Political Science C3998 -C3999Y 
Senior Honors Seminar
2013-2014 Academic Year
Prof. Isabela Mares
Preceptor:
International Affairs, Room 739
Miranda Yaver
im2195@columbia.edu
Miranda.yaver@gmail.com
Office Hours: W, 4-6 pm




Office hours: Th, 1-3 or by apt.

Class meets: Monday 10-12, 711 IAB
The Senior Honors Seminar is a year-long course designed to help seniors in the major complete a publishable scholarly paper on the topic of their choice. Honors theses are typically 80-120 pages, although there is no set page minimum or maximum. At the beginning of the academic year, we will meet as a group to discuss basic principles of research and thesis design. Beginning in mid-October, however, much of your work will be conducted independently. To make sure that you stay on track, it is critical for you to keep in touch with your faculty advisor as well as the seminar advisor and preceptor. Meetings will resume in January; spring semester meetings will be conducted as writing workshops, where students’ work is circulated, presented, and critiqued.
Three people are crucially involved in guiding and advising you throughout the year and together they constitute an informal “thesis committee.” The most important of these is your faculty advisor. He or she is the person whose individual research is most related to your own topic and, as such, is able to provide you the most specialized and in-depth feedback.  Second, the seminar leader (this year Professor Mares) will read and review all thesis assignments. The role of the seminar leader is to provide a structure for writing the thesis and a sounding board for outlines and chapters. Finally, the seminar preceptor serves as an additional resource for students in the course. The preceptor will lead
some discussion groups and should be especially helpful for students with related research
interests.
The final grade for the seminar is dependent solely on the quality of your final thesis. Because the thesis will not be completed until March, you will receive a grade of YC (“Year Course”) for the Fall. Your final thesis grade is the average of the grades from your faculty advisor and the seminar advisor. The final grade is then applied retroactively to the fall semester.  A mixed grade of, for example, A/A- can be set by applying a grade of A- to the fall semester and a grade of A to the spring semester. You will also receive written comments on your thesis from your faculty advisor and from Professor Mares.
In order for a student to receive departmental honors, her/his thesis must receive a grade of A- or higher.  The bar for attaining honors is very high, but everyone in the seminar is capable of producing a thesis that meets that bar. Recent honors theses are available from Nathalie Neptune, and you are encouraged to read them to understand both the quality of work that is expected of you and the range of research topics that past students have tackled. Writing a superb honors thesis is no easy task – but producing an excellent piece of original scholarship is an extraordinarily rewarding experience.

I.
RECOMMENDED BOOKS 
Gerring, John. Case Study Research:  Principles and Practice.  New York:  Cambridge University Press, 2007.
Kellstedt, Paul M. and Guy D. Whitten.  The Fundamentals of Political Science Research.  New York: Cambridge University Press, 2009.
Lipson, Charles. How to Write a B.A. Thesis:  A Practical Guide From Your First Ideas to Your Finished Paper (Chicago:  The University of Chicago Press, 2005).
Van Evera, Stephen. Guide to Methods for Students of Political Science (Ithaca:  Cornell University Press, 1997).
II. COURSE  SCHEDULE
September 9: Overview of the course
September 16: Topics: (a) case selection, (b) causal mechanisms
*Gerring, John. 2007. The case study. What it is and what it does. Boix, Carles and Stokes, Susan, eds.  Oxford Handbook of comparative politics, 90-122. 

*Seawright, Jason and Gerring, John. 2008. Case selection techniques in case study research. Political Research Quarterly. 61:2, 294-308.

*Adcock, Robert and Collier, David. 2001. Measurement Validity: A Shared Standard for Qualitative and Quantitative Research. American Political Science Review. 95:3, 529-46.

*Gerring, John. 2013. Causal mechanisms: yes, but… Unpublished manuscript, Department of political science, Boston University.

*Fearon, James and Laitin, David. Integrating qualitative and quantitative methods. In Box-Steffensmeier, Janet. Et. al. (eds). The Oxford Handbook of Political Methodology. New York: Oxford University Press, pages 756- 776.

Boix, Carles. “Setting the Rules of the Game: The Choice of Electoral Systems in Advanced Democracies”, American Political Science Review 93:3 (September 1999): 609-624.

Cusack, Thomas R. , Torben Iversen, and David Soskice. 2007. Economic Interests and the Origins of Electoral Systems. American Political Science Review 101 (3):373-391.

Kreuzer, Marcus. 2010. Historical Knowledge and Quantitative Analysis: The case of the origin of proportional representation. American Political Science Review. 104(2) and responses by Boix and Cusack et. al.

Leemann, Lucas and Mares, Isabela. 2011. The origin of proportional representation. Manuscript. Columbia University. 

