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MODULE FACTS AT A GLANCE 
 

Level:   M/7 
Teaching Period:  Autumn Term 2016/2017 
Credits:  20    
ECTS Credits:   10 
Learning Outcomes:  Upon completion of the module students will be able to: 
  
• identify, summarise and critically assess the main positions in key debates within the philosophy 
of the social and political sciences 
• identify/deal with the ethical and normative questions involved in social and political inquiry 
• reflect on the ontological and epistemological aspects of social and political inquiry  
• appreciate the contested nature of knowledge in social and political science  
• reflect on the relationship between 'theory' and 'practice' in social and political inquiry  
• identify, summarise and critically assess some of the most important approaches and methods 
employed in the study of politics and international relations  
• discuss the philosophical and methodological issues at stake in relation to both their own 
research and that of others 
• understand and apply to research questions the basic principles of research design in politics/IR 
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INTRODUCTION 
Students of politics ‘have not been, in general, sufficiently reflective about the nature and scope of 
their discipline. They just do it rather than talk about it’ (G.Stoker). Given that political scientists 
study people – individuals, groups, states, nations, cultures – rather than ‘things’, PO825 moves 
from the assumption that politics students ought to be reflective about their research. The module 
aims to provide an opportunity for reflection by presenting some of the key theoretical and 
methodological debates in politics and international relations.  
These debates deal with issues such as: the concept of ‘the political’ and the concept of power; 
the relationship between structure and agency; the causal and constitutive role of ideas and 
discourse; biopolitics; an introduction to quantitative and qualitative research, and to research 
design and research ethics. The module is designed to guide and inspire students through their 
first term as an MA/PhD students by encouraging them to grasp the practical relevance of key 
philosophical and methodological debates in politics and international relations for identifying 
new research questions and different ways of approaching them, and to think about the 
philosophical underpinnings of particular research methods, the relationship between 
methodology and conceptual analysis and the appropriate ways to incorporate these into research 
design. 
 

LEARNING AND TEACHING METHODS 
 
LECTURES 
The lectures will provide an overview of the main themes and debates surrounding the topic. 
Please refer to your personal timetable for rooms and times.  
 
SEMINARS 
Seminars begin in week one of term. Seminar preparation, attendance and participation are 
essential to develop the analytical and critical skills required to do well in the module.  
 
Reading widely around the topic is a critical component of the graduate students’ learning 
experience and crucial to shape informed and stimulating seminar discussions. The item(s) listed 
as ‘essential readings’ must be read every week. In addition, students are encouraged to read at 
least two items (i.e. chapters or articles) listed under ‘Recommended Readings’.  
 
The seminars will build on the themes explored in the lectures. Particular attention will be devoted 
to the exploration of case studies. Seminars will be based on student presentations and group 
work. In the first week of seminars, presentations will be assigned to groups of students relating to 
each week’s subject. The seminars provide you with an opportunity to further explore the reading 
material and to ask any questions that arise from your own private study and the lectures.  
 
Seminars are the opportunity for questions and discussion. They allow critical interaction among 
students, and between students and lecturer. Seminars are intended to develop the presentation 
and verbal skills of participating students, and their capacity to articulate, defend and critique 
academic arguments and perspectives. You are expected to participate in discussion. It is essential 
that you complete all required reading before attending the seminar, in order to get the most 
out of the sessions.   
 



While the presentations and participation in discussion do not count towards the formative 
assessment, they are an important transferable skill that, if mastered, will stand you in good stead 
for your future careers, within or beyond academia. Your performance in this regard will be taken 
into account if we are asked to write references for students. 
 
PRIVATE STUDY 
Private study is an essential component of this module. It is expected that you will carry out at 
least 176 hours of private study for this module. 
 
ELECTRONIC SUPPORT 
This module is supported electronically by Moodle. 
 
MOODLE 
Lecture slides and supporting materials relevant to the subjects covered will be uploaded to 
Moodle regularly. 
 
LECTURE CAPTURE 
Lectures are recorded and will be available on Moodle shortly after the lecture. 
 

PERSONAL DEVELOPMENT 
 

Upon completion of the module students will be able to:  

 work with theoretical knowledge at the forefront of their discipline  

 be aware of the ethical dimensions of the scholarly work done in their discipline in 
general as well as of their own work in particular  

 have a comprehensive understanding of methods and methodologies in their discipline  

 undertake analysis of complex, incomplete or contradictory area of knowledge  

 have a level of conceptual understanding that will allow them to critically evaluate 
research, advanced scholarship and methodologies and argue alternative approaches 

 be reflective and self-critical in their research work  

 to engage in academic and professional communication orally and in writing  

 have independent learning ability required for continuing professional study  

 understand how the relationship between concepts, theories and data shape the 
choices researchers make about both research design and the methods that they 
employ? 

 develop reasoned justifications for their choice of research design and methods.  

 plan their research and their acquisition of specific methodological skills 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



ASSESSMENT 
 

Number Format and 
length   

Submission Date Where to submit  Mark and 
Feedback 
Returned 

% of final 
mark 

1 Group Essay  
(4 students):  
2,500 words 

Friday 9th December 
2016 by 3.30pm 

Electronic copy to 
Moodle 

Within 3 
weeks 

50% 

2 Individual 
Essay: 2,500 
words 

Wednesday 25th 
January 2017 by 
3.30pm 

Electronic copy to 
Moodle 

Within 3 
weeks 

50% 

 

ESSAY 1: Group essay 
 
The first assignment is a 2,500-word group essay (usually in groups of 4; worth 50% of the final 
mark). You as a group need to address either Q1 or Q2 below: 
 
Q1: Apply ONE of the approaches/concepts explored in the module (the political, power, agency 
and structure, idealism and materialism, biopolitics) to ONE case study of your choice. 
 
Here are a few examples of how your research question should look like:  
 
- Contending understandings of the political [approach/concept] in the Brexit debate [case 

study]. 

- The power of norms [approach/concept] in global AIDS politics [case study]. 

- Explaining the hegemony of neoliberalism [case study] through the agency/structure debate 

[approach/concept]. 

- Is EU foreign policy [case study] driven by ideas or material interests [approach/concept]? 

- How can biopolitics [approach/concept] help explain the 2008 global financial crisis [case 

study]? 

