
Course Syllabus 

 

Title of the course  Qualitative Methods in Political Research 

Title of the Academic 

Programme  
BA programme in Political Science and World Politics 

Type of the course  Core   

Prerequisites  

ECTS workload  4 

Total indicative study 

hours 

Directed Study  Self-directed study  Total  

52 100 152 

Course Overview This course familiarizes students with methodological issues raised by interpretation 

in political science scholarship and provides them with an introduction to the use of 

qualitative methods for analysis of political phenomena. The course encourages 

students to reflect on how they conceptualise, design and analyse the political world. 

This involves exploring the relationship between theory and empirical research with 

particular emphasis on the collection and analysis of qualitative data (namely, the 

techniques of participant observation, in-depth interview, digital ethnography). The 

course explores ethnographic methodologies and various interpretive approaches 

used in works from fields such as politics, public policy, International Relations, 

global governance studies and (critical) development studies.  It also considers 

practical methodological strategies that will aid students to design their own research 

with a proper fit between research questions and methods. 

 

Intended Learning 

Outcomes (ILO)  

ULO6: Able to do research, including the problem analysis, setting goals and 

objectives, defining the research subject, selecting research methods including its 

quality control 

ULO7: Able to work in team 

ULO9: Able to think critically and interpret the experience (personal and of other 

persons), relate to professional and social activities   

PLO2: Student is capable of choosing research methods appropriate for resolving the 

professional tasks 

PLO4: Student is capable of retrieving, collecting, processing and analyzing 

information relevant for achieving goals in the professional field 

Teaching and 

Learning Methods 

The course consists of 13 lectures (26 hours) and 13 interactive tutorials (26 hours) 

involving discussions of the readings, individual and group assignments. For both 

lectures and tutorials, students are expected to read materials specified below. These 

readings will be used as basis for class discussions. Students will be assigned selected 

readings for group presentations introducing topics of tutorials (module 2). They will 

also need to make presentations reporting on their home assignments (module 1). 

Students will also develop their analytical and critical writing skills while working on 

book methods review papers. 

Content and Structure of the Course 

№ Topic  Total 

 

Directed Study Self-directed 

Study 
Lectures Tutorials 



1 Introduction to Qualitative 

Methodology 

11 2 2 7 

2 (Self)ethnography. Participant 

observation 

11 2 2 7 

3 Qualitative interview: data 

collection 

11 2 2 7 

4 Qualitative interview: coding 

and analysis 

11 2 2 7 

5 Focus-groups 12 2 2 8 

6 Visual methods 12 2 2 8 

7 Digital ethnography 12 2 2 8 

8 Interpretive turn and political 

ethnography (I) 

12 2 2 8 

9 Interpretive turn and political 

ethnography (II) 

12 2 2 8 

10 Ethnography and interpretive 

analysis in IR 

12 2 2 8 

11 Discourse analysis in IR 12 2 2 8 

12 Practice turn and practice 

tracing in IR (I) 

12 2 2 8 

13 Practice turn and practice 

tracing in IR (II) 

12 2 2 8 

Total study hours  152 26 26 100 

Indicative 

Assessment Methods 

and Strategy 

Requirements and assessment 

 

General requirements: 

•Completion of required readings in advance of the lectures and seminars; 

•Active participation in the seminar discussion with reliance on required readings;  

•Seminar presentations based on assigned readings and active involvement in in-class 

group assignments. 

 

First module:  

 

Throughout the first module, each of the students should perform 3 assignments (two 

smaller assignments worth 15% of the final grade each, and the third bigger one – 

20% of the final grade). Every assignment includes take-home element (half of the 

grade) and in-class participation i.e. group presentation (another half of the grade for 

that particular assignment). 
  

For example, for Class 3. Interview «This assignment is to fulfil in groups of 5-

6.  Carry out 3 semi-structured interviews (the theme and list of questions should be 

discussed in class beforehand), the average duration is 1 hour. Present your 

methodological reflection in class (15 min presentation + 10 min questions). During 

your presentation please address the following issues » 
 
 



Second module:     

 

In-class participation: 15% 

Assessment will be based on attendance, preparation of readings, participation in 

class discussion with the focus on qualitative contribution to the discussion, ability to 

answer questions based on the readings, come up with own interpretations and react 

to comments made by other students.  

