Reflection

Nov 11

As I read the chapter 15, I find the process of analyzing the data very confusing –“loose in the air”.  I found it a really messy process compare to quantitative analysis, which appears to be neat and tidy.  I feel it would be hard not to get lost in all that information.  One needs to be very organized and vigorous at the task at hand not to get lost with all the memos and data.  Qualitative analysis seems easier to comprehend but not necessarily easier to handle.  I guess that some computer program such as ETHNO would help very much dealing with large amount of data.  

December 1st
As I reflect back and think about reading chapter 15, and after having done more work for my assignment #3 regarding quantitative and qualitative research I feel that some how chapter 15 has been illuminating for me.  All of a sudden I felt that I finally understood how it was working.  Maybe it was because finally I had an overview of how it was all tied up together.

This course involved lots of new understanding for me.  I felt that I could have easily take this course in one year rather than 3 months to be able to digest properly all that new information and knowledge.  I found the readings very interesting and educative, however there is no way I can remember all of it.  I do feel, however, much more confident about research now that I did at the beginning of the class.

I now understand that quantitative researchers start with a theory, set variables to test for causality, do statistical analysis of the data and present it in form of graphics.   Qualitative researchers do collect data in a nonrandom fashion and then do coding to come up with categories and themes, and then create a grounded theory as data is being analyzed.  It is an ongoing process.  

At first, when I read the readings for week 11, I didn’t have a clue where to put these research designs into  my ‘visualization’ of quantitative and qualitative research.

After some reading and more reading (regarding field research and historical-comparative research in Neuman) done for my assignment # 3, I can finally put it somewhere.

Neuman, in his historical-comparative research chapter talk about how historical-comparative research has regained some popularity lately and how historical-comparative is confusing because there is not a clear cut of procedures.  As I reread the ‘chapter 7: Action, participatory, critical and feminist research designs’ I could finally make sense of it a bit better.  The author also refers to these as being fairly new methods and having as focus, change.  

At this point, I can say that think that action, participatory, critical and feminist researches use a critical worldview, therefore being much newer than the positivist and interpretive worldview.  So the postmodern view must be synonym of critical view as both are focusing on action and change.  Thanks to Edna who did such a great summary of the 4 types of research in week 11. It has helped.

Finally, I had fun with week 12.  Myself, I like the edge so it has been nice to look at other ‘possibilities’ in research  –even if sometimes it seems ‘way out there’.  What comes to mind from these readings is that, I think we need new methods for research.  The current methods don’t seem to fit for everything.  Something is lacking…

Maybe with researchers being ‘out of the norm’, time, efforts and creativity, will help develop new methods and theory that will give us new direction.

I would like to mention too that in the past occult and mysticism were parts of life and well accepted.  Nowadays if it cannot be proven it is therefore not true.  I have to say that I don’t agree with this view.  It is so limiting.  It is not because I can’t see it that it means it doesn’t exist!

So, I’ll keep my mind open for glimpses of the unknown…

Brigitte

