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Comparison is a fm•d•ny:ntaJ tool of analysis. It 
shaipeas out power of description, and plays a c:eatral 
role in coacept-formatioa by bringing into focus 
suggestive similarities aud contrasts amoog cases. 
Comparison is routinely used in testing hypotheses, and it 
can contribute to the inductive discovery of new 
hypotheses and to theory-building. 

The forms of comparison employed in the 
discipline of political science vary widely and include 
those contained in statistical analysis, experimmtal 
research, and historical studies. At the same time, the 
label "comparative method" bas a standard meaning 
within the discipline and in the social mote 
broadly: it refers to the methodological issues that arise 
in the systematic analysis of a small number of cases, or 
a "small N. "1 This chapter examines alternative 
perspectives on the comparative method that have 
emerged over roughly the past two decades. Although 
the primary focus is on discussions located in the fields of 
comparative politics and international studies, the 
application of the comparative method is by no means 
restricted to fields. 

The decision to analyze only a few cases is 
strongly influenced by the types of political phenomena 
under study aud how they are conceptuafu.ed. Topics for 
which it is productive to examine relatively few cases 
include revolutions, particular types of national political 
regimes (e.g., post-conummist regimes), oc particular 
forms of UJban political systems. This focus oa a small 
number of cases is adopted because tbeze exist relatively 
few instances of the under consideration that 
exhibit the attnl>utes of interest to the analyst. 
Alternatively, some analysts believe that political 
phenomena in general are best understood through the 
careful examination of a small numbec of cases. In the 
field of comparative and international studies, the practice 
of focusing on few cases has achieved greater legilimllcy 
in recent years in conjunction with the rise of the school 
of "comparative historical analysis, • in which small 
numbers of countries are studied ovei- loog periods. This 
close scrutiny of each country limits the number of 
national cases a scholar can consider.2 

Choosing to study few cases routinely poses the 
problem of having more rival explanations to assess than 
cases to observe, or the quandary of "many variables, 
small N" (Lijphart 1971, 686). Elementary statistic.a 
teaches us that u the number of explanatory factors 
approaches the number of casea, the capacity to 
adjudicate among the explanations through statistical 
comparison rapidly diminisl>es. Thia problem has stimu-
lated much discussion of bow most productively to 
analyze a small N. 

The late 1960s and early 1970s saw a boom in 
writing on comparative method (e.g., Merritt and Rokbn 
1966; Kallebecg 1966; Verba 1967; Smelser 1968; 
Lasswell 1968; Pneworslci and Teune 1970; Sartori 
1970; Merritt 1970; Etzioni and Dubow 1970; Lijpbart 
1971; Vallier 1971; Zelditcb 1971; Armer and Grim.maw 
1973). This literature established a set of nonns and 
practices for small-N research. proposed alternative 
strategies for conducting such analyses, and created a 
base line of understanding that has played an important 
role in the ongoing practice of small-N studies. This 
chapter assesses the issues of comparative method that 
have been debated in the intervening years and considers 
their implications for ongoing research. The point of 
departure is Arend Lijpbart's (1971) article •Comparative 
Politics and Comparative Method.• Among the studies 
published in that period, Lijpbart's piece stands out for its 
imaginative synthesis of basic issues of comparison and 
of the relation between comparative method and other 
branches of metbodology.3 It therefore provides a 
helpful framework foe examining, and building upon, 
new developments in the field. 

A central theme that emerges in the discussion 
below is that refinements in methods of small-N analysis 
have substantially broadened the range of techniques 
available to comparative researchers. The most fruitful 
approach is eclectic, one in which scholars are willing 
and able to draw upon these diverse techniques. 
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Synopsis of Lijpbart 

Lijpbart defines the comparative method as the 
analysis of a small number of cases, entailing at least two 
observations, yet too few to permit the application of 
conventional statistical analysis. A central goal of bis 
article is to assess the comparative method in relation to 
three other methods-experimental, statistical, and case-
study-and to evaluate these different approaches by two 
criteria: 1) bow well they achieve the goal of testing 
theory through adjudicating among rival explanations, and 
2) how difficult it is to acquire the data needed to employ 
each method (see Figure l). 

The experimental method bas the merit of 
providing strong criteria for eliminating rival explanations 
through experimental control, but unfortunately it is 
impossible to generate appropriate experimental data for 
most topics relevant to political analysis. The statistical 
method bas the merit of assessing rival explanations 
through the weaker but still valuable procedure of 
statistical control, but it is often not feasible to collect a 
sufficiently large set of reliable data to do this form of 
analysis. 

The case-study method bas the merit of 
providing a framework: in which a scholar with modest 
time and resources can generate what may potentially be ' 
useful data on a particular case. Unfortunately, 
opportunities for systematically testing hypotheses are far 
more limited than with the other methods. Yet Lijphart 
(pp. 691-93) insists that case studies do make a 
contribution to testing hypotheses and building theory, 
and he offers a suggestive typology of case studies based 
on the nature of this contribution. He distinguishes 
among atheorerical case studies; interpretative case 
studies (that self-consciously use a theory to illuminate a 
particular case); hypothesis-generating case studies; 
theory-confirming case studies; theory-infirming case 
studies (that, although they cannot by themselves 
disconfirm a theory, can raise· doubts about it); and 
deviant case analyses (that seek to elaborate and refine 
theory through a close examination of a case that departs 
from the predictions of an established theory). Lijphart 
emphasiz.es that "certain types of case studies can even be 
considered implicit parts of the comparative method" (p. 
691), and to the extent that the assessment of hypotheses 
does occur in some case studies, it is often because the 
case studies are placed in an implicit or explicit 
comparative framework. Yet even within this 
framework, be emphasiz.es that findings from a single 
case should not be given much weight in the evaluation of 
hypotheses and theory (p. 691). 

The comparative method, as defined by Lijphart, 
has an intermediate status in terms of both his criteria. It 
provides a weaker basis than the experimental or 

statistical method for evaluating hypotheses, due to the 
lack of experimental control and the problem of many 
variables, small N. Yet it does offer a stronger basis for 
evaluating hypotheses than do case studies. Despite the 
constraint of addressing more variables than cases, the 
comparative method allows systematic comparison that, if 
appropriately utilized, can contribute to adjudicating 
among rival explanations. 

Although the data requirements of the 
comparative method may be much greater than for case 
studies, Lijphart argues that they are less demanding than 
for experimental or statistical research. He therefore 
views the comparative method as most appropriate in 
research based on modest resources, and he suggests that 
studies using the comparative method might often serve 
as a first step toward statistical analysis. 

