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General scope

This course is an introduction to the logic of inquiry in the social sciences.  By logic of inquiry we refer to the way that social scientific theories are brought into relation with evidence (whatever that might be).  There some premises that the course is based on: One is that social research is ultimately about constructing social theories.  The outcome of social research should not just be more data, but new theoretical ideas.  Two, is that positivism: induction proper is not a possibility – social research ultimately relies on the creative spark of a theoretical idea, deployed in iterations of deduction (we can call this abduction).  Three, is that designing social research is difficult, because publications convey a ritualized sequence of the research process that is impossible to practice (and is never practiced).  Instead of a process, this course imagines research as iterative interplay between data and ideas.  What distinguishes the professional researcher from the amateur is the capacity to organize complexity by deploying patterns of practice in this iterative interplay.

Learning outcomes

Students taking this course should be able to formulate a research project starting by identifying a research question, stating a theoretical argument, and deducing observable implications.  The course also prepares students to approach social research in a pragmatic way, reshaping the research question and the argument in iterations of repeatedly engaging in empirical data collection.  Ultimately, the outcome is that students build their own toolkit of cognitive patterns – tools that help them organize and manage the complexities of a research process.
Course requirements and assessment

Evaluation in the course is based on four pieces of work: a research paper proposal, class participation, reading summaries (reaction papers), and an in-class presentation. 

Basis of Evaluation:

Research paper proposal: 50%

Class participation: 15%

Reading Summaries: 15%

Presentation: 20%

Research Proposal:  The research proposal is the main product of the course.  There are no restrictions on its substantive focus.  Comparative projects, projects that combine qualitative and quantitative methods, and projects with a historical dimension will be especially favored in the final evaluation.  The form of the proposal is crucial.  A successful proposal must accomplish four tasks.  First, it must pose a theoretically interesting and empirically answerable question or puzzle.  Second it must identify competing plausible theoretical answers to the puzzle.  Third, the proposal must identify and explain an appropriate method or research strategy for deciding which one of the plausible answers is most well supported by the evidence.  Finally the proposal must identify sources of evidence appropriate to the method and the puzzle.  Students should speak with the professor in office hours about the research proposal as early as possible.  A first draft is due in week six of the course.  By the end of the class you should aim for an essay of about 5 to 7 thousand words long.

Class Participation:  Students are expected to attend all classes and participate in discussion. This is not a secondary part of the class.  You are to be prepared to comment in detail on the required readings, and possibly on one or two of the optional readings.

Reading Summaries:  Each week students will summarize and critically react to the assigned readings. These reaction papers should be minimum one-half a page, and maximum one page long, and must be sent via e-mail to vedresb@ceu.hu as DOC or RTF attachment with a proper subject (i.e. “Reading summary for class 5”).  A good summary will attempt to synthesize the readings around a single issue or problem, and discuss the various approaches proposed to that problem. At the same time, it should also show an individual contribution, a personal relation (that can of course be critical).

Presentation:  Students will choose one of the weeks to present the required readings.  This presentation should be about 15 minutes along.  It should lay out the main issues in the readings, and evaluate the various approaches, with questions for discussion. Of course, this presentation also should include the personal take, stance, beliefs of the presenter.
Course Structure

There are two major blocks in this course – the first is more about the nature of theories and patterns deployed in theorizing, while the second is more practical, discussing patterns in bringing theories to a level of observable consequences. 
Schedule

1. Introduction: cognitive patterns of research practice
An approach to methodology as patterns of practice is outlined. The concepts of established phenomenon, specified ignorance, and strategic research material are introduced.
Merton, Robert K. 1987. "Three Fragments from a Sociologist's Notebooks". Annual Review of Sociology. 13: 1-28. 
2. Constructing social theories: levels of generality, and moving between them
The general nature of theories and theory-construction is discussed. Links between levels of theory and data are outlined. 
Stinchcombe, Arthur. 1968. Constructing Social Theories. Chapters 1-3 Pp. 1-56. 
3. Causality, as a typical building block of theoretical arguments 
Causal connections as fundamental building blocks to theorizing is discussed – with respect to the criteria of establishing (theorizing) a causal connection.
Bernert, Christopher. 1983. "The Career of Causal Analysis in American Sociology". British Journal of Sociology. 34: 230-254. 
Berk, Richard. 1988. “Causal Inference for Sociological Data.” Pp. 155-172 in The Handbook of Sociology, edited by Neil Smelser. Beverly Hills: Sage. 
4. Social mechanisms, as a refinement of causality, bringing in indeterminacy
A refinement to causal theoretical statements is to think in terms of mechanisms. We discuss ways of opening the black box of causation by referring to mechanisms.
Hedstrom, Peter, and Richard Swedberg. 1998. “Social mechanisms: An introductory essay.” Pp. 1-31 in Social Mechanisms, edited by Peter Hedstrom and Richard Swedberg.  Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.  
Elster, Jon. 1998. “A plea for mechanisms.” Pp. 45-73 in Social Mechanisms, edited by Peter Hedstrom and Richard Swedberg.  Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 
5. Rationality and its alternatives: a focus on action
Action is a key element in social theories, we consider the simplest approach to action based on assumptions of rationality.
Elster, Jon. 1994. “The Nature and Scope of Rational Choice Explanation”. Chapter 20 in RPSS.;
Budon, Raymond. 1998. “Limitations of Rational Choice Theory.” American Journal of Sociology 104(3): 817-828 
6. Structure and agency: connecting action with its environment
An important extension to considering action is to bring in structural counterparts.  We discuss ways of conceptualizing structure that is open to change by agency.
Sewell, William Jr. 1992. "A Theory of Structure: Duality, Agency and 

