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 Spring 2017 
 

PSC 485/486: CLOSING SEMINAR  
(On-Ground) 

 
Professor: Dr. Sibel Oktay 

 
Tuesday 2:00 – 3:40pm  

PAC 4E 
Contact Information 
Office: PAC 354 
Phone: (217) 206-7835 
Fax: (217) 206-7807 
Email: sibelo@uis.edu 
 
Office Hours 
Tuesdays 12:00 – 2:00pm  
Or by appointment (on-ground or via Skype) 
 
Course Description: 
 
This course is a partnership between the instructor and the students, where students are the 
primary agents in the learning process. Throughout your undergraduate education at UIS, you 
have developed certain areas of interest ranging from American government or political theory to 
comparative politics and international relations. Our purpose is to take advantage of each other’s 
strengths in these areas of interest so that a synthesis of knowledge can be achieved. This 
semester, each of you will focus on a topic from the Political Science literature to develop an 
original research paper.  

In the first part of the course, we will learn how to develop a research project by 
surveying a range of topics in Political Science. We will begin with a discussion of ‘research 
puzzles: we will learn how to develop good research questions. Next, we’ll discuss how to 
survey the literature and write a literature review. We will then discuss theories and hypotheses, 
and learn how to identify variables. We will also cover various qualitative and quantitative 
approaches to develop strong research designs. Finally, we will survey some of the recent 
contributions in Political Science research: we will dissect and discuss them to observe how the 
authors have developed their literature reviews, theoretical expectations, and research designs. 
These exercises will help you design and execute your own project with confidence.  

In the second part of the course we will have student presentations. Each student will 
present their research project in draft form and all class members will have the opportunity to 
engage in peer-review, where we will exchange constructive feedback. This course follows a 
seminar format in that the method of teaching is interactive and not lecture-oriented. The onus of 
responsibility, therefore, is on you to have read the materials prior to the class meeting and come 
prepared to discuss the subject matter in an open forum.  
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Course Objectives: 
 
At the end of this course, you should be able to: 

1.   Develop a research question and conduct literature review on a defined research topic.  
2.   Design your own qualitative or quantitative research project with clear hypotheses, 

independent and dependent variables. 
3.   Demonstrate excellent academic writing skills including the proper use of citations, 

footnotes, and bibliography. 
4.   Produce original research that can be published in an undergraduate journal and/or 

presented at an academic conference as a poster.  
5.   Adopt the research skills that employers across all professions desperately look for! 

 
Course Policies: 
 
Participation and attendance etiquette: If you plan to arrive late or leave class early, I would 
appreciate receiving advance notice via email. Also, eating is not allowed during class. 
 
Electronics policy: You are adults. I intend to treat you as such. Therefore, please turn off the 
Wi-Fi on your device and limit your laptop/tablet use to note-taking, and note-taking only. I do 
not want to find out that you are checking your email, status-updating, tweeting, etc. during class 
time. I reserve the right to prohibit laptop/tablet use if this simple rule is violated. Cell phones 
must be turned off or silenced in class. Please do not put them on vibrate; we all know that 
everybody can hear the buzzing and it is terribly distracting.  

 
Email policy: Email will be a frequent form of communication. Please use your UIS account and 
check it frequently: I will use your UIS emails when contacting you personally, and your emails 
will avoid my spam filter if you use your UIS account when contacting me. I expect you to 
follow proper, professional email etiquette. Since this is not just another topical course but a 
wrap-up of your degree program, I expect you to show that you know how to engage in formal 
communication. This includes using a subject line and proper salutations in emails (Dr. Oktay or 
Professor Oktay), being concise in your question/comment and signing your name at the bottom.  

 
Assignment submissions via Turnitin: Final papers will be submitted through Blackboard’s 
Turnitin interface. Turnitin helps you avoid committing plagiarism (more on that below) by 
providing originality reports on your assignments. Whenever you submit an assignment via 
Turnitin, the system sends a submission receipt to your email address. Make sure that you have 
the submission receipt—if you don’t see it, then that means your assignment is not submitted.  
 