If at all possible one should generally "USC the 
statistical (or perhaps even the experimental) 
method instead of the weaker comparative 
method. But often, given the inevitable 
scarcity of time, energy, and financial 
resources , the intensive comparative analysis 
of a few cases may be more promising than 
a more superficial statistical analysis of 
many cases. In such a situation, the most 
fruitful approach would be to regard the 
comparative analysis as the first stage of 
research, in which hypotheses arc carefully 
formulated, and the statistical analysis as the 
second stage, in which these hypotheses arc 
tested in as large a sample u possible. 
(1971, 685) 

Lijphart also proposes solutions to both sides of 
the problem of many variables, small N (1971, 686 ff). 
With regard to the small number of cases, even if 
researchers stop short of a statistical study, they can 
nonetheless try to increase the number of cases used in 
assessing hypotheses. With regard to the large number of 
variables, he suggests two approaches. First, analysts 
can focus on "comparable cases,• that is, on cases that 
a) are matched on many variables that are not central to 
the study, thus in effect "controlling" for these variables; 
and b) differ in terms of the key variables that are the 
focus of analysis, thereby allowing a more adequate 
assessment of their influence. Hence, the selection of 
cases acts as a partial substitute for statistical or 
experimental control. Second, analysts can reduce the 
number of variables either by combining variables in a 
single scale or through theoretical parsimony, that is, 
through developing a theory that focuses on a smaller 
number of explanatory factors. 

Thus, Lijphart provides a compact fonnulation 
of the relationship between the comparative method and 
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Flgure 1. Situating the Comparative Method as of 1971: Lijphart'1 Schane 
Cue Study Method Comparative Method Experiment.I Method 

Merit: Permits lnten- Defined u : Syst• Mertt: Eliminates rival 
slve examination of matlc analysis of small explanations through 
cases even with lim- number of cases experimental control 
lted resources ("small-N'' analysis) Inherent Problem: 
Inherent Problem: Mertt: " Given inevit· Experimental control ls 
Contributes less to able scarcity of time, impossible for many or 
building theory than energy, and financial most topics of 
studies with more resourcH, the lnten- relevance to field of 
cases sive analysis of a few comparative politics 
Types of c ... Stu- cases may be more 
dies: promising tha.n the 

11. Atheoretical superficial statistical Statistical Method 
2. Interpretive analysis of many 

, 3. Hypothesis- caMS" (LIJphart, p. 
Merit: Assesses rival 

generating 685) 
explanations throuah 14. Theory-confirming Inherent Problem: 

Weak capacity to sort 
statistical control 

1 5. Theory.infirming 
Inherent Problem: I (i.e., case studies out rival explanations, 

that weaken a specifically, the prob- Difficult to collect ade-

I theory marg;na11y> lem of " many vari- quate Information in a 

1
6. Deviant case studies I ables, f• cases" sufficient number of 

Potential SolutJona: cases, due lo limited 
1. Increase number of time and resources 

cases 
2. Focus on compar-

able cases 
3. Reduce number of 

variables 
a. Combine vari-

ables 
b. Employ more par-

simonious theory 



! i 
I 

108 The Comparative Method 

other methodologies, and he offers solutions to the 
characteristic dilemmas of the comparative method. 

Further Perspectives on Small-N 
Analysis 

The two decades following Lijphart's study have 
seen the emergence of new perspectives on small-N 
analysis, as well as a renewed focus on methodological 
alternatives already available before he wrote his article. 
Though many of these innovations appear in work: 
explicitly concerned with the comparative method, 
conventionally understood, others appear in writing on 
the experimental, statistical, and case--study methods. 
The result bas been an intellectual cross-fertilization of 
great benefit to the comparative method. Figure 2 
provides an overview of these innovations. 

Innovations in the Comparative Method 

Innovations in the comparative method can be 
discussed in terms of the issues introduced above, encom-
passing the goals of comparison, the just.ification for 
focusing on few cases, and the problem of many 
variables, small N. 

Goals of Comparison 

A central and legitimate goal of comparative 
analysis is assessing rival explanations. However, as 
Theda Skocpol and Margaret Somers (1980) argue, 
comparative studies should be understood not merely in 
tenns of this single goal, but in terms of three distinct, 
yet ultimately connected, goals. 4 The first is that 
considered above: the systematic examination of 
covariation among cases for the purpose of causal 
analysis.5 The second is the examination of a number of 
cases with the goal of showing that a particular model or 
set of concepts usefully illuminates these cases. No real 
test of the theory occurs, but rather the goal is the 
parallel demonstraJion of theory. This use of comparison 
plays an important role in the process through which 
theories are developed. The third type of comparison is 
the examination of two or more cases in order to 
highlight how different they are, thus establishing a 
framework for interpreting how parallel processes of 
change are played out in different ways within each 
context. This conlrast of conlex:Js is central to the more 
"interpretive• side of the social sciences and reflects yet 
another way that comparison is frequently used. 

In addition to providing a more multifaceted 
account of the goals of comparison, Skocpol and Somers 
suggest the intriguing idea of a research "cycle• among 

these approaches (pp. 196-197). This cycle arises in 
response to the problems that emerge as scholars push 
each approach up to - or beyond - the limits of its 
usefulness. For example, a •parallel demonstration• 
scholar might introduce a new theory and show how it 
applies to many cases. "Hypothesis-testing" scholars, 
wanting to specify the conditions under which the theory 
does not hold, could make further comparisons with the 
goal of discovering these conditions. Hypothesis-testing 
studies that too brashly compare cases that are profoundly 
different might, in turn, stimulate •contrast of contexts" 
scholars to examine more carefully the meaning of the 
differences among the cases. It is thus useful to look 
beyond an exclusive focus on the role of comparison in 
broad causal analysis, to an understanding that 
encompasses the different elements in this research cycle. 

This is not to say that assessing hypotheses does 
not remain a paramount goal of comparison, and many 
scholars insist that it is the paramount goal. Yet this 
broader perspective offers a valuable account of bow 
comparative work proceeds within a larger research 
community, pointing usefully to the interaction among 
different goals of comparison. 

Justification/or Small N 

A second trend is toward a more elaborate 
justification of a focus on relatively few cases. Lijpbart's 
rationale seems in retrospect rather modest, in that it 
emphasizes only the problem of inadequate resources and 
treats the small-N comparison as a way station on the 
route to more sophisticated statistical analysis. 

