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“[The] task which I am trying to achieve is, by the power of the written word to make you hear, to make you feel – it is, before all, to make you see.  That – and no more, and it is everything.  If I succeed, you shall find there according to your deserts: encouragement, consolation, fear, charm – all you demand – and, perhaps, also that glimpse of truth for which you have forgotten to ask.”











Joseph Conrad

In this seminar, we will continue our discussions about qualitative approaches of inquiry for social science that began in other courses.  This class is neither an entry-level qualitative methods course nor a proposal-writing course.  This semester we will focus on ways of gaining data that impact how we present data.  We will read a great deal in this class, but the focus of the class is on data collection, analysis, and presentation.  Participation in every session of the seminar is essential since specific learning experiences will occur in each one. We will rarely, if ever, lecture. The vast majority of the class will be spent in discussion of the readings and one another’s writing. Hence, you also will need to do all of the reading.

The seminar will explore the following topics: 

1. Interviews

2. Observations

3. Case Studies

4. Focus Groups

5. Historiography 

6. Trustworthiness & IRB

Please note: We expect you to be on time and to attend every class so we can have a fruitful discussion.

We do not intend to give incompletes.  Hand in all papers on time; late papers will be marked down.

Academic Accommodations

Any student requesting academic accommodations based on a disability is required to register with Disability Services and Programs (DSP) each semester. A letter of verification for approved accommodations can be obtained from DSP. Please be sure the letter is delivered to us as early in the semester as possible. DSP is located in STU 301 and is open 8:30 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday. The phone number for DSP is (213) 740-7766.

Incompletes 

IN – incomplete (work not completed because of documented illness or some other emergency occurring after the twelfth week of the semester; arrangements for the IN and its removal should be initiated by the student and agreed to by the instructor prior to the final exam); IX – lapsed incomplete.

Conditions for Removing a Grade of Incomplete. If an IN is assigned as the student’s grade, the instructor will fill out the Incomplete (IN) Completion form which will specify to the student and to the department the work remaining to be done, the procedures for its completion, the grade in the course to date and the weight to be assigned to the work remaining to be done when computing the final grade. A student may remove the IN by completing only the portion of required work not finished as a result of documented illness or emergency occurring after the twelfth week of the semester. Previously graded work may not be repeated for credit. It is not possible to remove an IN by re-registering for the course, even within the designated time.

Time Limit for Removal of an Incomplete. One calendar year is allowed to remove an IN. Individual academic units may have more stringent policies regarding these time limits. If the IN is not removed within the designated time, the course is considered “lapsed,” the grade is changed to an “IX” and it will be calculated into the grade point average as 0 points. Courses offered on a Credit/No Credit basis or taken on a Pass/No Pass basis for which a mark of Incomplete is assigned will be lapsed with a mark of NC or NP and will not be calculated into the grade point average.

Requirements:  


1. Class participation, facilitation and presentation (20%).

2. Two five-page papers (20%).  

3. One twenty-page paper (60%).

· Each individual will be responsible for facilitating readings for class. 

· We will have 3 Readers’/Authors’ Circles to critique one another’s works in progress and drafts.

Required readings:

There is a reading packet available from the Magic Machine in UV across from campus. We also have 4 required books:

Corwin, M. (2000). And still we rise: The trials and triumphs of twelve gifted inner-city high school students. New York: William Morrow.

Duneier, M.  (1999). Sidewalk.  New York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux.

Capote, T. (1993/1965). In cold blood. New York: Random House. (This book is available in any bookstore or through online sellers such as Amazon or Barnes and Noble.)

Yin, R. (2002). Case study research: Design and methods (3rd ed.). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. 
Recommended resources:

American Psychological Association (2001). Publication manual of the American Psychological Association (5th ed.). Washington, DC: APA.

Zinsser, W. (2001). On writing well: The classic guide to writing nonfiction. New York: HarperCollins.

Becker, H.  (1986). Writing for social scientists. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press.

Lamott, A. (1994). Bird by bird: Some instructions on writing and life. New York: Anchor Books.

January 9:   


Discussion of In cold blood 

January 16:
 

Martin Luther King Day – no class

January 23:


Interviewing 

Holstein, J.A., & Gubrium, J.F. (1995). The active interview. (pp. 1-18, 38-65). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. 

Tierney, W. G., & Dilley, P. (2002).  Interviews in education:  Defining realities.  In J F. Gubrium and J.Holstein (Eds.), Handbook of interviewing (pp.453-472). Thousand Oaks, CA:  Sage.

Reinharz, S. (1992).  Feminist interview research (pp. 18-45) in Feminist methods in social research.  New York: Oxford University Press.

January 30:    

Tierney, W.G. (2000). Life history and the postmodern challenge. In N. Denzin and Y.S. Lincoln (Eds.), Handbook of qualitative research (2nd ed) (pp. 537-554). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

 Tierney, W. G.  (1997). Lost in translation:  Time and voice in qualitative research.  In W.G. Tierney and Y. S. Lincoln (Eds.), Representation and the text:  Re-framing the narrative voice (pp. 23-36).  Albany, NY:  SUNY Press.

Edin, K. & Lein, L. (1997). Making ends meet: How single mothers survive welfare and low-wage work. (Chapter 3, pp. 60-87). New York: Russell Sage Foundation. 

Pattillo, M. (1998). Sweet mothers and gangbangers: Managing crime in a black middle-class neighborhood. Social Forces, 76(3), 747-774.

February 6:   

Mann, C., & Stewart, F. (2000). Internet communication and qualitative research: A handbook for researching online (pp. 65-124). London: Sage. 

