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Comparative design thus presents the rescarcher with conps;
erable challenges, especially when different countries
compared. The researcher must select theoretical problem th
is best illuminated by comparative research
women are included in the political elite in Denmark but exclude
in Britain and France {Siim, 2000).
should then be collected and hypotheses tested, such as the i
of the electoral system or diverse traditions iti

drawn. However, as comparative analysis usuall
relatively limited number of cases, caution has
about the levels of generalization that can be made.

Conclusion

The planning and
its success. Plannin
research, developin
tions into hypotheses and decidin

g involves determining the objectives of the

sions drawn from the analysis are accurate. The choice of research
design 1s fundamental to thig process as it will determine how the
evidence will be generated and analysed. The better the design, the
clearer will be the evidence of cause and effect and the more likely
that the findings and explanations will be accepted.

This chapter has also discussed the process of research and
suggested that there are two ways of describing this, namely the
linear model and the research labyrinth. The linear model suggests
that the research process is smooth and ordered, moving from
theoretical speculations to the collection of data, the analysis of
the findings and finally the publication of the results. The research
labyrinth emphasizes the complexity and pitfalls involved in
rescarch, especially the false starts, the need for inspiration, the
difficult negotiations with tunders and subjects, ethical dilemmas
and competition and conflict with colleagues.

The issues raised in this chapter are discussed in greater detail

in the following chapters, beginning with the next chapter on the
comparative method.
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In order to gauge what the comparative method can and cannot
achieve, it will be placed alongside the experimental and statistica|
of this chapter. The subsequent section
details some basic comparative research designs, while the advan.:
tages and disadvantages of this type of research are spelt out in the"

methods in the first section

next two sections. Case selection is the topic of the final

section
Case selection merits some special

cases are included. Applying the comparative method in a rigor-
ous atiempt to test some proposition is only possible if the cases
are comparable, This is
addresses. In contrast, comparisons of cases as a means of persua-
sion without a clearly thought out case selection and analysis are
not, strictly speaking, using the comparative method.

Comparative political science: substance and method

Calling oneself a comparativist, or saying that one is studying
comparative political science, can mean at least three different
things (Mair, 1996, pp. 309-10). First, comparative political science
can refer to the study of foreign countries. This type of compara-
tive political science often consists of single-country studies (such
as Italian politics, New Zealand politics, Canadian politics, and
s0 on) which can be considered as implicitly comparative if they
draw on more widely applied theories or models of politics, If
s0, then case studies can be seen as part of a larger, comparative
body of research. Nevertheless, this type of comparative research
tends to be more focused on collecting and presenting facts about
a single case than on making a sustained contribution to the deve]-
opment of theories and hypotheses. Second, there is a significant
body of explicitly comparative research: that is, research covering
more than one case. Systematic comparisons of some aspect of
the political systems of two or more countries often provide the
empirical basis for building and refining general political science
theories, The third meaning of comparative political science refers
to the methods used to Carry out comparative research, and this is
the focus of the remainder of this chapter.
In a seminal article from 1971, Arend Lijphart placed the
comparative method, which he defined as 3 broad-gauge, general

method, not a narrow, specialized technique’ (1971, p. 683)
alongside experimental and statistical

3
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political outcome.

function as the experimental method, and thus statistically estah
lished empirical relationships cannot be viewed with the same leve]:
of confidence. However, there are techniques for assessing how
much confidence one can have in a given statistical relationship:
(see Chapter 6).
The comparative method is about observing and comparing -
carefully selected cases on the basis of some stimulus being absent
or present. The comparative method operates on the same logic
as the experimental method, which has been described as ‘nothing ™
but the comparative method where the cases to be compared are -
produced to order and under controlled conditions’ (Parsons, 1949,
p. 743). For example, we might like to know whether and how
decreases in trade union membership (a phenomenon that occurred
in many western European countries in the last decades of the twen-
tieth century) affect class-based voting. In order to assess the impact
of trade union membership on class-based voting, then, it is useful
to compare levels of trade union membership and class-based voting -
in different countries (or over time), However, since the ability to
control the political environment is so limited, these comparisons do
not reach experimental standards. The conclusions are drawn from
comparisons, not experiments. As a consequence, the comparative
method (and the statistical method) makes claims about empirically
observed relationships without rigorous controls for other variables,
and here the comparative method is even weaker than the statis.
tical imethod. Quantitative comparative research bridges the two
research methods. If a comparison involved enough cases for statis-
tical control to be possible, then, as Lijphart points out (1971, p.
684), there would be no real difference between the statistical and
comparative methods. In fact, the only thing that prevents (much)
comparative analysis from being statistical is the number of cases
included. The number of comparable cases available seldom satisfies
the assumptions of statistical control techniques.

Political science proceeds by imposing some sort of order on
processes, events and phenomena that do not easily conform to
any sort of order. The real difficulty of political science is to make
‘convincing statements about the causation of political phenom-
ena, given the complexity of interactions among the whole range
of social phenomena and the number of external sources of vari-
ance’ (Peters, 1998, p. 28). Researching politics can be seen as
a process of shifting focus from the level of particular pieces of
information to the general level of theory and hypotheses. If, for
instance, we are interested in the fairly recent electoral successes of

far-right parties across west
a - .

Designing comparative research
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and other variables, which we can call spurious or intervening varj.
ables (these are in fact also x variables, or independent variables,

but ones that compete with the theory we want to test rather than
being ‘part of” that theory). Dependent variables are the phenom:
ena that we want to explain in the research., Independent variableg
are the things we suspect influence the dependent variable, Every:
thing else (that is, everything that makes up the social, economic
and political context and backdrop of the dependent and indepen-
dent variables) fits into the third category. Such variables might
be spurious (that is, falsely appear to have some bearing on the
relationship between the dependent and independent variables) or
intervening (that is, actually having some bearing on the relation-.
ship between the dependent and independent variables) '
The work of J. S. Mill, especially his so-called method of differ-
ence, lays the foundations for these two types of comparative
research (although many other writers since have of course contin-
ued to develop the thoughts and arguments Mill formulated in-
1843 in his System of Logic). In brief, what we can take from the
method of difference is that if two units or cases are exactly alike
in every respect (a ceteris paribus, ‘all other things being equal’,
assumption), except that in case A y occurs and in case B ¥ does
not occur, and except that in case A x was present and in case B x
was absent, then we may conclude that x caused v, if we also have
some theoretical basis for believing that there is a causal process, -
not merely a correlation (that is, we must be able to present some
plausible account as to how x ‘produces’ y, and does not merely
seem to occur at the same time and in the same place as y (Shively,
2005, p. 75)). This logic is nevertheless easier said than done to
implement in a research project, mainly because the ceteris paribus
assumption almost never holds: two cases are never exactly alike
except for the condition we want to investigate. One way of getting
around this that might seem reasonable would be to observe the
same case twice (say A), once with x and once without, However,
this is almost as unrealistic as the ceteris paribus assumption, and
has been labelled the fundamental problem of inference (Holland,
1986, p. 947),