Transformation". American Journal of Sociology, 98: 1-29. 
7. Cases, and casing as bringing concepts to data
Casing is a fundamental operation in constructing social research – case boundaries, case selection, multiple layers of casing is discsused.
Ragin, Charles C. 1992. “Introduction: Cases of “What is a case?” Pp. 1-17 in What is a Case: Exploring foundations of social inquiry. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 
Platt, Jennifer. 1992. “Cases of cases … of cases” Pp. 21-52 in What is a Case: Exploring foundations of social inquiry. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.  
Ragin, Charles C. 1992. “Casing and the process of social inquiry” Pp. 217-226 in What is a Case: Exploring foundations of social inquiry. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 
8. Comparative inquiry: connecting cases to each other, and to theory
All methodologies rely on comparison, a logical extension of case-based thinking is comparison across cases.
Mill, John Stuart. 1881. "On the Four Methods of Experimental Inquiry." Pp. 211-238  in John Stuart Mill's Philosophy of Scientific Method, edited by E. Nagel. New York: Hafner, 1950. 
Skocpol, Theda and Margaret Somers. 1980. “The Uses of Comparative History in Macrosocial Inquiry”. Comparative Studies in Society and History. 22: 174-197.   
9. Narratives: exploring the richness of what’s inside a case; bringing time in
We open our thinking about methodology towards dynamics and time. Historical dimensions and narrative contents of cases are discussed. 
Griffin, Larry J. 1993. “Narrative, Event-Structure Analysis, and Causal Interpretation in Historical Sociology”. American Journal of Sociology. 98: 1094-1133. 
Isaac, Larry W. 1997. “Transforming Localities: Reflections on Time, Causality and Narrative in Contemporary Historical Sociology”. Historical Methods. 30: 4-12. 
10. Path dependence: nothing exists in a timeless void
We continue our thinking about time to make sequences the units of analysis.
Mahoney, James. 2000.  “Path Dependence in Historical Sociology.” Theory and Society 29: 507-548. 
Abbott, Andrew. 1983. “Sequences of Social Events: Concepts and Methods for the Analysis of Order in Social Processes.” Historical Methods 16(4):129-149.  
Sewell, William H. Jr. 1996. “Three Temporalities: Toward An Eventful Sociology.” Pp. 245-280 in The Historic Turn in the Human Sciences, edited by Terrence J.  McDonald. Ann Arbor: University Of Michigan Press.  
11. Measurement in qualitative inquiry: coding as connecting concepts to data
We discuss the fundamental elements that define rigor in qualitative research. Distinction between data and impressionistic accounts is outlined.
Silverman, David. 2001. Interpreting Qualitative Data: Methods for Analysing Talk, Text and Interaction. second edition ed. London: Sage Publications. Chapter 2   
Coffey, Amanda and Paul Atkinson. 1996. Making Sense of Qualitative Data: Complementary Research Strategies. Thousand Oaks: Sage Publications. Chapter 2; 
12. The logic of quantitative inquiry: reasoning with numbers
We discuss the basic building blocks of quantitative thinking, and ways to build theories based on numerical data. We reflect on the false distinction between qualitative and quantitative research. 
Chapter 1   Bernard, H. R., editor. 1998. Handbook of Methods in Cultural Anthropology. Walnut Creek, CA: AltaMira Press. 
Chapter 15  Bernard, H. R., editor. 1998. Handbook of Methods in Cultural Anthropology. Walnut Creek, CA: AltaMira Press. 
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