 

Presentation: 15% 

Each tutorial (starting from the week 8) will commence by a presentation prepared by 

a group of students (5-6 students per group). By the lecture 8, students should 

propose for approval by the instructor (via email): 1) composition of their groups; 2) 

topics for their presentations chosen from the topics/readings for the tutorials. These 

presentations will function as basis for further class discussion. Therefore, presenters 

are supposed to cover mandatory and optional readings and, preferably, use other 

non-assigned sources for their analysis on the chosen topic in order to make a 

genuinely original contribution.   

 

Book Methods Review paper (1000-1500 words): (20%) 

Your main individual assignment is to read a recent book in political science or 

International Relations and comment on its research framework and methods. Choose 

one of the books from the list below and write a paper that analyses its research 

objectives and methods and that presents your reflections on the connections between 

the two. The paper (approximately 1000-1500 words) is due by the tutorial session 

11. Sign up for book methods review paper (indicating the title of the book you 

would like to review): by email by the lecture session 9. 

 

The list of books for the final paper (each student should select one of these books for 

analysis) is provided at the end of the readings for the course.  

 

Readings / Indicative 

Learning Resources 
Mandatory  
 

For the first module: 

 

Steven J. Taylor, Robert Bogdan, and Marjorie DeVault (2015). 

Introduction to Qualitative Research Methods : A Guidebook and 

Resource. John Wiley & Sons, Inc. Available at: 

https://ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/hselibraryebooks/detail.action?docID=4038514 

 

Patricia Leavy (Ed.) (2014). The Oxford Handbook of Qualitative 

Research. Oxford University Press. Available at: 

http://proxylibrary.hse.ru:2131/view/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780199811755.0 

01.0001/oxfordhb-9780199811755 

 

 

For the second module: 

 

Interpretive Turn and Political Ethnography 

Bayard de Volo, L. and Schatz, E. (2004) “From the Inside Out: Ethnographic 

Methods in Political Research,” PS: Political Science and Politics, Vol. 37, 

no. 2, Pp. 267–71. 



 

Dubois, V. (2015) “Critical Policy Ethnography”, in Fischer, F., Torgerson, 

D., Durnova, A. and M. Orsini (eds.) Handbook of Critical Policy Studies. 

Cheltenham: Edward Elgar. 

 

Wagenaar, H. (2015) “Transforming perspectives: the critical 

functions of interpretive policy analysis”, in Fischer, F., Torgerson, D., 

Durnova, A. and M. Orsini (eds.) Handbook of Critical Policy Studies. 

Cheltenham: Edward Elgar. 

 

Yanow, D. and Schwartz-Shea, P. (2006) Interpretation and Method: 

Empirical Research Methods and the Interpretive Turn. M. E. Sharpe 

Incorporated. [selected chapters] 

 

 

Ethnography and Interpretive Analysis in International Relations  

Bliesemann de Guevara, B. (ed.) (2016) Myth and Narrative in International 

Politics: Interpretative Approaches to the Study of IR. London: Palgrave 

Macmillan (Springer Nature). [selected chapters] 

 

Klotz, A. and Lynch, C. (2007) Strategies of Research in Constructivist 

International Relations. Armonk, N.Y.: M. E. Sharpe. [selected chapters] 

 

Lie, J.H.S. (2013) “Challenging Anthropology: Anthropological Reflections 

on the Ethnographic Turn in International Relations”, Millennium: Journal of 

International Studies, Vol. 41, Issue 2, Pp. 201–220. 

 

Vrasti, W. (2008) “The Strange Case of Ethnography and International 

Relations”, Millennium: Journal of International Studies, Vol.37, No.2, pp. 

279–301.  

 

 

Discourse Analysis in International Relations 

Banta, B.R. (2013) “Analysing Discourse as a Causal Mechanism”, European 

Journal of International Relations, 19:2, pp. 379-402. 

 

Milliken, J. (1999) “The Study of Discourse in International Relations: A 

Critique of Research and Methods”, European Journal of International 

Relations, 5:2 (1999), pp. 225-254.  

 

Vaughan-Williams, N. and Lundborg, T. (2015) “New materialisms, 

discourse analysis, and international relations: a radical intertextual 

approach”, Review of International Studies, Volume 41, No. 1, Pp. 3-25. 

 

 

Practice turn and practice tracing in International Relations 

Adler, E. and V. Pouliot (2011), „International practices‟, International 

Theory, 3(1): 1–36. 

 

Bueger, C. (2014) Pathways to practice: praxiography and international 

politics. European Political Science Review, Vol.6, Issue 3, Pp. 383-406. 