To return to the idea of ‘most similar’ and ‘most different’
research designs introduced at the beginning of this section, one
simple way of understanding what they are, and how they differ
from each other, is to keep the three categories of variables outlined
above in mind (dependent, independent, spurious/intervening),
The first point to note is that the dependent variable is irrelevant

at the resed
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~yariable. T
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o ovortionality of an electoral system really impacts on gender
‘proportionality of an e!ect(_)rz_ll systein, really impa o
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taken into account): o

. BOX 3.1 Research design: most similar electoral syStems
and gender balances in Parllament (1) o

This type of research design compares two or more cases. that haye as’
much in common as possible, except the independent variable, Trying
to answer the research question ‘Do electoral systems that are. more”
proportional generate a more even gender balance
these variables mighr be deemed relevant: '

the Northern Ircland Assembly is the most gender balanced Assembly
mthe UK- ooh e

;ile Scottish Parliarment and the ngsh__Asse.r.pl?lyc
. gt;;stminstef- is the least gender ]_;_v_glanced Assembly _n;_tkg: UI<12}1
' within Northern Ireland, Scotland ;a:n.;_:l- _IW_aIPTs.,_': :thg. g_er_;_gis_r alz;nﬁ
. among returned representatives to the devolved 'a_Ssgt{q._l;J_l_y:_.shou d be
" greater than among returned representatives to Westminster.

in Parliament??, ' intermediate;

-Dependent variable: Gender balance in Parliament (%) - ok
Independent variable:  Electoral SYSTBI "o v T
Spurious/intervening: Gender balance in the workforce ( %)_'_ :
Equality legislation - :
Political culture

Parties’ candidate selection procedures.

- Sources Fareell (2001); Gallagher, Laver and Mait (2001

L s

The cases in" a’ most similar research :
_clectoral systems but be as simifar as possible. in-all other respects:
On this basis it is reasonable to compare the UK to any. of the West 4
Euaropean 'propor_tidna!_repfeseutatio_n (PR) countries. However, an :
even better idea would be to break down the UK case’ into several .
cases. General elections in the UK {Westminster clections) use the -
" single member plurality (SMP) 'system.-HoWever, elé_c’tié'r_ls to the UK’ i
three devolved assemblies take place by other electoral systems: ‘the
Northern Ireland Assembly is elected: by pﬁcp_oftion_al..:irepresentéttfon_f
. by the single transferable vote (PR-STV), while the SEdttishPétr_liéhﬁ,ﬁ:ﬂ
~and the Welsh Assembly are elected by a.mixed electoral system (fo
example, mixing elemerits-of SMP and PR), " T T
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By breaking the UK case into many cases that can be compared with"
each other, many (if not all} spurious and intervéning variables are "
-held conistant: the electoral system changes. dependinig on what-body. -
- is being elected, but political culture, proportions ‘of womernin the
workforce, and so on, remain relatively unchanged. To test:the éf'fe:c'f :
of electoral systems on gender balance, the following four cases 'c_ciu-ld_":i"-
be compared: : _ e e Y ety Fe i e D

°* Westminster elections :

® Northern Ireland Assembly elections
Scottish Parliament-elections -
Welsh Assembly elections.
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S ielid any o demmoeraics Almond and Vetba forwerlt -
bl of examining their hypothesis as rigorously as possible. .
the FOSS}Z zzof}.ié.s'is' about political cultuire and stable democracy werte,
gsse;}rlej fiﬁe political cultures 'Qf-"ﬁé{l'.afe‘__n?ér_‘f‘c.i‘?s wouldgresuriliti}’
e key i‘ESP'eCf-fuf?daf.?eq.tauy;d-ffferf:ng fmm NERO S
cultars of stable democracies. Due to thei case selction, howe
Simond and Verba were not able to arsvier this ey question.

single party/coalition government (and so on), should ides
establish whether ‘the state of the economy’ has a constant effeg
on ‘government popularity’. )
Both the ‘most different’ and the ‘most similar’ rescarch desigpe
can ‘result in the confirmation of theoretical statements’ (Przewg
ski and Teune, 1970, p. 35). In theory both types of comparatj
research design make the assumption that it is possible to reach t
level of experimental control. In actual political science resears

o33 Research design: most different electoral

Cystems and gender balances in Parliament {Ii}

Sometimes it is possible to replace {if imperfectly) a strictly experi
mental setting with statistical analysis, which at least gives us a handf;
on how probable it is that a purported relationship between som
variables exists, but this lies beyond the scope of this chapter.

This type of research design compares two or more cases that ﬁéit""”s* -
different as possible except on the Endepend_cnt:Yar_labl-e-.-?_‘; S
ce, let’s stay with the research question from Box
¢, fet’s stay: with the resea i : ce
._lflr:ecﬂ'dﬁ'betweé'n'a.‘Count_.ry’s'eleCth?aE SyStemandthegznclifr bal e
i1 Parliamient?’ To recaps all the relevant variables are as follows

Dependent variable: . -
 Independent variable: .
Other variables::

- Verba's The Civic Culture 5

. Gabriel Almond: and Sidney Verbas The Ciie Culture: Politi

. Attitudes and Democracy in Five Nations (1963; later complemented
- with. The Civic Culture Revisited first published in 1980) remains
: ia:fl_dma_r_kftgx_t'-i:;' the :_S'tt';dy_'of:p_b'l_iri'é:aﬂ"éﬁ_ljt'_if__lré' he authors’ hypot

* - was that democracy is more stable iri. countries with‘a particular k
Noie that the

. BOX3.2, The -':d'iff'i'curtjies__l:ajf..j'_céséffséiegﬁéﬁi_Ar;:rié;rjiafé' '

of political culture, whlchthey 'Ia_lpjefléd.'g'_‘;ivj‘é_f culture’:
. cases were sclected on the: é:'péﬁdei_l_t-:'xfar_i_a ble.)

