Senior Seminar 84606 POLS 400, Spring 2010

Meets T, Th: 7 - 8:40 PM, in Flagg 163, Instructor: Phil bkis
Office — Satterlee 307, Phone: Office 267-2554; Home 379-9713
Office Hours: T, Th 11-12 ; emaiheissept@potsdam.edu

From the Instructor: Feel free to call, email, or come s=me for any reasonMy office
hours are listed above, and | am available to meet with you at othémes as well. Please
contact me to make an appointment. If you come to my office arilcam not there, | might
be a few doors down with a fellow professor, or in the Depariental Office (Satterlee 311).
Look around. If I cannot be found then leave me a messagewilll call or email you and we
can pick a time to meet.

Course Objective: To provide advanced students with the opportunity to dewldgexpand
their research and writing skills and learn more abolitigsoby focusing on a relatively narrow
subject of inquiry and producing a well-wrought essay. Baatlent must write a major research
paper about a political subject. The paper should preseneshlts of the student author’s
substantial research effort undertaken during the semester

Learning Outcomes: Students who pass the course will have a complete@garchspaper as
described above and thus will possess at least minbitig} £o conduct basic research, cite
sources, construct a multi-part scholarly argument, prélsahargument in written form, and
summarize it in an oral presentation.

General Education: Successful completion of this course meets the Gedralation
Requirement known as “Writing Intensive,” also knowrf\&@.” That means just what it says;
students are given the opportunity to, and expected to,teglheeevise and edit their writing
before they submit it.

Class Policies:

Attendances required. “Attendance” here means attendanceéme and for the entire class
period. Students who arrive after the instructor mashied taking attendance will be credited
with one half of an absence (or more, depending onrhoeh of the class is missed), as will
students who leave early. For each absence beyondsz (tlot “excused”), a student will receive
a deduction of .25 from their final grade, and those wibhenthan 6 such absences will fail the
class. An absence is “excused” if the reason foabisences is documented and is either the
result of a SUNY Potsdam obligation or a genuine medit@rgency. Students with more than
10 absences, whether excused or not, will fail thesclagdess they apply for, and qualify for, a
special withdrawal (inquire at the Registrar’s Office).

Make-up policy- All assignments must be turned in on time to be acdefddates are noted in

the syllabus and/or will be announced in class. Tasreno make-ups for failing to submit

written material. For every day the final paper te 125 will be deducted from the grade.
Computer problems are not an acceptable excuse fdui feo hand papers in on time. Students




should save their work regularly as they work and savey e\ay to a back-up drive of some
kind. Above all, students should do their work ahead ad.tim

Cell Phones, Computers, etcAll cell phones, beepers, etc. should be turned afirbefach
class begins and not used during class. Computers mag nset during class.

Academic Dishonesty Any presentation of the words of another as if thege the student’s

own words (including so-called “paraphrasing” whereby aviesds are changed here and there)
counts as plagiarism, which is a violation of the Cofi§tudent Conduct. All summary must be
in the student’s own words. All quotations must be indidas such and properly cited.
Students who copygven inadvertently while summarizjivgll be charged with violating the
College’s Code of Student Conduct.

Citations— All use of the work of others must be properly citecbading to some standard
scholarly format (students can pick the format). Msiyle guides are available in the library.
Ask someone at the reference desk.

Writing — Neatness counts; papers should be error-free. Stuthentisl carefully edit their work,
read it aloud, have others read it, and utilize the twtbtise College Writing Center.

Accommodative servicesAny student with a disability needing academic adjustmants
accommodations should speak with the professor or caBtecbn House, Coordinator of
Academic Services. She can be reached at 267-3267, im $k8por ahousese @potsdam.edu
All disclosures will remain confidential.

Reading Assignments and Support Materials (on Blackboard undeiCourse Documents”):

Carlson, James M. and Mark S. Hyde. 2003. Selectionsxang Empirical Political
Research Houghton Mifflin.

“Critical Legal Theory.” Wikipediahttp://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Critical legal theqry
Accessed 1/22/10.

“Feminism.” Wikipedia. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/FeminismAccessed 1/22/10.

“Natural Law Theory.” Wikipedia.http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Natural law_theory
Accessed 1/22/10.