September 23: Topics: (a) scaling of policy positions
*Shor, McCarty, & Berry 2010. "A Bridge to Somewhere: Mapping State and Congressional Ideology on a Cross-Institutional Space." http://home.uchicago.edu/~bshor/research/stateideal.pdf
*Bertelli & Grose. The Lengthened Shadow of Another Institution? Ideal Point Estimates for the Executive Branch and Congress, American Journal of Political Science, v.55, n.4 (2011).
Hauserman, Silja. 2010. The Politics of Welfare State reform in continental Europe. New York: Cambridge University Press, Chapters TBD.
September 30: Topics: (a) natural experiments, (b) experiments
*Sovey, Allison J., and Donald P. Green.  2010.  Instrumental Variables Estimation in Political Science: A Readers’ Guide.  American Journal of Political Science 55(1): 188-200

Dunning, Thad. 2008. Improving causal inference: Strengths and limitations of natural experiments. Political Research Quarterly. 61: 2, 282- 293. 

Dunning, Thad. 2008. Natural and field experiments: the role of qualitative methods. Qualitative Methods. 6(2). 

Acemoglu, Daron et al. 2011. The Consequences of Radical Reform: The French Revolution American Economic Review. 

Darden, Keith. The forging of nationalist loyalties. Chapters TBD. 
Mares, Isabela and Petrova, Tsveta. 2013. Disaggregating clientelism: vote-buying, patronage and intimidation. Unpublished manuscript Columbia University. 

Thesis outlines will be due on October 5th. Please send outlines to Prof. Mares and Miranda and provide a copy to your faculty advisor. 

October 7: Discussion of outlines

We will discuss thesis outlines, which will have been circulated to the class by 5 p.m. on
October 3rd. Your outline should be 5-7 pages, and should include:
· A clear statement of your research question
· A clear answer to the ‘so what?’ question – i.e., what is the significance of your
question?
· At least two possible answers to your question
· A brief discussion of methodology: how will you determine which answer is the
correct one?
· A chapter outline
· A working bibliography

One-third of the group’s outlines will be discussed on 10/7 the rest of the proposals will be discussed during the subsequent two meetings
October 14: Outline workshop continued. Outlines should be emailed by 5 p.m. on October 11th.
October 21: Outline workshop continued. Outlines should be emailed by 5 p.m. on October 18 .
October 28 and following: NO FORMAL CLASS MEETINGS UNTIL NEXT SEMESTER – SEE WRITING SCHEDULE BELOW FOR IMPORTANT DEADLINES
January 27:  Small group meetings to provide feedback on one of your empirical chapters (the one that you feel most needs feedback). Each group member and leader must receive the chapter to be discussed by 5 p.m. the Friday before the meeting. We will discuss chapters from one third of the class at this meeting.
February 3rd:  Same as above; chapters from second third of class will be discussed. 
February 10th: Same as above, chapters from final third of the class will be discussed.
February 23: Mini-defense of thesis with Prof. Mares, your faculty advisor, and Miranda

February 27:  Mini-defenses continue.
March 31:  Thesis due by 5 p.m. at 1330 IAB.
III. WRITING SCHEDULE: ASSIGNMENTS AND DEADLINES
October 5th
Thesis outlines due
October 8    
Submit memo to Prof. Mares, your faculty advisor, and Miranda discussing how you will revise/improve your outline based on discussions from the previous week’s meeting
October 28

Revised outlines – plus a work plan for the remainder of the semester – due
November 2
Deadline to turn in the first draft of your first chapter to Prof. Mares, your preceptor, and your faculty advisor. Include a chapter outline highlighting where this chapter fits into your thesis. Get feedback by appointment.
December 7
Deadline to turn in the first draft of your second chapter to Prof.
Mares, your preceptor, and your faculty advisor. Include a chapter outline highlighting where this chapter fits into your thesis. Get feedback by appointment.
January 15
Deadline to turn in the first draft of your third chapter to Prof.
Mares, your preceptor, and your faculty advisor. Include a chapter
outline highlighting where this chapter fits into your thesis. Get
feedback by appointment

February 23

Deadline to turn in the first draft of your entire thesis to Prof. Mares, your preceptor, and your faculty advisor. Get feedback by appointment.
March 28
Final version of thesis due.
IV. NOTES
· It is your responsibility to complete tasks on time. Failure to submit chapters or drafts of your thesis in a timely manner may preclude you from being granted honors.  If you submit assignments late, be advised that comments and feedback will be substantially delayed, which will make it difficult to make progress on your thesis.
· All assignments are due by 5 p.m. on the stated due date.
· All assignments should be distributed electronically as pdfs to Professor Mares.
· Be sure to number your pages in all written assignments.
· Please cc me, your advisor, and your preceptor on emails about your thesis.
· Do not sign up for a course that conflicts with the Honors Seminar. You are
expected to attend every session listed on this syllabus.
· Continue to study for your other courses. Columbia College requires that you maintain at least a 3.6 GPA in your major in order to qualify for honors.
· March 28 is a hard deadline for theses. Theses submitted after this date cannot be considered for honors. Theses submitted after this date also will be marked down one-third of a grade for every day they are late.
