Sociology 580: Methods of Social Research I

Instructor: Andrew Schrank

Semester: Fall 2009

Time: Mon. 7:00-9:30

Location: 1061 Social Science

Office:  1105 Social Science Building

Office Hours: Mon.: 1:00-3:30 and by appt.
Telephone:  505.277.1295

Email: schrank@unm.edu
Sociology 580 is a graduate-level introduction to social scientific research methods.  It is designed to prepare students not only to understand but to carry out and eventually publish high quality sociological research.  The class will begin with three different perspectives on causality—probablistic, counterfactual, and generative—and go on to pay particularly close attention to the nature of research design, sampling, and measurement in observational studies.  

Prerequisites:  Participants should be familiar the foundations of social theory (i.e., Marx, Weber, Durkheim, etc.) and possess a basic understanding of qualitative and quantitative research methods (e.g., an undergraduate methods class) including measures of central tendency and dispersion, the bivariate correlation of continuous data, the cross-tabulation of categorical data, and the basic linear regression model.  We will briefly review the latter issues (e.g., dispersion, correlation) in the first few weeks of class; references will be provided for anyone who feels uncomfortable with the material; and the instructor will make himself available to anyone who requires additional assistance.  N.B.: Students who are uncomfortable with mathematical formulations and concepts should not be intimidated.  Sociology 580 is not a class in “quantitative methods.”  I have made a concerted effort to assign readings with a minimum of mathematical or statistical content (i.e., almost no multivariate models; no proofs); I will make every effort to render the mathematical and statistical content that I’ve been unable to avoid digestible to everybody; and I will consistently underscore and illustrate the value of qualitative as well as quantitative data sources.  

Requirements:  Participants are expected to read the assigned material before class, attend and participate in class, and complete all assignments in a timely manner.  Your grades will be based upon three short papers (30 percent), an examination (30 percent), a final paper due December 12 (30 percent), and class participation (10 percent).  I will provide details on the papers in due time.  Late work will not be graded down (as long as it’s in by the December 18) but will not receive comments.  Finally, I reserve the right to revise the syllabus as the semester unfolds.
Readings:  The readings have been chosen to illuminate key methodological issues in a user-friendly manner.  They do not necessarily represent “best practices.”  I have tried to balance “how to” readings with illustrative materials and to draw upon as wide an array of sociological subfields (e.g., criminology, demography, education) as possible; however, they probably skew toward my own interests in political and comparative sociology.  All readings are available either through JSTOR or electronic reserves (*) on the UNM Library’s server.  


JSTOR: http://www.jstor.org.libproxy.unm.edu/search/AdvancedSearch is the default

E-reserves: http://ereserves.unm.edu/eres/courseindex.aspx?error=&page=search
Holidays:  The UNM holidays/breaks for Fall 2009 are as follows:  September 7 (Labor Day); October 15-16 (Fall Break); November 26-29 (Thanksgiving).

Student Support Services Statement:  In accordance with University Policy 2310 and the Americans with Disabilities Act, academic accommodations may be made for any student who notifies the instructor of the need for an accommodation.  It is imperative that you take the initiative to bring such needs to the instructor’s attention, as I am not legally permitted to inquire.   Students who may require assistance in emergency evacuations should contact the instructor as to the most appropriate procedures to follow.  For further information, contact the Accessibility Resources Center at 277-3506. 

	Schedule


	August 24: Introduction.
Alec Wilkinson, “The Lobsterman: Solving a Mystery off the Maine Coast,” The New Yorker, July 31, 2006.

Skim: Ted Ames, “Putting Fishermen’s Knowledge to Work: The Promise and Pitfalls,” 2001



	August 31:  Probabilistic approaches to causality.
Gordon Di Renzo, “Probability and Law in Sociological Explanation,” Sociological Theory 5 (1) 1987: 26-8,
Charles Ragin, Constructing Social Research (Thousand Oaks: Pine Forge, 1994): 145-53 and Appendix.*
Robert Putnam. “Democracy, Development, and the Civic Community: Evidence from an Italian Experiment,” in I. Serageldin and J. Taboroff, eds., Culture and Development in Africa (Washington: World Bank, 1994): 33-74.*

Ellis Goldberg, “Thinking About How Democracy Works,” Politics & Society 24 (1): 1996: 7-18.*
Recommended:  Patrick Suppes, “A Probabilistic Analysis of Causality.”  Pp. 49-77 in M. Blalock, A. Aganbegian, F. M. Borodkin, R. Boudon, & V. Capecchi (Eds.), Quantitative Sociology (New York: Academic Press 1975).*  Skim.