Hollander, J.A. (2004). The social contexts of focus groups. Journal of Contemporary Ethnography, 33(5), 602-637. 
Kamberelis, G., & Dimitriadis, G. (2005). Focus groups: Strategic articulations of pedagogy, 
politics, and inquiry. In N.K. Denzin and Y.S. Lincoln (Eds.), The handbook of 
qualitative research (3rd ed) (pp. 887-907). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. 

February 13:


Discussion of And still we rise (Corwin, 2000)
Guest lecturer:  Miles Corwin 

Readers/Authors Circle #1

February 20: 
  Presidents’ Day – no class BUT

Assignment #1:  Submit five-page interview
February 27:  

Observations 
Sanger, J. (1996). The compleat observer? A field guide to observation (pp. 1-38). London: Falmer Press. 

Van Maanen, John (1988). Tales of the field: On writing ethnography (pp. 1-12). Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Duneier Sidewalk, Part one

March 6: 

Tierney, W. G.  (2000). Beyond translation: Truth and Rigoberta Menchú.  International Journal of Qualitative Studies in Education, 13 (2), 103-114.

Lincoln, Y. S. (2000). Narrative authority and perjured testimony: Courage, vulnerability and truth. International Journal of Qualitative Studies in Education, 13 (2), 131-138.

Duneier Sidewalk Part 2

March 13:
Spring Break – No class, BUT

Submit Writing Assignment #2

March 20: 

Case Studies

Yin, R. (2002). Case study research: Design and methods (3rd ed.). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Stake, R. (2005). Qualitative case studies. In N. Denzin and Y. Lincoln (Eds.), Handbook of qualitative research (pp. 443-466). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Duneier Part 3 & 4

Readers/Authors Circle #2

March 27:


Trustworthiness

Tierney, W. G.  (2002). Get real: Representing reality in educational research. International Journal of Qualitative Studies in Education, 15(4), 385-398.

Ellis, C. (2002). Being real: Moving inward toward social change. International Journal of Qualitative Studies in Education, 15(4), 399-406.

Piirto, J. (2002). The unreliable narrator, or the difference between writing prose in literature and social science: A commentary on Tierney’s article. International Journal of Qualitative Studies in Education, 15 (4), 407-416.

Bourgois, P. (2002). Ethnography’s troubles and the reproduction of academic habitus. International Journal of Qualitative Studies in Education, 15(4),417-420.

Reed-Danahay, D. (2002). Turning points and textual strategies in ethnographic writing. International Journal of Qualitative Studies in Education, 15(4), 421-426.

Tierney, W. G.  (2002). Writing matters. International Journal of Qualitative Studies in Education, 15(4), 427-430.

April 1:  SATURDAY CLASS: 9am-noon + Lunch

Historiography

Marius, R. (1999). A short guide to writing about history. (pp. 29-48, 68-71). New York: Longman.

Mumford, L. (1938). Introduction to The culture of cities. New York: Harcourt, Brace, Jovanovich. 

Tilly, C. (1996). What good is urban history? Journal of Urban History, 22(6), 702-719.

Metraux, S. (1999). Waiting for the wrecking ball: Skid row in postindustrial Philadelphia. Journal of Urban History, 25(5), 691-716.

Readers/Authors Circle #3
Dress Rehearsal of Individual AERA Presentation & Discussion of Final Paper

Lamott, A. (1994). Shitty first drafts (pp. 21-27) in Bird by bird: Some instructions on writing and life. New York: Anchor Books.

Boote, D.N., & Beile, P. (2005). Scholars before researchers: On the centrality of the dissertation literature review in research preparation. Educational Researcher, 34(6), 3-15. 

April 3:  

Mishler, E. G. (1979, February). Meaning in context: Is there any other kind? Harvard Educational Review, 49(1), 1-19.
Emerson, R.M., Fretz, R.I., & Shaw, L.L. (1995). Writing ethnographic fieldnotes (pp. 1-65). Chicago: The University of Chicago Press.

Dunier, M. Sidewalk. Part 5, Afterward & A statement on method.

Krieger, M. (2005). Choreography.

Guest lecturer: Martin Krieger 

April 10:

NO CLASS—AERA

April 17:


Corwin, Z.B., & Tierney, W.G. (In press). IRBs and qualitative research. Blackwell Encyclopedia of Sociology. 

Tierney, W.G., & Corwin, Z.B. (In press). The tensions between academic freedom and institutional review boards. Qualitative Inquiry.
Review of the website: USC Office for the Protection of Research Subjects. http://www.usc.edu/admin/provost/oprs
National Commission for the Protection of Human Subjects of Biomedical and Behavioral Research (1979). The Belmont Report: Ethical Principles and Guidelines for the Protection of Human Subjects of Research. http://ohsr.od.nih.gov/guidelines/belmont.html

Code of Federal Regulations: Protection of Human Rights (45CFR46), Subparts A, B, C, & D.  
http://www.hhs.gov/ohrp/humansubjects/guidance/45cfr46.htm
Burke, G.S. (2005). Looking into the Institutional Review Board: Observations from both sides of the table. Journal of Nutrition, 135, 921-924


Oakes, J.M. (2002).  Risks and wrongs in social science research:  An evaluator's guide to the IRB. Evaluation Review, 26(5), 443-479.


Reynolds, D. (Winter 2000).  Protecting the human subjects of social science research: The role of the IRB. Bioethics Forum, 16(4), 31-36.

Guest lecturer: Wynne Waugaman 

April 24:  
Final Presentations
Hand in writing assignment #3
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