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SYLLABUS

E-mail: littvayl@ceu.edu
Mobile: +36 70 538-3683 (only call between 10am and 9pm Central European Time)
Class: Tuesdays 13:30 – 15:10 @ room TBA
Office Hours: Tuesdays at 15:10 to 16:00 and Wednesdays at 12:30 to 13:30 and/or by ap-

pointment. (Appointment is always required 48 hours before meeting or you
can’t expect me to be there. Email me, call me, Tweet, etc.)

Summary

Experimental approaches, while always popular in psychology and the natural sciences, are also fast
becoming mainstream within political science. When done correctly, they are billed to facilitate
true causal inferences. For this reason they are a popular technique in the world of policy assessment
and in testing political science theories. (The foundations of experimental design will be covered
extensively in the quantitative introductory courses in the fall.) This class will focus on the various
forms of experimental research in political science.

This class is optional and it may be more work than what you would expect from a 2 credit class
(4 ECTS credits). Consider this before you sign up. In addition to the assigned texts I expect
you to be consulting most, if not all the reference texts listed in the syllabus for the materials that
correspond to what we cover each week. (These are not itemized in the schedule. Find it.)

Prerequisites for the Class

The class is open to both MA and PhD students (of any CEU department) as long as their prior
statistical training is adequate. Applied Stats and Multivariate are desirable but not essential.

Also, it is a good idea to listen to all Freakonomics Radio episodes (except rebroadcasts) before
the start of the class. Find them here: http://freakonomics.com/radio/

Auditors will have to do all assigned work (including the presentation) and will have to perform
on all criteria to acceptable level to receive a passing mark. Auditors will not have to write a final
paper. No dropping of the class or changes from grade to audit will be allowed after the close of
registration period. I will only consider requests to change from audit to grade.

Learning Outcomes

The course covers both inductive and deductive form of experimental models. It is designed to
advance scholar’s ability to comprehend and critique articles using political science experiments
and to apply these approaches in research. Throughout the course students’ use computer software
(R) for conducting statistical analysis for their own experiments. Understanding and application
of the aforementioned are applied autonomously in a creative way. The course advances the
scholar’s ability to contribute to the development of political science in their home countries by
applying the learned approaches to analysis of their home countries (or any other place for that
matter) by acquiring cutting-edge approaches of experimental research. Since experiments come
from outside of political science, the scholars emerged in the course will acquire the ability to
expand both their own and their field’s horizons by extending the their inferential understanding
beyond the boundaries of the discipline. Inference based on an experimental design is universal
in all of empirical sciences and therefore this course will certainly expand the scholar’s view into
an interdisciplinary vision of the world. The course will expand the scholar’s ability to design,
implement and write up a good quality research in a thorough, rigorous and consistent manner.
The experiments covered by the course advance the scholar’s ability even going beyond writing
research proposals and formulating research questions. The course will help students conduct
actual empirical research. The final paper (article) for the course is designed to advance the
student in mastery of academic writing style and argumentation in English: ability to use English
grammar, vocabulary and style appropriate for written academic products and ability to construct
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academic arguments. And in this final paper (and also in other components of the course) we will
use graphs and other visual communication of results. In writing and also sharing the findings
of the final paper students will advance their ability to synthesize information, determine a focus
point, discern the main line of argumentation and orally present these. Their ability to generate
logical, plausible and persuasive arguments, connect, compare and contrast, ability to identify
logical relations and mistakes of arguments, ability to make appropriate analytical distinctions,
(and etc.) will be advanced through the course. Through this both students’ higher order thinking
(such as to seeing patterns and generalizing from facts) reasoned judgment will grow. Special
emphasis is placed on responsible research conduct and issues of research ethics showing students
appropriate and inappropriate academic behavior.

Evaluation of Student Work

Participation (engagement in class): 10%
Weekly Discussion Notes and Additional Assignments: 10%
Weekly Forum Activity: 10%
Presentation of Experimental Design: 25%
Publishable Article (not required for auditors - due April 9): 45%

On a 100 point scale, the grading would be as follows:

A 94.00 – 100
A- 87.00 – 93.99
B+ 80.00 – 86.99
B 73.00 – 79.99
B- 66.00 – 72.99
C+ 59.00 – 65.99

Participation (engagement in class). It is an absolute requirement that you come to class,
you stay engaged in class and that you come to class prepared. If you will miss a class or come
late for any reason, make sure I am notified before the class.