Required Texts: 
 

1.   Textbook: No textbook is required for this course. I did, however, place Lisa A. 
Baglione’s Writing A Research Paper in Political Science: A Practical Guide to Inquiry, 
Structure, and Methods (Sage, 2016, 3rd edition) on course reserves at Brookens Library. 
I strongly suggest that you consult to this book as you prepare your research projects.  
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2.   Blackboard: I have assigned a series of readings and other resources to help you 
complete your research projects; you can access these materials in their weekly folders on 
Blackboard (http://bb.uis.edu) under Course Materials. 

 
Academic Citation Etiquette:  
 
Whenever you turn in a written assignment (naturally, this includes your final research project), 
you are required to cite your source if:  

a) You use a direct quote from a book, article, website, etc., or   
b) You paraphrase a chunk of text from the book, article, website, etc., or  
c) You present a theory, argument, opinion that does not belong to you.  

 
It is okay—in fact, it is always appreciated—to acknowledge other people’s ideas, theories, or 
arguments. It takes time for all of us to develop our own original ideas. Essentially, providing 
correct citations allows you to show that you are borrowing from existing sources to develop 
your own answer.  
 
What counts as plagiarism? 

•   Using direct quotation without the quotation marks or citation information 
•   Paraphrasing or making minor changes to an author's words or style without proper 

citation 
•   Insufficient acknowledgment of sources (partial citation) 
•   Using the pattern, structure or organization of an author's argument or ideas without 

proper citation 
•   Failing to cite sources for uncommon facts or knowledge 
•   Using text from work that was handed in for another course without the required 

permissions 
•   Having someone else rewrite or heavily edit a paper or assignment 

 
How to cite your sources: 
In-text citation: Let’s say you are going to use a direct quote from a journal article. Here are a 
few ways to give in-text citations:  

1.   Author’s last name (2013: page number) argues/says/states/etc. that “direct quote goes 
here.”  

2.   “Direct quote” (Author’s last name, 2013: page number).    
3.   If you are paraphrasing, you could still cite Author’s last name as shown either in (a) or 

(b), depending on how you construct your sentence.    
 

Bibliography: At the end of your written assignments, you must provide a list of sources that you 
have utilized for the assignment. Use the templates in the following link to construct your 
bibliography: http://writing.wisc.edu/Handbook/DocChicago_Bibliography.html  
 

Wikipedia is not an academic resource; do not cite Wikipedia (or ask.com, about.com or 
similar sources) in any assignment. 
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Course Requirements: 
 
Attendance and participation: This is the capstone of your undergraduate work at UIS, and 
therefore, ideally, this is where you demonstrate how far you have come in the program. 
Attendance is required. I expect you to come to each class fully prepared, having done the 
readings and thought about them, ready for discussion and in-class projects.  
 
Research paper: The final product of the Closing Seminar is a research paper that should 
demonstrate your ability to conduct independent research using the academic background that 
you have developed in the Political Science program, and write it up by adhering to the standards 
of academic writing, including the proper use of direct quotations and paraphrases by providing 
citations. Aside from the clarity and coherence of the paper, proper grammar and spelling will 
also be taken into consideration when determining the final grade. To minimize the possibility of 
procrastination, we will adopt a step-wise approach to build the final product.   
 
(1)  Research question due January 27th by 5pm: As we will discuss early in the semester, the 

literature in Political Science develops as researchers observe ‘gaps’ in the literature and 
develop ‘puzzles’ or ‘research questions’ to study and fill those gaps. The first step of the 
final project is where you develop a research question. I will give you feedback on this 
component but will not grade it.  
 

(2)  Literature review due February 24th by 5pm (10%): “Lit review” or the “theory section” 
follows the introductory section in virtually every research article in the social sciences. In 
this assignment, you will be asked to compose a literature review on your topic. The review 
should survey the major ‘strands of research’ or ‘approaches’ to your topic in the existing PS 
literature to justify your own research project: What is the gap as illustrated by your 
literature review? What, then, is the main argument of your research project? The literature 
review should be developed using at least 10 academic resources (journal articles and book 
chapters). The literature review should be 5 double-spaced pages maximum (excluding the 
bibliography), Times New Roman, 12-point font, 1-inch margins.   

