: Theory Building and Research Design in Comparative Politics (University of Michigan Press, 2003)

Lee Sigelman and M. Elizabeth Sanders, eds., “Thematic Issue on the Evolution of Political Science, in Recognition of the Centennial of the Review,” American Political Science Review, vol. 100, no. 4, November 2006.

Gabriel A. Almond, G. Bingham Powell, Jr., Kaare Strom and Russell Dalton, Comparative Politics: A Theoretical Framework, 4th Ed. (Pearson/Longman, 2004)

Mark Irving Lichbach and Alan S. Zuckerman, eds., Comparative Politics: Rationality, Culture and Structure (Cambridge University Press, 1997).

Kristen Renwick Monroe, ed., Perestroika! The Raucous Rebellion in Political Science (Yale University Press, 2004).

Wayne C. Booth, Gregory G. Colomb, and Joseph M. Williams, The Craft of Research (The University of Chicago Press, 1995 and 2003).

A Reader on Comparative Method in Political Science created by the instructor.

Requirements and Grading

The assessment of students’ performance and achievement comes from three components: First, every student is required to write a research proposal (two Chinese pages). Every student is expected to submit a research proposal in the first week of the class. Second, every student is required to make an oral presentation. Every student is required to work in pair with another students to read the assigned materials for one unit and to summarize the main ideas and thinking processes for the class before the professor conducts his discussion. Third, every student is required to write a critical literature review. Based upon the reading, oral presentation, class discussion and the comments from the professor, each student is required to finish a critical literature review (minimum 2,500 Chinese characters, a writing guide will be distributed to the class). 

Grading will be based on the following allocation:

Proposal, 20%; Presentation, 30%; Literature Review, 30%; Participation, 10%; Attendance, 10%. 

Students are strongly encouraged to conduct their presentations and write their assignments in English. 

Introduction

Lecture I: Themes and Approaches

· Writing a Dissertation: Ph.D. Students’ Primary Concern 

· Origin of Comparative Politics

· Evolution of Comparative Politics

· Current State and Future Trends

Reading:

Stephen Van Evera, Guide to Methods for Students of Political Science, Chaps 3: What Is a Political Science Dissertation? 4: Helpful Hints on Writing a Political Science Dissertation; 5: The Dissertation Proposal, pp. 89-128.

Bernard E. Brown, “On Comparing Nations,” the Introduction Chap. in Bernard e. Brown (ed.), Comparative Politics: Notes and Readings (Thomson Wadsworth, 2006), pp. 1-18.

Hans Keman, “ The Comparative Approach and Political Science,” in Paul Pennings, Hans Keman and Jan Kleinnijenhuis, Doing Research in Political Science: An Introduction to Comparative methods and Statistics (Sage, 1999), pp. 2-20. 

Paulette Kurzer, “Review: Studying Democracy, Teaching Classics: What Is Happening in the Field of Comparative Politics,” Perspective on Politics, Vol. 1, No. 2 (June 2003), pp. 373-8 [StudyComp.pdf ].

John S. Dryzek, “Revolutions without Enemies: Key Transformations in Political Science,” in American Political Science Review (hereafter referred as “APSR”), vol. 100, no. 4, Nov. 2006, pp. 487-492 [DryzekRevo.pdf].

Mark Blyth, “Great Punctuations: Prediction, Randomness, and the Evolution of Comparative Political Science,” APSR, vol. 100, no. 1, Nov. 2006, pp. 493-498 [BlythPunct.pdf].

Lecture II: Great Books in Comparative Politics

· Who Did What, When, and How

Reading:

Gabriel A. Almond, “The Development of Political Development,” in Myron Weiner and Samuel Huntington (eds.), Understanding Political Development (HarperCollins Publishers, 1987), pp. 437-90.

“Significant Works in Political Science: Some Personal Views,” PS, Vol. 16, No. 2 (Spring 1983), 196-204 [SigniWorks.pdf].

Mark I. Lichbach and Alan S. Zuckerman, “Research Traditions and Theory in Comparative Politics: An Introduction,” in Lichbach and Zuckerman, Comparative Politics, pp. 3-16.

“Top Twenty Commentaries,” in Sigelman and Sanders, eds., APSR, Vol. 100, No. 4, Nov. 2006, pp. 667-87 [SigelmanTop20.pdf], [SigelmanCitation.pdf]. 

Michael Heaney and John Mark Hanses, “Building the Chicago School,” in APSR, ibid., pp. 587-96 [HeaneyChicago.pdf].