The above questions are just examples. You as a group are free to choose whatever case study you 
prefer, provided it is relevant from a politics/international relations perspective and provided you 
explore the case through the conceptual/theoretical approaches explored in the first part of the 
module. The question needs to be cleared with Dr Mavelli via email or during office hour by 
Wednesday 2 November at the very latest. If you have any questions concerning the research 
question and the case study, please contact Dr Luca Mavelli (L.Mavelli@kent.ac.uk).  
 
Q2: Select one of the research questions below and provide a theory (hypotheses or causal 
argument), develop, define and justify your concepts and operationalise them, consider possible 
measurement and appropriate data, and elaborate on an appropriate research design and 
justify it. 
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Research questions: 

 Under which conditions does violent intra-state conflict re-emerge? 

 How effective are peace treaties in achieving peace? 

 Are countries with a PR electoral system more likely to deal with voter dissatisfaction than 
countries with first-past-the-post system? 

 Does the election of a female prime minister / president increase the number of female 
cabinet appointments in democracies? 

 What is the relative importance of ideational and material factors in the outbreak of the 
Arab Spring? 

 To what extent did a preference for cultural homogeneity trump economic considerations 
in the EU referendum vote? 

 Any other research question agreed with Frank Grundig during office hours by Wednesday 
2 November at the very latest. 

 
PLEASE NOTE:  
Students are responsible to organize themselves in groups of 4. If there are not enough students, 1 
or 2 groups of 3 will be allowed. The composition of the groups needs to be communicated to Dr 
Mavelli and Dr Grundig via email by Wednesday 26 October at the very latest. After that date, 
students will be allocated by Dr Mavelli and Dr Grundig.  
 
PLEASE REMEMBER: 
The purpose of the group essay is to introduce students to collaborative work, encourage them to 
work as part of a team, pool ideas, approach problems from different perspectives and benefit 
from engagement with and feedback from their peers. Bear this in mind and use the potential 
disagreements that may emerge as an opportunity to explore ideas and concepts further and write 
a stronger and better essay. 
 

ESSAY 2: Individual Essay  
Choose 1 (one) question from the list below:  
The Political 

1. Which among the liberal, the Aristotelian, the Hobbesian, the Schmittian, and the Marxist 
understandings of the political do you find more relevant and why? 

2. ‘Everything is political’; ‘Nothing is political, [but] everything can be politicised’ (Michel 
Foucault). Which of these two assertions do you find more convincing and why? 

Power 
3. Is power just repressive or can it also be productive? 
4. Is power the same as violence? 

 
Agency and Structure 

5. “Men make history, but they do not make it just as they please; they do not make it under 
circumstances chosen by themselves, but under circumstances directly encountered and 
inherited from the past” (Marx). Discuss. 

6. Is neo-liberalism a framework in which the possibility of individual agency is maximised or 
is it an ‘iron cage’ which structurally determines and constrains individual behaviours?  

 
 
 



Idealism and Materialism 
7. ‘The ideas of economists and political philosophers, both when they are right and when 

they are wrong, are more powerful than is commonly understood. Indeed the world is 
ruled by little else. Practical men, who believe themselves to be quite exempt from any 
intellectual influence, are usually the slaves of some defunct economist [or political 
philosopher]’ (Keynes). Discuss. 

8. “It is not the consciousness of men that determines their existence, but their social 
existence that determines their consciousness” (Marx). Discuss. 

 
Biopolitics 

9. Is modern politics biopolitics? 
10. What is the relationship between biopolitics and neoliberalism? 

 
METHODOLOGY 

11. Pick a research question in the area of political science / IR and discuss the merits and flaws 
of two research designs and associated techniques for investigating that research question. 
  

12. Consider the following two papers and critically review and discuss the choices the authors 
made with regard to development of theory, definition of concepts, operationalization, 
measurement, and research design. Which of these choices explains differences in 
findings? 

Fearon, James D. and David D. Laitin (2003) Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War, 
American Political Science Review, 97 (1): 75-90.  
Collier, Paul and Anke Hoeffler (2004) Greed and Grievance in Civil War, Oxford 
Economic Papers 56 (4): 563-595 
 

13. Consider the following two papers and critically review and discuss the choices the authors 
made with regard to development of theory, definition of concepts, operationalization, 
measurement, and research design. Which of these choices explains differences in 
findings? 

Binningsbo, H. M., I. de Soysa, and N. P. Gleditsch. 2007. Green giant or straw 
man? Environmental pressure and civil conflict, 1961-99. Population and 
Environment 28, no. 6:337-353. 
Raleigh, Clionadh; & Henrik Urdal (2007) Climate Change, Environmental 
Degradation and Armed Conflict, Political Geography 26(6): 674–694. 

 
14. Consider the following two papers and critically review and discuss the choices the authors 

made with regard to development of theory, causation, definition of concepts, 
operationalization, and research design. How do these choices influence the findings? 
 

Homer-Dixon, Thomas, “Environmental Scarcities and Violent Conflict: Evidence 
from Cases,” International Security 19, No. 1 (Summer 1994): 5 – 40. 
Urdal, H. 2005. People vs. Malthus: Population pressure, environmental 
degradation, and armed conflict revisited. Journal of Peace Research 42, no. 
4:417-434. 

 
 



HOW TO WRITE A GOOD ESSAY AND MARKING CRITERIA 
 
Group and Individual essays must be 2,500 words in length (plus or minus 10%). They must be 
word-processed in font not less than size 10. Below is a list of points to keep in mind in preparing 
your essay. They also constitute the criteria we will employ to assess your essays:  
 
Essays should not simply consist of a summary of the relevant literature. The essays should consist 
of an analytical piece of writing and directly addresses the question. They should have a clear 
introduction which sets out the argument and indicates how the argument will be developed. You 
are welcome to use sub-headings as sign-posts to guide the reader through the material. Essays 
should also contain a logical conclusion that flows from the main arguments developed in the 
essay. Hence, essays should have a clear structure and a clear focus and should provide a 
substantive and accurate engagement with the literature and the empirical material. Below is a 
(non-exhaustive) list of points to keep in mind in preparing your essay: 
 