 
(3)  Research design due March 20th by 5pm (15%): Now that we know our research question, 

the ‘research design’ or ‘methodology’ component of the paper should address how you will 
answer the research question. The design is the crux of the project: it should explain in as 
much detail as possible how you plan on ‘executing’ your research. This component should 
include the following: 

a.   Research Topic: What is your research question, and why is it important? What is 
the main argument that you want to make in the paper? (What do you expect to find 
in the end? In other words, what is your hypothesis?) 

b.   Concepts and Terms: This is where you introduce and define the relevant concepts 
and terms in your research design. (Example: ‘Democracy’, ‘Electoral threshold’ etc.)  

c.   Variables: What are the dependent and independent variables? (Example: whether 
the leader has had combat experience and his conflict propensity) How are you going 
to measure them? Where will you obtain the data for these variables? 
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d.   Cases: Are you using a dataset of multiple cases (large-N), or are you comparing a 
few cases? Why do you choose these cases/datasets? (How do they help your 
project?)  

e.   Method: How are you planning to ‘demonstrate’ the phenomenon you are studying? 
Will you use content analysis (systematic text analysis), case study, or quantitative 
analysis? Why do you choose that specific method? How will this method help you 
answer your research puzzle? 
 

(4)  First draft due April 21st by midnight: Your first draft should ‘execute’ the research 
following the roadmap outlined in your research design. (a) This draft should start with a one 
(maximum 2) paragraph introduction that describes your research topic and briefly addresses 
why it is significant for the Political Science discipline as well as for policymakers. The 
introduction should include your research question towards the end, and conclude with a 
thesis statement (that is, your main argument, or what you expect to find at the end of your 
analysis.) (b) The next section in the paper should include your polished/revised literature 
review. (As you move from the research design to the first draft, you might need to add more 
sources beyond those included in the original LR. You will be the judge of that.) (c) The 
draft should then incorporate the revised research design and, finally, (d) present the results 
of your analysis. The results section should present your findings in written form, but I 
encourage you to use some visual form (tables, graphs, etc.) and explain how the findings 
support or do not support your expectations (main argument, aka hypothesis). If the findings 
do not support your expectations, then you should discuss why. Could it be because of some 
‘alternative explanation’ that you have not considered in the paper? What kinds of alternative 
explanations can help us interpret your findings? I will not grade this assignment, but will 
give you extensive feedback as you revise it for final submission.  
•   485 students: The first draft should be 10-12 pages (excluding bibliography). Double-

spaced, Times New Roman, 12-point font, 1-inch margins. 
•   486 students: The first draft should be 15-17 pages (excluding bibliography). Double-

spaced, Times New Roman, 12-point font, 1-inch margins. 
 

(5)  Final paper due May 10th by midnight (40%): Your final draft should demonstrate that 
you have incorporated my feedback and the feedback of your classmates (more on that 
below). It should also include the following in the concluding sections: 

a.   Conclusion: In this subsection, you should summarize what you have done in the 
paper. You should not present any new arguments here. Instead, you should recap 
what the topic was about, how you undertook the puzzle, and the results of your 
analysis.  

b.   Significance: In a separate subsection, you should discuss why your project is 
important for ‘theory’ and for policy: what can Political Science learn from your 
project, and what are its policy implications? Essentially, this part should address the 
“so what?” question considering your—now finished—analysis.  

c.   Topics for further research: Research papers often end with a candid note on what 
was ‘not examined’: are there any variables that you did not account for in your 
analysis? Is the analysis confined to one geographic area or regime type—could the 
findings change if the same analysis was conducted in a different part of the world, or 
across different leaders in the same region? How can scholars tackle these 
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methodological or theoretical inefficiencies in the future? Your last subsection should 
address these questions. 

•   485 students: The final draft should be 13-15 pages (excluding bibliography). Double-
spaced, Times New Roman, 12-point font, 1-inch margins. 

•   486 students: The final draft should be 20-25 pages (excluding bibliography). Double-
spaced, Times New Roman, 12-point font, 1-inch margins. 
 

Students writing ‘Political Theory’ papers: Students who propose to write a theory paper should 
still turn in a research design. The final paper should still have an introduction and a conclusion. 
However, you will have different sections in the body of the paper since it will not include 
‘empirical analysis.’ The literature review of a political theory paper overviews what previous 
theorists have written on the research topic. It should discuss the strengths and weaknesses of the 
existing theoretical literature, establish linkages between them, or, identify areas of disconnect. 
In lieu of an ‘analysis/findings/results’ section, the theory paper includes an ‘argument’ section, 
where you synthesize the arguments of the theorists to develop your own, unique theoretical 
argument. Next, the paper should include a section that highlights potential critiques that could 
be posed to your argument, and how you counter those critiques. In a fourth section, the paper 
should apply your theoretical argument to a policy issue. Theory papers can vary in structure, so 
please come and see me if you want to write a theory paper and we can discuss its outline. That 
said, I encourage theory papers only if you have taken a significant number of political theory 
courses in the program.   
 