- Almond and Verba’s criteria for.case selection:

this perspective. i Re
The ‘devil is in the detail’ when it comes to electoral systems: |
is' alniost endless variation between. -j-e_l_egt_ox_:a_i_:::Es'ys_t,equ__.-;fll- Gl
countries, even ones that can be broadly categorized as | lzoifhoigh
the same general category of eletoral syitets (for ckampl, althoug

bzo't"h.Fra'hce and Aﬁstra!ia_"haygimg.]:()r__l_t.)z'syﬁ?..'e.rfi_s.,__f.l_;?.gpg.o_p, e

e USA-and Britain: examples of stable democracies
7 Germanys had a ‘brdken’_d’e}hé_'cr'"éﬁ-ic:'re_c'b‘fd',"_; G
S e Ttaly and - Mexico: had less  developed societies whose . politica
S systems W'efé;in"'tra_nsitiO'r_l'_t_d democracy. | i
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" two ballot system, while in Australia the system has a single round
 preferential voting where. voters are obliged to'rank all candidates o
the ballot paper, or else their vote is-declared invalid)

Since there is 'so much ‘variety it is often nécessary. tb_" sél_éct_ the
* “least bad’ “cases: for example, two countries. with- List-PR elector:
systems even if it is well known that they differ in the detail. Sweden
and Portugal; for example, have List-PR ¢lectoral systems, bu’t_'iia'
 different chs__ti'tuenby;lcv_el-seats-élloéatibr_i formulae; in Sweden th

is a higher tier but not in Portugal; and in Sweden voters can choos
candidates within a party on the party list, but Portugese voters arériot
able to do this. B . R

A Swedish-Portugese comparison in a most different research desig
would also be useful in that these countries are quite different generall
in terms- of gender roles. Therefore, if it is really the electoral systen
that determines the génder balance in Parliament, then the Swedish and

'- -'Phat typic

: [;Ong;:;zh process is a dynamic between theoretical level (that
‘the 1

. he classification) and the empirical leve} (the melasu.rf<ifrr11c:e_r(1)trsl
=l se), the comparison will then feed back into the classificati
wWe usc/,
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: lated advantage of approaching a .researc.:h questi?ln
A ly is that doing so has the potential to improve the
o Ywe use to impose some sort of order on the diversity
| Catipl'qcsal world. Classification is the ‘basic type of concept
f che po 18 neither comparison (non-metric ordering) nor
ormati’ t proper can take place without it’ ('Kalle.berg, _1966,
measurelll;leﬁ isp classification is prior to comparison in the sense
AR altl we choose cases to compare because they belong to
yarti liryclassiﬁcation. Consequently, a comparative analysis
A oy r as good as the classification behind it. However, since

g

0
Jassifi

d improve it by refining it on the basis of additional empirical
an

' information. The concept of the nation-state is a good ex%mple og
- ﬁl\?v comparisons can improve classifications. Since the Treaty o
0

- Portugese Parliaimerits {and all other Parliaments elected by List-PR)
would be expected to have similar-genderib_alancﬁs despite all the 'i_)th;_e

T
differences between these cotintries.. -

Why compare? The advantages

The primary advantages of the comparative method can be summa--

rized under four headings: it allows us to contextualize knowledge;
to improve classifications; to formulate and test hypotheses; and to
make predictions (Hague and Harrop, 2007).

We make comparisons to contextualize knowledge almost
without thinking about it in everyday life as well as in more formal
political analysis, to integrate and make sense of newly acquired
knowledge. Even if the primary interest and concern is with one
particular case or event, considering it in the context of other,
stmilar cases or events advances our understanding of the one of
primary interest. Dogan and Pelassy (1990} add that this enables us
to overcome implicit ethnocentrism, in that comparisons force the
recognition that not all countries have the same political system as
the one with which we might be most familiar, This point applied
more broadly tells us that the comparative method advances a

heightened, comprehensive awareness of the diversity of the politi-
cal world.,

... Westphalia (1648) the sovereign nation-state has been the basic

litical unit in Europe and, later, elsgwhere, too. The cqnzcieget
o(f) the nation-state suggests that a ngtipn'and its state_comxer”
with each other perfectly, and that w1;l_1m. its state a flesl;lf[)ﬁleecase
its ri ination. This is more or le
ises its right to self-determination.
féf?l? highl%r homogeneous countries such as Denmark, where ihl:
Danish nation is coterminous with the Danish state. However, i

also routinely assumed that, for example, Ireland is a nation-state,

although the Irish nation is not coLermipoug Wfithttl}}\?ehi‘:fl;\fs(;:itﬁ:
igni i f the Irish nation in fact li :
A significant proportion of the Irish ot Jlve in Morth
ich is i risdiction of the UK. The
rn Ireland which is in the ju i ]
grovides another example of how mistaken the ?ssur'nptlo(r}g Icl;lllisl:})le
i incide: here, several nations sh,
that a nation and a state comcide: I
Irish, Scottish and Welsh) live within the same state. Cpmpa;rltré%
Finla:nd, Denmark, Ireland, the UK and alddltior_la}gt?oa.:‘l;);-s 2nd
i d a seemingly straig
reveals how varied and layere . _ crward an
s the nation-state is, and poi p
commonplace concept such a ate is ponts up
it 1 ber of classifications ot di
the need to refine it into a numt :
rypes of nation-states on the basis of how nation and state relate
to each other. ' _ '
In a similar vein, taking ahcomphargtlve persgflcc{ncriee v(e)lr(l) pa
L othesis testing -
research question also enables hypothesis p-
ment. As ?ve have already seen, in investigating a supposed emgfe
ical relationship between two or morﬁ Varlia{b.lesl, i.. C;r?}feazé}ffect
f theses through isolatin
research design can test hypo _
of one variable on another. Inasmuch as doing so throws up new
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ideas and possibilities, it can also
might be usefully refined or reformfl?agt%iftl-}{l;gnthe EYPOtheSI
about the effect of the electoral system on the nam%eaof Y}Iioth
system [ much-debated matter: see Duverger, 1954; Harrop s
effect 5that a, lllPh?ft, 1994; Sartori, 1994, Farreli,’ZOOI) f’a :
ate two-part plurality electoral system has a tendency to 2 e
Syetoms tendiosyg/se;eé?itg?r?uﬁ?g)a?tnonatl representation ele%tgré
. - svstem .
fi?r:mry will not reveal enough. It );s {)nly ;}Sgﬁgfgszuzigmg on
perspective that the differential effect (or lack therggif))ara;

