Interpretive Methodologies and Methods Conference Group
Business Meeting 2010
Friday, 3 September, 12.15-1.15

Summary
1.  Report from this year's program chairs 
Kevin Bruyneel, Babson College, and Julie Novkov, SUNY Albany
IMM had 14 paper submissions and 1 panel submission, as well as the Methods Cafe submissions which did not count towards our allocation. We worked with Cas Mudde of the QMMR section to co-sponsor in order to have 2 panels in total.
Panel 1.  QMMR Meets IR: Rethinking Classic and Contemporary Methodological Issues in International Relations, cosponsored by QMMR
Chair:  Robert Kaufman Adcock, George Washington University, adcockr@gwu.edu 
Discussant(s):  James D. Johnson, University of Rochester, jd.johnson@rochester.edu 

Integrating Economic and Sociological Approaches to International Relations? A Classic Methodological Puzzle and Logics of Synthesis
 Tristan Anderson Volpe, George Washington University, tristanvolpe@gmail.com 
  Robert Kaufman Adcock, George Washington University, adcockr@gwu.edu 

Interpretivism, Game Theory, and Counterfactual Analysis: Bridging a Divide in the Study of International Politics
  Eric Grynaviski, Ohio State University, grynaviski.2@osu.edu 

The Road Not Taken: Analyticism and Configurational Analysis in IR
  Patrick Thaddeus Jackson, American University-SIS, ptjack@american.edu 

Causation, Description, and Inference in International Relations
  Kevin A. Clarke, University of Rochester, kevin.clarke@rochester.edu 
  Bear F. Braumoeller, Ohio State University, braumoeller.1@polisci.osu.edu 

Panel 2.  Interpreting Situated Discourse, cosponsored by QMMR
Chair/Discussant:  Charles L. Mitchell, Grambling State University [canceled]

Going Local and Getting Access to the Garrisons in Kingston, Jamaica
  Caroline Shenaz Hossein, University of Toronto, carolinehossein@yahoo.com 

Policies, Money, and Child Welfare Caseworkers: What's Guiding Best Interest Decision-Making?
  Adam Avrushin, University of Chicago, aavrushi@uchicago.edu 

Uncovering Meta-Narratives in Non-Narrative Exposition: New York Times Coverage of Post-Election Protests in Iran
  Cyrus Ernesto Zirakzadeh, University of Connecticut, cyrus.zirakzadeh@uconn.edu 

How Poverty Trumps Inequality: A Tracer Study of Development Discourse
  Daniel E. Esser, American University, esser@alum.mit.edu 
  Ben Williams, American University, bennnn.williams@gmail.com 
2.  Report on Short Course – Joe Soss reported on “Field Research:  Interpretive Approaches,” which met on Wednesday, 9.30-5, staffed by Lee Ann Fujii (George Washington University), Joe Soss (University of Minnesota), Peri Schwartz-Shea (University of Utah), Dorian Warren (Columbia University), Dvora Yanow (University of Amsterdam).  [Due to lack of note-taking during the meeting, the following is reconstructed by Peri Schwartz-Shea and Dvora Yanow:]   Interest was high; we could not accommodate all those who applied (we were working with a limit of 25 participants plus staff).  The day opened with a more conceptual methodological treatment from the perspective of research design, led by Dvora and Peri; the afternoon sessions were more “brass tacks,” looking at observing and interviewing, led by Dorian (drawing on improv exercises!), Joe, and Lee Ann. The material – readings (circulated ahead of time), exercises, and discussion – appeared to be well received.  The small size and the hosting by George Washington University contributed to the camaraderie and exchanges.  Thanks to Lee Ann Fujii for arranging the space at GW, which enabled us to use Powerpoint equipment and bring in coffee/tea/munchies without paying exorbitant hotel costs.