Research presentation (10%): In the second half of the semester, we will have research 
presentations. This is a good opportunity for everyone to get a snapshot of each other’s work and 
polish their presentation skills along the way. Those presenting before Week 14—the early 
movers—will have the opportunity to receive peer-review early on, which will help them 
improve their first drafts. Those presenting on or after Week 14 will have the advantage of time, 
but I expect their presentations to also include some preliminary findings. Presentations should 
be 15-20 minutes long. In your presentations, you should state your research question, provide a 
brief review of the literature on your topic and state your main argument. You should then walk 
us through your research design, and conclude with a few remarks about the theory and policy 
implications of your project. I will circulate a sign-up sheet in class on February 14th.   
 
Presentation peer review (10%): Receiving substantive and constructive feedback is essential 
to improve any research project, and providing such quality feedback is an important skill. On 
the weeks that we have presentations, you will fill out peer-review forms. We will use these 
notes to start our discussion. I will collect the forms at the end of each class. 

The forms will ask you to write down: 
•   2 positive/strong aspects of the presenter’s research 
•   2 aspects of the research project that need improvement  
•   1 question that you have for the presenter 
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Methods of Evaluation and Grading:  
 
Attendance and Participation:  10% 
Literature Review:   15% 
Research Design:   15% 

Presentation Peer Review:   10% 
Presentation:     10% 
Final Paper:     40%  

 
Late Submissions:  
 
•   Late assignments lose 5 points within the first hour after the deadline, 10 points thereafter. 
•   Late final papers lose 10 points within the first hour after the deadline, 15 points thereafter. 
 
Grading: 
  

100% - 93% A 
92% - 90% A- 
89% - 87% B+ 
86% - 84% B 
83% - 80% B- 
79% - 77% C+ 
76% - 74% C 
73.5% and below  F 

 
UIS Academic Integrity Policy:  
 
I support the UIS policy on Academic Integrity, which states, in part: “Academic integrity is at 
the heart of the university’s commitment to academic excellence. The UIS community strives 
to communicate and support clear standards of integrity, so that undergraduate and graduate 
students can internalize those standards and carry them forward in their personal and 
professional lives. Living a life with integrity prepares students to assume leadership roles in 
their communities as well as in their chosen profession. Alumni can be proud of their 
education and the larger society will benefit from the University’s contribution to the 
development of ethical leaders. Violations of academic integrity demean the violator, degrade 
the learning process, deflate the meaning of grades, discredit the accomplishments of past and 
present students, and tarnish the reputation of the university for all its members.” 

Academic sanctions range from a warning to expulsion from the university, depending 
on the severity of your violation and your history of violations. Whatever the sanction, I will 
file a report of academic dishonesty to the Office of the Provost. You are responsible for 
understanding and complying with the UIS Academic Integrity Policy, available at 
http://www.uis.edu/academicintegrity. 
 
Academic Accommodations:  
 
If you are a student with a documented temporary or ongoing disability in need of academic 
accommodations, please contact the Office of Disability Services at 217-206-6666. Disabilities 
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may include, but are not limited to: Psychological, Health, Learning, Sensory, Mobility, ADHD, 
TBI and Asperger’s syndrome. In some cases, accommodations are also available for shorter 
term disabling conditions such as severe medical situations.   

Accommodations are based upon underlying medical and cognitive conditions and may 
include, but are not limited to: extended time for tests and quizzes, distraction free environment 
for tests and quizzes, a note taker, interpreter and FM devices. 

Students who have made a request for an academic accommodation that has been 
reviewed and approved by the ODS will receive an accommodation letter which should be 
provided by the student to the instructor as soon as possible, preferably in the first week of class. 
For assistance in seeking academic accommodations, please contact the UIS Office of Disability 
Services (ODS) in the Human Resources Building, Room 80. Phone: 217-206-6666. 
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COURSE SCHEDULE 
 

 
Week 1: January 17: Introduction 

•   Introduction to 485/486  
•   Class discussion:  

o   Which courses you have taken at UIS, what interests you, etc.  
 