A very different defense of working either with a 
small Nor with case studies had previously been 
available in arguments favoring a •configurative" 
approach (Heckscher 1957, 46-51, 85-107), and this 
perspective was elaborated a few years before the 
publication of Lijphart's analysis in Sidney Verba's 
(1967) review essay advocating the "disciplined 
configurative approach.• In evaluating Robert A. Dahl's 
Political Oppositions in Western Democracies (1966), 
Verba points both to the sophistication of the hypotheses 
entertained in the book and to the difficulty of assessing 
them adequately, except through a close command of the 
cases, leading him to advocate this disciplined 
configurative of research. Verba's formulation is 
appealing because be is concerned with systematic 
hypothesis testing and theory building. At the same time, 
he links this priority with a more explicit appreciation of 
the difficulty of testing hypotheses adequately and the 
value of properly executed case studies in providing 
subtle assessments of hypotheses. 

It might be claimed that the difficulty of 
adequately testing hypotheses ultimately derives from the 
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Agure 2. lnnov•tions Rttev811t to the Comparative Metlaod 
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problem of limited resources discussed by Lijpbart. If 
enough talented researchers worked long and hard, they 
could carry out a Political Oppositions study for many 
dozens of countries. Yet the problem here is somewhat 
different from that emphasized in Lijpbart's initial formu-
lation. It is not so much that re.sources are limited, but 
that constructing adequate comparisons has proved more 
difficult than bad often been thought in the 1960s and 
early 1970s, in the initial days of enthusiasm for 
comparative statistical research. Among these 
difficulties, that of the valid application of concepts 
across diverse contexts has been especially vexing. 

Within the literature on comparative method, a 
key step in elucidating these problems of validity, and 
thereby strengthening the justification for a small N, is 
Giovanni Sartori's (1970) classic discussion of •concept 
Misformation in Comparative Politics,• the basic themes 
of which are elaborated in his later book Social Science 
Concepts (1984). Sartori suggests that the application of 
a concept to a broader range of cases can lead to 
conceptual •stretching,• as some of the meanings 
associated with the concept fail to fit the new cases. The 
concepts that can most easily be applied to a broad range 
of cases are often so general that they do not bring into 
focus the similarities and contrasts among cases that are 
essential building blocks in worthwhile comparative 
analysis. Consequently, a study focused on concepts that 
are carefully adapted to this •finer slicing• of a given set 
of cases should be extended to other cases only with great 
caution. From this perspective, it may be argued that the 
most interesting studies wiJJ often be those that focus on a 
smaJJer number of cases. 

With regard to the problems of increasing the 
number of cases under study,6 Adam Pneworski and 
Henry Teune's The Logic of Comparalive Social Inquiry 
(1970) is a major source of insight. Although they argue 
that achieving a high level of generality should be a basic 
goal of social science, their framework: is centrally 
concerned with the difficulties that can arise in 
generalizing beyond an initial set of cases. With regard 
to problems of validity, they advocate the use, when 
necessary, of • system-speci fie• indicators that serve to 
operationalize the same concept in distinct ways in 
different contexts (pp. 124-130). For the scholar seeking 
to move toward a larger set of cases, the potential need 
for system-specific indicators necessitates the close 
examination of every new case. 

Przeworski and Teune also address the problem 
that as the analyst incorporates more cases into a study, 
distinct causal patterns may appear in the new cases. To 
deal with this problem, Przeworsld and Teune advocate 
"replacing proper names• of social systems by identifying 
those systems in terms of the explanatory factors that 
account for why causal relations take a particular form 

within each system (pp. 26-30). 7 This approach makes 
the invaluable contribution of providing a theoretical, 
rather than an idiosyncratic and case--specific, basis for 
analyzing differences in causal patterns. However, 
extending an analysis to additional cases on the basis of 
this procedure again requires a painstaking assessment of 
each new context. Thus, Przeworsld and Teune provide 
a valuable tool for adequately analyzing a larger number 
of cases, but their approach again shows that this must be 
done with caution. 

Since 1970, the renewal of a Weberian concern 
with interpretive understanding, i.e., with deciphering the 
meaning of behavior and institutions to the actors 
involved, bas also strengthened the justification for 
advancing cautiously with one or very few cases. 
Clifford Geertz's (1973) label "thiclc description" is 
commonly evoked to refer to this concern,• and this 
focus bas appeared in many guises relevant to political 
research, including Gabriel Almond and Stephen J. 
Genco's analysis of "Clouds and Clocks" (1977) and 
Skocpol and Somers' "contrast of contexts" approach, 
which encompasses studies that use comparison to richly 
contextualize research findings. Charles C. Ragin's The 
Compara1ive Method (1987) explores another facet of this 
concern in his analysis of the "holistic• orientation of 
what he calls "case-oriented" research and the complex 
problems of "conjunctural causation• - that is, causal 
patterns that vary according to the context - to which 
configurative scholars are typically far more sensitive. 

Finally, the intelle.ctual success in recent years of 
the school of comparative historical analysis has played 
an important role in legitimating a focus on a small N. 
This approach was pioneered in works such as Reinhard 
Bendix (1964), Barrington Moore (1966), and Lipset and 
Rokkan (1967), and more re.cent works include Rokkan 
(1970), Tilly (1975), Paige (1975), Bendix (1978), 
Trimberger (1978), Skocpol (1979), Bergquist (1986), 
Luebbert (1991), Goldstone (1991), Collier and Collier 
(1991), and Rueschemeyer, Stephens, and Stephens 
(1992). Methodological statements focused on this 
tradition include Skocpol and Somers (1980), Skocpol 
(1984), Tilly (1984), and Ragin (1987). 

The particular form of analysis in these studies 
varies considerably, as suggested by Skocpol and Somers' 
typology noted above. In varying combinations, these 
studies employ both rigorous qualitative comparisons that 
extend across a number of nations, and also historical 
analysis that often evaluates each national case over a 
number of time periods. 9 This tradition of research thus 
combines well-thought-out comparison with an 
appreciation of historical context, thereby contributing to 
an effort to "bistoricize" the social sciences. 

Although the uses of comparison in this literature 
are diverse, as Skocpol and Somers empbasiz.ed, it may 

be argued that a major consequence of the growing 
importance of comparative historical studies is to further 
legitimate the approach that was Lijphart's original 
concern: the assessment of rival explanations, based on 
systematic, qualitative comparison of a small number of 
cases. In light of a spectrum of studies from Barrington 
MOOJe's (1966) pioneering analysis of the emergence of 
alternative forms of modern regimes, to Skocpol's (1979) 
study of revolution, to Luebbert's (1991) analysis of the 
emergence of liberalism, fascism, and social democracy 
in interwar Europe, it is evident that this literature bas 
given new legitimacy to the use of broad historical 
comparison for systematic causal analysis. Efforts to 
codify procedures for assessing hypotheses in this type of 
analysis, such as that in Ragin's ComparaJive Merhod 
(1987), further reinforce the plausibility of insisting on 
the viability of small-N analysis as a middle ground 
between case studies and statistical studies. 

