Maastricht Graduate School of Governance
Data Collection and Analysis for Migration Studies

Week 1 - Methods in migration research: selecting methods and cases

Instructor: Dr. Evelyn Ersanilli, Departmental Lecturer, International Migration Institute,
University of Oxford, evelyn.ersanilli@geh.ox.ac.uk

Course outline

Migration Studies is a highly interdisciplinary field, and migration scholars use a wide range
of methods. These can broadly be divided into quantitative and qualitative methods. In
recent years mixed method research has become increasingly popular. In the first session
we will look at the underlying assumptions of qualitative, quantitative and mixed methods
studies. These include assumptions about generalizability, the importance attached to
representativeness and number of cases. We will also look at the different ways in which
gualitative and quantitative methods can be combined, the challenges that come with
mixing methods and two examples of mixed method studies.

The second session will discuss case selection. Researchers rarely have to means to
collect data on all people in all countries. Often choices need to be made to collect data in
only one or a small group of countries and/or a limited number of groups. A well-selected
case can provide the basis for a powerful argument. This session will discuss the different
logics that can be applied in selecting cases and the pitfalls of case selection. It will also look
at several empirical examples.

Both sessions consist of interactive lectures, interspersed with small group discussions.

Schedule
Day Time Session content Preparations
7 april 8:30-14:00 Qualitative, quantitative and | Castles (2012)
mixed methods in Migration | Hammersley (1996)
Studies Lincoln et al (2011)
Gamlen (2012)
Ersanilli & Saharso (2011)
8 april 8:30-12:30 Case selection Gerring (2007)
Keman (2011)
Seawright & Gerring (2008)
Geddes (1990)
Bloemraad (2007)
Assessment

Students will be graded based on their individual participation in class as well as an
individual written assignment. For the written assignment students should write a research
proposal of no more than 1,500 words outlining a theoretically embedded research
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guestion, and a well-argued choice of methods (quantitative, qualitative or mixed) and case
selection. Students can opt to use their dissertation project for this.

The written assignment should be emailed to evelyn.ersanilli@geh.ox.ac.uk by noon of
Friday April 11th.

Course grading Weighting factor

1) Participation in class 20%
2) Assignments 80%
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