“Rational Choice Theory.” Wikipediahttp://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rational_choice_theory
Accessed 1/22/10.

“Utilitarianism,” Wikipedia. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Utilitarianism Accessed 1/22/10.

Assignments and Calculation of the Final Grade:

Initial topic statement(s), writing, and starting migiraphy: 2/2, 3%

Expanded topic statement and longer, partially annotabéddvaphy: 2/11, 2%
One-on-one meeting with the professor, showing up and natega 2/17-2/25, 2%
Completely annotated bibliography: 2/26, 3%

Literature review presentation, 3/2-3/18, 5%

2000 word draft, with table of contents: 3/23, 5%

Peer review of 2000 word draft: 3/30, 2%
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8. First full length draft: 4/13, 5%

9. Peer review of the first full length draft: 4/20, 3%

10.  Second full length draft: 4/27, 15%

11. Oral reports: 5/6-5/18, 5%

12.  Final paper: 5/17, 50%

13.  Class participation and preparedness: Each student’sieedge can be increased or
lowered by as much as a quarter letter grade (.25) dependihgiodegree of preparation,
participation, and contributions to discussions. Fomgt@, consistently coming prepared,
participating in discussions, asking informed questions, bodeaall helping their fellow students
with their work will result in a grade boost. In cast, missing class, being unprepared,
apathetic, unengaged, or otherwise uninspired will resaltgrade deduction. Also each student
will be assigned specific tasks to perform in class, siscsummarizing a theoretical perspective.
Performance on these tasks will factor into whedaah student gets a “plus,” a “minus,” or an
“about-even” for class participation and preparedness.

Description of Each Assignment:

1) Initial topic statement(s), initial statement mtierest, and starting bibliography (due 2/2)

. Name at least one topic. Each topic must be phrased as a question to bedmswe
addressed by the paper. All topics are subject to instructor approval.

. Provide a statement, at least 300 words in length, explaining the signéicdrie
topic(s), including possible implications of this or that answer to the [mgeverning question.
. Provide a list of at least twecholarly sources relevant to each of the proposed topics.
Proper bibliographical form must be uséltb count as scholarly, a text must be at least 10
pages long, and include citation of its sources.

Topic Advice: Students should start by picking any political subjectsarasvhich deeply
interests them and ask a question about it which a pagket amswer. A good topic is based on
an initial hypothesis (a belief or hunch about thenango the question); it concerns a question
for which the answer (and even the question) is patntir actually a matter of debate, rather
than simply factual or blatantly obvious; it's not tspecific (such as about only one person or
one event, with no attempt to draw a general lessotgmbroad (impossible to cover in one
semester, or impossible to answer in principle)nos merely speculative (e.g., only about what
will happen or should in the future); it can be elucidatéd the help of research; it commits the
writer to go beyond mere description; andllows for an element of comparisonbetween
arguments, between nations, between states, betwbangkernatives, etc.).

Two Topic Formats:

» Such and such (regulatory policy, law, constitutional @iowri proposed reform, political
practice, law, organizational arrangement, etc.) isaflyonrong because...

* Such and such (regulatory policy, law, constitutional @iori proposed reform, political
practice, law, organizational arrangement, etc.)rsv@uld be) ineffective (or inefficient,
too costly, etc.) because...

* Such and Such outcomes are more likely in states (satdies, etc.) that usepolicy
instead ofy policy.



Forbidden Topics: Please, no papers on the death penalty, abortiohe &léctoral College.

2) Expanded topic statement and longer, partially annobébéoigraphy (due 2/11)

* Provide a topic statement, at least 300 words in length, that names thi@guede
asked, offers a hypothesis as a provisional answer, and names the theperspaictive
that will be used as the primary lens of analysis.

* Provide a list of at least fowscholarly sources, at least two of which are annotated (an
annotation is a one-paragraph summary of the work and statement of its reléwdhee
task at hand).To count as scholarly, a text must be at least 10 pages long, and include
citation of its sources.

» Describe the comparative component of the paper.

3) One-on-one meeting with the professor, showing up amhpation (2/17-2/25)
* To be scheduled ahead of time, via a sign-up sheet circulated in class.

4) Completely annotated bibliography (2/26)
* Provide a list of at least 10 sources, and least six of which areasthand all of which
are annotated.