1. Address the question within the terms of the question 
2. Clarify your argument (try to summarise it in two lines) 
3. Structure your argument 

a) Intro (political context, theoretical debates, what is your argument and how 
you will explore it, theoretical approach, its advantages and limits) 

b) Main body (develop the two-three points mentioned in the intro) 
c) Conclusion (summarise very briefly what you did, how you essay contributes 

to address the question and also the limits of your argument) 
4. Provide evidence for your claims 
5. Avoid vague and unsubstantiated claims 
6. Be critical 

a) Why am I saying this? Is it relevant to address the question? Is it relevant to 
make my point? 

b) Can I express an opinion? Sure, but you need to provide evidence for this 
c) Discuss contending positions: this will help you structure your argument and 

build your position  
7. A good essay requires several stages of editing 
8. Familiarise yourself with the assessment criteria and use them to do a self-check up 
9. Read carefully the essay feedback from your first essay and use them to improve in 

your second essay 
 
Last but not least: 
 

1. Essays must also be spell-checked and grammar-checked.  
2. Essays must be properly referenced using either the footnote or Harvard referencing 

system, and must include a complete bibliography of all the sources that you use to 
prepare and write the essay.  If you fail to do this you leave yourself open to the charge of 
plagiarism which is a serious academic offence.  All material from other sources must 
therefore be properly referenced.   

 
Please note that depending on the nature of the question you may not need to address all the 9 
points above and certainly not in exactly in this order.  



ESSAY SUBMISSION (please read carefully!) 
 
ESSAY 1: Group essay 
For the Group essay, ONE student per group will be responsible to submit ONE electronic copy of 
the essay on behalf of the group to Moodle by 3.30pm on the day of the deadline.  

1. The name of the file submitted MUST begin with either with Q1 or Q2 (depending on the 
question chosen), followed by the question (or a short version of it). 

2. The submitted file MUST include the full title of the essay and the names and Kent IDs of the 
authors.  

3. It is a collective responsibility of each group to insure that their essay is submitted on time. 
4. No email notice will be sent to the student to remind them of this deadline. 

ESSAY 2: Individual essay 
1. For the Individual essay, each student is responsible for their own submission. Students must 

submit ONE electronic copy of their essay to Moodle by 3.30pm on the day of the deadline.  
2. The name of the file submitted MUST begin with either with PHILOSOPHY or 

METHODOLOGY, (depending on whether you have chose a question from PART 1 or PART 2 of 
the module), followed by the number of the question chosen. 

3. The submitted file MUST include the title of the essay and the name and Kent ID of the 
author.  

4. It is a collective responsibility of each student to insure that their essay is submitted on time. 
5. No email notice will be sent to the student to remind them of this deadline. 
6. Please note that in your individual essay you CANNOT and MUST NOT use any material from 

your collective essay (or any other essay previously submitted at Kent or elsewhere). Any 
duplication of material will be detected by the anti-plagiarism software of the University 
(Turnitin) and will be treated as a case of self-plagiarism, which is a serious offence.   

 

SHORT TERM STUDENTS 
 
This module is available to short term students.  

 

SUBMISSION OF COURSEWORK 
 
 All coursework must be submitted in electronic format (either a ‘word’ or ‘pdf’ document) to 

Moodle, by 3:30pm on the day of the deadline set by the module convenor, and as 
stipulated in the module outline.    

 Please consult the module outline for detailed information on when and where to submit 
your coursework. 

 All submitted assignments, must have a completed School of Politics and International 
 Relations Essay submission sheet as the front page.  The Essay submission sheet can be 

found in the School’s Student Guide on Moodle – under the ‘Your Learning 
Section’.  See:  https://moodle.kent.ac.uk/2016/course/view.php?id=3209 
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 Please note that coursework submitted after the deadline will not be marked. Seminar 
Leaders and Module Convenors are not permitted to grant extensions. An extension will only 
be permitted if a concession is obtained from the Concessions Committee. The Concessions 
Committee will only consider a concession if written documentation of medical grounds or 
personal crisis is provided. Technical reasons such as computer or printer failure and 
transport problems are not sufficient grounds for concessions. If you would like more 
information on how to apply for an extension, please contact the School of Politics and 
International Relations Student Support Office, (email: polirsupport@kent.ac.uk, telephone: 
01227 816228, room number: N4.N5 Rutherford College).  Alternatively, you can find this 
information on our PASS Moodle page, under the ‘Concessions Section’ – see: 
https://moodle.kent.ac.uk/2016/course/view.php?id=2869 

 
FAILURE TO SUBMIT COURSEWORK OR ATTEND EXAMS 
Students are expected to submit the coursework and attend the exams required for their specific 
modules. Students who fail to attend exams or submit coursework will be awarded a mark of ‘0’ 
for the relevant piece of work/exam.  It is therefore important that you speak with our Student 
Support Office regarding any missed coursework/assessments as soon as is possible, so that they 
can advise you on how to proceed. 
 

ACADEMIC DISCIPLINE  
 
The procedures on academic discipline are outlined in annex 10 to the credit framework (please 
see the link below for more information) 
 
https://www.kent.ac.uk/teaching/qa/credit-framework/creditinfoannex10.html 
 
The following paragraphs outline and highlight some of the most common types of breaches of 
academic discipline (plagiarism, duplication of material and conspiring with others) and provide 
additional school specific information on plagiarism. This list is not an exhaustive list of academic 
offences and you should familiarise yourself with all relevant rules. 
 

WHAT IS PLAGIARISM? 
 
Common to all forms of plagiarism is that you intentionally or unintentionally present someone 
else’s arguments, information or words as your own.  You plagiarise, for example, if: 1) You copy 
sentences or parts thereof verbatim from any source without quotation marks, thereby 
suggesting that the copied words are your own when they are not. 2) You paraphrase sentences 
or paragraphs very closely. 3)  You use arguments, information or verbatim quotes from a source 
without acknowledging the source by providing a reference every time you use information, 
arguments or verbatim quotes from that source.  Anything written or said by someone else is a 
source, including articles, books, lectures, lecture notes, web pages, dictionaries, speeches, 
interviews, radio and TV programmes, other students’ essays, etc. 
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Just to make it absolutely clear: 
•        Every time you use a quote (i.e. you copy sentences or parts thereof verbatim) you 
 have to use quotation marks and provide a reference, including the page number. 
•        Every time you state an argument or information from a source in your own words 
 you have to provide a reference. 
 