party systems of different electoral systems may be identified, J;
. - Al

offer ¢ '
e s };)erll.g?sna?on whereas other cases might seem contrary to ;;
{and there ao dci)urse the question of how to classify caseg So }1
y and Italy, whose electoral systems combine elemel;ft"
§

¢ . .
2 C}g)llzlé‘?glty qnhd proportional representation). As an examp]
y with a plurality electoral system, the dominatigrf 0£
‘ 0

- twO . R ) .
s Seremerti  Sensetvative and Labour partics) in British poli
partics, too. St rlms }1; ¢ hypothesis although there are other
e O,Llntri.es : arly, tde Netherlands, Belgium, the Scandina.
relationship b e’tw%am and many others confirm the hypothesized
Systems, In Contrazil %J;Ioll)ortlonal representation and multi-party
Maltese politics is hi; hi " hjds proportional representation but
and Tabour mam ighly dominated by two parties (the Nationa]
tics. This might be s e ¥ €9€ more so than British poli-
might be toc s l_a_ten to suggest that the original hypothesis
ables that inﬂuenfefl??ei?d that there are other relevant vari-
party systerms. ent to which electoral systems shape
- Fina :
about pglyi,t l_ctileIfcaompargtllve method can enable predictions
variables has bee g %mplrlcal' relationship between two or more
then it can be infn Odserved in one temporal or spatial settin
another mom o 1erre that the same relationship would hold 1gr;
how EU mef;b :r S}(;r silalatlal setting. We can take the example of
tionally neutral m lpb as affected the ability of the four tradi-
Sweden ~ to make {?md €t states — Austria, Finland, Ireland and
Cold War oas 1§Ueli‘:lendent foreign policy. Since in the post-
security and defene as started to develop its own foreign
its global economFe capability and identity, commensurate with
that these four 1 Sf)andmg: it might reasonably be assumed
policymaki member states would find their independ
¥ Ng capacity (a minimum requirement of nelﬁ)trahi?§

E‘{Vj membership a

make 2.
- These advantages O

that any one o

© Just as the compara
. tages, there are a nu
: out to be meaningless. Mos
‘too many variables, not enoug
mental control is rarely an option in

. comparative research is a
called travelling problem: that is, that neiihie

© across tempora
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sicred through EU membership. Meanwhile, Switzerland is
| country standing outside the EU although

dditional neutra . o
mbership has been on the Swiss political agenda. Concerned
s might study Austria, Finland, Ireland and

rver

i bse
Swiss © and out how Swiss neutrality might be affected by

reden tO L .
t some future point in time and on that basis

based on taking a comparative approach.
{ the comparative method make it a very
1 scientist’s toolkit. However, assuming

fuable tool in the politica
f these advantages automatically accrues through

arch is a flawed assumption: comparative research

a prediction

1ve rese

comparative res ; b .
Lvolves a significant risk of turning into a ‘wonderful, creative

exercise O
1998, p. 85).

f comparison that ultimately is meaningless’ (Peters,

: The limits of comparison

tive method can have a number of advan-

mber of reasons why comparisons can turn

t famously, the condition known as

h cases’ is the reason why experi-

political science. Additionally,
ffected by two manifestations of the so-
i theoretical concepts
not empirical measurements are consistent (they do not ‘cravel’)
| and/or spatial settings. This diminishes the possi-
ing for the effect of variables other than those that
are of primary interest. The comparative method also contends
with the issue of value-free interpretations, and with the so-called
‘Galton’s problem’. All these issues are elaborated below.

The ‘too many variables, not enough cases’ problem of

comparison arises because the political world that is the research

environment of political science is too rich and varied {that is, it
consists of too many variables) for the researcher to be able to
find enough cases to control for all the effects of these variables;
it thus becomes impossible to isolate the dynamics of the relation-
ship of primary interest (Ragin, 1987, pp. 23-6). As an illustra-
tion, consider the case of even the simplest possible hypothesized
empirical relationship: that is, a relationship between one inde-
pendent and one dependent variable. For example, the emer-
gence of a Green party as a political force might be expected

bility of controll
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to affect other parties’ positions on environmental policy; ¢
hypothesis might be that other parties will develop their oy,
environmental policies to counter the Green party’s electoy
appeal. In this bivariate relationship ‘presence of Green part
is the independent variable and ‘other parties developing the
environmental policies’ is the dependent variable. Examining ¢4

relationship between these two variables comparatively requir
at a minimum two cases.

ship (‘presence/absence of Green party’; ‘environmental policy:
of other parties’), other variables in the political environment-
“might impact on this relationship, For example, if the Chernobyl:
nuclear disaster occurred in betweer the two points in time of .
measurement, then this rather than competition from the Green
party might have focused party minds on the environment, Of
course, environmental disasters of that magnitude might have .
had the consequence of upgrading the salience of environmenta| -
policy generally, as well as generating public support for Green
parties. In this case the hypothesized relationship between -
policy of
other parties’ is at least partially spurious (that is, the two vari- E
ables are linked to each other through some third, unidentified
variable; here, ‘environmental disaster’). But there is no way to

‘presence/absence of Green party’ and ‘environmental

test how this additional variable is related to the original rwo

variables withour additional cases rhat have all the attributes -
of the two original cases but which were somehow not exposed

to Chernobyl; given the global repercussions of this event, it is
difficult to imagine that such a case exists. Accordingly, there
are not enough cases to facilitate conrrols for al] possible vari-
ables. As a general rule, a research design requires at least one
more case than it needs variables.