Solutions to the Problem of Many Variables, Small N 

The evolving debates on comparative method 
have suggested further refinements in Lijpbart's original 
three solutions for the problem of many variables, small 
N, i.e.: 1) increasing the number of cases, 2) focusing 
on matched cases, and 3) reducing the number of 
variables. 

1. Increase the Number of Cases At the time 
Lijphart wrote, it was believed in some circles that 
comparative social science would increasingly be oriented 
toward large-N comparative studies, based on extensive 
quantitative data sets and rigorous statistical analys.is. 
Today there can be no question that, for better or worse, 
quantitative cross-national research in the subfield of 
comparative politics, and quantitative international politics 
in the subfield of international relations, have not come to 
occupy as dominant a position as many had expected. 
Within these two subfields, they hold the status of one 
approach among many. 

Various factors have placed limits on the success 
of large-N research based on quantitative data sets, 
among which is certainly the renewed concern with 
closely contextualized analysis and interpretive studies. 
Broad quantitative comparison may have been set back as 
many scholars discovered how extraordinarily 
time-consuming it is to construct appropriate data sets, 
often out of proportion to the professional rewards that 
seem to be forthcoming. This is particularly a problem 
when the focus of analysis extends beyond the advanced 
industrial countries to regions for which it is often 
extremely difficult to develop reliable data. In addition, 
the quantitative-comparative approach has probably been 
hurt by the publication of too many studies in which 
concepts are operationalized with dubious validity and 
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which employ causal tests that are weak, unconvincing, 
or inappropriate (Ragin 1987, chap. 4). 

Yet the fact that broad quantitative comparison 
has not become a predominant approach should not lead 
scholars to overlook what has been accomplished. Robert 
Jackman (1985) insists that comparative statistical 
research has had more success than is recognized, and 
Lijphart's own recent work: moves in this direction 
(1990). The failure to seize good opportunities to do 
quantitative research could certainly be viewed as being 
as much of a mistake as premature quantification, and the 
fruitful debate on corporatism and economic growth in 
Western Europe discussed below is one of many 
examples of how statistical methods can effectively 
address interesting analytic issues. Further, the 
availability of new statistical techniques (also discussed 
below) bas made it far more productive to do quantitative 
analyses with as few as ten to fifteen cases. Conse-
quently, the option of increasing the "N" at least to that 
level is still worth pursuing, and it should probably be 
pursued more often. 

2. Focus on Comparable Cases The 
recommendation that analysts focus on carefully matched 
cases has been both reinforced and challenged. In a 
discussion published in the mid-1970s, Lijphart (1975) 
explores further the trade-off he noted in 1971 between 
the goal of increasing the number of cases and the goal of 
matching cases as a substitute for statistical control. 
Obviously, if a researcher is to select cases that are really 
similar, however that similarity is defined, the number of 
appropriate cases is likely to become limited. In the face 
of this trarle-off, Lijphart opts in favor of the more 
careful matching of fewer cases, and be goes so far as to 
restrict the application of the term •comparative method" 
to analyses that focus on a small number of carefully 
matched cases. This emphasis parallels a much earlier 
perspective on the comparative method referred to as the 
method of •controlled comparison" (Eggan 1954). 
Arthur Stinchcombe's (1978) advocacy of the 
methodology of •deep analogy,• i.e. , the comparative 
analysis of very few, extremely closely matched, cases 
pushes this approach even further. 

A contrasting strategy is advocated by 
Przeworski and TC\me (1970, 32-39) and Przeworski 
(1987, 38-41). They suggest that even with careful 
matching of cases in what they label a "most similar• 
systems design, there remains a problem of 
"overdetermination, • in that this design fails to eliminate 
many rival explanations, leaving the researcher with no 
criteria for choosing among them. They prefer instead a 
"most different• design, based on a set of cases 
which are highly diverse and among which the analyst 
traces similar processes of change. 10 Pneworski 
suggests that the strength of this design is· in part 



112 The Comparative Method 

responsible for important advances in the litenture on 
democratization, such as the work of O 'Donnell, 
Schmitter, and Whitehead (1986). Przeworslci maintains 
that this literature addresses such a broad range of cases 
that analysts are forced to distill out of that diversity a set 
of common elements that prove to have great explanatory 
power.II 

This discussion can be placed in perspective by 
recognizing that cases that are closely matched from one 
point of view may contrast sharply from another. My 
own recent work (Collier and Collier 1991) combines the 
two strategics by starting with a set of eight Latin 
American countries that are roughly matched on a 
number of broad dimensions. Among the eight countries, 
the analysis focuses on pairs of countries that are 
nonetheless marlcedly different. The overall matching 
assures that the contexts of analysis are analytically 
equivalent, at least to a significant degree, and the paired 
comparison places parallel processes of change in sharp 
relief because they are operating in settings that are very 
different in many respects. 

In conjunction with the debate over the merits of 
most similar and most different systems designs, it is 
important to recognize that in many studies, the 
conclusions reached in the overall comparison of cases 
are also assessed - implicitly and sometimes explicitly -
through within-<:ase analysis. In the section on case 
studies below, the discussion of "pattern matching" and 
"process tracing" suggests some of the forms this takes. 
It is no coincidence that within the school of comparative 
historical analysis, findings are often reported in books, 
rather than articles. Part of the reason is that the 
presentation of detailed information on each case serves 
to further validate the conclusions drawn from 
comparisons across cases. 

These within-case comparisons are critical to the 
viability of small-N analysis. As Stanley Lieberson 
(1991, 312-315) has correctly insisted, taken by 
themselves, comparisons across a small number of cases, 
using either a most similar or a most different systems 
design, provide a weak: basis for causal inference. 
However, if one considers the role of these internal 
comparisons, the "Nw is substantially increased, thereby 
strengthening causal analysis. 12 

This use of within-case comparison can also help 
protect the analyst from a problem that arises in the most 
different systems design, in which countries are matched 
on the dependent variable and differ in terms of a series 
of background variables. Barbara Geddes (1990) bas 
shown that if cases are selected on the basis of scores on 
the dependent variable, which is bow most different 
systems designs are often carried out, the lack of variance 
on the outcome to be explained introduces a "selection 
bias" that can greatly weaken causal inference. One way 

of mitigating this problem is to introduce greater varia-
bility through internal comparison. 