WHAT IS DUPLICATION OF MATERIAL? 
 
Duplication of material is a lesser known academic offence which nevertheless carries the same 
penalties as plagiarism. Duplication of material refers to the submission for assessment of any 
work or substantial parts thereof that you have previously submitted for assessment at the 
University of Kent or elsewhere without acknowledging that you are doing so. 
If you work on your assignments together with other students, there is a risk that your submission 
may at least in parts be very similar to the work submitted by the students you worked with. Our 
plagiarism detection software will detect any such overlaps and report them as plagiarism, thus 
requiring us to take disciplinary action. Therefore, if you work with others, please check your work 
for possible similarities and overlaps so that you, and we, can be confident that the assignment 
you submit is the result of your work and not the work of others. 

 
WHAT IS CONSPIRING WITH OTHERS? 
 
Section 2.3 of Annex 10 to the credit framework specifies the following academic offence: 
‘Conspiring with others to reproduce the work of others, including knowingly permitting work to 
be copied by another student’. To highlight an often unappreciated aspect of this type of academic 
offence it is important to stress that to knowingly allow someone to copy your work (e.g. essay, 
report etc.) is an offence just as it is an offence to copy someone else’s work. Therefore, making 
your essay or other assignments available to someone else means that you may be penalised if 
your essay is copied from/by someone else.  
 

WHAT ARE THE PENALTIES? 
 
The penalties can be severe. They include marks of zero for individual coursework and de-
registration from university for serious or repeat offences. Additionally, offences may be noted in 
your student record. 
 
For more information on plagiarism (and referencing) please see The Politics and International 
Relations Student Guide: https://moodle.kent.ac.uk/2016/course/view.php?id=3209 
and the University’s policy on academic discipline (Annex 10 to the Credit Framework) which can 
be found at: http://www.kent.ac.uk/teaching/qa/credit-framework/creditinfoannex10.html 
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MODULE READING 
 
The following books have been ordered through Blackwell’s University Bookshop and are also 
available in limited quantity at Templeman Library.  
 

1. Suggested for student purchase:  
The following two textbooks provide an introductory discussion and overview of the key themes 
discussed in the module and are highly recommended for purchase (however, it is essential that 
you do not confine your readings to these two texts only!)  
- Colin Hay, Political Analysis: A Critical Introduction (Basingstoke: Palgrave, 2002). 

o Week 1-6 

- Dimitri Toshkov, Research Design in Political Science (Palgrave MacMillan 2016);  

o Week 8-12 

(Please note: A number of chapters from Sandra Halperin and Oliver Heath, Political 
Research: Methods and Practical Skills (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012) can be used 
as a substitute for Toshkov for all weeks but week 11 and you may use it as an alternative if 
you prefer this book for whatever reason.) 

 

Please note: the library will have some copies of these books and where available they will 
purchase an e-book but as it will be heavily used during the module you may prefer to purchase 
your own print copy. 
 
2. Background readings:  

Mark. J. Smith, Social Science in Question, London: Sage, 2003.  
Alan Bryman Social Research Methods, Oxford University Press, 2012 (4 edition). 
Gerard Delanty, Social Science: Beyond Constructivism and Realism, Buckingham: Open University 

Press, 1997. 
David Marsh and Gerry Stoker, Theory and Methods in Political Science, Basingstoke: Palgrave 

Macmillan, 3rd edition, 2010.  
Peter Burnham, Karin Gilland, Wyn Grant, and Zig Layton-Henry, Research Methods in Politics, 

Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2nd edition 2008. 
Norman Blaikie, Designing Social Research, Cambridge: Polity Press, 2000. 
Gary King, Robert O. Keohane, and Sidney Verba, Designing Social Inquiry: Scientific Inference in 

Qualitative Research, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1994. 
Martin  Hollis and Steve Smith. Explaining and understanding international relations. Oxford: 

Clarendon Press, 1991. 
Andrew Abbott, Methods of Discovery: Heuristics for the Social Sciences (Contemporary 

Societies), WW Norton, 2004. 
Creswell, John W. (2002) Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed Method 

Approaches SAGE Publications Ltd.  
Todd Landman. (2008). Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics, Routledge.  
Philips V. Shively.  (2001)  The Craft of Political Research Prentice-Hall 
Janet Buttolph Johnson and H. T. Reynolds, Political Science Research Methods, 7thEdition, Los 

Angeles: Sage, 2012. 
Nigel Gilbert (ed) Researching Social Life, Sage: London, 2008. 



Patrick Thaddeus Jackson, The Conduct of Inquiry in International Relations. The Philosophy of 
Science and its Implications for the Study of World Politics. London: Routledge, 2011. 

Brady, H. and D.Collier (eds) 2004 Rethinking Social Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards, 
Rowman and Littlefield 

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

 

Texts on how to research and write a dissertation: 

Wayne C. Booth, Gregory  G. Colomb, and Joseph M. Williams, The Craft of Research Chicago and 
London: The University of Chicago Press, 2nd ed., 2003 (Michael Harvey, The Nuts and Bolts 
of College Writing, Indianapolis and Cambridge: Hackett Publishing Company, 2003. 

Kjell Erik Rudestam and Rae R. Newton, Surviving Your Dissertation: A Comprehensive Guide to 
Content and Process, London: Sage, 2nd ed., 2001. 

Gina Wisker, The Postgraduate Research Handbook: Succeed with your MA, MPhil, EdD and PhD, 
Basingstoke: Palgrave, 2001. 

Chris Hart, Doing a Literature Review: Releasing the Social Science Research Imagination, London 
et al.: Sage, 1998. 

 

WEEKLY TOPICS AND READINGS 
 

Week Date Topic Lecturer 

1 27 Sept Introduction  Mavelli, Grundig 

PART 1: PHILOSOPHY 

2 4 Oct The Political Mavelli 

3 11 Oct Power Mavelli 

4 18 Oct Agency and Structure Mavelli 

5 25 Oct Reading week  

6 1 Nov Idealism and Materialism Mavelli 

7 8 Nov Biopolitics Mavelli 

PART 2: METHODOLOGY 

8 15 Nov Research Design Grundig 

9 22 Nov Positivism and beyond; Causality  Grundig 

10 29 Nov Large-n (Quantitative) Analysis Grundig 

11 6 Dec Small-n Comparative Analysis Grundig 

12 13 Dec Qualitative Analysis and Mixed Methods Grundig 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



DETAILED WEEKLY READINGS 
 

PART 1: PHILOSOPHY 
 

1) Introduction 
 
Key Questions: 

- Why is self-reflexivity – that is, a problematization and an awareness of the underlying 
philosophical, conceptual and normative assumptions that guide one’s research – an essential 
prerequisite for the study of politics and international relations? 