The so-called traveiling problem is not entirely unrelated to
the ‘too many variables, not enough cases’ problem, insofar as
both have a bearing on the possibility of isolating a hypothesized
empirical relationship between two or more variables from other
variables. The first manifestation of the travelling problem is

lead to con
cal measurem

for different cases,

cal

" to vote in primary elections. Political

“against actual
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does the meaning of a conceptdstay co;llstla)nt eazzétgés
igni is was discussed abov -
» The significance of this w . defi
0 i f how the comparative meth
G jon-states) M terms O _ d
ns of natclassiﬁcations, and it follows from t}}:ap dlsczrsl?ii)s
3 mProliZn assumptions about concepts and their med Tl%e
e fusion about what it is that is being compared. e
ifestation of the travellin}g1 probleq} tc}?n;iég; i;rg% -
i t even if the
t, the concern being tha ‘ ; ;
esr;a’nt across cases, if it is operationalized differently
then there is measurement mconswtencgf. o
[l-known example of this is the measurement o (;3 lfd >
IAdW;arty identification model Ofdviff'rllfg bei'lgaé\:;ogeath agn ;
N irli ; F an iller, ; and
Fairlie, 1976; Harrop : ‘ :
arllcci1 1988; ,MacKij:Len, Erikson arclidlS}lmson, 11999939’)N}1?1'r§s
y ! i 97: Todal Jenssen, .
ings, 1993; Norris, 1? ; _ : is
and Jlemtl;ggn;)ts 10 ;xplain voting behaviour Wltlh refcire?ncelife
mode c?eveloping an affinity with a party relatlvehy eagtyo.f i
Voilerien voting for that party for more or less the rel%1 of their
and t Increased volatility in voting behaviour acrosst§ heas cstern
_lwesl.d (a combination of realignment and dealignmen
wor

.. L
ce tuaLl
P spaCC

ond man

cept 1s con

Crewe
McDona

. : i 1our,
“ished the perceived value of this explanation of voting behavious,
is

i i with
but the value of the model here is that it was gevgggedWhere
;pect to understanding voting behaviour 1;1 tpzrticulér e
r . - O a
I as Supporters wrty
oters are required to registe pD ters of a particu ot | Ei‘m.s
1 i i red it
istration as evidence of party identification, and colgnpa od )
s voting behaviour in a presidential ;age. OE a'deng
, ider
le voted against their party
ime they found that few peop : gainst den
Erﬁr::(;ttiorz and concluded that party 1d§nt1ﬁcat10n Wtai- :11 séfgog ey
redictiv:a indicator of voting behaviour. In vs}fles € n Bur e,
'}ﬁowever there are no primary eclections arfld t ereart s 1o
need for voters to register as Supporters o an%z P rty. Sonse-
uently, there was no obvious measurement O paRy Ideraihr
gationy;gainst which to compare voting behaviour. Res

I i ues-
"attempted to overcome this problem by formulating survey q

i r surve
tions that distinguished between whwh party la(t) Sx;(l);eragd whicﬁ
respondent usually sympathized with most ¢ oscly, and which
party they had voted for in a recent electll)clm. Vhile this was 2
reasonable solution to a measurement pr(z1 .gmént did mean that
transatlantic comparisons were based on dl'der 1t measuretnents
of party identification. The measurement did no

"Box 3.4).
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BOX 3.4 Does the measurement travel? Comparative -
Manifesto Research L RS
The so-called Comparative Manifesto Research group has used all pos
war election manifestos in25-democracies around the world to'develo
comparable measuréments of party positions {seg; for exartiple, Budg
Robertson and Hearl; 1987; Budge and Laver; 1992; Klingemann ¢t
al., 1994; Pennings, et al., 1999; Budge et al., 2001; Lave, 2001). They-
have coded each sentence inl every manifesto to a category of categories:
to which the sentence refers, such s ‘regulate capitalism’ or ‘law an

order”, I T L ST T L

The measurement .. . h Ry
* interparty comparisons: the coded text makes it. possible’to compar
party positions at a given point in time, on 0n’é"otjmore._-iss'u¢s.i:pfbﬁ
Or more countries: T n L REDEIGRE S SRy
_intraparty comparisons: the ‘coded: text makés ‘it possib
changes in party positions o ' “ot.more.
or more countrie'_s'. S

o trac

over'time, ‘on one or more issues i on

Travel issues -

1. Cross-sectional- (for example, '__cdli:nty',:" region, - tinit) .Omparisotis
the same word/phrase’can have' different’ connotations in differen
political ‘systems. ‘State’ ‘means something."different - in  westets
‘Europe and the USA. There are' many forms of demdcracy, so whet
Dutch’ parties refer to their consociational democracy they refer
something quite different compared with when ‘Austrian” partie

refer to their, until recently highly corporatist, democracy.

. Language issues: a subcategory of Cross-Country ” comparisons

‘Although it is of course possible to translate manifestos, the
~ of translation may subtly-alter the connotations and symbolis

- SpeCiﬁC words and“pﬁi'ases."_""'__-' . . _:_ i ._ o E

- Cross-time comparisons: over time, the meaning of a word or phrase
withiin a country can change. Some may disappéar altopether while
others are new additions to the political discourse. “When' party

positions are tracked over time, the meaning. and usage of words
and phrases used may subtly change. *~ -~ "

The question of whether value-free interpretations are possi-
ble is not unique to the comparative method, but it can be partic-
ularly troublesome here because this type of research frequently

v

eal
; zxternal or even global

. represents a clear instance of
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ires researchers to consider unfamiliar political systems or
red” mena. The difficulty is that the values of the researcher gnd
her:;;lues embodied in the political system under observation
the lead the researcher to misinterpret the unfamiliar pqlltxca}l
may . While complete objectivity is probably never possible, it
‘SSY Sytjor;hwhile for comparative researchers to be explicit about