Gerhard Loewenberg, “The Influence of European Émigré Scholars on Comparative Politics, 1925-1965,” in APSR, ibid., pp. 597-604 [LoewenbergEmigre.pdf].

Methodological Issue

Lecture III: Primary Rules in Scientific Research

· A User’s Guide

Reading:

Stephen Van Evera, Guide to Methods for Students of Political Science, Chap. 1, pp. 1-48.

Wayne Booth, Gregory Colomb, and Joseph Williams, The Craft of Research, Part I (Chaps 1-2): Research, Researchers and Readers, Part 2 (Chaps. 3-6): Asking Questions, Finding Answers, pp. 1-108.  

Lecture IV: Scientific Research in Politics

· Political Research as a Science

· Scientific Inference in Political Science

· Good Scholarship: Quest for Standards

Reading:

King, Keohane, and Verba, Designing Social Inquiry, Chaps. 1-3: The Science in Social Science, Descriptive Inference, Causality and Causal Inference, pp. 3-114.

Nathaniel Beck, “Political Methodology: A Welcoming Discipline,” Journal of American Statistical Association, Vol. 95, No. 450 (June 2000), pp. 651-4. 

Lecture V: Research Designs in Political Science

· The Importance of Research Design

· Processes of Research Design

· Pitfalls to Avoid

Reading:

Gary King, Robert Keohane, and Sidney Verba, “The Importance of Research Design,” in Brady and Collier, eds., Rethinking Social Inquiry, pp. 191-92.

King, Keohane, and Verba, Designing Social Inquiry, Chaps. 4-6, pp. 115-230.

Barbara Geddes, Paradigms and Sand Castle, the entire book. 

Lecture VI: A Grand Debate on Methodology: Culture vs. Nature

· The Perestroika Movement: Background and Manifesto 

· Critics of Methodological Hegemony by Formalism

· Advocacy for Methodological Diversity and Tolerance

· Problem-driven, Theory-driven, and Method-driven Research

· Qualitative Tools

Reading:

Brady and Collier, Rethinking Social Inquiry, Section II: Critiques of the Quantitative Template (Chaps 3-6), pp. 51-102.

Perestroika, “The Idea,” in Monroe, ed., Perestroika!, pp. 9-11.

Ian Shapiro, “Problems, Methods, and Theories in the Study of Politics,” in Monroe, pp. 66-86.

Sanford Schram, “A Return to Politics,” in Monroe, pp. 103-14.

David Laitin, “The Perestroikan Challenge to Social Science,” in Monroe, pp. 115-35.

Dvora Yanow, “In the House of ‘Science,’ There are Many Rooms,” in Monroe, pp. 200-217.

Lloyd Rudolph, “Let a Hundred Flowers Bloom, Let a Hundred Schools of Thought Contend,” in Monroe, pp. 230-40.

Peregrine Schwartz-Shea, “The Graduate Student Experience,” in Monroe, pp. 374-402.

Leslie Anderson, “Graduate Education in a Pluralist Context,” in Monroe, pp. 403-20.

Gregory Kasza, “Quantitative Method,” in Monroe, pp. 421-33.

Rogers Smith, “Of Means and Meaning,” in Monroe, pp. 525-33.

Robert Jervis, “Perestroika, Politics, and the Profession,” in Monroe, pp. 534-47.      

Michael Gibbons, “”Hermeneutics, Political Inquiry, and Practical Reason: An Evolving Challenge to Political Science,” in APSR, centennial issue, pp. 563-71.

Lecture VII: Typology and Ideal Models

Reading:

Gerardo Munck, “Tools for Qualitative Research,” in Brady and Collier, Rethinking Social Inquiry, pp. 105-21. 

Alexander George and Andrew Bennett, Case Studies and Theory Development in Social Sciences, Chap. 11: Integrating Comparative and Within-Case Analysis: Typological Theory, pp. 233-62.

Aristotle, “On Democracy and Tyranny,” in Bernard E. Brown, Comparative Politics, pp. 238-241.

Max Weber, Economy and Society (University of California Press, 1978), Chap III, The Types of Legitimate Domination, in Vol. 1, pp. 222-301.

Emile Durkheim, The Rules of Sociological Method (The Free Press, 1964), Chap IV: “Rules for the Classification of Social Types,” pp. 76-88.

S.E. Finer, The History of Government (Oxford University Press, 1999), the Conceptual Prologue in Vol. 1, pp. 212-255.

Case Analysis:

Arend Lijphart, Democracies: Patterns of Majoritarian and Consensus Government in Twenty-One Countries (Yale University Press, 1984).