 



Friedrichs, J. and F. Kratochwil. (2009) “On Acting and Knowing: How 

Pragmatism Can Advance International Relations Research and 

Methodology”, International Organization, 63(4), pp. 701-731. 

 

Neumann, I. (2002) “Returning Practice to the Linguistic Turn: The Case of 

Diplomacy,” Millennium – Journal of International Studies, Vol. 31, Issue 3, 

Pp. 627–651. 

 

Pouliot, V. (2008) “The Logic of Practicality: A Theory of Practice of 

Security Communities”, International Organization, 62, Pp. 257-288. 

 

 

Optional 

 

For the first module: 

 

Svend Brinkmann (2013). Qualitative Interviewing. Oxford: OUP. 

DOI:10.1093/acprof:osobl/9780199861392.001.0001 

 

Monique M. Hennink (2014). Understanding Focus Group Discussions. 

Oxford: OUP. DOI: 10.1093/acprof:osobl/9780199856169.001.0001 

 

 

For the second module: 

 

Interpretive Turn and Political Ethnography 

Basberg Neumann, C. and Neumann, I.B. (2018) Power, Culture and Situated 

Research Methodology: Autobiography, Field, Text. Palgrave. [selected 

chapters] 

 

Braun, K. (2015) “Between representation and narration: analysing policy 

frames”, in Fischer, F., Torgerson, D., Durnova, A. and M. Orsini (eds.) 

Handbook of Critical Policy Studies. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar.  

 

Yanow, D. (2015) “Making Sense of Policy Practices: Interpretation and 

Meaning”, in Fischer, F., Torgerson, D., Durnova, A. and M. Orsini (eds.) 

Handbook of Critical Policy Studies. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar.  

 

 

Ethnography and Interpretive Analysis in International Relations 

Aradau, C. and Huysmans, J. (2014) “Critical methods in International 

Relations: The politics of techniques, devices and acts”, European Journal of 

International Relations, 2014, Vol. 20, Issue, 3, Pp. 596–619. 

 

Autesserre, S. (2009) “Hobbes and the Congo: Frames, Local Violence and 

International Intervention,” International Organization, Vol. 63, Issue 2, Pp. 

249–280.  

 

Kim, E., Myrzabekova, A., Molchanova, E. and Yarova, O. (2018) “Making 

the „empowered woman‟: exploring contradictions in gender and development 

programming 

in Kyrgyzstan”, Central Asian Survey, Volume 37, Issue 2, Pp. 228-246. 



 

Lottholz, P. (2017) “Critiquing Anthropological Imagination in Peace and 

Conflict Studies: From Empiricist Positivism to a Dialogical Approach in 

Ethnographic Peace Research”, International Peacekeeping, Vol. 25, Issue 5: 

Engaging Ethnographic Peace Research, Pp. 695-720. 

 

 

Discourse Analysis in International Relations 

Epstein, C. (2010) “Who Speaks? Discourse, the Subject and the Study of 

Identity in International Politics”, European Journal of International 

Relations, 17:2 (2010), pp. 327-350.  

 

Hansen, L. (2011) “Theorizing the image for Security Studies: Visual 

securitization and the Muhammad Cartoon Crisis”, European Journal of 

International Relations, Vol. 17, No. 1, Pp. 51–74.  

 

Holzscheiter, A. (2005) “Discourse as Capability: Non-State Actors‟ Capital 

in Global Governance”, Millennium: Journal of International Studies, Vol.33, 

No.3, Pp. 723-746. 

 

 

Practice turn and practice tracing in International Relations 

Adler-Nissen, R. and Pouliot, V. (2014) "Power in Practice: Negotiating the 

International Intervention in Libya," European Journal of International 

Relations, Volume 20, Issue 4, Pp. 889-911. 

 

Bueger, C. and Gadinger, F. (2018) International Practice Theory. Second 

edition. Cham: Palgrave Macmillan. [selected chapters] 

 

Hopf, T. (2010) “The logic of habit in international relations”, European 

Journal of International Relations, Volume 16, Pp. 539–561. 

 

The instructors may assign additional readings to the optional reading lists.  

 

The list of books for the book methods review paper (please select one for your 

analysis): 

 

Cerwonka, A. (2004) Native to the Nation: Disciplining Landscapes and Bodies in 

Australia. University of Minnesota Press. 

 

Mosse, D. (2005) Cultivating Development: An Ethnography of Aid Policy and 

Practice. London / Ann Arbor, MI.: Pluto Press. 