The ongoing debate on most similar versus most 
different systems designs has implications for the status 
of area studies. Dankwart Rustow (1968) argued some 
time ago in favor of moving beyond an area studies 
approach, and many scholars agree that cases should be 
selected in response to the analytic requirements of 
particular research projects, rather than on the basis of a 
geographic proximity that at best is often a poor 
substitute for the analytic matching of cases. Recent 
•cross-area• studies on successful export-led growth and 
on democracy suggest that this alternative perspective is 
gaining ground. 13 

However, the area studies approach is a booming 
business today for a variety of reasons, including the 
impressive funding of area studies by U.S. foundations in 
recent decades, as well as institutional momentum. In 
fact, from the point of view of the theoretically oriented 
small-N comparativist, this is not a bad outcome. The 
country case studies produced by area specialists are 
crucial building bloclcs in most comparative work, and 
without them cross-area studies wouJd be on far weaker 
ground. It is essential to recognize that these case studies 
benefit greatly from the intellectual leverage gained when 
individual scholars develop, over many years, a 
cumulative and well-contextualized understanding of a 
particular region. Particularly in light of current 
concerns that broad comparative studies should be 
attentive to the context of analysis, the contribution of 
area specialists is essential. 

3 . Reduce the Number of Variables: The third 
solution to the small-N problem is to reduce the number 
of explanatory factors, either through combining 
variables, sometimes referred to as "data reduction,• or 
through employing a theoretical perspective that focuses 
on a smaller set of explanatory factors. One of the 
promising sources of parsimonious explanatory theory is 
the •rational choice" approach that has gained increasing 
attention among political scientists. Rational choice 
modeling offers a productive means of simplifying 
arguments that contain a multitude of interesting 
variables, but that may fail to specify the most critical 
ones. Within the field of comparative analysis, Geddes's 
(1991) study of administrative reform in Latin America, 
which models the impact of different electoral and party 
systems on the incentives of legislators to adopt reform, 
provides an excellent example of a productive 
simplification of a complex topic. As such models gain 
increasing acceptance in the comparative field, analysts 
will acquire a useful tool for addressing the smaJI-N 
problem. 14 

More work on concept formation is also needed, 
notwithstanding the sustained contribution-of Sartori 

(1970, 1984, 1991, 1993, and Sartori, Riggs, and Teune 
1975); the work of authors such as McKinney (1966), 
Kalle.berg (1966), and DeFelice (1980); and also Burger's 
(1976) invaluable synthesis of the Weberian approach to 
concept formation. Comparativists do not devote enough 
attention to thinking through how well or poorly concepts 
are serving them and therefore may have insufficient 
ground for knowing whether they are m.aking appropriate 
choices in the effort to achieve theoretical parsimony. 

The field of cognitive science has recently 
provided insights into categorization that may be useful in 
refining the concepts employed in comparative studies. 
The application of these insights is illustrated by George 
Lakofrs (1987) challenge to frameworks, such as that of 
Sartori, that employ what Lakoff calls "cliwical 
categorization, • in which the meaning of concepts is 
understood in terms of defining characteristics that are 
seen as giving the concepts wcll-<iefined boundaries. 
This understanding is crucial to Sartori's framework, in 
that the problem of conceptual stretching which he 
analyzes hinges on these boundaries. Cognitive scientists 
argue that in ordinary' language, the meaning of concepts 
derives not from defining characteristics, but from an 
implicit "cognitive model" that underlies the concept and 
from •exemplar• cases that serve to anchor the concept's 
meaning and provide a point of reference for identifying 
better and worse cases. This perspective provides a 
different view of the question of boundaries, and hence of 
conceptual stretching. More work is needed to discover 
the degree to which these patterns in ordinary language 
are also present in social science usage, and if so, the 
implications for the use of concepts in comparative 
analysis (see Collier and Mahon 1993). 

Innovations Suggested by Work on Other 
Methods 

ExperinunJal Method 

Although the experimental method itself may be 
of little relevance to the topics addressed in most 
comparative research, ideas derived from the 
experimental method can improve small-N studies. 
Donald Campbell and Julian Stanley's classic 
Experimental and Quasi-Expuime.ntal Designs for 
Research (1963) shows how the logic of experimental 
design can be applied to "quasi-experiments,• that is, to 
"observational" studies that include some event or innova-
tion that has a form analogous to an experimental 
intervention, but that occurs in a "natural" setting. An 
example would be the initiation of a new public policy 
whose impact one wishes to assess. 

Campbell and Stanley underline the great value 
in quasi-experiments of the •interrupted time series• 
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design. In this design the analyst looks at a long series 
of observations over ti.me, so that the values of the 
observed variable are examined not oo.ly at two points 
immediately before and after the policy change or other 
innovation (which •interrupts• the series), but also well 
before and well after. To illustrate the risk of restricting 
the analysis to these two observations, the authors present 
several hypothetical configurations of data in which 
restricting the analysis to two observations leads to a 
finding of sharp discontinuity, whereas the full time 
series reveals continuity. Causal inferences about the 
impact of discrete events can be risky without an 
extended series of observations. Comparativists 
employing small-N analysis must heed this warning, since 
they routinely analyze the impact of discrete events, 
ranging from wars, revolutions, and military coups to 
specific public policies. 

Donald Campbell and Laurence Ross's (1968) subse-
quent analysis of the impact on traffic fatalities of the 
Connecticut crackdown on speeding in the 1950s provides 
a stunning •exemplar• of the imaginative application of a 
quasi-experimental design to public policy analysis. 
Indeed, Przeworslci (1987, 31) has argued that 
methodology is influenced far more by exemplars than by 
formal attempts to "legislate" correct methods, and the 
Connecticut crackdown article has certainly played that 
role. u 

The case appears to be a simple one. When the 
State of Connecticut initiated strict enforcement of the 
vehicular speed limit in the 1950s and traffic deaths 
dropped sharply, the cause and effect relationship seemed 
obvious. Yet in evaluating this causal liolc, Campbell and 
Ross do an impressive analysis of potential threats to its 
•internal validity" (was that really the cause in 
Connecticut?) and its •external validity• (can the finding 
be generali.zed?). No sensitive analyst can read this 
article without acquiring a more sober view of the 

of evaluating policy impacts. 
Ideas about quasi-experimental and interrupted 

time series design have also been disseminated through 
the large body of writing on evaluation rese.arch. This 
includes studies that apply these ideas to the analysis of 
political development (Hoole 1978), as well as excellent 
treatments of experimental design and evaluation research 
in introductory textbooks on social science methodology, 
such as Babbie (1992). 