3.  Award presentations and announcement of next year’s awards 

Hayward R. Alker ‘best paper’ award to recognize the paper by a Ph.D. student, presented at any conference in the preceding year, that best demonstrates the uses of interpretive methodologies and methods for the study of the political


Award Committee:

Patrick Jackson, American University, chair; Ron Schmidt, Sr., California State University, Long Beach; Lisa Wedeen, University of Chicago

Presented to Jennifer Dodge, NYU, Robert F. Wagner Graduate School of Public Service, for 


“Tensions in Deliberative Practice:  A View from Civil Society”

Presented at Annual Meeting of the American Political Science Association, Toronto, Canada, September 5, 2009; nominated by Douglas Torgerson, Trent University

“The awards committee found your paper to be a distinctly polished and innovative piece of interpretive analysis…” [P T Jackson, in the award letter].

"This outstanding paper made an exceptionally insightful contribution to the topic of the panel by departing from common approaches to deliberative democracy, which often focus on formally constituted designs for deliberation and typically take the state as the key point of reference.  Dodge breaks from such a state-centric orientation by taking civil society as her point of reference and employing an interpretive approach that gives particular attention to narrative in the way meanings are advanced, contested, and possibly changed.  Through case studies involving campaigns for environmental policy by two civil society organizations, she demonstrates that deliberation in regard to policy questions involves not simply rational argumentation, but disputes over meaning and the way policy problems are framed.  What becomes remarkably clear from her presentation is that neither a formal forum for deliberation nor the state is an exclusive locus of rationality.  Amid the ‘subtle power dynamics’ that she reveals through her case studies, what stands out is the careful, complex strategic thinking that guides the civil society organizations in their interchanges with state and other actors in the policy process.  The latter display no superior rationality, but a tendency toward rigidity in their dealings civil society organizations which often show greater flexibility and creativity.  As Dodge suggests, an important theoretical implication that may be taken from this paper is that proceeding with a ‘view from civil society’ is a way of moving forward to put ‘democracy’ into deliberative practice.  Dodge's achievement in this paper would clearly have been impossible without an interpretive approach." [Doug Torgerson, nominating letter]

Honorable Mention:  Shauhin Talesh, U.C. Berkeley School of Law, Jurisprudence & Social Policy Program

“Bargaining in the Shadow of ‘Shadow of Law’:  An Ethnography of How Business Organizations Shape the Meaning of the Law in Private Organizational Courts”
Presented at the West Coast Law & Society Retreat, Stanford Law School, October 16-17, 2009; nominated by Malcolm Feeley, JSP, Berkeley School of Law

Charles Taylor Book Award for the best book in political science that employs or develops interpretive methodologies and methods

Award Committee:

Cecelia Lynch, University of California, Irvine, chair; Kevin Bruyneel, Babson College; Joe Soss, University of Minnesota, Hubert Humphrey School

Presented to Michael Loriaux, Northwestern University, for

European Union and the Deconstruction of the Rhineland Frontier, Cambridge University Press, 2008; nominated by Nicholas Onuf, Florida International University
From the award letter:  “The committee deemed European Union and the Deconstruction of the Rhineland Frontier, nominated by Nick Onuf, to be a first-rate scholarly work with a magisterial temporal, archival, and conceptual scope, breaking new ground as a work of interpretive analysis with a highly original thesis that illuminates the historical and discursive interplay among critical geography, identities, and the legitimacy of governing structures. We are confident that your book will be read and assigned for years to come, and are extremely pleased to award it the first Taylor Prize.”
Grain of Sand Award to honor a political scientist whose contributions to interpretive studies of the political, and, indeed, to the discipline itself, its ideas and its persons, have been longstanding and merit special recognition

Award Committee:


Dvora Yanow, Vrije Universiteit, and Peregrine Schwartz-Shea, University of Utah, chairs


Patrick Jackson, American University


Cecelia Lynch, UC Irvine


Julie Novkov, SUNY Albany



Ido Oren, University of Florida


Timothy Pachirat, New School for Social Research
Dorian Warren, Columbia University
“The ‘Grain of Sand’ Award was created to honor a political scientist whose contributions to interpretive studies of the political, and, indeed, to the discipline itself, its ideas and its persons, have been longstanding and merit special recognition. 