5) Literature Review Presentation (3/2-3/18)

* Make a ten-minute presentation to the class (and any Politics Profgsssts able to
attend) that summarizes selected articles and/or books used in thetprsspaper. At
least four works must be summarized. Also the relevance of tke wdhe project must
be explained.

6) 2000 word draft, with table of contents (3/23)

* Submit 2000 words of coherent, edited writing from any section(s) of the gaper
introduction, the naming of the question and hypothesis, the statement of ¢fee topi
significance, summary of key findings, summary of theoretical persggeaxplanation
of how the chosen theoretical perspective applies, etc. This assigisrtebe submitted
both the instructor and to the student’s peer reviewdso the draft must include page
numbers.

» Submit a Proposed Table of Contents.

7) Peer review of 2000 word draft (3/30)

* Submit a 600 word commentary on the work of another student. The commeghdry mi
include (for example) suggestions about what information the author might gather,
possible significance of the author’s question not noted by the author, potenbé&mps
with the author’s proposed explanation, answer, or argument, and the flagging of
statements or sections that are not clear. This assignment isstdbbetted both the
instructor and to the student whose work is reviewed.

8) First full length draft (4/13)



The draft must include a bibliography. This assignment is to be submittethbot
instructor and to the student’s peer reviewéiso the draft must include page
numbers.

9) Peer review of the first full length draft (4/20)

Provide a 600 word commentary on the work of another student. The comnmeigfairy
include (for example) suggestions about what information the author might gather,
possible significance of the author’s question not noted by the author, potenbémps
with the author’s proposed explanation, answer, or argument, and the flagging of
statements or sections that are not clear. This assignment isstdbbetted both the
instructor and to the student whose work is reviewed.

10) Second full length draft (4/27)

This draft will be submitted to the instructor only, as a single dioft Word (or
compatible) file. It must include everything required in the final paged it will be
graded as if it were the final paper.

11) Oral reports (5/6-5/18)

Students should make a five to ten minute presentation to the class antlitibe P
faculty that summarizes the paper. Students should practice their prtesentind their
use of “smart” technology (if they use such technology), both to be stheiofiming
and to make sure that the load-up time between presentations is minimal.

12) The Paper (5/17)

The paper must:

Consist of wholly nework (sStudents may not use papers from other classes, including
literature reviews from the Political Puzzles course).

Be at least 7500 words longot counting references, quotations (if quotations are
used), titles, and thelike.

Begin with a question to be addressed about a political subject. All im@csibject to
instructor approval.

Explain the theoretical perspectives that will be used as the matalykis.

Present a hypothesis or argument (see below) as a provisional answectwtsn
guestion.

Present a counter-hypothesis or argument that disagrees with your own.

Explain how the hypothesis makes sense given the theoretical approach being use
Provide a literature review that makes clear the relevance df eack that is
summarized.

Present relevant facts and arguments in order to explore the validitye dfypothesis.
This part of the paper must include some sort of comparative elernergdson of
arguments, laws, proposals, units of government, etc.)

Offer, explain, and defend conclusions concerning the validity of the hysottnesi
does necessarily mean defending the hypothesis; it might mean rejeotimgmcluding
that the issue is not resolved by available evidence).



» Tackle (refute, show weaknesses in, accept, show strengths)igpatccounter-
hypothesis or opposing argument.

» Describe and explain implications of the research presented. For exaapkre there
different questions or different versions of the same question thatisefldly be
asked? (b) What sort of further study is needed, and why? (c) Whapislitical,
normative, and public policy significance of the findings?

Structure of the Paper:

The Governing Question

The Theoretical Approach

The Hypothesis

The Counter-hypothesis or Counter-argument

The Literature Review

The Plan of Study (what will be compared to what and)why
The Findings (Facts and Arguments)

The Validity of the Hypothesis

The Implications

©CoNoGORWDNE

About The Hypothesis:
The “hypothesis” chosen to organize the research bausither:
* An empirical hypothesis, meaning statement of an expected relationsheetetw
“dependent variable” and one or more “independent variables.”
* A normative claim, meaning a statement that offers a normative evalotsomething
clearly specified and somehow political: e.g., a policy, a systein)aw.