Although much writing on quasi-experiments 
appears to offer helpful guidance and practical advice to 
small-N analysts, Christopher H. Achen's The Statistical 
Analysis of Quasi-Experimenrs (1986) may leave them 
feeling that the methodological cballeoges posed by this 
type of design are overwhelming. In studies of the 
impact of public policy, the core problem is the lack of 
"randomiution" in the application of the policy, which 
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may result in selection bias. For example, the benefits of 
a policy are commonly received by some groups and not 
by others, on the basis of certain attributes possessed by 
the groups, and it is possible that these prior attributes 
will themselves reinforee the outcomes that the policy 
seeks to promote. In the absence of hue experimental 
data, this poses the challenge of dise.otangling the impact 
of the policy from the impact of these prior attributes. 
This causal riddle can be addressed by constJUcting a 
model of how citiz.ens are selected to be recipients of the 
policy. This model then becomes a building block. in the 
analysis of the policy's impact, in that these prior 
considerations can be "factored out• in assessing the 
policy. Achen shows that solving the riddle requires a 
complex form of "two-stage• statistical analysis. 

The implications of Achen's book may be 
discouraging for analysts working with a small number of 
cases. An adequate solution to the lack of randomiz:ation 
requires a form of statistical analysis which can be 
applied to an elaborate quantitative data set, but this 
technique would be hard to apply in a small-N study. A 
more hopeful view mi&}lt be that the literature on 
experiments and quasi-experiments at least provides 
useful warnings about the perils of analyzing discrete 
events as if they were true experimental interventions. In 
the absence of appropriate data sets, the researcher must 
exercise caution in making causal claims. 

Jnnowitions in Slatistics 

Recent work on statistical analysis has provided 
both new warnings about the risks of statistical studies 
and new opportunities for doing meaningful statistical 
work with relatively modest case bases. The statistician 
David Freedman has launched a major assault on the use 
of multivariate quantitative analysis in the social sciences 
(1987, 1991), which he claims fails because the 
underlying research design is generally inadequate and 
because the data employed fail to meet the assumptions of 
the statistical techniques. His criticism may bring 
considerable satisfaction to those who have been skeptical 
about statistics all along and who take comfort in the 
greater "control• of the material they feel derives from 
analyzing relatively few cases through more qualitative 
techniques. It is realistic to expect that we may go 
through a period of greater questioning of the use of 
statistics in the social sciences. However, as with the 
rejection of quantitative cross-national research discussed 
above, it would be unfortunate if a reaction against 
quantitative studies went too far. 

The emergence of new statistical techniques that 
are helpful in the analysis of relatively few cases makes 
such a blanket rejection unwarranted. One example is the 
development of "resampling strategies" such as the 
"bootstrap" and •jackJcn.ife" (Diaconis and Efron 1983, 

Mooney and Duval 1992). These techniques use 
computer simulation to create, from an initial set of real 
data, a large number of hypothetical replications of the 
study, which can then be used in statistical tests that are 
not as wlnerable to violations of distributional assump-
tions as arc more conventional tests. These techniques 
may be especially useful when there is great 
heterogeneity among units, as may readily occur in 
cross-national comparisons. 

The development of •robust• and •resistant• 
statistical measures (Hampel et al. 1987; Hartwig 1979; 
Mosteller and Tukey 1977) is promising in much the 
same way. These measures are relatively unaffected by 
extreme or deviant values and can therefore help 
overcome the problem in small-N analysis that findings 
may be seriously distorted by a single observation that is 
greatly in error. 

Another set of techniques concerned with this 
same problem is •regression diagnostics• {Bollen and 
Jackman 1985; Jackman 1987). These are tests used in 
conjunction with conventional regression analysis to 
assess whether unusual values on particular observations, 
called influential cases, have distorted the findings. The 
advantage of regression diagnostics in comparison with 
robust and resistant statistics is that one can employ them 
with the more familiar coefficients associated with 
regression analysis. 

The use of regression diagnostics is nicely 
illustrated in the recent debate on the relationship between 
corporatism and economic growth in 15 Western 
European countries (Lange and Garrett 1985, 1987; 
Jackman 1987, 1989; Hicks 1988; Hicks and Patterson 
1989; Garrett and Lange 1989). The starting point of 
this debate is Peter Lange and Geoffrey Garrett's 1985 
article, which presents an interesting and complex idea in 
a simple form. They argue that the organiz.ational 
strength of unions in the labor market and the political 
strength of the left in the electoral and governmental 
arenas both have an impact on economic growth, but that 
this impact is shaped by a complex interplay between 
these two factors, which they represent through an 
•interaction" term in their regress.ion analysis of the 15 
cases. 

In a reanalysis of their article, Robert W. 
Jackman (1987) employs regression diagnostics to 
examine certain influential cases that he believes distort 
their findings. In the ensuing discussions among these 
five authors, an expanded model with further control 
variables is proposed, this expanded model is both 
challenged and defended, and Lange and Garrett 
subsequently defend their original model and call for new 
data and further tests. 

This scholarly debate brings together an 
important substantive problem, a high level of area 
expertise and knowledge of specific cases, the inventive 
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use of a relatively straightforward statistical model, a 
constlUctive critique based OD fC£ression diagnostics, and 
a sustained process of cumulative knowledge generation 
based on the scrutiny of a shared data set. Just as the 
Campbell and Ross articJe on the Connecticut speeding 
crackdown is an exemplar of a design, 
this debate should stand as an exemplar of a 
methodologically sophisticated effort by several scholars 
to solve an important problem within the framework of 
small-N quantitative analysis. This debate also shows 
that although an •N• of 15 might oft.en be approached 
through qualitative small-N comparison, it can li1cewise 
be subjected to statistical analysis, with interesting 
results. 

Another area in which potential problems of 
statistical analysis are amenable to solution concerns the 
issue of •average effects• in regression studies. The 
results of the simpler forms of regression analysis are 
based on an average of the strength of causal relations 
across the cases being studied. For the coefficients 
produced by regression analysis to be meaningful, it is 
necessary that these causal relations be homogeneous 
across the cases. Yet Ragin (1987, chap. 4), among 
others, has forcefully argued that this assumption 
commonly does not hold, given the complex forms of 
·multiple conjuncturaJ causation• often encountered in 
comparative studies. In different contexts of analysis, the 
interaction among causal factors may vary. 

However, solutions to this problem are available. 
John E . Jackson (1992) shows how it can be addressed 
with advanced statistical techniques, and the interaction 
term in the Lange-Garrett regression analysis, discussed 
above, deals with precisely this problem; that the effect 
of one explanatory factor varies depending on the value 
of another explanatory factor. Fmally, Prz.eworski and 
Teune's procedure of •replacing proper names,• also 
discussed above, takes this problem of causal complexity 
and turns it into an opportunity to deal more theoretically 
with the diversity of causal patterns. 