Lecture VIII: The Structural-Functional Analysis: Recent Contributions

Reading:

Gabriel A. Almond, G. Bingham Powell, Jr., Kaare Strom, Russell J. Dalton, Comparative Politics: A Theoretical Framework, 4th Ed. (Pearson/Longman 2004).

Gabriel Almond and Bingham Powell, Comparative Politics: A developmental Approach (Little, Brown and Company, 1966), Chap. 1: Introduction and Chap. 2: An Overview, pp. 1-41.

Gabriel Almond and Bingham Powell, Comparative Politics: System, Process, and Policy, 2nd Ed. (Little, Brown and Company, 1978), Chap. 1: An Overview, pp. 3-24. 

Ruth Lane, “Structural Functionalism Reconsidered: A proposed Research Model,” Comparative Politics, Vol. 26, No. 4 (July 1994), pp. 461-77.  

Gabriel Almond, “The Political System and Comparative Politics: The Contribution of David Easton,” in Kristen Renwick Monroe, ed., Contemporary Empirical Political Theory (University of California Press, 1997), pp. 219-230.

Lecture IX: The Case Study Method

· Case Defined

· Selection Criteria for Cases

· The Method of Structured Comparison

· The Method of Difference and the Method of Agreement

· The Crucial Case

Reading:

Van Evera, Guide to Methods for Students of Political Science, Chap 2: What Are Case Studies? How Should They Be Performed? Pp. 49-88.

Alexander George and Andrew Bennett, Case Studies and Theory Development in Social Sciences, Part I (Chaps. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6), pp. 1-124; and Chap. 7, pp. 127-49.

Charles Ragin, “Turning the Tables: How Case-Oriented Research Challenges Variable-Oriented Research,”  and Timothy McKeown, “Case Studies and the Limits of the Quantitative Worldview,” in Brady and Collier, Rethinking Social Inquiry, pp. 123-67. 

Sylke Nissen, “The Case of Case Studies: On the Methodological Discussion in Comparative Political Science,” Quality & Quantity, Vol. 32 (1998), pp. 399-418. 

John Gerring, “Is There a (Viable) Crucial-Case Method?” Comparative Political Studies, Vol. 40, No. 3 (March 2007), 231-53.

Case Analysis: 

Robert Michels, Political Parties: A Sociological Study of the Oligarchical Tendencies of Modern Democracy (New York: Dover Publications, 1959)

Harry Eckstein, Division and Cohesion in Democracy: A Study of Norway (Princeton University Press, 1966).

Lecture X: The Comparative Method

· Varieties of Comparative Strategy

· Causation: Explanation and Prediction

· Cases vs. Variables

· Research Design

Reading:

J.S. Mill, “How We Compare?” in Roy C. Macridis and Bernard E. Brown, (eds), Comparative Politics: Notes and Readings (The Dorsey Press, 1986), pp. 23-28.

Alexander George and Andrew Bennett, Case Studies and Theory Development in Social Sciences, Chap 8: Comparative Methods: Controlled Comparison and Within-Case Analysis, and Chap 9: The Congruence Method, pp. 151-204.

Seymour Martin Lipset, “Some Social Requisites of Democracy,” in APSR, vol. LIII, no. 1 (March 1959).

Arend Lijphart, “Comparative Politics and the Comparative Method,” in APSR, 65 (1971), pp. 682-93.

Arend Lijphart, “The Comparable-Case Strategy in Comparative Research,” Comparative Political Studies 8 (1975), pp. 169-71. 

Keman, “The Comparative Approach: Theory and Method” and “The Art of Comparing: Developing a Research design,” in Pennings et al, Doing Research in Political Science, pp. 21-72.

Charles Ragin, Chaps 1-5 in The Comparative Method: Moving Beyond Qualitative and Quantitative Strategies (University of California Press, 1987), pp. 1-84 (“1. The Distinctiveness of Comparative Social Sciences,” “2. Heterogeneity and Causal Complexity,” “3. Case-Oriented Comparative Methods,” “4. The Variable-Oriented Approach” and “Combined Versus Synthetic Comparative Strategies.”) 

Evelyne Huber, “The Role of Cross-regional Comparison,” in APSA-CP Newsletter, vol. 14, Issue 2, Summer 2003, pp. 1-6.

Lecture XI: The Comparative Method: Recent Developments

· Large N Studies

· Quantitative Method and Statistical Analysis

· Mixed Method Strategy

· Tripartite Method (Or Triangulation Strategy) 

Reading:

Collier and Brady, Rethinking Social Inquiry, Chap. 10, “Bridging the Quantitative-Qualitative Divide” by Tarrow (pp. 171-9), Section V: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards (both Chaps 12 and 13 by Collier, Brady and Seawright), pp. 193-271.