	Assignment 1 is due at the beginning of class on September 14. 


	September 14:  Counterfactual approaches to causality.
Samuel Stouffer, “Some Observations on Study Design,” American Journal of Sociology 55 (4) 1950: 355-61.  
Donald Campbell and Laurence Ross, “The Connecticut Crackdown on Speeding: Time-Series Data in Quasi-Experimental Analysis,” Law & Society Review 3 (1) 1968: 33-54.

Doug McAdam, “The Biographical Consequences of Activism,” American Sociological Review 54 (5) 1989: 744-60.
Stacy Berg Dale and Alan Krueger, “Estimating the Payoffs to Attending a More Selective College: An Application of Selection on Observables and Unobservables,” Quarterly Journal of Economics 117 (4); 2002: 1491-1527. 
Herbert Smith, “Some Thoughts on Causation as it Relates to Demography and Population Studies,” Population and Development Review 29 (3): 459-69.
Recommended:  Paul Holland, “Statistics and Causal Inference,” Journal of the American Statistical Association 81 (396): 1986: 945-60.


	September 21:  Generative approaches to causality.
Peter Hëdstrom and Richard Swedberg, “Social Mechansisms,” Acta Sociologica 39 (3) 1996: 281-308.
Robert Merton, “The Self-Fulfilling Prophecy,” Antioch Review 8 (2) 1948: 193-210.
James Coleman et al., “The Diffusion of Innovation Among Physicians,” Sociometry 20 (4) 1957: 253-70.
Mark Granovetter, “Threshold Models of Collective Behavior,” American Journal of Sociology 83 (6) 1978: 1420-43.
Julian Reiss, “Do we need mechanisms in the social sciences?” Philosophy of the Social Sciences, 37 163-84, 2007.*


	September 28:  Omitted variable bias in cross-sectional research

Joshua Fishman, “Some Contrasts Between Linguistically Homogeneous and Linguistically Heterogeneous Polities,” in J. Fishman et al., ed., Language Problems of Developing Nations (New York: Wiley, 1968), 53-68.*
Stanley Lieberson and Lynn Hansen, “National Development, Mother Tongue Diversity, and the Comparative Study of Nations,” American Sociological Review 39 1974, pp. 523-41.


	October 5:  Selection bias and identification in “large N” research.

G. William Dick, “Authoritarian versus Nonauthoritarian Approaches to Economic Development,” Journal of Political Economy 82 (4): 1974: 817-27.

Adam Przeworski, “Institutions Matter?,” Government and Opposition 2004: 227-40.


	October 12:  Probabilism and determinism in comparative historical research. 
Margaret Somers and Theda Skocpol, “The Uses of Comparative History in Macrosocial Inquiry,” Comparative Studies in Society and History 22 (2) 1980: 174-97.

Theda Skocpol, “France, Russia, China: A Structural Analysis of Social Revolutions,” Comparative Studies in Society and History18 (2) 1976: 175-210.

Elizabeth Nichols, “Skocpol on Revolution: Comparative Analysis vs. Historical Conjuncture,” Comparative Social Research 9 1986: 163-86.*
Theda Skocpol, “Analyzing Causal Configurations in History: A rejoinder to Nichols,” Comparative Social Research 9 1986: 187-94.*
Stanley Lieberson, “Small N’s and Big Conclusions: An Examination of the Reasoning in Comparative Studies Based on a Small Number of Cases,” Social Forces 70 (2) 1991: 307-20.


	October 19:  No class.  Assignment 2 is due at the beginning of class October 26.



	October 26:  Sample selection bias in “small N” research

Frederic Deyo, “Labor and Development Policy in East Asia,” Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science  505 (September) 1989: 152-61.

Barbara Geddes, “How the Cases You Choose Affect the Answers You Get: Selection Bias in Comparative Politics,” Political Analysis 1990: 131-50.*

David Collier and James Mahoney, “Insights and Pitfalls: Selection Bias in Qualitative Research,” World Politics 49 (October) 1996: 56-91.

Recommended:  Douglas Dion, “Evidence and Inference in the Comparative Case Study,” Comparative Politics 30 (2) 1998: 127-45.


	November 2:  In class examination.  Open book.



	November 9:  The ecological fallacy and contextual effects.

W.S. Robinson, “Ecological Correlations and the Behavior of Individuals,” American Sociological Review XV (1950): 351-57.