Jnno11atio1U in the Case-Study MeJhod 

When Lijphart wrote his 1971 article, he 
apparently felt some hesitation about including a 
discussion of case studies in an assessment of the 
comparative method.16 Yet the two topics are closely 
linked, and his helpful typology of the uses of case 
studies in hypothesis testing and theory building set the 
stage for refinements in case study analysis later 
introduced by other scholars. 

One of the most suggestive discussions of the 
method is that of Campbell (1975). He 

dramatically recants the bold assertion he made in his 
earlier book: with Stanley that case studies are 
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•of almost no scientific value• (1963, 7). He shows 
instead that case studies are the basis of most comparative 
research, that they offer many more opportunities than is 
often recogni:zed for falsifying the researcher's main 
hypotheses, and that much can be learned from making 
explicit the comparisons that are often implicitly built into 
case studies. For example, any given hypothesis about a 
case has implications for many facets of the case. 
Campbell uses the label •pattern matching• to refer to the 
process of discovering whether these implications are 
realized. The analyst can thereby increase the •N• by 
multiplying the opportunities to test hypotheses within 
what may initially have been viewed as a •single" case. 

This procedure of pattern matching is helpful in 
addressing the long-standing concern that case studies are 
useful for generating hypotheses, but that the same case 
cannot then be used to test the hypothesis because it 
offers no possibility of disconfumation. This is 
sometimes referred to as the problem of ex post facto 
hypotheses. 17 The procedure of pattern matching opens 
the possibility that an hypothesis initially generated by a 
particular case could subsequently fail to be supported by 
the same case. Thus, the problem of ex post facto 
hypotheses can be partially overcome. 11 

Harry Eck.stein (1975, 113-123) is likewise 
concerned with testing, as opposed to generating, 
hypotheses in case-study analysis, and he argues 
forcefully that many analysts have greatly underestimated 
the value of case studies for hypothesis testing. In 
particular, the carefully constructed analysis of a •critical 
case• - for example, one about which the analyst has 
particularly strong expectations that it will fit the 
hypothesii.ed causal pattern - can provide an invaluable 
opportunity to falsify the relevant hypothesis. 

Alexander George and Timothy McKeown 
(1985), building on George (1979), present a helpful 
synthesis of two key building blocks in the process 
through which hypotheses are tested in case studies. The 
first corresponds to the conventional approach to placing 
a case in comparative perspective, which they call the 
"congruence procedure.• The scholar examines the 
values of an hypothesized independent and dependent 
variable for a given case and determines, in light of 
explicit or implicit comparison with other cases, whether 
these values are consistent with the predictions of the 
hypothesis under consideration (pp. 29-30). The second 
is •process-tracing,• through which the researcher 
engages in a close processual analysis of the unfolding of 
events over time within the case (pp. 34-41). The goal is 
to assesses whether the dynamics of change within each 
case plausibly reflect the same causal pattern suggested 
by the comparative appraisal of the case in relation to 
other cases. Process tracing may be seen as a specific 
instance of Campbell's pattern matching, and as with 
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pattern matching the analyst makes a series of within-case 
observations against which the hypothesis can be further 
assessed. 

Overall, these articles, along with works such as 
Robert K. Yin's Case Study Research (1984), offer a 
systematization of case-study that provide a 
valuable point of reference for scholars concerned with 
small-N analysis. At the same time, the debate continues 
on the proper role of case studies in assessing and 
building theory. An interesting part of this debate, 
published as a special issue of the joumaJ World Politics 
(1989) focuses on the contribution of case studies to 
evaluating one application of rational choice analysis, 
i.e., rational dete1Teoce theory in international relations. 
The opening article by Acheo and Snidal (1989) argues 
that the case studies employed by many international 
relations specialists do not adequately address the central 
ideas of this body of theory, thereby raising an issue 
perhaps not often enough considered in discussions of the 
comparative method: How can the methodological 
concern with executing good comparisons be linked to the 
key analytic issues posed by the particular theories that 
are to be evaluated? Achen and Snidal also note the 
problem of selection bias in case studies of deterrence 
theory, that is, the problem that case studies usually focus 
on dete1Teoce failure, whereas much or most of the time 
deterrence works. The issue of the joumal includes a 
series of articles by scholars close to the case-study 
tradition who debate the issues raised by Acben and 
Snidal. These articles constitute a valuable effort to think 
through how case studies have functioned in relation to 
the assessment of a particular body of theory, a line of 
inquiry that should be taken up more often. 

In this debate on deterrence theory, an 
intellectual tension emerges that has been a recurring 
theme in this chapter: between analyses that seek to 
achieve a generic understanding, based on relatively few 
variables and encompassing many cases, as opposed to 
analyses that seek to draw out the complexities of 
particular cases. 

Conclusion 

Among the diverse approaches discussed in this 
chapter, three major analytic alternatives stand out. 
First, new perspectives on the case-study method have 
strengthened the viability of that approach. Discussions 
of opportunities for within-ase comparisons have in fact 
begun to blur the distinction between case studies and the 
comparative method, although the case-study approach 
does remain a distinct tradition. Interest in case studies 
has been reinforced by several factors, including the 
renewed concern with interpretive social science, the 

continuing intellectual and institutional strength of area 
studies, and deep skepticism in some circles about the 
validity of broad comparison. 

Second, it is evident that quantitative techniques 
employing a relatively small number of cases can 
successfuUy address important substantive questions. 
This approach merits atte.otion in light of the new 
statistical tests suitable for small-N analysis. The 
opportunity for cumulative scholarly learning provided by 
statistical studies is nicely illustrated by the 
La.ogo-Oarrett-Jack:man-Hicks-Patterson debate. This 
debate is also relevant to the issue of linking rival 
research traditions, because it shows that insights derived 
from case studies and from more qualitative comparative 
work can, after all, serve as stepping-stones on the path 
toward statistical analysis. 

The third alternative has been reinforced as well: 
the systematic comparison of a small number of cases, 
with the goal of causal analysis, which is the approach 
that Lijphart originally advocated. In this perspective, 
broad qualitative comparison is seen as both possible and 
productive. The growing influence of the school of 
comparative historical analysis has substantially enhanced 
the credibility of this approach, and it plays an important 
role as an analytic middle ground between the case-study 
tradition and small-N statistical analysis. 