“how their values might influence the way they approach an unfa-
- mil

jar politi se.
jar political system asa ca o
Fingliy, ‘Galton’s problem’ occurs when the expectation is

not met that political outcomes are due to processes internal to

~ each case in the research design. If some hypothesized empiri-

relationship under examination is really the result of an
process, then studying more than one
case will not in truth provide a comparative perspectlvehbecaqse
the cases will not be independent from each other. Ing is vein,
studying economic policy developments in EU member state,s
Galton’s problem, since the EU’
influence on the economic policy of a_tll member states is ‘undﬁx
niable, especially in the era of the single currency ancll in the
period preceding its introduction when member states p amnillncg1
to adopt the euro were also required to adhere to the s_o}-}ca le

stability pact. Similarly, the fact that many former Britis ESOI lo-
nies have adopted the Westminster model of government belies

any assumption that this choice of government in post—coiom‘al
“states is the result of internal processes. Comparative research-

ers are, in other words, stuck between Galton’s problem and
the need to find cases that are comparable, the problem being
that cases that are comparable often are comparable precisely

.~ because of being affected by some external process; that is, they

are similar because of a Galton’s problem. Again, faced with
this situation a researcher is normglly unable to change the
historic reality of the cases he or she is interested in, but shoulal
definitely be explicit in his/her analysis about what factors an

their effects are judged to be internal to a case and what are

~ external, so that the extent of Galton’s problem can be assessed

by the readership.

Cases: how many, and which?

Comparative political science is usually conce_rned with some
abstract and generic theory, such as the relationship between
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class voting and industrialization, to use Ragin’s example (1987,
pp. 9-12). However, the research question derived from a
theory and asked of a number of cases is typically in itself much
more historically and socially circumscribed than the theory.
This is at least partly because comparative studies often do not:
include enough cases to allow the research question to be gener-

ically formulated. As indicated in Chapter 2, and as Chapter 6
discusses in detail, sampling occurs when a researcher selects
a number of cases for study rather than including the whole
universe {or population) of possible cases in a study, and
comparative research is typically based on a sample of cases,

Quantitative research often deals very explicitly with sampling

issues, but in qualitative research it is common that sampling
does not receive the attention it deserves {given its potentially
crucial impact on the conclusions drawn from the research; see

Chapter 6). Typically, qualitative research designs are small-n-
and quantitative research designs large-n. Qualitative data is-

typically too rich and complex to make it possible to manage
more than a few cases, whereas contemporary computer tech-
nology makes it easy to handle very large amounts of quantita-
tive data.

The number of cases to be included in a comparative research
design depends to a large extent on how many suitable cases

(given the particular research question) are available. Normally ..

comparative researchers are not lucky enough to find themselves
in the ‘predicament’ of having too many suitable cases; having
to make do with what is available is more common, also taking
into account one’s research resources. Even the study of a single
case can be considered implicitly comparative, if it applies some
widely used theory or model; at the other end of the scale the
demands of inferential statistics can make 1,000 or more cases
desirable. ‘How many cases do I need for the project 'm plan-
ning, then?” is a question that usually comes to mind at this point,
This question has no standard answer. The substantive topic of
the research project and/or the research question most likely gives
strong indications of what kind of data is relevant, and once that
has become clear the menu for choice of appropriate methods of
analysis is usually quite limited, too. Case studies are a particular
case in point that can be elaborated in this chapter, specifically
how they, as a genre of research, can be used. On the surface of
things, it might seem that case studies per definition do not involve
any attempt to compare, that they stand alone, without seeking

© - cases
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ace or be part of the accumulation of kpowledge in the
gmrge Sometimes a study might contain studies of more than
(for instance a study of three democratization processes

10 en
Jiterat
one case {

o Africa), which renders the explicit possibility of comparing the
o in >

studied. Sometimes, however, a case study contains only orcl)c;
(one twentieth-century US presidency) but shows a mo.reh
o licit awareness of other, potentially comparable cases: that
less expd of Lyndon B. Johnson treats him as an example of a
o a;;l ghen()menon such as democratic presidents in the last
broaur rather than solely as a figure of interest in his own right
Ceingoz’ h no one would deny that he is, but that is biographical
if;iotrk ragther than political science), Other case studies dﬁ not malke-
any effort to relate to egcigting research, or to add to ¢ ehg?éng pii .
rive literature in an explicit way. No compsilrlson o;cir‘s;alue , and
it is less clear what role such research can play or wha
; ienti unity.
" t};\.es s:}fsn Ef;nigigrﬁldicgtes, sometimes it is not so clear \_;vhat a
case study is. Gerring observes that ‘As a ggnerf.l olzieeli;rastﬁgnevgz
might say that methodfs, tstrlctly defined, tend to ose ir sh Sgudy
one looks closer at their innards. A study merges into ? ase study,
a single-unit study merges into a study of a samlp e, a (:n egr idinal
study merges into a latitudinal study, informa cgsesd. " n%ﬂar o
formal cases, and so forth. Methods that seem quite dis

. - )
design bleed into one another when put into practice (Gerring,

2004, p. 346). Upon examinati.on, it certa_unly seems less clea(x;s\;\;?;;
a case study is than at first sight, Gerring continues tg E;)l sition
the case study vis-a-vis other ways to conduct re]:s’earc i erms
of methodological affinities, tendencies that can def moreS r s
strongly felt depending on numerous backgroun ac}l:o:'1 % icai
researchers need to be aware of the una_vmdable methodo ?1 ol
trade-offs facing them: for instance, Gerring calls the (%a?e_ Etuty a
boon to new conceptualizations just as it is a bane g:r: alsifica ::(i)ﬁc
(2004, p. 350), on the basis of the methodological ap, nities spentl
to case studies. The question of ‘how many cases: ionseque tg
becomes at least partly a matter of what the researcher Walll)tsbl
achieve: is the objective to falsify? Then a case stuﬁy 1sb pr(z_ 2; tg
not appropriate, following Gerring’s argument. Is E {:ho ]i(;; évcase
take an in-depth look at some lzln(ilwp mechanism? Then

rmat would seem a good choice.
StuciS)élfe()ctinag to do a small-# study or a case study I;evefrthele(s;sf
has implications {as does the choice of any particular ornflour
research). Lieberson (1991, 1994) draws our attention to f
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' : ' indepen-
implications: he demonstrates why small-» and case study wor "+ too much data. (Interactiog Eftfifti:i;ltl)?eﬂi]sﬂ;g?(iﬁd%; ;?gei e ?the
by logical necessity must adopt a deterministic rather dent variable on the'depen fc:in aria o
abilistic notion of causation, why there must be 2 jue(s) on another independent variable. ticular rescarch
tion of no measurement error, that such work must hypothesiz ~""'The number of cases apgropnate }11n L?es;;ion ular rescarch
only one cause, and that interaction factors are also beyond th ~_endeavour thus depends on the 1'eseaécI q n, the data used
in wi ] swer that question, the methodology approp : :
o, s well as our general objectives (falsification? genera
dars, ?new theories? causal inference? exploratory work? and
ERGe Whatever the number of cases in a comparative study,