- What is the nature of knowledge in the study of world politics and international relations? 

- Is knowledge about the acquisition of skills or the transformation of the self – or can it be 
both? 

- Is knowledge ‘always for someone and for some purposes’ (R. Cox)? 

Essential Readings: 

- Colin Hay, ‘Analytical Perspectives, Analytical Controversies’, in Political Analysis, A Critical 
Introduction, Chapter 1 

- Mavelli, L. (2014). Widening participation, the instrumentalization of knowledge and the 
reproduction of inequality. Teaching in Higher Education [Online] 19:860-869. 

2) The Political  
 
Key Questions: 

- What is ‘politics’ about, and what and where is ‘the political’ in political science and 
international relations? 

- Is politics about power and interests, the state and the international system, procedures, 
deliberation and compromise, or is it the case that ‘everything has the potential to become 
political’ (Hay)? 

- Is politics different from economics, ethics, and law or does it encompass all these categories?   

- Is politics about the maximization of individual freedoms or the good life? 

- Does every political form – such as, for instance, political community – require an enemy? 

- Is the essence of the political about the friend/enemy distinction as Carl Schmitt argues? 

Essential Readings: 

- Colin Hay, ‘What’s Political About Political Science’, in Political Analysis, A Critical Introduction, 
Chapter 2 

- Carl Schmitt, The Concept of the Political (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 2007). 

Recommended Readings: 

- Pratt, Nicola Christine (2004) ‘Bringing politics back in: examining the link between 
globalization and democratization’. Review of International Political Economy, Vol.11 (No.2). 
pp. 311-336. ISSN 0969-2290 

- Mouffe, Chantal The return of the political (London: Verso, 2005). 



- Fairclough, Isabela and Norman Fairclough. "Argument, Deliberation, Dialectic and the Nature 
of the Political: A CDA Perspective." Political Studies Review 11, no. 3 (2013): 336-344. 

- Butler, Judith and Joan Wallach Scott, Feminists theorize the political (New York, Routledge, 
1992) 

- Boucher, David and Paul Joseph Kelly. Political thinkers: from Socrates to the present (Oxford, 
OUP, 2003) 

- Edkins, Jenny and Nick Vaughan-Williams, eds. Critical theorists and international relations. 
Routledge, 2009. 

- Pin-Fat, Veronique "The Subject of the Political." In Sovereignty and Subjectivity, ed. Jenny 
Edkins, Nalini Pesram and Veronique Pin-Fat, -.Lynne Rienner, 1999. 

- Mavelli, Luca ‘Security and Secularization in International Relations’, European Journal of 
International Relations, 2012, 18(1): 177-199. 

 

3) Power  
 
Key Questions: 

- Is power the essence of politics? 

- What are the differences between hard power, soft power, balance of power, 
power/knowledge and the ‘microphysics of power’? Are these concepts comparable?  

- Is power repressive or constitutive? Is it the product of individual or of structural conditions?  

- Is it possible to tame or achieve emancipation from power? 

- Is power the same as violence?  
Essential Readings: 

- Colin Hay, ‘Divided by a Common Language? Conceptualising Power’, in Political Analysis, A 
Critical Introduction, Chapter 5 

- Steven Lukes, Power: A Radical View (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 2007)  

Recommended Readings 

- Clegg, Stewart R., and Mark Haugaard, eds. The SAGE handbook of power. SAGE Publications, 
2009. 

- Foucault, Michel. "The subject and power." Critical inquiry (1982): 777-795. 

- Foucault, Michel. Power/knowledge: Selected interviews and other writings, 1972-1977. 
Random House LLC, 1980. 

- Foucault, Michel. The Essential Works of Michel Foucault: Power. London: Penguin, 2001. 

- Foucault, Michel. "Space, knowledge and power." The Foucault Reader 239 (1984): 256. 

- Kelly, Michael, Michel Foucault, and Jürgen Habermas, eds. Critique and power: recasting the 
Foucault/Habermas debate. MIT press, 1994. 

- Vasquez, John A. The power of power politics: from classical realism to neotraditionalism. 
Cambridge University Press, 1998. 

- Nye Jr, Joseph S. Power in the global information age: from realism to globalization. 
Routledge, 2004. 

- Gill, Stephen. Power and Resistance in the New World Order: Fully Revised and Updated. 
Palgrave Macmillan, 2008. 



- Haugaard, Mark. "Power: a ‘family resemblance’concept." European Journal of Cultural 
Studies 13, no. 4 (2010): 419-438. 

- Hayward, Clarissa, and Steven Lukes. "Nobody to shoot? Power, structure, and agency: A 
dialogue." Journal of Power 1, no. 1 (2008): 5-20. 

- Bates, Stephen R. "Re-structuring Power." Polity 42, no. 3 (2010): 352-376. 

- Dowding, Keith. "Agency and structure: Interpreting power relationships." Journal of Power 1, 
no. 1 (2008): 21-36. 

- Haugaard, Mark. "Editorial: reflections upon power over, power to, power with, and the four 
dimensions of power." Journal of Power 5, no. 3 (2012): 353-358. 

- Heaney, Jonathan G. "Emotions and power: reconciling conceptual twins." Journal of Political 
Power 4, no. 2 (2011): 259-277. 

- Nye, Joseph S. "Power and foreign policy." Journal of Political Power 4, no. 1 (2011): 9-24. 

- Allen, John. "Three spaces of power: territory, networks, plus a topological twist in the tale of 
domination and authority." Journal of Power 2, no. 2 (2009): 197-212. 

- Sepos, Angelos. "Imperial power Europe? The EU’s relations with the ACP countries." Journal 
of Power 6, no. 2 (2013): 261-287. 

