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Struktura

— pripadova studie a jeji vyuziti v komparativnich studii
— metoda sledovani procesu (process-tracing) + vyuziti v bezpecnostnich
studiich
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Jednopripadové studie

— pripadové studie - jeden pripad, mnoho proménnych
— usiluji o detailni popis a porozumeéni pripadu (fenoménu / udalosti)
— deskriptivni/jedine€né (popis) x instrumentalni pfipadové studie (pfinos pro
teorii)
— pfinos instrumentalnich pripadovych studii:
« vytvareni teorii
» testovani teorii (metoda souhlasu + sledovani procesu)
« vysvétleni pfipadu pomoci existujici teorie
« identifikace kauzalnich mechanismu (vysvétleni pfipadu)
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Jednopripadové studie a komparace

3 zakladni pristupy

— 1. pfipadové studie pfedchazi komparativnim studiim (designum) — formulace
hypotéz - nasledné testovany na vétSim mnozstvi pfipadu (statistickymi metodami)

— 2. pripadové studie nasleduji komparativni studie (designy)

Van &4 s

kliCovy pfipad)
—vysvétleni vymykajicich se pfipadu (deviant cases) — nova teorie
—identifikace kauzalniho mechanismu (process-tracing) / identifikace podminek
platnosti kauzalniho mechanismu
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Jednopripadové studie a komparace

3. komparace uvnitf pfipadu (within-case)

—zkoumani pfipadu ,pfed” a ,po“ (cross-time comparison) — rozdéleni do dvou
podpfipadu (umoznuje kontrolovat vliv kontextualnich proménnych)

—anebo zkoumani podjednotek mezi sebou

—mozné vyuzit ,prosté” srovnani i komparativni metodu (zejména metoda
rozdilu)

—zadouci soubézné vyuziti komparativni pripadové studie (between-case, cross-
space comparison)

—v Case se muze zménit vice proménnych! (potencialnich NP nebo ZP) —
vhodné doplnit metodou sledovani procesu
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Jednopripadova studie: vytvareni a testovani teorie

— Hlavni pristupy pro zpracovani a interpretaci dat v pripadovych studiich:

1. Metoda souhlasu (congruence method)

2. Sledovani procesu (process-tracing)
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(1) Metoda souhlasu

— predpoklad: teorie postuluje vztah mezi hodnotami NP a ZP

— deduktivni postup - na zakladé teorie pfredpovéd — testovani na pripadu, zda
odpovida ocekavanym hodnotam

— podle realné hodnoty NP predikovana hodnota ZP — overeni hodnoty ZP na
pripadu

— induktivni postup - nejdfive empirické pozorovani (méfreni hodnot NP a ZP) —
ureni teorie, ktera nejlépe odpovida sledovanym vysledkum

— neresi kauzalni mechanismus

— mozné vyuziti také v ramci komparaci uvnitr pripada (within-case comparison)
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(2) Sledovani procesu (process-tracing)

— definice:

(Collier,
2011)

— metafora detektivniho vysSetfovani - cilem identifikovat kauzalni mechanismus v
pripadovych studiich (x kauzalni inference - X vede k Y)

— 2 zakladni typy - detailni vypravéni (narace) x analytické vysvétleni -
» kauzalni mechanismus jako forma hypotézy (X vede k Y skrze mezikroky A, B a C)

* hodnoceni hypotéz prostfednictvim empirické evidence - nutny x postacujici
projev kauzalniho mechanismu
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Sledovani procesu (process-tracing)

Budovani teorie Testovani teorie
— induktivni postup — deduktivni postup
— absentuje konkrétni kauzalni — existujici teoreticke vysvetleni —
mechanismus operacionalizace kauzalniho
— sbér dat o pfipadu — hledani mechanismu — sbér dat - hledani
vysvétleni, jak uvazovana ptigina vedla dukazu k pozorovatelnym projevum

ke sledovanému efektu, pfipadné
hledani pficin

V praxi kombinace také obou (Outcome
explanation)

MU
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Sledovani procesu (process-tracing)