“We are honored to present the award for 2010 to Bud Duvall, University of Minnesota, a brilliant, impressive, important scholar. He made a mid-career change from being a cutting-edge quantifier/modeler to (for lack of a better term) a post-positivist orientation. He has long, long, long struggled to make an important space for critical, non-positivist, qualitative work against considerable odds at Minnesota, where he created and sustained the "Minnesota School" of scholars – an invisible college of his students that includes Tarak Barkawi (Cambridge, UK), Michael Barnett (Minnesota), Roxanne Doty (Arizona State), Mark Laffey (LSE), Himadeep Muppidi, Jutta Weldes (Bristol, UK), and Alex Wendt (OSU).  He has placed his students around the world, ensuring that the current generation of students has mentors, too. He has been a big supporter of the work of many non-Minnesotans, as well, and he gets extremely high marks for being one of the most nurturing and mentoring presences in the IR field, even to people who were not his students and even to those who do not always find the inspiration he does in a lot of contemporary post-Marxist scholarship ... but Bud is more than willing to have that debate/conversation.

“He is extremely erudite – “one of the smartest people in the IR field.” He is the type of scholar who can read your half-baked paper and tell you what you’re really trying to say far better than you had a clue about it yourself. He requires and inspires students to become thoroughly trained not only in Marx but also in post-Marxist interpretive social theory. He has always maintained a central concern with power, with the stakes of using power in one way versus another.  He is a force who has stayed true to his social theory roots, moving from Gramsci and Foucault to Althusser, Said, and many others.

“Drawing combined inspiration from the opening lines of William Blake's ‘Auguries of Innocence’ and Wislawa Szymborska's ‘View with a Grain of Sand,’ the Grain of Sand Award honors a scholar whose contributions demonstrate creative and sustained engagement with questions of enduring political importance from an interpretive perspective. Echoing Szymborska's "We call it a grain of sand," the award underscores the centrality of meaning making in both the constitution and study of the political; drawing on Blake's "To see a world in a grain of sand," the award honors the capacity of interpretive scholarship to embody and inspire imaginative theorizing, the intentional cultivation of new lines of sight through an expansion of literary and experiential resources, and the nourishing of a playfulness of mind so necessary to the vitality of social science.

“’Definitely a grain of sand in the sense that we mean it…’” [Dvora Yanow, on presenting the awards]
Bud spoke for several minutes on his views of the place of interpretive methods in the political science discipline, including a plea against “methodism.”  We are still hoping to get a written version of his remarks.
Information on 2011 awards – dates and committee composition – will appear separately. (Announcements for the first two can already be found in the I&M list archives.)
4.  Introducing next year's program chair and the Call for Papers
Ido Oren, University of Florida, oren@ufl.edu
Call for Papers APSA 2011
 Closing date: December 15, 2010
This Conference-related Group provides a forum for the discussion of methodologies and methods related to interpretive research, as well as issues arising from their location within contemporary political science. 

Interpretive methodologies and methods are informed by philosophical traditions such as hermeneutics, phenomenology, pragmatism, and symbolic interaction. Notwithstanding their differences, these traditions presuppose that the meaningfulness and historical contingency of human life sets the social realm apart from nature. Although diverse in their modes of accessing and analyzing data, research processes in the interpretive tradition are typically characterized by an empirical and normative prioritizing of the lived experience of people in research settings (what Clifford Geertz referred to as “experience-near” research), a focus on the meaning(s) of acts, events, interactions, language, and physical artifacts to multiple stakeholders, and a sensitivity to the historically-contingent, often-contested character of such meanings.  