 

4) Agency and Structure  
 
Key Questions: 

- “Men make history, but they do not make it just as they please; they do not make it under 
circumstances chosen by themselves, but under circumstances directly encountered and 
inherited from the past” (Marx). Do you agree? And what are the implication of this idea for 
the study of politics and international relations? 

- What shapes the behaviour of political actors: individual agency or structural conditions? 

- What are the sources of agency? 

- Can individual agency be a form of false consciousness (and, as such, a product of structural 
conditions)? Is it possible to have agency at all? 

- Are structures objective or subjective?   

- Is it possible to adjudicate empirically the relationship between structure and agency? 

Essential Readings 

- Colin Hay, ‘Beyond Structure versus Agency, Context versus Conduct’, in Political Analysis, A 
Critical Introduction, Chapter 3 

- Doty, Roxanne Lynn. "Aporia: a critical exploration of the agent-structure problematique in 
international relations theory." European Journal of International Relations 3, no. 3 (1997): 
365-392. 

- Wight, Colin. "They shoot dead horses don't they? Locating agency in the agent-structure 
problematique." European Journal of International Relations 5, no. 1 (1999): 109-142. 

Recommended Readings 

- Carlsnaes, Walter. "The agency-structure problem in foreign policy analysis." International 
Studies Quarterly (1992): 245-270. 

- Callinicos, Alex. Making history: Agency, structure, and change in social theory. Brill, 2004. 



- Bieler, Andreas, and Adam David Morton. "The Gordian knot of agency—Structure in 
international relations: A Neo-Gramscian perspective." European Journal of International 
Relations 7, no. 1 (2001): 5-35. 

- Hollis, Martin, and Steve Smith. "Two stories about structure and agency." Review of 
International Studies 20, no. 03 (1994): 241-251. 

- Friedman, Gil, and Harvey Starr. Agency, Structure and International Politics: From ontology to 
empirical inquiry. Routledge, 2002. 

- Carlsnaes, Walter. "In lieu of a conclusion: compatibility and the agency-structure issue in 
foreign policy analysis." In European Foreign Policy: The EC and Changing Perspectives in 
Europe, edited by Walter Carlsnaes and Steve Smith. London: Sage, 1994. 

- Jabri, Vivienne, and Stephen Chan. "The ontologist always rings twice: two more stones about 
structure and agency in reply to Hollis and Smith." Review of International Studies 22, no. 01 
(1996): 107-110. 

- Suganami, Hidemi. "Agents, structures, narratives." European Journal of International 
Relations 5, no. 3 (1999): 365-386. 

- Wight, Colin. Agents, structures and international relations: politics as ontology. Cambridge 
University Press, 2006. 

- Suganami, Hidemi. "Causal explanation and moral judgement: undividing a division." 
Millennium-Journal of International Studies 39, no. 3 (2011): 717-734. 

- Hopf, Ted. "The logic of habit in International Relations." European Journal of International 
Relations, 16, 539-561 (2010). 

- Lu, Catherine. "Agents, structures and evil in world politics." International Relations 18, no. 4 
(2004): 498-509. 

- Klotz, Audie, Cecelia Lynch, Jeffrey T. Checkel, and Kevin C. Dunn. "Moving beyond the agent-
structure debate." International Studies Review (2006): 355-381. 

- Suganami, Hidemi. "Understanding Man, the State, and War." International Relations 23, no. 3 
(2009): 372-388.  

- Kurki, Milja. "Causes of a divided discipline: rethinking the concept of cause in International 
Relations theory." Review of International Studies 32, no. 02 (2006): 189-216. 

- Allen, Amy. "The Anti‐Subjective Hypothesis: Michel Foucault and the Death of the Subject." In 
The philosophical forum, vol. 31, no. 2, pp. 113-130, 2000. 

- Giddens, Anthony. The constitution of society: Outline of the theory of structuration. John 
Wiley & Sons, 2013. 

- Wendt, Alexander E. "The agent-structure problem in international relations theory." 
International organization 41, no. 03 (1987): 335-370. 

 

5) Reading week 
 
 
 
 
 



6) Idealism and Materialism  
 
Key Questions: 

- What is the role of ideas in political analysis? 

- Can ideas be an autonomous force or are they the product of the material conditions of 
society (and, in particular, of the social relations of production)? 

- What is historical materialism?  

- Can the origins of capitalism be traced back to ideas or to material forces? 

- Can constructivism be considered an adequate third way between and beyond idealism and 
materialism? 

Essential Readings 

- Colin Hay, ‘The Discursive and the Ideational in Contemporary Political Analysis: Beyond 
Materialism and Idealism’, in Political Analysis, A Critical Introduction, Chapter 6 

- Francis Fukuyama, 'The End of History?' The National Interest, vol.16, (1989), pp.3-18.  
http://www.wesjones.com/eoh.htm 

- Birnbaum, Norman. "Conflicting interpretations of the rise of capitalism: Marx and Weber." 
The British Journal of Sociology 4, no. 2 (1953): 125-141. 

 
Recommended Readings 

- Francis Fukuyama, The End of History and the Last Man (London: Penguin, 1992).  

- Adler, Emanuel. "Seizing the middle ground: constructivism in world politics." European 
journal of international relations 3, no. 3 (1997): 319-363. 

- Wendt, Alexander. Social theory of international politics. Cambridge University Press, 1999. 

- Joseph, Jonathan. "Philosophy in international relations: A scientific realist approach." 
Millennium: Journal of International Studies 35, no. 2 (2007): 345-359. 

- Smith, Steve. "Wendt's world." Review of International Studies 26, no. 01 (2000): 151-163. 

- Giddens, Anthony. Capitalism and modern social theory: An analysis of the writings of Marx, 
Durkheim and Max Weber. Cambridge University Press, 1971. 

- Marx, Karl. Karl Marx: selected writings. Oxford University Press, 2000. 

- Weber, Max, and Talcott Parsons. The Protestant ethic and the spirit of capitalism. Roxbury 
Pub., 1998. 

- Shimp, Kaleb. "The Validity of Karl Marx’s Theory of Historical Materialism.", 
http://business.uni.edu/economics/Themes/shimp.pdf 

- Jonah Goldberg, Fukuyama's Second Thoughts, http://azure.org.il/include/print.php?id=132 

- Marx, Karl, and Friedrich Engels. The German Ideology (1845). London, 1965. 