(e.g., liberal ideas)

:

(e.g., liberal groups) (e.g., government) (e.g., peace)

— kauzalni mechanismus - Theeteatiod P loreM 4 TemEoreM
vysvetleni jak priCina vede k (:Pll o (egi;ffﬁz} : {gAcnpm;
nasledku (X vede k Y skrze - |
mezikroky A, B a C) i i Ehtity, f
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_______ Operationalize CM S

— posloupnost udalosti/Cinnosti v
case Observable

Observable
manifestations

Observable
manifestations

Observable
manifestations

manifestations

— nutna duslednost - pojmenovani
aktera a Cinnosti + podlozeni
dukazy

Empirical, case-
specific level

Step 3

Collect evidence

R s e s e s ol s s s
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Sledovani procesu (process-tracing)

— sbér dukazu (evidence) a jejich testovani
1. identifikace pozorovatelnych projevi (stop) na zakladé kauzalniho
mechanismu
2. vybér nejvhodnéjSich stop a jejich operacionalizace (identifikace dukazu /
evidence)

3. rozhodnuti, zda je pfitomnost stopy nezbytnym a/nebo postacujicim
potvrzenim (teoreticka jistota x unikatnost) existence navrzeného mechanismu
(Ci jeho Casti)
(vhodné také urcit do jaké miry je stopa teoreticky unikatni Ci jista! = sila testu)
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Table 1

Process Tracing Tests for Causal Inference

| SUFFICIENT FOR AFFIRMING CAUSAL INFERENCE

o

Yes

Yes

L Straw-in-the-Wind

3. Smoking-Gun

Passing: Affirms relevance of iwpothesis,

but does not conficm it

a. Passing: Confirms hypothesis,

Falling: Hypothesis is not eliminated, but
ta slightly weakenad.

h. Falling: Hypothesis k& not eliminated,
but i somewhat weakened.

Implications for rival hypotheses:
Passing stightly weakens them.
Failing s¥ehtly strengthens theam.

¢. Implications for rival hypotheses:
Passing subsiantialy weakens them.
Falling somewhal strengthens them.

2. Hoop

4. Doubly Decisive

Passing: Affirms relevance of hypothesis,

but does not confirm it

a. Passing: Confirms hypothesis and
eliminates others.

Failing: Eliminates hwpothesis.

b. Falling: Eliminates hypothesis.

Implications for rival hypotheses:
Passing somewhat weakens them.
Failling sormewhat strengthens them.

¢. Implications for rival hypotheses:
Passing efminales them.
Falling subsiantiafy strengthens,

Source: Adapted from Besmett (2020, 210}, who builds on categories formulsted by Van Bwems 0997 31-32).
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Table 2
Overview of “Silver Blaze”

Causal Puzzle

To explain the murder of John Straker and, secondarily, the disappearance and whereabouts of the racehorse
Silver Blaze.

Main Characters
Silver Blaze, the racehorse that is the favorite for the Essex Cup, has disappeared.
John Straker, the horse's trainer, has been killed by a terrible blow that shattered his head.

Fitzroy Simpson, a prime suspect, has been lurking around the stable seeking inside information about the
race.

Ned Hunter, a stable boy, has been drugged with opium concealed in curried mutton. He therefore fails to guard
Silver Blaze on the night of the horse's disappearance.

Colonel Rossis the owner of King's Pyland Stables and of Silver Blaze.

Hypotheses
Intervening Variables
H3. Straker abducted horse

H4. Straker planned to harm
H2. Chain of events started in horse
Straker household

Dependent Variables
H6. Simpson killed Straker
H7. Straker killed himself
H8. Horse killed Straker

Independent Variables

Hl. Romantic entanglement
started chain of events

H5. Straker practiced the injury

Table 4
Hoop Tests

H6. Simpson killed Straker.

Table 3
Straw-in-the-Wind Tests

H1. Straker's romantic entanglement set chain of events into motion.

Clues. A bill from an expensive women's clothing store is found in Strak-
er's pocket, and his wife is ignorant of the clothing in question.