Weekly Discussion Notes and Additional Assignments: Weekly assignments include pro-
ducing discussion points for class. I don’t need a complete essay just a sentence or two for each
discussion point. Please produce several for each reading that was assigned. Make them original
and interesting. I’ll be looking to see if you have read and thought about the readings. Also, for
participation, I will be looking to see if you brought up these points and how good these points
were. You need to submit these discussion points by 9am before class. I may assign other things
in class. This includes the Course on Research Ethics (CORE) that is mandatory for everyone and
due to second week of class. Course can be found here (CEU is a member and CORE is manda-
tory for anyone doing human subject research.) http://www.ethics.gc.ca/eng/education/tutorial-
didacticiel All assignments are weighted equally. Lowest grade is dropped.

Weekly Forum Activity: Every week I will assign a podcast to listen to. We will start an online
discussion forum for these podcasts. You will need to write your post (250-350 words) before you
can see others’. Once you posted, you should discuss with your classmates. Your initial post will
always be due on Sunday at noon, and you should make comments on other people’s posts by
Tuesday. Intellectual level of your contribution will be graded (for both your initial post and the
discussion).

Presentation of Experimental Design Everyone will have to present their individual experi-
mental project (design AND preliminary analysis) at this occasion. You cannot skip it. Presenta-
tions cannot exceed 8 minutes but have to include all key aspects and preliminary results of your
experiment. (I will be strict on time.) Needless to say, you will need to arrange your life in a way
that you have completed your experiment and have results by this occasion.

Publishable Article (not required for auditors): Your final paper will have to include original
research using one of the methodologies covered in class. It has to be of publishable quality
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adhering to the submission guidelines of Science or Nature. Your pick. The manuscript will have
to be appropriately anonymized if this is required by the journal only identifying you via the file
name. Since the journal asks for multiple files, ignore this request. Merge the multiple PDFs into
one. Your data collection methodology can be either through social media or students in your
home country. I will not judge the paper by the quality of the sample or the findings. More on
the design and the idea behind the design. This will be a first pilot before we spend money on a
better sample, still it has to be written up as if it was the final result.

Important Notice

Complete academic honesty is expected of everyone. Failure to comply with this requirement
will result in automatic failure in this course (and subsequently in the program) and additional
disciplinary action on higher levels. This is an American university and American standards
will be applied. For more information about these standards see: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Academic dishonesty (READ VERY CAREFULLY!)

All assignments are to be done individually. You can talk about how to do it, but none of the
actual work can be done in a group. Any evidence to the contrary will be investigated.

REGULAR CLASS SCHEDULE

Week Topic Required Readings*

Jan 10 History & Intro CORE Training, Salsburg (2002) Chapters 1 & 5
Kahneman & Tversky (1979), McDermott (2002)

Jan 17 Lab Experiments Dawes et al (2007), Oxley et al (2008),
Iacoboni & Schreiber (2012), Aarøe & Petersen (2013)

Jan 24 Survey Experiments Johnston (1992), Arceneaux & Nicholson (2012)
Gaines et al (2007), Coutts & Jann (2011)

Jan 31 Field Experiments Gerber & Green (2000), Bond et al (2012),
LaCour and Green (2015), Broockman & Kalla (2015)

Feb 7 Natural Experiments Lassen (2005), Sekhon & Titiunik (2012),
McCauley and Posner (2015)

Feb 14 Quasi Experimental Design Broockman (2009), Lyall (2010), Green & Sovey (2011),
Arceneaux et al (2006)

Feb 21 Transparency Bem (2011), Franco et al (2014),
Research Top Journal Policy Statements on DA-RT (pro and contra)
Alvarez (2014) Blog Post on Oxford University Press

Feb 28 Ethics Gerber et al (2008), Fujii (2012), Broockman & Kalla (2014)
also Google and read about the Stanford & Dartmouth
Montana Field Experiment

Mar 6 Amazon Mechanical Turk Berinsky et al (2012), New Platform Maybe (Crowdflower?)
Mar 14 Workshop
Mar 25 Workshop
Mar 28 Workshop Special Academic Transparency Assignment Due Before Fielding

Register design at http://egap.org/content/how-to-register
Apr 9 Final Paper Due 11:55pm
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