Harry Eckstein, “Unfinished Business: Reflections on the Scope of Comparative Politics,” Comparative Political Studies, Vol. 31, No. 4 (Aug. 1998), pp. 505-34. 

David Laitin, “Comparative Politics: The State of the Subdiscipline,” in Helen Milner and Ira Katznelson, Political Science: The State of the Discipline (W.W. Norton, 2002) (see online http://www.stanford.edu/~dlaitin/papers/Cpapsa.doc).  

Gerardo Munck and Richard Snyder, “Debating the Direction of Comparative Politics: An Analysis of Leading Journals,” Comparative Political Studies, Vol. 40, No. 1 (Jan. 2007), pp. 5-31.

James Mahoney, “Debating the State of Comparative Politics: View from Qualitative Research,” Comparative Political Studies, Vol. 40, No. 1 (Jan. 2007), pp. 32-8.

Charles Lee, “We Are All Comparativists Now: Why and How Single-Country Scholarship Must Adapt and Incorporate the Comparative Politics Approach,” Comparative Political Studies, vol. 39, No. 9 (Nov. 2006), pp. 1084-108.  

Evan S. Lieberman, “Nested Analysis as a Mixed-Method Strategy for Comparative Research,” APSR, Vol. 99, No. 3 (Aug. 2005), pp. 435-52.

Case Analysis:

Ronald Inglehart, Culture Shift in Advanced Industrial Society (Princeton University Press, 1990)

Ronald Inglehart, Miguel Basanez, and Alejandro Moreno, Human Values and Beliefs: A Cross-Cultural Sourcebook (University of Michigan Press, 1998).

Adam Przeworski, et al, Democracy and Development: Political Institutions and Well-Being in the World, 1950-1990 (Cambridge University Press, 2000)

Lecture XII: The Comparative Historical Analysis

Reading:

Alexander George and Andrew Bennett, Case Studies and Theory Development in Social Sciences, Chap 10, Process-Tracing and Historical Explanation, pp. 205-32.

James Mahoney and Dietrich Rueschemeyer, Comparative Historical Analysis in the Social Sciences, Chap. 1, Comparative Historical Analysis: Achievements and Agendas by Mahoney and Rueschemeyer, pp. 3-38; Chap 2, Comparative Historical Analysis and Knowledge Accumulation in the Studies of Revolution, pp. 41-90; Chap 11, Aligning Ontology and Methodology in Comparative Politics by Peter Hall, 373-404; Chap 12, Doubly Engaged Social Science: The Promise of Comparative Historical Analysis by Theda Slocpol, pp. 407-28.

Philip McMichael, “Incorporating Comparison within a World-Historical Perspective: An Alternative Comparative method,” American Sociological Review, Vol. 55, No. 3 (June 1990), pp. 385-97. 

Case Analysis: 

Barrington Moore, Jr., Social Origins of Dictatorship and Democracy: Lord and Peasant in the Making of the Modern World (Beacon Press, 1966).

Theda Skocpol, State and Social Revolutions: A Comparative Analysis of France, Russia and China (Cambridge University Press, 1979).

Samuel Huntington, The Third Wave: Democratization in the Late Twentieth Century (University of Oklahoma Press, 1991).

Lecture XIII: Field Research and Ethnography

· Field Work as Learning

· Cultural Passport to the field 

· Thick Description and Local Knowledge

· Theory-dependent Narrative

· Code of Conduct

Reading:

Barbara Tedlock, “Ethnography and Ethnographic Representation,” in Norman Denzin and Yvonna Lincoln, eds., Strategies of Qualitative Inquiry (Sage Publications, 2003), pp. 165-213.

Richard Fenno, Jr., Home Style: House Members in Their Districts (HarperCollins Publishers, 1978 or Longman, 2002), “Notes on Method: Participant Observation,” pp. 249-295.

Kevin O’Brien, “Discovery, Research (Re)design, and Theory Building,” in Maria Heimer and Stig Thogersen, eds., Doing Fieldwork in China (University of Hawaii Press, 2006), pp. 27-41.

Maria Heimer, “Field Sites, Research Design and Type of Findings,” in Heimer and Thogersen, Doing Fieldwork in China, pp. 110-26.

James C. Scott, Seeing Like a State: How Certain Schemes to Improve the Human Conditions Have Failed (Yale University Press, 1998), Chap 9, Thin Simplifications and Practical Knowledge: Mētis,” pp. 309-41.   