Inference. The bill was owed by Straker for an expensive gift to another
woman, and Straker may have been in financial difficulty. This could
give him a motive for throwing the race.

Summary. This promising lead, a straw-in-the-wind, lends weight to H1,
but is not by itself a decisive piece of evidence.

H3. Straker abducted the horse.
Clue. The dog did nothing (i.e., did not bark) in the night during which the
horse disappeared.

Inference. The person who approached the stable, possibly Straker, was
well-known to the dog. This raises questions about why Straker might
have gone to the stable. It suggests that perhaps he came to abduct
the horse, but does not strongly demonstrate this.

Summary. This straw-in-the-wind favors H3, but does not confirm it.

Clue. Simpson had a potential murder weapon.

Inference. This weapon is consistent with the hypothesis, but does not
by itself demonstrate Simpson’s guilt.
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Summary. Simpson had a potential weapon, so HE passes this hoop test.
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Table 5
Smoking-Gun Tests

H2. The chain of events started in Straker’s household.

Clues. The household maid brought the stable boy curried mutton, and
he was found later to have been drugged.

Inference. The curry was served to conceal the opium, which in turn was
used to drug the stable boy. When it is clear that the curry could only
have been introduced in the mutton by someane in Straker's house-
hold, members of his household become inextricabiy linked to a key
causal step.

Summary. The clues yield a smoking-gun test that confirms H2.

Building a Doubly Decisive Test by
Evaluating Alternative Hypotheses

H6. Simpson killed Straker.

Clues. The household maid brought the stable boy curried mutton, and
he was found later to have been drugged.

Inference. The curry served to conceal the opium, which in turn was
used to drug the stable boy. Because the curry could only have been
introduced in the mutton by someone in Straker's household, Simpson
is excluded from consideration.

Summary for H6. This hoop test rejects HB, eliminating Simpson as a

suspect.

H4. Straker planned to harm the horse.

Clue. Unusual, surgical knife found with Straker.

Inference: The knife isinterpreted as exceptionally unusual—establishing H8. The horse killed Straker.
intent to harm. Clues. (a) Bill in Straker's pocket and wife's ignorance of dress; (b) Strak-

Alternative Inference: The knife is interpreted as somewhat unusual, er's unusual syrgical knife; (c) matches and candle, and the horse dis-
suggesting, but hardly confirming, intent to harm. It might possibly be appeared at night; (d) the unusual form of death—Straker's head was
a coincidence. “shattered by a savage blow from some heavy weapon.”

Summary. If the knife is exceptionally unusual, it is a smoking gun that Inferences. (a) Straker's romantic entanglement and resulting financial
confirms H4. With a weaker interpretation that the knife was somewhat difficulty provided a motive to throw the race (straw-in-the-wind, table
unusual, it is a straw-in-the-wind that makes H4 more plausible, with 3): (b) Straker planned to harm the horse (smoking gunor straw-in-the-
out confirming it. wind, table 5); (c) when Straker attempted to harm the horse at night,

the candle and prick of the knife frightened the horse and led to a fatal
kick (straw-in-the-wind). (d) the unusual form of death (savage blow)
points to an extreme or unusual cause, i.e., the horse's kick (straw-in-
the-wind).
H7. Straker killed himself. Summary for H8. The combined weight of four straws-in-the-wind, one
Clue. Straker’'s head was “shattered by a savage blow from some heavy of which may be a smoking gun, strongly favor the hypothesis that the
weapon.” horse killed Straker.
Inference. Straker could not have shattered his own head with such a Summary of Doubly Decisive Test. Two of the three suspects are elim-
14 blow. inated by hoop tests, leaving only the horse. A series of additional infer-
Summary for HZ. This hoop test rejects H7, eliminating Straker as a ences strongly implicate the horse. The combined weight of evidence
suspect. confirms H8, that the horse killed Straker.




Tabulka ¢. 1: Typologie kauzalnich testi pouzivanych v ramci PT

Je pritomnost dané
empiricke stopy...