” On)'riterion for case selection must be employed, and hgre
o st similar’ and ‘most different’ research designs provide
the’dr?ge but only to a point. In addition to the selection crite-
N at out by these two types of research design it is also impor-
o tsethat cases are not selected on the dependent variable. To
;?a?ect cases on the dependent variable (see Box.3.5)1me‘aéls gljr';

s are chosen because they belong to a specific classi cad

Caig ory (for example have a particular value) on the dependent
ffirifble, and this can become a‘particul.ar problem in s;r;ztiill)—lr;
research designs, The problem is that it becomes Ikr)?p ossible
to find out about the effect of the 1ndependenthvarla‘ e1 : the
dependent variable because there is not e\fenla tFecoretlc;1 ple y
bility of variance on the dependent variable. For exa lpt':m
we want to know about the factors that lead to a revolu 1r g
it is necessary to include cases where no revolution ](C)CJ:_‘((;%];) 1?1 :

' (although such cases are trickier to find tha;? casesf 0ur voiu,
tions), since otherwise a statement on the effects o P parent
causes is impossible. As Barbara Geddes points out, ‘app rent
causes that all the selected cases have in c_omn;l(_)nh rr;lay farn
out to occur just as frequently among cases in w 1(21 ;{el etion_
they are supposed to have caused has not occj?frre . Re asmall
ships that seem to exist between causes and e depts in i small
sample selected on the dependent variable may 1shapsea ? he
reversed when cases that span the full range of the depende
variable are examined’ (Geddes, 2003, p. 129).

sova

deterministic causation (see Chapter 6 for more on determin
ism and probabilistic causality), Lieberson argues that the sma]
number of cases that defines this type of research means that it i
impossible to examine probabilities. The deterministic approach
implies that a cause is only a cause if its presence gencrates the
same effect each time the cause is in some sense ‘present’. (The
probabilistic approach is less demanding: to define something
as a cause, it is sufficient that the cause’s presence increases .
the probability of the effect occurring.) Working with a small-
number of cases or only one case effectively means, says Lieber-
son, that the researcher will only be able to identify ‘determinis-
tic causes’, It would seem that even a very famous and successful -
small- researcher, Theda Skocpol, would agree with this point;.
in 1984 she wrote: ‘In contrast to the probabilistic techniques of
statistical analysis — techniques that are used when there are very o
large numbers of cases and continuously quantified variables
to analyze — comparative historical analyses proceed through
logical juxtapositions of aspects of small numbers of cases. They
attempt to identify invariant causal configurations that necessar-
ily (rather than probably) combine to account for outcomes of
interest’ (1984, p. 378). '
Lieberson’s three further points are actually all related to
the first one: measurement error, for instance, might lead the
researcher to conclude that a certain factor does not have the
theorized, expected effect. Under the deterministic notion of
causation, the consequences are particularly grave, since if one
understands causality in a probabilistic way measurement error
does not necessarily mean that one rejects a factor as a causal
factor, but that one underestimates the probability of its generat-
ing a given effect. {That is also problematic, but less grave than
rejecting the factor as a cause of out hand.) Moreover, it is a
limitation that a small number of cases prevents us from control-
ling for a large number of ‘competing’ causal factors. It stands
to reason that we cannot observe several different constellations _
of factors if we only have very few cases. For the same reason
small-n work cannot cope with interaction effects: they require

| BoX3:s_ Selecting cases on the dependent variable: the

- European Union as an international actor .
- Thememberstates ofthe European Unior EU) havebeenmklnlg |
: 'ihér"eési'r'ig':'_éffoi:fs‘ to act _'éoiuerengly-.ﬁ'gi;in:té;rj;_g,_tl_qna_i_:pt')lq cs in general, -
and in specific conflicts in particular, The rationale behind thisisthathy . >
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acting in a unified manner the EU member states increase

their inﬂ.uence',-'j
compared to if they acted as 15 {or 27) :

individual countries.. o
Students of Européan and regional security might wonder under what.
conditions the EU member states mandge to maintain a unified p'o'si'tion,- :
and under what conditions unity. breaks down. Since all EU member
states are also members of the UN, one way to investigate this is to’:
study how EU governments have voted in the UN General Assembly; !
on resolutions referring to a particular conflict or issue, . .- Bt
Take Kosovo as an example of a conflict in geographical proximity o'
the EU, and therefore of ifnmediate-s_igniﬁcance t0 the BU, In the 1990s
the General Assembly adopied six resolutions about Kosovo by voting,
The EU15 voted as follows: BRI

Date of Vote EU Bloc Vote - Comment™ S
23/12/1994 . EU4. Abstention (GreeceJ
121211996 EU14 ' Non-votig (Greece) -
12/12/1997 EU1S R N et
09/12/1998 " EU1S

17/12/1999 - EU1S

~ To select either exclusively votes where EU bloc _th'ing'.b'r_o'ke:_down;-

or exclusively votes where it was maintained, is to select cases on the
dependent variable: Selecting on the dependent variable ‘means that.
there is no variance on the dependent variable. T hepra ctical .impli:(:a_tio'r_i- £

of this is that it becames impossible to: reveal under ‘what condifions- - ;
the EU15 do (or do not)

succeed in adopting unified positions on':
international politics.- - SRR Sl '

For example, if two or more of the successhul votes are selected and
© . compated, the researcher might be able tosay sométhi_njgféﬁout'zﬁhat.3_.*-..:_

