
Trends:
1. Increased specialization in all academic disciplines, including political science
· positive: aids knowledge accumulation, propagates specialized journals and professional organizations
· negative: divides political philosophy (normative) from other fields in political science (empirical); 
leads to outcomes:  ◙ normative theory is less knowledgeable; ◙ empirical theory is more trite and method-driven; ◙ both are relevant only to those who utilize them;  
◙ knowledge has deteriorated.
2. Obsession of political scientists with developing models just for their own sake ( creates stylish models, but fails to clarify the world of politics as it really is.
3.  Increased reliance on prediction as a method of evaluating the soundness and significance of theories and research ( decreases emphasis on primary purpose (knowledge advancement).
Method-driven vs. problem-driven political science

(Theory-driven and method-driven work are not the same thing. Shapiro doesn’t argue that they are identical – rather, that however different, neither of them is problem-driven, which is their shared downfall)

Problems with method-driven and/or theory-driven work: it is “reductionist” – necessitates always choosing the explanation coming from the researcher’s favored theory.

Summary of Shapiro’s argument: 
If one uses a fact or occurrence in the attempt to justify a particular theory or theoretical outlook, the outcome will not accurately portray the actual issue, and will instead be deceptive. Instead, research should be focused on clarifying the problem (separate from the theory) and later developing a theory which most accurately deals with the problem.   
Green and Shapiro’s suggestion:
1. Start with a problem

2. Deal with previous attempts to study it, examine previously used theories
3. Define research assignment

· Give more attention to the problem itself and less to validating a favored theory
Criticisms of Shapiro’s argument
1. “the distinction between the theory-driven and problem-driven work is a distinction without a difference”
2. “there is no theory-independent way of characterizing problems - all observation is theory laden”
Shapiro answers that although all problems inherently include theory, some are more theory laden than others. Thus, the theory-driven scholar will develop “just so” stories (“trees exist for dogs to pee on”); while the problem-driven scholar will be more concerned with reviewing different theories and finding what they lack, and what are the alternatives.
3. “it is necessary to be theory-driven in social science”

· Skeptical response: the inductivist isn’t resolved to reach a certain theoretical destination, therefore will purse general accounts as an open question
deductivists: theory ( description that validates the theory

inductivists: particular phenomenon ( theory

· Ontological response: it is much more important to be valid than to be general. Political scientists shouldn’t obsess over developing general theories if they are empirically invalid.
· Occupational response: political scientists resort to theory-driven work to differ from other professionals writing about same topics. Instead, they should handle and tackle all previous attempts to study the matter.

Prediction as a standard for evaluating approaches

· prediction is a test that political science can rarely meet
· contingent events make prediction in politics less feasible, but in many cases, some factors are dependent on each other, while others are not, so political scientists should focus on those independent factors, if they wish a more successful prediction

· prediction leads to method-driven work

· political scientists often study facts because they believe it might lead to a prediction, rather than because they believe it is meaningful to study them.

· Shapiro’s conclusion: Prediction can be beneficial, but political scientists should be cautious about using it as an evaluating tool. Even when prediction is impossible, knowledge can move ahead
Conclusion and “What to do about it?”
Shapiro’s suggestions: 

· focus research more on problem-driven work

· emphasize advancement of knowledge, rather than developing fancy theories

· stress validity and empirically-sound arguments and theories

· attempt to work across particular disciplines/areas, instead of being focused on single field

· define problems in “theoretically illuminating and convincing intelligible” ways.
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