All three of these approaches will persist, and a 
key question is how well they can be linked. The 
tradition of research on Western Europe provides an 
encouraging model, in that the findings of quantitative 
comparative scholars play an important role in general 
debates in that field. 19 In research on Latin 
by contrast. quantitative comparative wock receives 
considerably less attention from mainstream scholars. 
Yet the kind of found in the West 
European field can make an important contribution to 
strengthening research. With good communication, 
country specialists and experts in qualitative small-N 
comparison can push the comparative quantifiers toward 
more carefully contextualized analysis. Likewise, the 
comparative quantifiers can push the country specialists 
and experts in qualitative comparison toward more 
systematic measurement and hypothesis testing. A central 
goal must be to sustain such communication. 

The implications for graduate training are clear. 
If Ph.D. candidates are to be prepared to address these 
issues of comparison, they should have enough training in 
statistical methods to evaluate quantitative studies that 
employ old, and new, methods of statistical analysis and 
to use such methods when appropriate. Those more 
oriented toward statistical analysis should have e.oough 
background in qualitative small-N comparison and case 
study analysis to be able to build on the analytic 
contribution of those approaches. Both groups should 
have substantial exposure to basic writings on the 

( 
I 
( 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
f 

I 
I 
! 

philosophy of science and logic of inquiry that can 
provide the framework for more informed choices about 
these methodological alternatives. 

In this way, the foundation can be laid for an 
eclectic practice of small-N analysis that takes advantage 
of opportunities that present themselves on both sides of 
what could otherwise be a major intellectual divide. 

Notes 
This is a revised aod expanded version of an &Mic earlier 

publilbed io Oankwart A. RullOW and Kenneth Paul Ericboa. eds., 
Comparollvc PoUdcal Dynamics: GJobal ResearcJs (New 
Yort: HarpcrColfuie, 1991). Permiuioo lo reprint graoled by Harper 
Collins. Ruth BeriDI Collier, Kenncdi Paul Ericboo, Leonardo 
Mortinl, Elizabcih Busbee, aod Carol A. Medlio made panicutarfy 
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commeoSI . Thia rue.arch hu bceo lllpporied by a Guggenheim 
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Govenimcnlal Studies ll Fmally, I would like IO ooie a very 
promising maDUIC.ript (Kina, Verba, and Keohane 1992) that 
un!ortunaiely came lo my attention too lalc lo be discussed io this 
chaplet'. 

1. ·w is used to refer to lho 1111mber of cue. analyzed ill 
any siveu1udy. 

2 . Rerercncca IO works of compantive 
historical aoaJym arc presellled below. 

3 . ID bis compaNon of thcx methods, Lijphart 
actnowledgea bis dcbc IO Smeber's (1968) excellent aoalysis that 
employed a parallel framework. See also Smdscr (1976) . 

4 . This penpective hu been dabocated by Skocpol (1984, 
chap. 11), and a parallel formulation is found in Cbadca Tilly 0984, 
chap. 4). 

S. Skoepol and Somen (1980, 181-87) refer to this u 
• macro-cau.sal • analysis. Yet small-N Slllcfies thtt genuatc and I.ell 
hypolhc1e11 can have both a macro and a micro focus, and it doe1 oot 
acem productive IO exclude from this category those with a micro 
He"", this alternative label is used. 

6. Ahhough Prr.eworski and T= are cenllally co°"med 
with issues cbal arifo wheo additional cases arc added to ao analysis, the 
problems they d j1C1U1 arc also more likely to occur if ooe is dealing 
with a laiJer N to begin with. 

7. For example, ioJ1ead or referring to ·vcoczucla, • one 
would refer to a COUll1ry io which, due to the impact of massive oil 
revenues, a particular causal relationship assume. a distinc1 form. 

8. 'Thick dexriptioo0 is sometimes mistakenly uodcntood 
IO refer simply IO "detailed description,• which is llOl what Geertz 
iDleoda. 

9. Given that these SIUdiu often focus oo long periods of 
limo wilhi.a each case, it might be trgued tha1 the oumber of cues could 
be greatly increased thtough comparison over time, thereby mating 
them somcthioJ ocher than amall-N studies. Hawcvcr, since lhe Joal of 
many IUlda io this tradition is IO CJCpiafu ovetall canfiguratioas of 
DllionaJ ouecomcs u they a:ro manifest.cd over lo.ag periods, thea 
outcocnu often caooot be disaggregated imo a xrica of longitudioal 
obxrvatioQI. Hcix;c , the number of eases cannot realislically be 
iocre.ued through the USO or c.ompudon aver time. 

10. The - similar and most differeot l)'sWns designs 
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conc1pood, rupe.c:tively, IO Johll StllutMill'a (1974) method of 
diffcrcnco and method of Whcrcu Pnewonki and Tcunc'a 
labels or 0 1imilar" and "differeat• refer lo wbclher lbc eaxa arc 
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Mill'• labels of 0 diffcrcoce• and •aereemcat• refer IO whether the "°'" 
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11 . Pcnooal commuoicatioc from Ada.m Prr.ewonti. 
12. Chtislopbcr Acheo, pcl'IOoal communication, bu Iona 

imisted oo this poinl. 
13. F<>t example, Gcrefli and WymatJ (1990), Hagani 

(1990), Prz.ewonti (1991), aad Ruucbcmeyer, Stephens, and St.epbc.u 
(1992). 

1<4. For a ditcusaioo of aualcgic choice models (a cloec.ly 
rclat.ed type of modd) !hat have bceo applied IO the analyai1 of political 
reform, democnliz.alioo, aod democnlic comoUdatioo io Latin 
Amcric•, and cbal likcwilc offer fniitful limplificatioos or complex 
phenomcm, tu Collier and Norden (1992). 

IS. The reprintina of this article io a ruder oo aocitl 
acicnee mclhodology (I\lfte 1970) made it widely available IO political 
acieotiata, and its inllueoce hu b«o tub9Uolial . 

16. Pel'IOll&l communication from Arcod Ujphart. 
17. nu. problem ii routioely discuucd in introductory 

methodology texu, c.J., Babbie (1992, 24-25, 427). 
18. Allhough pattern matchioJ withio lhe llDIC caac 

iol.roducu lhe pouibility of falsifying tho hypothesis, it does oot 
overcome all or tho problems or ex poll facto hypolhese•. Thus, 
pan.na matehing will probably not overeome a problem of 
uorcprue.llUltiveness which may arise due to selection biu Of' lo tho 
cha.nee aclcction of ao atypical cue. 

19. See, for CXllllplo, lhe debale 011 iolc.n:a mediation and 
corpontism in Western Europe, iocludiDJ Wikmky (1976), Hibba 
( 1978), Schmitur (1981), and Cameron 0984). The debate llattcd by 
Lanae and Garrett 0 9&.s) is a <:oatinuatioo of this line of analysis. 
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