“Symposium: Should Everyone Do Fieldwork?” APSA-CP Newsletter, Vol. 16, Issue 2, Summer 2005, pp. 8-18.

“Symposium: Should Everyone Do Fieldwork?” APSA-CP Newsletter, Vol. 17, Issue 2, Summer 2006, pp. 7-21.

Case Analysis:

CAO Jinqing [曹锦清], Huanghe bian de Zhongguo [黄河边的中国，China at the Bank of Yellow River] (上海文艺出版社)。上海文艺出版社）. 

Lecture XIV: Rational Choice and Game Theoretical Analysis

· Individual Rationality and Institutional Choice-set 

· Strategic Thinking and Games

· Deductive Method

· The Analytic Narrative Method

Reading:

Kenneth Shepsle and Mark Boncheck, Analyzing Politics: Rationality, Behavior, and Institutions (W.W. Norton, 1997).

Barbara Geddes, “Chap 5: How the Approach You Choose Affects the Answers You Get: Rational Choice and Its Uses in Comparative Politics,” in her Paradigms and Sand Castles, pp. 175-211.

Margaret Levi, “A Model, A Method, and A Map: Rational Choice in Comparative and Historical Analysis,” in Lichbach and Zuckerman, Comparative Politics, pp. 19-41. 

Gerardo Munck, “Game Theory and Comparative Politics: New Perspectives and Old Concerns,” World Politics, Vol. 53 (Jan. 2001), 173-204. 

Case Analysis:

Mancur Olson, Jr., The Logic of Collective Action: Public Goods and the Theory of Groups (Schocken Books, 1971).

Anthony Downs, An Economic Theory of Democracy (Harper & Row, 1957).

George Tsebelis, Nested Games: Rational Choice in Comparative Politics (University of California Press, 1990).

Robert Bates, et al, Analytic Narratives (Princeton University Press, 1998).

XV: Cross-fertilization of Sub-fields in Political Science

· Comparative and International Politics: The Democratic Peace Theory

· Comparative and American Politics

· International/Comparative Political Economy

· Globalization

Reading: 

George and Bennett, Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social Sciences, Chap 2: Case Study Methods and Research on the Interdemocratic Peace, pp. 37-59. 

Bruce Bueno de Mesquita, “Game Theory, Political Economy, and the Evolving Study of War and Peace,” in APSR, centennial issue, pp. 637-42.

Helen Milner, “Rationalizing Politics: The Emerging Synthesis of International, American, and Comparative Politics,” International Organization, Vol. 52, No. 4 (Autumn 1998), pp. 759-86. 

Robert Putnam, “Diplomacy and Domestic Politics: The Logic of Two-Level Games,” in Peter B. Evans, Harold K. Jacobson and Robert D. Putnam, eds., Double-Edged Diplomacy (University of California Press, 1993), pp. 431-68.

“Symposium: The Confluence of American and Comparative Politics?” in APSA-CP Newsletter, Vol 15, No. 1, Winter 2004, pp. 3-17. 

“Symposium: The Confluence of International Relations and Comparative Politics: Professional Dilemmas,” in APSA-CP Newsletter, Vol. 16, Issue 1, Winter 2005, pp. 7-25.

Case Study:

Robert Keohane and Helen Milner, Internationalization and Domestic Politics (Cambridge University Press, 1996).

Michael Mandelbaum, The Ideas That Conquered the World: Peace, Democracy, and Free Markets in the Twenty-First Century (Public Affairs, 2002).

Conclusion

Reading:

Max Weber, “Politics as a Vocation” and “Science as a Vocation” in H. H. Gerth and C. Wright Mills, From Max Weber: Essay in Sociology (Oxford University Press, 1958), pp. 77-156.

Anne Norton, “Political Science as a Vocation,” in Ian Shapiro, Rogers m. Smith and Tarek E. Masoud, eds., Problems and methods in the Study of Politics (Cambridge University Press, 2004), pp. 67-82. 

Michael Parenti, “ Patricians, Professionals, and Political Science,” in APSR, Vol. 100, No. 4, Nov. 2006, pp. 499-505.

Benjamin Barber, “The Politics of Political Science: ‘Value-free’ Theory and the Wolin-Strauss Dust-up of 1963,” in Ibid., pp. 539-545.

Peter Ubertaccio and Brian Cook, “ Wilson’s Failure: Roots of Contention about the Meaning of a Science of Politics,” in Ibid., pp. 573-78.
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