Herbert Menzel, “Comment on Robinson’s ‘Ecological Correlations and the Behavior of Individuals,’” American Sociological Review XV (5) 1950: 674-5.  Browse for this; not listed by author or title.
William Keefe, “Southern Politics Revisited,” Public Opinion Quarterly 20 (2) 1956: 405-12. SKIM

Robert Schoenberger and David Segal, “The Ecology of Dissent: The Southern Wallace Vote in 1968,” Midwest Journal of Political Science 15 (3) 1971: 583-86.


	November 16: Survey research: the General Social Survey.
Robert Putnam, “Tuning In, Tuning Out: The Strange Disappearance of Social Capital in America,” PS: Political Science and Politics 28 (4) 1995: 664-83.
Recommended: NORC’s General Social Surveys 1972-2006 Codebook and data will be necessary to complete this week’s assignment; I’ll distribute the link and discuss their use.


	Assignment 3 is due at the beginning of class on November 23.



	November 23:  Concept formation

Giovanni Sartori, “Concept Misformation in Comparative Politics,” American Political Science Review 64 (4) 1970: 1033-53. 

James Coleman, “Social Capital in the Creation of Human Capital,” American Journal of Sociology 94 1988: S95-120.

Alejandro Portes, “The Two Meanings of Social Capital,” Sociological Forum 15 (1) 2000: 1-12.

David Collier and James Mahon, “Conceptual ’Stretching’ Revisited: Adapting Categories in Comparative Analysis,” American Political Science Review 87 (4) 1993: 845-55.


	November 23:  Measurement and scaling

Robert De Vellis, Scale Development: Theory and Applications (Beverly Hills: Sage, 1991), chs. 1-5.* 


	November 30:  Sampling theory
Martin Frankel, “Sampling Theory.”  Pp. 21-52 in P. Rossi et al., Handbook of Survey Research (New York: Academic Press, 1983).*


	December 7:  Buffer day.  Perhaps a discussion of case studies.


	Papers are due in my mailbox at 5pm December 12




Short papers:  Your short papers should betray critical thinking skills and a willingness to work with empirical data in a hand-on manner.  They should be about 10 pages each and are due in class on the following days.  
Assignment 1:   I will provide you with links to data on a number of different indicators (e.g., literacy, mortality, poverty, government spending, etc.) aggregated across a number of geographic units (e.g., countries, states, etc.)  Choose two variables that are of interest to you and that you think are correlated; plot the data for the available units (or a randomly or purposively chosen subsample); calculate the correlation coefficient; and write a brief paragraph telling me whether you think the relationship is likely to be spurious or causal and why.  Your assignments should include a brief description of variables and data sources, a scatterplot, a paragraph on the relationship, and an appendix containing your calculations.  N.B.:  You can hedge by arguing “not enough information” but you must justify your hedge as you would a straightforward answer.
Assignment 2:  Skocpol and Somers hold that comparative historical data can be used to test hypotheses and/or add credibility to findings established with other methodologies.  Choose at least two historical cases that speak to the causal or spurious nature of the relationship you examined in Assignment No. 1; decide whether you view their comparison as an independent “test” or a “parallel demonstration” of theory; carry out historical research on the cases in question; and execute the strategy you’ve chosen in a brief paper.  Your papers should be approximately 5-7 pages long and should build upon your first assignment both literally—perhaps by including the scatterplots and correlations—and figuratively, by addressing the question of causality in greater detail.     
Assignment 3:  Your first two papers spoke to the question of causality with aggregate data.  Your third paper should use individual data from the GSS (or a similar survey) to assess either: (i) your original hypothesis or (ii) a hypothesis relating to social capital at the individual level.  I’ll say more about this assignment later in the semester.
A note on writing assignments:  All writing assignments must be well-organized (i.e., like a research note or article), typed, and appropriately referenced with complete citations and documentation.  I don’t care which system of referencing you use (i.e., footnotes, endnotes, parenthetical references, etc.) as long as it’s legitimate, obvious, and consistent.  If you have questions about this please see the most recent edition of the Chicago Manual of Style or the following user friendly guide to citing sources, and thereby avoiding plagiarism and intellectual dishonesty, at: http://library.duke.edu/research/guides/citing/ 

A note on the worldwide web:  If you use sources from the web in your take-home assignments or research papers they must either be from (1) government or international agencies (e.g., the IMF, the World Bank, ILO, etc.); (2) sources which are also published in text form (e.g., published magazines or academic journals which are also available full text online); or (3) accompanied by a brief paragraph or appendix telling me why you believe that the site in question contains useful information.  We should be self-conscious about the data we are using.  The web is full of low as well as high quality material.  And the best research still occurs in the library (or the field) rather than online.  I expect the vast majority of your bibliographic references to be from text rather than online sources and I will grade down severely if you fail to comply.   
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