 

7) Biopolitics 
Key Questions: 

- Is modern politics biopolitics? 

- What are the main differences between Foucault’s and Agamben’s understandings of 
biopolitics? 

http://www.wesjones.com/eoh.htm
http://azure.org.il/include/print.php?id=132


- What is the relationship between biopolitics and neoliberalism? 

- Is the biopolitical subject a resilient subject? 

Essential Readings 

- Foucault M (2010) The Birth of Biopolitics: Lectures at the Collège de France, 1978-79. 
Translated by Graham Burchell, Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan. 

- Ojakangas M (2005) Impossible dialogue on bio-power: Agamben and Foucault. Foucault 
studies 2(4): 5-28. 

- Joseph J (2013). Resilience as embedded neoliberalism: a governmentality approach. 
Resilience 1(1): 38-52. 

Recommended Readings 

- Agamben, Giorgio Homo Sacer: Sovereign Power and Bare Life 

- Brown W (2015) Undoing the Demos: Neoliberalism's Stealth Revolution. New York: Zone 
Books. 

- Butler J and Athanasiou A (2013) Dispossession: The performative in the political. Cambridge: 
Polity. 

- Chandler D and Reid J (2016) The Neoliberal Subject: Resilience, Adaptation and Vulnerability. 
London and New York: Rowman and Littlefield International. 

- Clarke J (2008). ‘Living with/in and without neo-liberalism’. Focaal 51: 135-147. 

- Dean, Mitchell. Critical and effective histories: Foucault's methods and historical sociology. 
Routledge, 2002. 

- Dillon M and Lobo-Guerrero L (2008) Biopolitics of security in the 21st century: an 
introduction. Review of International Studies 34(02): 265-292. 

- Esposito, Roberto. Bios: Biopolitics and philosophy. University of Minnesota Press, 2008. 

- Evans B and Reid J (2013) Dangerously exposed: The life and death of the resilient subject. 
Resilience 1(2): 83-98. 

- Foucault M (1978) The History of Sexuality: Volume 1. New York: Pantheon Books. 

- Foucault M (1991) Governmentality. In: Burchell G, Gordon C and Miller P (eds) The Foucault 
Effect: Studies in Governmentality. Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press, 87–104. 

- Foucault M (2003) ‘Society Must be Defended’: Lectures at the Collège de France, 1975-76. 
Translated by David Macey. New York: Picador. 

- Kelly MGE (2014) Biopolitical Imperialism. Alresford, Hants: Zero Books. 

- Lemke T (2003) Comment on Nancy Fraser: Rereading Foucault in the shadow of globalization. 
Constellations 10(2): 172-179. 

- Lemm V and Vatter M (2014) Introduction. In: Lemm V and Vatter M (eds) The Government of 
Life: Foucault, Biopolitics, and Neoliberalism. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 1-13. 

Rasmussen KS (2011) Foucault’s genealogy of racism. Theory, Culture & Society 28(5): 34-51. 

- Reid J (2012) The disastrous and politically debased subject of resilience. Development 
Dialogue 58: 67-80. 

 
 



PART 2: METHODOLOGY 

 
 

8) The Research Process, Research Design and Ethics 
 
Key Questions / Issues: 

- How to go about the research process. 
- What is research design? 
- How to develop a good research design. 
- How to match a research problem with data, method and technique. 
- What is the role and importance of definitions, operationalization and measurement? 
- What ethical considerations do I have to make before doing research? 
- What are the university procedures for ethics approval? 

Essential Readings (please either read Toshkov or Halperin and Heath) 
- Toshkov, Dimitir, Research design in political science (Palgrave MacMillan 2016), chapters 

1-3  
- (alternatively):  Halperin, Sandra and Oliver Heath, Political research: methods and 

practical skills (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012), chapters 5-7.  
- Isaac, Jeffrey. 2015. Varieties of Empiricism in Political Science. Perspectives on Politics 

13(4): 929-934. 
 

Recommended Readings 
- Hancke, B. “The Challenge of Research Design” in David Marsh and Gerry Stoker: Theory 

and Methods in Political Science (London: Palgrave 2010)Gilbert, Nigel “Research, Theory 
and Method”, in Gilbert, Nigel (ed), Researching Social Life, (London: Sage 2001, Second 
Edition): chapter 2, pp.14-27. 

- Gerring, John Social Science Methodology: A Critical Framework. (New York, NY: Cambridge 
University Press, 2001), chapter 3 and 4. 

- Collier, D. and H. Brady Rethinking Social Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards, 
(Rowman and Littlefield 2004), chapter 2. 

- Geddes, Barbara. 2003. Paradigms and sand castles: theory building and research design in 
comparative politics (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press 2003), Chapter 5 

 

9) Positivism, scientific realism and causality in political science 
 
Key Questions / Issues: 

- What is ‘political science’? 
- Different types of theory 
- How is scientific knowledge different from other forms of knowledge or pseudo-science? 
- How do we use evidence in political science? 
- Causality in political science 

 
 
 



Essential Readings 

- Halperin, Sandra and Oliver Heath, Political research: methods and practical skills (Oxford: 
Oxford University Press, 2012), chapters 1-3. 

- Toshkov, Dimitir, Research design in political science (Palgrave MacMillan 2016), chapter 6  

Example: 

- Downs, Anthony, An Economic Theory of Democracy (Harper: New York, 1957), chapters 1-4 

- Wittman, Donald, “Candidate motivation: A Synthesis of Alternative Theories”, The American 
Political Science Review, Vol. 77, No. 1 (1983): 142-157  

Recommended Readings (classics) 
- Popper, Karl Conjectures and Refutations, (London: Routledge,  2002), chapter 1 [excluding  

the appendix] (pp.43-78). (Alternatively please read the chapter in the 1972 edition) 
- Kuhn, Thomas S. The Structure of Scientific Revolutions (Chicago: The University of Chicago                

Press, 1970), Sections VI, VII and VIII (pp.51-91). 
- Smith, Steve ‘Positivism and Beyond’ in Smith, Booth and Zalewski (eds) International Theory: 

Positivism and Beyond, Cambridge 1996 pp. 11-44. 
- Robert Keohane, "International Institutions: Two Approaches," International Studies Quarterly 

32 (December 1988), pp. 379-96. 
Other recommended readings: 
- Toshkov, Dimitir, Research design in political science (Palgrave MacMillan 2016), chapter 3  
- Sanders, D. “Behavoural Analysis” in in David Marsh and Gerry Stoker: Theory and Methods in 

Political Science (London: Palgrave 2010) 
- Hindmoor, A  “Rational Choice” in David Marsh and Gerry Stoker: Theory and Methods in 

Political Science (London: Palgrave 2010) 
 

10) Large-n (quantitative) Analysis 
 
Key Questions / Issues: 

- What are the principles of quantitative research and why is such research important? 
- What do I need to know to read and make sense of quantitative studies? 
- What are univariate, bivariate and multivariate analysis and what are they useful for? 
- How can we investigate the influence of power on the effectiveness of international institutions?  