About the Arguments Utilized in the Paper:
* Papers must present (summarize the relevant parts of) the argumeal®tzrs in the
field both on the questions at hand and the theoretical perspectives being @mhside
utilized.

About Theoretical Perspectives:
Theoretical perspectives are used to
* Make sense of the world (make sense of observations)
» Generate questions to ask and hypothetical answers
* Explain findings
» Justify positions taken

Below is a list of a few of theoretical perspectigasdents might choose as their mode of
analysis. Essays outlining each approach are provid&thokboard. Students are encouraged
to use no more than one or two texts as sources fivbemes to the approach they use. This is
because the bulk of each student’s research energy skothicblyn into finding materials on the
subject of the paper, not the approalde use of a particular approach to analyze a particular
topic must be approved by the instructor. Also: some questions ar tsudertain approaches
but not to others. Also: it is wise to pick an approach that seemstolgou and makes sense to
you.



* Behavioralist political science
» Critical legal studies

» Rational Choice Theory

*  Feminism

* Natural law theory

» Utilitarianism

Sample Question, Hypothesis, Counter-hypothesis, Operationzdition, Plan, Arguments,
and Theory:

* Questions the death penalty effective?

* HypothesisThe death penalty is not effective.

» CounterhypothesisThe death penalty is effective.

» Operationalization “effective” is defined as... and is measured asand “the death
penalty” is defined as ... and is measured as ...

* Plan: two states, and also two nations besides the Eb&e of which use the death
penalty and some of which do not, will be compared th @dher.

* Various Argumentsthe death penalty is too rare to count as a possibitpén the
minds of citizens contemplating crime; the death pemakjfective at sending a moral
message; society could make the death penalty morenedfbgtchanging the court
system; states with more executions do not have lovre rates; etc.

* Theory people who commit crime do not usually engage in ratmmealysis of likely
outcomes and of their true interests.

Grading Standards

0.0 Level Worlks (1) vague, imprecise, and unreasoned, (2) simplistieaodilled, or (3) fails

to do what is asked by the assignment. Assignmentsai@mpleted, do not mean minimal
stated standards, or appear to have been done pro fothm#hevstudent simply going through
the motions. The work done does not clearly idengiigwant concepts and assumptions (e.g. of
the texts being analyzed), does not identify relevantpeting points of view, does not reason
carefully from clearly stated premises, and does noe tpalitical implications and consequences.
The student’s work does not display discernable reasonshgrablem-solving skills.

1.0 Level Worlshows only a minimal level understanding of the comaterial. Work is mostly

or always merely descriptive, without evidence of @aitthinking. Most assignments are poorly
done, barely meet minimal stated standards, or do sogefbod while being nonetheless
incomplete. There is little evidence that the stugergasoning through the assignments. There
is little evidence of an effort to take charge of idessumptions, inferences, and intellectual
processes. In general, the work lacks discipline andyglearely analyzes political issues clearly
and precisely, almost never formulates political infation accurately, rarely distinguishes the
relevant from the irrelevant, rarely recognizes keystjorable assumptions, almost never clarifies
key political concepts effectively, only rarely ideles relevant competing points of view, and
almost never reasons carefully from clearly statethjges or recognizes important implications
and consequences.



2.0 Level Workeveals inconsistent achievement in grasping the eouaserial and revealing
political thinking by the student. Though some assignremetseasonably well done, others are
poorly done, mediocre, and/or incomplete. There are i@n occasional lapses in reasoning.
Political thinking terms and distinctions are sometinngsd effectively and sometimes used
ineffectively. Only on occasion does the work disglayind taking charge of its own ideas,
assumptions, inferences, and intellectual processely. o€rasionally does it display intellectual
discipline and clarity.

3.0 Level Worlprovides clear demonstration of a range of specifitigallthinking skills. It is
mostly clear, precise, and well-reasoned, with ontasional lapses into weak reasoning. On the
whole, political science terms and distinctions arel @$tectively. The work demonstrates a
mind beginning to take charge of its own ideas, assumpiidasences, and intellectual
processes. The student often analyzes political issemdy and precisely, often formulates
political information accurately, usually distinguishes talevant from the irrelevant, often
recognizes key questionable assumptions, usually clde@epolitical concepts effectively,
typically uses political science language in keeping witaldished professional usage, frequently
identifies relevant political competing points of vieamd shows a general tendency to reason
carefully from clearly stated premises as well ast&@able sensitivity to important implications
and consequences.