... dostacujici pro potvrzeni kauzalnitho mechanismu?

NE

ANO

(I) Steblo ve vetru

Pritomnost stopy zpravidla mirné
upeviiuje vvznam hypotézv. ale
nepotvrziye ji.

Absence stopy zpravidla mimné oslabuje
hypotézu_ ale nevyvraci ji.

(III) Kourici hlaven

Pritomnost stopy potvrzuje hypotézu.

Absence stopy zpravidla mimé oslabuje
hypotézu, ale nevyvraci ji

NE
_.. nezbytna pro
potvrzeni
kauzalniho
mechanismu?

ANO

(II) Proskok kruhem

Piitomnost stopy zpravidla mimé
upeviinje vvznam hypotézy. ale
nepotvrzuge ji.

Absence stopy vyvraci hypotézu.

(IV) Oboustranné rozhodny test

Pritomnost stopy potvizuje hypotézu.

Absence stopy vyvraci hypotézu.
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Unigueness of evidence

16 Pripadova studie a process-tracing

Low

Hoop

Straw-in-the-wind

Certainty of evidence

High

( ) Doubly decisive

Q
Q
=
Q
i
Q
Y
g =
©
w
=
1}
(@)

Smoking gun

Low

YsiH

=
w =

w =




Typy empirické evidence

1. Evidence v podobé zaznamu (account evidence)
2. Stopova evidence (trace evidence)

3. Strukturni evidence (pattern evidence)

4. Sekvencni evidence (sequence evidence)
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P¥iklad PT |

Design: Process-tracing (Outcome explanation)

(1) navrhovany kauzalni mechanismus

H1: The EU’s foreign policies in the scope
of the Ukraine crisis (DV) were due to the
EU’s power position in the Eastern Europe
security complex (independent variable),
which was mediated by its role identity
(intervening variable #1), its perceptions of
Russia and Ukraine (INV #2), and its
foreign policy-making process (INV #3).

H2: Russia’s foreign policies in the scope of
the Ukraine crisis (DV) were due to Russia’s
power position in the Eastern Europe
security complex (independent variable),
which was mediated by its role identity
(INV #1), its perceptions of the EU and
Ukraine (INV #2), and its foreign policy-
making process (INV #3).
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(2) sbér dat - evidence v
podobé zaznamu
*archivni informace
*rozhovory

(3) testy evidence - ,,Stéblo ve
vétru®
*ostatni vyfazeny

EU’s and Russia’s involvement in the Ukraine crisis

kauzalni mechanisms

(1) specific role identity frameworks—the
EU’s civilian-normative power identity and
Russia’s Eurasian great power identity—led
to differing but not necessarily
competing roles in Ukraine.

(2) misperceptions on both sides—
especially the EU’s misunderstanding of
Russia’s national interests and Russia’s
misunderstanding of the EU’s
motivations—shifted the  relationship
towards competition.

(3) the extremely different foreign policy-
making processes—the EU’s reliance on
consensus politics versus the power of the
President (Putin) in Russia’s—led to the
EU’s non-aggressive policies vis-a-vis a
more belligerent and assertive Russia.

(4) interpretace - evidence -

teorie
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Priklad PT Il Davové vytrznosti fotbalovych fanousk

Design: Process-tracing

= m e mmmmmm e m— - — - 3 ZAVISLA PROMENNA:
Davové vytrznosti

NEZAVISLAPROMENNA: =~~~ """~ "~7--777==========-+
(1) Pritomnost fotbalovych chuliganu
(2) Nadmérna konzumace alkoholu

Vyvraceni teorie pomoci

NEZAVISLA PROMENNA: metody rozdilnosti (method

(1) Typ policejniho pfistupu (Policing) of difference) ZAVISLA PROMENNA:
R - , Davové vytrznosti

l

Jaky KAUZALNi MECHANISMUS?
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Priklad PT I Davové vytrznosti fotbalovych fanousk