 

Neumann, I.B. (2012) At Home with the Diplomats: Inside a European Foreign 

Ministry. Cornell University Press. 

 

Reeves, M. (2014) Border Work: Spatial Lives of the State in Rural Central Asia. 

Cornell University Press. 

 

Wedeen, L. (2008) Peripheral Visions: Publics, Power, and Performance in Yemen. 

Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

 



Indicative Self- Study 

Strategies 
Type +/– Hours  

Reading for seminars / tutorials (lecture materials, 

mandatory and optional resources) 

+ 50 

Assignments for seminars / tutorials / labs + 30 

E-learning / distance learning (MOOC / LMS) -  

Fieldwork -  

Project work -  

Other (please specify): writing a book methods 

review paper 

+ 20 

Preparation for the exam -  

Academic Support for 

the Course 

Academic support for the course is provided via LMS, where students can find: 

guidelines and recommendations for doing the course; guidelines and 

recommendations for self-study; samples of assessment materials. 

Facilities, Equipment 

and Software 

A class with a laptop, a film projector and a sound system are required for lectures 

and tutorials.  

Course Instructor  Dr. Margarita Kuleva, Senior Lecturer (Department of Sociology), mkuleva@hse.ru  
Dr. Oleg Korneev, Associate Professor (Department of Political Science), 

okorneev@hse.ru   

  

mailto:mkuleva@hse.ru
mailto:okorneev@hse.ru


Аnnex 1 
 

 

Intended Learning Outcomes (ILO) Delivering 
 

Course  

ILO(s)  

Teaching and Learning Methods 

for delivering ILO(s) 
Indicative Assessment Methods of 

Delivered ILO(s) 

 

ULO6: Able to do 
research, including the 
problem analysis, 
setting goals and 
objectives, defining the 
research subject, 
selecting research 
methods including its 
quality control 

Lecture, preparation of required 

readings  

 

 

Working on home assignments  

In-class discussion of lecture 

materials and readings 

 

 

In-class presentations 

ULO7: Able to work in 
team 

Preparing group presentations 

based on readings or home 

assignments 

 

In-class presentations 

 

In-class group discussion 

ULO9: Able to think 
critically and interpret 
the experience 
(personal and of other 
persons), relate to 
professional and social 
activities   

Preparation of required readings 

 

Working on home assignments  

 

Reading a book and writing a 

book methods review paper 

 

In-class group discussion 

 

In-class presentations 

 

Books methods review paper 

PLO2: Student is 
capable of choosing 
research methods 
appropriate for 
resolving the 
professional tasks 

Working on home assignments In-class presentations 

PLO4: Student is 
capable of retrieving, 
collecting, processing 
and analyzing 
information relevant 
for achieving goals in 
the professional field 

Preparation of required readings 

 

 

Working on home assignments, 

including the need to apply 

specific research methods  

 

Reading a book and writing a 

book methods review paper 

 

 

Participation in discussion of 

readings in class 

 

In-class presentations 

 

 

 

Book methods review paper 

 

  



Annex 2 
 

 

Assessment Criteria  

 

In-class Participation 

 

Grades Assessment Criteria 

«Excellent» (8-10) A critical analysis which demonstrates original thinking and shows strong evidence of 

preparatory research and broad background knowledge.  

«Good» (6-7) Shows strong evidence of preparatory research and broad background knowledge. 

Excellent oral expression.  

«Satisfactory» (4-5) 

 

Satisfactory overall, showing a fair knowledge of the topic, a reasonable standard of 

expression. Some hesitation in answering follow-up questions and/or gives incomplete or 

partly irrelevant answers. 

«Fail» (0-3) Limited evidence of relevant knowledge and an attempt to address the topic.  Unable to 

offer relevant information or opinion in answer to follow-up questions.  

 

Presentation 

 

Grades Assessment Criteria 

«Excellent» (8-10) 

 

 

A well-structured, analytical presentation of group work. Shows strong evidence and 

broad background knowledge. In a group presentation all members contribute equally and 

each contribution builds on the previous one clearly. Answers to follow-up questions 

reveal a good range and depth of knowledge beyond that covered in the presentation and 

show confidence in discussion. 

«Good» (6-7) 

 

 

Clearly organized analysis, showing evidence of a good overall knowledge of the topic. 

The presenters highlights key points and responds to follow up questions appropriately. In 

group presentations there is evidence that the group has met to discuss the topic and is 

presenting the results of that discussion, in an order previously agreed. 