4.0 Level Worldisplays excellent political reasoning and problem-sglgkills consistently and at
a high level of intellectual excellence. The worknisstly or entirely clear, precise, and well-
reasoned. Political science terms and distinctiomsised effectively. The work demonstrates a
mind beginning to take charge of its own ideas, assumpiidasences, and intellectual
processes. The work analyzes political issues claadyprecisely, formulates political
information accurately, usually distinguishes the relefram the irrelevant, often recognizes key
guestionable assumptions, usually clarifies key politmahse concepts effectively, typically uses
political science language in keeping with established gsaeal usage, frequently identifies
relevant competing political points of view, and shovgeaeral tendency to reason carefully from
clearly stated premises, as well as noticeable saysio important implications and
consequences.

Assignment Schedule (each assignments submission shoutddmailed to the instructor as a
single Word file):

Thursday January 28Class meets in the Crumb Library lobby and will gext to the Crumb
computer classroom on the first floor. Students edlrh about and get help choosing a topic and
finding initial sources. Students should come to clagmgahought about likely topics.

Tuesday, February Z2The initial topic statements, writing, and bibliogrgjgine due. Students
will choose theoretical perspectives and key concepgartonarize for the rest of the class, in
class, over the next several sessions, and willlgigior presentation dates.

Thursday, February 4Students will present to the class, as scheduled.

Tuesday, February 9Students will present to the class, as scheduled.




Thursday, February 11: Thepanded topic statement and longer, partially annotated
bibliography is due. Students will present to the casscheduled.

Tuesday, February 1@&ach student will schedule a one-on-one meatitig the instructor, be
assigned a peer reviewand schedule their literature review presentatiOne-on-one
meetings. students are expected to come prepared to explain their paper: what'soi far,
what will be in it, and why.

Thursday, February 18\o class. Students meet one-on-one with the instrattecheduled
times.

Tuesday, February 2No class. Students meet one-on-one with the instrattecheduled times.

Thursday, February 28\o class. Students meet one-on-one with the instrattecheduled
times.

Friday, February 26 The completely annotated bibliography is due by 10:00am.

Tuesday, March Ziterature review presentations.

Thursday, March 4t iterature review presentations.

Tuesday, March 1@:iterature review presentations.

Thursday, March 18:iterature review Presentations.

Tuesday, March 23The 2000 Word Draft and Table of Contents are due. &adent should
send a copy to the professor and a copy to their pelenev

Thursday, March 25:

Tuesday, March 30fhe peer reviews of the 2000 word draft are due. Studerni&idiring a
copy to class to present to their peer and also subropyato the instructor.

Thursday, April 1:

Thursday, April 8:No class.

Tuesday, April 13:The first full length draft is due today. Students shasuloimit two copies:
one for the instructor and one for their peer reviewdre First Full Length Draft should look
like a finished paper, with a title, a bibliography, and page numbers.

Thursday, April 15:No class.




Tuesday, April 20:Peer reviews of the first full length draft are dueudsnts should submit one
copy to the instructor and send one to their peer.

Thursday, April 22No class due to College-wide Festival. Students shotdddatelevant
Festival events.

Tuesday, April 27:The second full length draft is due by 10:00am (there iseead for students
to send a copy to their peer reviewefhe Second Full Length Draft should look just like a
finished paper, with a title, a bibliography, and page numbers. It should als® ¢peod as
possible. In other words, the assignment should be treated as ikitheefinal paper
assignment. Drafts without a bibliography will receive a grade of Z&he second full length
draft will be graded by the same standard aswill the final paper. Also, each student will
schedule their oral report at this time, if they hastalready done so.

Thursday, April 29:

Tuesday, May 4:

Thursday, May 60ral Reports

Tuesday, May 11:Oral Reports.

Thursday, May 13:0Oral Reports.

Monday, May 17The final paper is due by 10:00am Students who fail to hand in a final paper
will receive a final paper grade identical to their setull length draft grade.

Tuesday, May 185:00-7:00pm in our regular classroom): Oral Reports




