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The course is designed as a workshop to enable participants to conduct empirical research and experience writing professional papers in international political economy. The participants will have a firsthand experience on (1) how to formulate relevant research puzzles based on cutting edge academic work, (2) how to efficiently conduct social science research on the specific research question, and on the pedagogical merits of peer reviews and criticisms. Like most human endeavors, one can only excel in the art of paper writing through learning by doing,  

The course is divided into two parts: 

At the first class meeting, participants are expected to declare the tentative topic of his/her paper. Henceforth, during the first part of the course (week 2 to 5), the class will read the works of the leading scholars on their chosen topics. Thus, prior to the first meeting, everyone is expected to have in mind an author and/or articles the person wishes to analyze in class, selected by referring to my international political economy course syllabus, which can be downloaded from <http://web.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp/~hiwatari/>, or by skimming the table of contents of the recent issues of the major journals in international political economy (such as, International Organization, International Studies Quarterly, Journal of Conflict Resolution, World Politics, International Interaction, etc.).

The purpose of the first part of the course is to familiarize oneself with how his/her topic is argued by leading researchers of the field as well as with the basic structure of academic/professional papers. Among the scholars listed in my syllabus, people such as Mansfield-Milner (trade), Simmons (investment and finance), Rodrik (development), Bernhard-Leblang, (currency), Quinn (capital liberalization), Jensen (Investment), Busch-Reinhardt (WTO), Dreher-Veeland (IMF), etc, are likely to appear as one’s choice of readings. 

While introducing one’s research topic and related readings, each participant is required to file his/her paper topic by the end of week three. By then, each participant is likely to realize that research papers in international political economy are usually structured in the following manner, regardless of whether it is a quantitative and large-n or a qualitative and small-n research:

International economic policy/relations = political independent variables + economic control variables

By then, each participant is also likely to figure out whether his/her original research focuses on descriptive inference (meaning indentifying the nature of the dependent variable) or causal inference (meaning identifying the relationship between the dependent variable and independent variable), a distinction that shapes the appropriate method and data used.

The second part of the course opens at the beginning of week 6 by which everyone is expected to hand in a research paper prospectus stating the paper’s dependent variable (as well as independent and control variables for causal inference research), its basic hypothesis, and what kind of data or materials will be used to substantiate the hypothesis. 

After Week 6, the class will concentrate on the presentation of in-class progress reports. Everyone will take turns in reporting how their paper is progressing while others will make suggestions and criticisms on how each reporter should proceed in finishing the paper. It is extremely important to realize that figuring out the argument presented by other participants, including its strength and weakness, is a repetition of the mind process one has to go through in competing one’s own paper.  Everyone is expected to write up his/her research paper and present it at a mini-conference, which will be held in scorching mid-July.
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