«Satisfactory» (4-5) 

 

 

Takes a very basic approach to the topic, using broadly appropriate material but lacking 

focus. The presentation is largely unstructured, and some points are irrelevant to the topic. 

Knowledge of the topic is limited and there may be evidence of basic misunderstanding. 

In a group presentation, most of the work is done by one or two students and the 

individual contributions do not add up. 

«Fail» (0-3) Fails to demonstrate any appropriate knowledge. 

 

Book methods review paper 

 

Grades Assessment Criteria 

«Excellent» (8-10) 

 

The paper has a clear argument, which responds effectively to all aspects of the task. Fully 

satisfies all the requirements of the task; rare minor errors occur. 

  

«Good» (6-7) The paper responds to most aspects of the task with a clear, explicit argument. Covers the 

requirements of the task; may produce occasional errors. 

 

«Satisfactory» (4-5) 

 

 

The final paper generally addresses the task; the format may be inappropriate in places; 

displays little evidence of (depending on the assignment) independent thought and critical 

judgement; includes a partial superficial coverage of the key issues; lacks critical analysis, 



may make frequent errors. 

 

«Fail» (0-3) The paper fails to demonstrate any appropriate knowledge. 

 

 

Written Assignments (Essay, Test/Quiz, Written Exam, etc.) 

 

Grades Assessment Criteria 

«Excellent» (8-10) 

 

Has a clear argument, which addresses the topic and responds effectively to all aspects of 

the task. Fully satisfies all the requirements of the task; rare minor errors occur;  

«Good» (6-7) Responds to most aspects of the topic with a clear, explicit argument. Covers the 

requirements of the task; may produce occasional errors. 

«Satisfactory» (4-5) 

 

 

Generally addresses the task; the format may be inappropriate in places; display little 

evidence of (depending on the assignment): independent thought and critical judgement 

include a partial superficial coverage of the key issues, lack critical analysis, may make 

frequent errors. 

«Fail» (0-3) Fails to demonstrate any appropriate knowledge. 

  



Annex 3 

 

Recommendations for students about organization of self-study 

 

Self-study is organized in order to: 

 Systemize theoretical knowledge received at lectures;  

 Extending theoretical knowledge;  

 Learn how to use legal, regulatory, referential information and professional literature;  

 Development of cognitive and soft skills: creativity and self-sufficiency;   

 Enhancing critical thinking and personal development skills;  

 Development of research skills; 

 Obtaining skills of efficient independent professional activities.  

Self-study, which is not included into a course syllabus, but aimed at extending 

knowledge about the subject, is up to the student‟s own initiative. A teacher recommends 

relevant resources for self-study, defines relevant methods for self-study and demonstrates 

students‟ past experiences.  Tasks for self-study and its content can vary depending on individual 

characteristics of a student. Self-study can be arranged individually or in groups both offline and 

online depending on the objectives, topics and difficulty degree. Assessment of self-study is 

made in the framework of teaching load for seminars or tests.  

In order to show the outcomes of self-study it is recommended: 

 Make a plan for 3-5 presentation which will include topic, how the self-study was 

organized, main conclusions and suggestions and its rationale and importance.  

 Supply the presentation with illustrations. It should be defined by an actual task of 

the teacher.   

 

Recommendations for essay  

An essay is a written self-study on a topic offered by the teacher or by the student 

him/herself approved by teacher. The topic for essay includes development of skills for critical 

thinking and written argumentation of ideas.  An essay should include clear statement of a 

research problem; include an analysis of the problem by using concepts and analytical tools 

within the subject that generalize the point of view of the author.   

Essay structure: 

1. Introduction and formulation of a research question. 

2. Body of the essay and theoretical foundation of selected problem and argumentation of 

a research question.   

3. Conclusion and argumentative summary about the research question and possibilities 

for further use or development.  

  



Annex 4 

 

Special conditions for organization of learning process for students with special needs  

 

The following types of comprehension of learning information (including e-learning and 

distance learning) can be offered to students with disabilities (by their written request) in 

accordance with their individual psychophysical characteristics: 

1) for persons with vision disorders: a printed text in enlarged font; an electronic document; 

audios (transferring of learning materials into the audio); an individual advising with an 

assistance of a sign language interpreter; individual assignments and advising. 

2) for persons with hearing disorders: a printed text; an electronic document; video 

materials with subtitles; an individual advising with an assistance of a sign language 

interpreter; individual assignments and advising. 

3) for persons with muscle-skeleton disorders: a printed text; an electronic document; 

audios; individual assignments and advising. 


