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Proposal to Conduct Research

Due:  December 11th
[15-18 pages double-spaced (not including title page)]
The final assignment of this quarter is the preparation of a research proposal that lays out the work you plan to do and explains why that work is worth doing. Your proposal is, first and foremost, an argument, a carefully crafted piece of text written for both an educated layperson and a scholar whose work may or may not fall within the research tradition in which your work is located. It should be clear, concise, and compelling in expression. The model for this assignment is adapted from the standard proposal format for private foundations (such as the Spencer Foundation). This proposal is 15-18 pages in length (note that normal practice for foundations often features proposals that cannot exceed 10 double-spaced pages, not including title page, references, and appendices). Winning proposals eliminate reasons for funders to say no, something which, given the volume of proposals they must read, is the funder’s prevalent desire. Proposals that end up in the “no” pile are wordy, use excessive jargon, fail to make a convincing argument for significance, try to reinvent the wheel, or lack a correspondence between the conceptualization of the study and the proposed means of data collection. Winning proposals are clearly rooted in a research tradition (or intersection between traditions),

Your proposal should be written in APA style (5th Edition); have a cover page with a title for the study; be written in the future tense (e.g., “I will observe in this setting”)
; have page numbers (see APA style for “running heads”); and be double-spaced throughout (including references, quotations, and anything else). You convey to the reader how serious you are when you submit a high-quality, error-free proposal. The paper you submit for this assignment should be your best shot. In general terms, the proposal will have the following main parts, though you have latitude to structure the argument in more than one way:

1. Introduction and research problem statement.  A brief introduction (e.g., up to 3 pages) lets the reader know what the purpose of this document is (a proposal for a particular kind of research study), entices them to read further, and previews the organization of the proposal argument. This section will also introduce the research problem and main research questions that the study will address, which will be clearly and centrally located within the “problem”. If the major questions haven’t emerged by page 3, with some explanation of their significance and centrality to the research problem area, you’re in trouble: (the proposal hasn’t met the “The Airplane Criterion”).

2. Framing ideas and informing literature. The next part of the paper should situate the study in a body of literature and lay out the conceptual framework (in approximately 5-8 pages). The main ideas on which your study rests should be clearly explained, along with supporting empirical evidence and conceptual or theoretical work.  These “big ideas” should clearly map on to the main research questions announced earlier (if they don’t you have a disjointed proposal, and need to rework it further.).  

3. Research strategy and design. The third part of the paper (e.g., in another 5-7 pages) should proceed from the research questions to the research strategy and design of the study, along the same lines you used in your “methodological sketch,” with improvements based on our comments. Here you should clarify the tradition of research you are locating your work in (if you haven’t already done so in the introduction) and explain why it is especially appropriate for the questions you are trying to answer. Then you will discuss design choices:  setting and participants (and other sampling choices), data sources and data collection/ recording, approach to analysis, steps to ensure high quality data, etc. Once again, you will use literature to support your argument (here methodological literature, rather than the substantive literatures that underlie the first two parts of the proposal).  

4. Rationale for undertaking this research. The final part of the proposal should discuss, in no more than a page or two, why the study is important, why anyone would care about it, and what new knowledge is likely to come about because of it. 

5. References and attachments.  Include references, figures, and appendices at the end of the proposal, but don’t count them as part of the page limit. 

The proposal should be broken into sections with subheadings. These sections should come together within an integrated narrative that is easy to read and, yes, easy to skim. You should use literature throughout the proposal, not only in the initial framing of the question and in laying out the conceptual framework, but also wherever literature would sharpen your argument and make a more compelling case. 

You should plan on your proposal going through several drafts before you hand them in. Here is a good time for you to draw on your fellow group members—one of them, at least, must review it and sign the title page. If your colleagues can’t follow your argument, odds are that we won’t be able to either. Finally, use the attached “Proposal Checklist” as a reminder of things to do. Happy proposing!

(sample cover page for your final proposals)

Title of the Proposal:

Center of the Page

Name

Area or Department of the University

Date Submitted

This proposed research in under review by the Human Subjects Review Committee, and will not commence until approval is received. .

Your Signature








Date of Approval





I have read this proposal and believe that it clearly lays out the proposed research.

Colleague’s Signature 










                                                                                                            Date 





This proposal meets the standards of this course. The work it describes is ready to be carried out.

Signature of Professor 









                                                                                                                  Date 




Proposal Checklist:

1. 


satisfies the “Airplane Criterion”

2. 


gets to the main question(s) in the first two pages

3. _____ 
uses a “funnel” organization to get to that question (or other appropriate device for "locating" the question)

4. 


has told the reader what this document's purpose is by end of p. 2

5. _____
justifies why the study is worth doing, foreshadowing this argument in the first two pages

6. 


foreshadows what new knowledge will be gained by conducting the study

7. 


uses literature throughout the proposal rather than as separate section

8.                   is lean and cogent (everything that is included relates in a clear way to the question and why the study is worth doing)

9.                   is written so that an educated layperson or scholar not in this research tradition can easily understand the question without “watering down” the issues or approach

10. 


throughout, is written as an argument rather than a laundry list

11. 


is carefully copy edited and free of typos and spelling/punctuation errors

12. 


contains no unnecessary fluff……..

13. 


uses APA (style, 5th edition)

14.                 has a reference list that is professionally prepared and attends to conventions of 

formality

15. 


corresponds closely to an already submitted human subjects application

16. 


has been reviewed and signed by peer/colleague

17. 


stapled (not paper-clipped or tied with yellow ribbons ()

18. ____

electronic copy of the proposal to your advisor

Please Note: If you don’t do one of these, briefly justify/explain on the back of this sheet why
� The exception to this is if you are working with extant data. In this case, use the future tense to describe the analyses you will conduct but use the past tense for describing the data collection and the design decisions already made. Draw on preliminary readings of the data to make a case for the proposed research and to give the reader a concrete sense of the phenomenon you are studying. 