We call for papers, panel, and roundtable proposals that explore interpretive methodological issues or that apply interpretive methods (e.g., political ethnography, ethnomethodology, discourse analysis) in ways that demonstrate their “comparative advantage” for empirical research across the subfields of political science. Proposals that reflect on how political science itself is situated in the webs of meaning and historical context that it studies will be especially welcome. 
5.  Members’ announcements
· forthcoming publications (books, articles) and publishing opportunities (CfPs, etc.):

- Robert Adcock, speaking for Mark Bevir, announced a new book series, Comparative and Transnational Governance (University of California Press), Christopher Ansell and Mark Bevir, eds.  The series will publish innovative work exploring the comparative and transnational dimensions of new forms of governance. This series will promote books that carve out a distinctive intellectual space to discuss and debate the new governance. Books in the series may draw inspiration from traditional fields like public administration, development studies, public policy, comparative politics, urban planning, or international relations, but should call attention to the distinctive features or impacts of new governance within these fields. The series is open to different theoretical and methodological traditions, but especially welcomes social constructivist or interpretive work that explores the meaning of new governance for those who participate in it or are affected by it. Inquiries to Nathan MacBrien, GAIA Publications Director, at ucias@berkeley.edu.
- Dvora Yanow, speaking for Patrick Jackson, announced a new book series, Configurations: Critical Studies of World Politics (University of Michigan Press), which “seeks to publish the best social-scientific monographs utilizing a logic of explanation that emphasizes the ways in which causal processes and mechanisms come together in case-specific ways to generate particular empirical outcomes. Regardless of substantive focus, monographs in this series utilize a wide variety of techniques in order to empirically detail the ways that important phenomena operate in world politics broadly understood.”  Inquiries to ptjack@american.edu or to Melody Herr at the press (mherr@umich.edu). 
- Peri Schwartz-Shea announced the Routledge Series on Interpretive Methods, edited by herself and Dvora Yanow, which has begun receiving book proposals.  Inquiries to the co-editors (psshea@poli-sci.utah.edu, d.yanow@uva.nl).

WITH APOLOGIES:  Because no one was taking notes, we have no record or memory of who else announced what publications or other items.  If you are reading this and were one of these, please feel free to email d.yanow@uva.nl ; I will make a revised version of these notes and post it.

· job searches coming up and people looking for jobs [round robin]
· set up group page @ APSA web [Dvora is working on this with APSA]
· affiliation for dues/donations purposes [Dvora] – deferred in order to report/discuss the following
6.  Data archiving
Peri Schwartz-Shea reported on a panel discussion she and Dvora had just attended prior to the Business Meeting (T6 Theme Panel:  PS Symposium on Data Archiving, Authorship, and Collaboration), which was apparently a precursor to a symposium in PS (not yet out as of 19 December).  Most of the presenters were arguing in favor of required data archiving, something that Rick Wilson, editor of AJPS, recently announced would be a sine qua non for publishing accepted papers.  Colin Elman (Syracuse University; IQRM/CQRM leader; President, QMMR Section), speaking about qualitative research in general and its particular needs, and Christian Davenport (University of Notre Dame; Director, Radical Information Project), speaking about his own growing archive of source-sensitive material (e.g., from the Black Panther movement in the US), voiced concerns about how and why a required data-archiving policy, such as the one-size-fits-all policy that APSA is considering instituting (as presented in the panel and during the discussion), will be prejudicial against qualitative research.  Dvora and Peri found the tone of the session most disturbing, as if  someone resisting these mandates was simply a self-interested person who did sloppy research.  One presenter referred a lot to “replicable” research, noting that lack of replicability leads to “little respect.”  Both urged members to be on alert for this issue, to think through its implications, and to be ready to respond.
19 December 2010

Notes compiled by Dvora Yanow, with assistance from Robert Adcock, Patrick Jackson, and Peri Schwartz-Shea.  Corrections or additions to d.yanow@uva.nl, please.  Thanks to Morris Bidjerano for encouraging this effort and suggesting the community-building that might ensue from posting to the I&M list.  Next time, we should have a note-taker!