© these cases had in common, Equally, if two.or more unsuccessful votes'
© are selected and compdred, then the researcher will e able to say
- something about what those cases had in'common, Tt

However, unless cases are in_cluded that are different with %gspect}t_oftﬁg"".-_:...
dependent variable, it will notbe possible to draw any conclusions.that’
specify whether particular conditions: make it possible/impossible for: -
- the BU15 to'maintain a unified position, . e e

Sowrce: UN (Octoﬁer 2002) .
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is large- or small-» makes an important

wWhether a study

[ lect cases for compari-
P in terms of how one mlght se
dlffer;ggfiﬁl?aﬂ; random selection is usually the preferred way of
Son' 3

.decidiﬂg

what to observe in large-z studies (especially the selectuoi
¢ respondents in opinion polls}. In small-» research cases are typ
of £es

m i 1 ight not be at

' : lv selected — and in fa}ct doing so mig

C?1}lypr;2;}r)‘;inactig - gut are selected precisely because they belong to
all 8 .

' ; Ceat tegory en ‘
N ular classification ca ' . most
: %Vp?f;fe seen that this is the case in both ‘most similar and

on the independent variable.

i imi signs cases
In most similar research de :

‘ ¢ research designs. : wases
differ:irelcted according to difference on the 1ndep§nc_lent Zi:a ble
?reds similarity on other backdrop variables), an Clvu:e1 Vselected
o ¢ different research designs. However, non-ran i:})}m St[hat ctec
m(;zs must not be selected on the dependen't varlah :t‘her mixéd-
ca i ign is to investigate w

1 f a research design is : mixed
e o s o df form differently from all-male
' es perform :

r units of the armed forc _ ale
gel}ge then ‘performance’ {poor, medium, good) 1sfthe dzpeenfauy
-un;iaiale If the units selected for comparison alll per orm(izOd gcross
?\?vhether they were uniformly poor, olr 311 Lned;utrﬁz (;é:sgeamh o

i caled abou
rd), nothing would be rev . s
the bOTallne )s,election on the dependent variable prevents tliie- c;tr)lsd ™
tlOr'l(.)n of. even in theory, any difference between mixe gf der
Vig all-n';ale units becoming evidfant..The consgqui:r;ee { s
: treme selection bias is that nothing is learnt abou X olt)‘ner -
frfance effects of men and women serving alongside eac :

rmed forces. ‘ . .
the gelecting on the dependent variable may seem 1111<e qr;niiastjg
mistake to avoid, but sometimes It 18 not. Pohuc; t?::ei sts
(especially those researchingf sensitive ttc))plc;,e ;?ch topicl)) e

i orces may be o 1
of women in the armed _ ) are
Zl%f:n forced to use whatever data is avallable,hor rr;aggoixsr -
able by ‘gatekeepers’. Such gatekeepers mazly i;ethi sons o
i in i recis

i hold certain information p sis 0
give e d iable. For example, in the

i ent variable. '
how it relates to the depen or € in the
above example, a gatekeeper may only pr0v1fle. 1r;f?§ri1§;: o
mixed-gender units that performed v;;y 150(1)11? Z" Oformation liti

i ight withhold that in :
cal agenda were different, mig |  that  and

0?11}7 greveal information about exqelhng mixed gendeéouunsnssource
conse'quence for the research project wouldibe a szct us source
of selection bias that the researcher may only suspe; - but never
overcome. Box 3.6 provides an overview of the points
this chapter through a checklist.
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- ecklist and K
BOX 3.6 Research design checklist d K
1. The research qu'e'stioﬁ o L

® What is the research question?

¢ In addition to the independent variable(s), what

‘  other variab
might also be related to the dependent.variable? - '

s the
. . : _.experi

. Case selection - - R e T
¢ Can you list all/several cases that would béf'appropriaté'i_n'a"_stq
of your research question? - - -5 1 il RSN
* Are you sure the cases on the list have not been selécted on: the
dependent variable? (Al comparative research. fi?dj@e_cts'_;ﬂéed to
contain at least a theoretical chance of variance on the dependent

{mposs
this s
‘al

variable. Selecting on'the dependent variable is a particularly e
mistake 10 make fn simall-n projects.) .o

"¢ Are the cases on your list ‘typical’ examples of the problem/ tensi
issue contained. in- your research: quéstion?- (Typical”” examples
maximize experimental variance. ‘Deviant’ cases do not mitin;
error variance, because it is impossible to extrapolate fromunm:ual

cases; sée Chapter 6 for move on inference-mitking.)

. Most similat-or most different research design -~
* Are there- cases on the Jist.that would form a solid most’s
research design? (For ‘examiple cases that are’ different on
independent variable bist- ‘the sane’ ‘on_ other variables.

controls extrancous variance.): T S I
@ Are there casés on the list that would form a solid most differen
research. design?  (For example cases: that are “the same’ o
imdependent variable but different on - other: variables:
combination also controls extraneous Dariance.).

Conclusion

Most political science is comparative, even if not explicitly so
Comparativists ‘examine a case to reveal what it tells us abou
a larger set of political phenomena’ (Lichbach and Zuckerman
1997, p. 4}, and ‘perhaps the only circumstance in which politi
cal scientist is not also at least implicitly a comparative politica
scientist is when he or she remains consistently and exclusivel
concerned with his or her own national system’ (Pennings, Keman

ot at least imp
of the sam

lems can some
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einnijnehuis, 1999, p. 70). Even then, it is quemonabi.e
uch a consistent and exclusive focus on a single system is
licitly comparative because it is likely to make use
s and theories that have been applied

rs

e concepts, models 2 : .
if it does not, then it can hardly be said to constitute a

i ; i R RNt R PRRERL S S €5
® What is the dependent variable in this fesearch question? 'f?lSethe; \:Vider political science body of knowledge.
- (¥hat is the independent variable(s) in this research question? 'ParEfﬁis chapter has approached the comparative methodology

way to obtain as many of the advantages as possible of

mental control in research, but has also acknowledged some

blems that make full experimental control almost
achieve. By careful case selection some of these prob-
times be alleviated or even avoided, but even where
ble the comparative methodology can be the best

ible to

not possi

rernative available for political scientists.