Essential Readings 
- Toshkov, Dimitir, Research design in political science (Palgrave MacMillan 2016), chapters 

4, 5, 8 
- (alternatively):  Halperin, Sandra and Oliver Heath, Political research: methods and 

practical skills (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012), chapters 14-16.  
Recommended Readings 

- Sartori, Anna and Bear F. Braumoeller “The promise and perils of statistics in international 
relations” in: Detlef F. Sprinz and Yael Wolinsky-Nahmias (eds)  Cases, Numbers, Models: 
International Relations Research Methods (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 2004): 
129-151. – Available online at http://faculty.wcas.northwestern.edu/~aes797/ 

- John, Peter “Quantitative Methods” in David Marsh and Gerry Stoker: Theory and Methods 
in Political Science (London: Palgrave 2010). 

- King, Gary,  Robert O. Keohane, and Sidney Verba Designing Social Inquiry: Scientific 
Inference in Qualitative Research, (Princeton University Press 1994), Chapters 2,3. 

http://faculty.wcas.northwestern.edu/~aes797/


- Brady, H: “Doing good and doing better: How far does the quantitative template get us?” 
In: D.Collier and H. Brady Rethinking Social Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards 
(Rowman and Littlefield 2004): 53-67. 

- Bartles, L “Some Unfulfilled promises of quantitative imperialism” in: D.Collier and H. 
Brady, Rethinking Social Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards (Rowman and Littlefield 
2004): 69-74.  

- Landman, Todd  Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics (London: Routledge 2008) 
 

11) Small-n Comparative Analysis 
Key Questions / Issues: 

- What are the principles of small-n case study research and why is such research important? 
- How to select cases to avoid selection bias. 
- Under what conditions can we make inferences from case studies to a wider range of 

cases? 
Essential Readings 

- Toshkov, Dimitir, Research design in political science (Palgrave MacMillan 2016), chapter 9 
- Pluemper, Toeger and Neumeyer,  “Case Selection and the Validity of Causal Inferences in 

Qualitative Comparative Research” (unpublished manuscript) available from: 
http://www.lse.ac.uk/geographyAndEnvironment/whosWho/profiles/neumayer/pdf/case_
selection.pdf 

 

Example: 

- Lindvall, Johannes, “The Real but Limited Influence of Expert Ideas” (2009) World Politics, 
61(4), 703-730. 

Recommended Readings 
‘Classics’: 

- King, Gary,  Robert O. Keohane, and Sidney Verba Designing Social Inquiry: Scientific 
Inference in Qualitative Research, (Princeton University Press 1994), chapters 4, 6. 

- Collier, D. and H. Brady Rethinking Social Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards (Rowman 
and Littlefield 2004), chapter 7.  

Other recommended readings: 
- Gerring, John  Case Study Research: Principles and Practices,  (Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press 2007).  
- Landman, Todd  Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics (London: Routledge 2008)  

 

12) Case Study Analysis and Mixed methods 
 

Key Questions / Issues: 

- What are the principles of case study research and why is such research important? 
- What are the different kinds of case studies we can use? 
- Under what conditions can we make inferences from case studies to a wider range of 

cases? 
- How to deal with alternative explanations in qualitative research? 
- Can qualitative and quantitative research be fruitfully combined?  

 

http://www.lse.ac.uk/geographyAndEnvironment/whosWho/profiles/neumayer/pdf/case_selection.pdf
http://www.lse.ac.uk/geographyAndEnvironment/whosWho/profiles/neumayer/pdf/case_selection.pdf


Essential Readings 

Case studies:  

- Toshkov, Dimitir, Research design in political science (Palgrave MacMillan 2016), chapter 
10 

- John Gerring, ‘What Is a Case Study and What Is It Good For?’, American Political Science 
Review. 98:2 (May 2004): 341-54. 

Example: 

- Thompson, Alexander “Rational design in motion: Uncertainty and flexibility in the global 
climate regime” European Journal of International Relations 16, 2, 2010: 269-296 

Mixed methods:  

- Lieberman, E “Nested analysis as a mixed method strategy for comparative research”  
American Political Science Review  99, 3, 2005: 435-452. 

- Seawright, J and John Gerring “Case selection techniques in case study research: A menu of 
qualitative and quantitative options”  Political Research Quarterly 61, 2, 2008: 294-308 

- Toshkov, Dimitir, Research design in political science (Palgrave MacMillan 2016), chapter 
11 

 
Recommended Readings 
‘Classics’: 

- Geddes, Barbara. 1990. How the Cases You Choose Affect the Answers You Get: Selection 
Bias in Comparative Politics. Political Analysis 2: 131-150. 

- King, Gary,  Robert O. Keohane, and Sidney Verba Designing Social Inquiry: Scientific 
Inference in Qualitative Research, (Princeton University Press 1994), Chapters 2,3. 

- Collier, D. and H. Brady Rethinking Social Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards (Rowman 
and Littlefield 2004). 

Other recommended readings: 
- Halperin, Sandra and Oliver Heath, Political research: methods and practical skills  
      (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012), chapters 11-13..  

- Gerring, John  Case Study Research: Principles and Practices,  (Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press 2007).  

- Gerring, John & Rose McDermott. 2007. An Experimental Template for Case Study 
Research. American Journal of Political Science 51(3): 688-701. 

- Landman, Todd  Issues and Methods in Comparative Politics (London: Routledge 2008) 
- A. Bennett and C. Elman, ‘Qualitative research: Recent developments in case study 

methods’, Annual Review of Political Science 9 (2006): 455-476. 
 