Design: Process-tracing

NEZAVISLA PROMENNA: \ZIIIIIIZIIIZIIIZIIIZIIIZIZIICZD ZAVISLA PROMENNA:
Typ policejniho pfistupu Jaké ZPROSTREDKUJICI PROMENNE? Davove vytrznosti
Deduktivni pfistup: KAUZALNi MECHANISMUS EVIDENCE
(1) FanouSci shromazdéni v den zdpasu a misté utkani vnimaji - Stopova evidence (nasili veétSi Casti
svoje chovani jako legitimni » (2) Vyskyt méné zavazného incidentu fanou$ku - nejen chuliganu)
(vytrznictvi) » (3) Policie incident vyhodnoti jako nebezpecny a - Evidence v podobé zaznamu (pozorovani,
nesouci riziko eskalace a represivné zakroCi vici celé skupiné rozhovory, statistickda data - napf.
fanouskl P (4) FanouSci vnimaji zasah jako nepfiméfeny a informace o zadrzenych fanouscich)
nelegitimni » (5) FanouSci se za¢nou dominantné vnimat jako - Sekvencni evidence (chronologie udalosti
skupina sdilejici kolektivni identitu zaloZenou na odporu vuéi policii — eskalace nasili v reakci na represi)
a tak vnimajici nasili jako legitimni » (6) Zapojeni vétSiho mnozstvi )
osob do nasilnych projevi namifenych vici policii » (7) Eskalace + POSOUZENI EVIDENCE
represivnich opatfeni » (8) Eskalace nasilnych projevl fanouska =>
Davové vytrznosti - zde zejména ,Proskok kruhem® a ,Stéblo ve
veétru®
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Table 1

Process Tracing Tests for Causal Inference

| SUFFICIENT FOR AFFIRMING CAUSAL INFERENCE

o

Yes

Yes

L Straw-in-the-Wind

3. Smoking-Gun

Passing: Affirms relevance of iwpothesis,

but does not conficm it

a. Passing: Confirms hypothesis,

Falling: Hypothesis is not eliminated, but
ta slightly weakenad.

h. Falling: Hypothesis k& not eliminated,
but i somewhat weakened.

Implications for rival hypotheses:
Passing stightly weakens them.
Failing s¥ehtly strengthens theam.

¢. Implications for rival hypotheses:
Passing subsiantialy weakens them.
Falling somewhal strengthens them.

2. Hoop

4. Doubly Decisive

Passing: Affirms relevance of hypothesis,

but does not confirm it

a. Passing: Confirms hypothesis and
eliminates others.

Failing: Eliminates hwpothesis.

b. Falling: Eliminates hypothesis.

Implications for rival hypotheses:
Passing somewhat weakens them.
Failling sormewhat strengthens them.

¢. Implications for rival hypotheses:
Passing efminales them.
Falling subsiantiafy strengthens,

Source: Adapted from Besmett (2020, 210}, who builds on categories formulsted by Van Bwems 0997 31-32).
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Sledovani procesu (process-tracing)

— dobra praxe

v" zdlvodnéni vybéru pfipadu

v jasné definovat kauzalni mechanismus

v identifikovat a vyhodnotit alternativni vysvétleni (co nejvice)
v identifikovat co nejvice projevld uvazovaného mechanismu

v_ vysvétlit, jak jsou dikazy spojené s kauzalnim mechanismem
v" zahrnout i protichidnou evidenci

v" posoudit spolehlivost dikazu

v" prezentovat diikazy pfimo (napf. citace)

v'mozné zacit ¢asovou osou (sled udalosti)

v vhodna kombinace se srovnavacim designem (napf. QCA)
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Co si zapamatovat

Pripadova studie
— jaké jsou zpusoby vyuziti pfipadovych studii pro ucely komparativni analyzy?
— jaké existuji pristupy pro zpracovani a interpretaci dat v pripadovych studiich?
Process-tracing
— co je ucelem metody sledovani procesu? jak muze obohatit jiné metody? (napf.
komparativni metodu)?
— jak sledovani procesu probiha? (3 pfistupy), jaké pouziva typy kauzalnich testt?

jaké jsou typy empirické evidence?
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