Week 2: January 24: Developing a Research Question 

•   Hermann, Margaret and Joe Hagan. (1998). “International Decision Making: 
Leadership Matters,” Foreign Policy 110: 124-137. 

•   Class discussion:  
o   What is a research question? How can we develop one? 

•   Research questions due Friday, 5pm via Turnitin 
 
Week 3: January 31: Developing the Literature Review 

•   Knopf, Jeffrey. (2006). “Doing a Literature Review,” PS: Political Science and 
Politics, 39(1): 127-132. 

•   Prins, Brandon, and Christopher Sprecher. (1999). “Institutional Constraints, Political 
Opposition, and Interstate Dispute Escalation: Evidence from Parliamentary 
Systems,” Journal of Peace Research 36(3): 271-287. (focus on pp. 271-275, until 
‘Research Design’) 

•   Class discussion: 
o   What does the literature review look like? How can we write one?  

 
Week 4: February 7: Developing the Research Design - 1 

•   Prins, Brandon, and Christopher Sprecher. (1999). “Institutional Constraints, Political 
Opposition, and Interstate Dispute Escalation: Evidence from Parliamentary 
Systems,” Journal of Peace Research 36(3): 271-287. (read until “Institutional 
Constraints and Political Opposition: Bivariate Results” on page 279, skim the rest.) 

•   Class discussion: 
o   Theory, hypotheses and variables 

 
Week 5: February 14: Developing the Research Design - 2 

•   Kille, Kent J. and Ryan C. Hendrickson. (2010). “Secretary-General Leadership 
Across the United Nations and NATO: Kofi Annan, Javier Solana, and Operation 
Allied Force,” Global Governance 16(4): 505-523.   

•   Class discussion:  
o   What does comparative case study look like? 
o   Theory, hypotheses and variables--continued 
o   The pros/cons of qualitative and quantitative analysis 
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Week 6: February 21: No class, Blackboard discussion instead (Literature reviews due 
February 24th by 5pm) 

•   Lawless, Jennifer. (2004). “Women, War, and Winning Elections: Gender 
Stereotyping in the Post-September 11th Era,” Political Research Quarterly 57(3): 
479-490.  

•   Study the slides on Blackboard. 
•   Post one (1) comment about the lecture slides and/or reading material. 
•   Post a second original comment/question that directly engages a classmate’s comment 

on the discussion board.  
•   Finish discussion by Friday 12pm.  

 
Week 7: February 28 – Recapping what we have learned:  

•   Tessler, Mark. (2002). “Islam and Democracy in the Middle East: The Impact of 
Religious Orientations on Attitudes toward Democracy in Four Arab Countries.” 
Comparative Politics 34(3), pp. 337-354.  

•   Class discussion: 
o   Research proposal Q&A 

 
Week 8: March 7 – Recapping what we have learned:  

•   Mannes, Aaron. (2008) “Testing The Snake Head Strategy: Does Killing or Capturing 
its Leaders Reduce a Terrorist Group's Activity?” Journal of International Policy 
Solutions 9: 40-49. 

•   Class discussion: 
o   Giving constructive feedback: how to conduct peer review? 

 
Week 9: Spring Break: March 13-17 – Enjoy! 

 
Research designs are due Monday (March 20th) by 5pm 

 
Week 10: March 21  

•   Research presentation x 3  
•   Peer review discussion 

 
Week 11: March 28  

•   Research presentation x 3  
•   Peer review discussion 

 
Week 12: April 4 

•   Research presentation x 3  
•   Peer review discussion 

 
Week 13: April 11  

•   Research presentation x 3  
•   Peer review discussion 

 



 11 

 
Week 14: April 18 – First drafts are due Friday (April 21st) by midnight via Turnitin 

•   Research presentation x 3  
•   Peer review discussion 

 
Week 15: April 25 

•   Research presentation x 3  
•   Peer review discussion 
•   Feedback for final submissions 

 
Week 16: May 2  

•   Research presentation x 2  
•   Concluding remarks  
•   Applying for graduate school: tips and suggestions 

 
 

Final drafts are due Wednesday (May 10th) by midnight (11:59PM) 
 
 
 
 
 
Recommended Reading: 
 
John Gerring, et al. Advice on Essay Writing. (on Blackboard.) 


