Expectations for the Final Report

Due Date:  June 4, 2007 

Target Length:  20-25 pages
The purpose of this statement of “expectations” is to make transparent the basic ingredients of scholarly work that we will be looking for as we grade your papers (keeping in mind the range of particular “traditions” that fall within the broad rubric of qualitative research).

As we read your final report, we will expect to see some recognizable version of the following components of a scholarly research report (note that you do not need to use these ‘generic’ terms as your section titles):

I. An Introduction that is likely not more than 1-2 pages and that does the following:  

· Engages the reader from the first paragraph or two (engaging opener)

· Locates the research study in a larger body of work

· States clearly the purpose of the paper/study

· Signals the research questions

· Previews what is coming in the paper

II. A Framing of the Problem section (often referred to as the Conceptual or Theoretical Framework) that includes the following:

· Adequate location in a body of previous research

· Communicates to the reader how you thought about the research “problem” and signals the kinds of thinking that you brought to and/or may have drawn upon as you analyzed your data.

III. A Methods section, drawing upon and citing appropriate methods literature that create a rationale for the approaches you used to conduct your study.  A methods section  includes (usually in some version of the following order):

· A brief introductory statement that provides a rationale for why qualitative research methods are particularly appropriate for answering your research question.

You may want to alert the reader at this point if you are using particular traditions within qualitative research (ethnographic field methods, comparative case study, discourse or narrative analysis, etc.)  Second, you can alert the reader to what is coming in the rest of methods section.

· A “setting(s) and participants” section that describes and justifies why you sampled the way that you did for both the setting(s) and the participants in your study (using appropriate methods literature).  Naturally, this section is tailored to your particular study design.

· A “data collection” section that describes and justifies the particular methods that you used (typically might include a subsection or a description of interviews, observations, document collection, etc…depending on what you did).  Remember this section is now written in past tense as you are reporting what you did.

· The “data analysis” section in which you report and justify the steps you took in data analysis—again, cite appropriate methods literature to make the case for the particular methods you used.

· Brief comments about the quality of data (and steps you take to ensure high quality), the limitations of the design, your positioning as researcher, etc. 

IV. A report of your Findings that does the following:

· Organizes the findings based on your themes and/or assertions, etc. Explains themes and assertions and makes clear where these come from and how they are supported by evidence. There are many ways to organize your presentation of findings: embedded in narrative chronology, by cases or subcases, by theme, by research questions, by elements of your conceptual framing, etc. 

· Provides some representation of primary data (quotes, observational vignettes, discourse slices, brief fieldnote excerpts, visual data of various kinds, displays of observed details, etc.) to which the themes and assertions can be traced. Ideally, there will be enough primary data showing to convincingly “take the reader there”. 

· May refer to literature as a touchstone for clarifying, interpreting, etc. (literature should not be the main focus of this section, however…the main focus is a report of your findings).

V. Some form of discussion of your study findings that might include Interpretation, Implications, or Conclusions and that could draw upon related literature to do the following:

· Briefly summarizes the main things you found (possibly organized by the original study questions)

· Discuss the larger meaning of the findings

· Consider alternative interpretations of the findings

· May revisit the initial conceptual framing (remember that an improved conceptual framework is often a valuable product of qualitative research)

· Consider the limitations of the study and/or unanswered questions

· Suggest the contributions of the study to the broader literature base

· May discuss implications for action, for educators, etc.

VI. A reference list (written in APA or other appropriate style).

VII. Other appendices, only as appropriate or needed for your study (might be additional methods information such as interview protocols, examples of field notes, etc.).  Not necessary unless you feel the need.

General thoughts, considerations, tips about writing, etc.

· Write your report so that an educated “lay” person could follow it, taking care to define your terms, especially jargon that may not be understood by those outside your educational specialty.

· Write with a particular kind of outlet in mind.

· Strike an appropriately “professional” tone in your writing, even if you are working in a data-rich, story-like tradition.  

· Use APA style guidelines (or other appropriate style tradition such as Chicago) when formatting your paper, making citations, and creating your reference list.

[More tips to come as we progress through the quarter]

