PB AF 599/SOC 590: Qualitative Methods – A Survey Course
Winter 2008, Mary Gates Hall 238

Professor Sara R. Curran

scurran@u.washington.edu
Course e-list: pbaf599n_wi08@u.washington.edu
Soc590a_wi08@u.washington.edu
Description

This course is designed to provide graduate students in the social sciences with a review of qualitative research methods, exposure to writings from the field, opportunities to try their hand at practicing fieldwork, and feedback on a proposed study that employs qualitative methods.   This course is the first of a three-course sequence and focuses more on theoretical approaches to various types of qualitative research and practical techniques of various methods.  There will be some emphasis on study design, case selection, and field notes.  There will be little attention to coding, analysis, writing and presenting findings.   These elements of qualitative research can be learned about and practiced in the subsequent field methods courses.

Requirements
1. Read everything assigned and actively participate in classroom discussion. (20%)

2. Complete five short assignments on time. (45%)

3. Final Exam – Reflection on methods and experiences.  (35%)

Texts

Required 
Emerson, Robert.  Contemporary Field Research: Perspectives and Formulations.  Prospect Heights, IL: Waveland Press.

Lofland, John, David Snow, Leon Anderson and Lyn Lofland.  2006.  Analyzing Social Settings.  Belmont, CA: Wadsworth. 

Perecman, Ellen & Sara R. Curran (editors). 2006.  A Handbook for Social Science Field Research.  Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE.  

* All three texts are available for sale in the University Bookstore. Additional reading materials are available online in pdf format on the course website: http://csde.washington.edu/scurran/courses.html
January 7.  Overview

Overview of course

Discussion of students’ goals and plans – identification of research teams

Discussion of topics for each assignment
January 14: Epistemology and Qualitative Research
Becker, Howard.  1996. “The Epistemology of Qualitative Research.”  In Ethnography and Human Development.  

Goodwin, Jeff and Ruth Horowitz.  2002.  “Introduction: The Methodological Strengths and Dilemmas of Qualitative Sociology.”  Qualitative Sociology.  25(1):33-47.  

Lofland & Lofland. pp. 1-32.

Piore, Michael. 2006.  “Combining Qualitative and Quantitative Tools.”  In Perecman & Curran.

An example of mixing qualitative & quantitative data for policy analysis: 

Moore et al. 2000.  “Saving and Asset-Accumulation Strategies Used by Low-Income Individuals.”  Center for Social Development, Washington University. 
http://ideas.repec.org/p/wpa/wuwpge/0108001.html
Assignment: Team submission of data collection plans for the quarter
Sign-up for meetings on Monday.
January 21 – HOLIDAY

Student meetings with Professor Curran
January 28: Topic Choice, Entrée, Legitimacy & Ethics
Emerson, Robert.  Pp113-151, Ch 6, Ch. 8, Ch.9, Ch. 10, Ch.11, Ch. 12

Curran, Sara.  2006.  “Research Ethics are Essential.”  In Perecman and Curran. 

Lofland and Lofland.  pp. 33-80.

Assignment: Complete UW Online Human Subjects Certification & Provide Field Notes on the Experience (1)
http://www.washington.edu/research/hsd/training_citi.html
February 4: Case Studies
Emerson, Robert.  Ch, 13, Ch. 15, Ch. 17, Ch. 18

Schrank, Andrew.  2006. “Case-Based Research.”  & “Essentials for the Case Study Method.”  In Perecman & Curran.

Watts, Michael.  “Essentials for Research Design.”  In Perecman & Curran.

Example of a case study for policy:

Mayfield, Jim and William Chance, Roxanne Lieb. 2002. “Higher Education Coordination in Washington State.”  

Assignment: Revised Research Plans – with question guides (moving from concepts to questions)
Ethnography Book Reviews Due. (2)

February 11: Interviewing, Writing, Coding, Interpreting
Emerson. Ch. 16
Fernandez-Kelly, Patricia.  2005. Making Sense of the Other: The Evolution of the Interview Method in Social Science. Center for Migration and

Development working paper, Princeton University.  
Lofland, Snow, Anderson & Lofland.  Chapter 5, 6 & 7.

Shapiro, Thomas and Heather Beth Johnson.  “Assets, Race and Educational Choice.”  Working Paper 00-7, Center for Social Development, Washington University.  

Assignment: Notes from In-depth Interviews and one-page reflection on the approach (subset of students) (3)
February 18 – HOLIDAY

February  25: Oral History and Participant Observation
Clayman, Steven and Ann Reisner.  1998.  “Gatekeeping in Action: Editorial Conferences and Assessments of Newsworthiness.”  American Sociological Review.  63:178-99.

Giles-Vernick, Tamara. 2006.  “Oral Histories as Methods and Sources.”  In Perecman and Curran.

Gottlieb, Alma. 2006. “Ethnography: Theory and Methods.”  In Perecman and Curran.

Harrell, Stevan.  2006.  “Essentials for Ethnography.”  In Perecman and Curran.

Patillo-McCoy, Mary and Rueben Buford. 2000. “Do You See What I See?  Examining a Collaborative Ethnography.”  Qualitative Inquiry.  6:1(65-87).
Assignment – Notes from Oral Histories and one-page reflection on the approach (subset of students) (4)
OR
Assignment – Notes from ethnography/participant observation and one-page reflection on approach (required of all students) (4)
March 3: Focus Groups
Frey, James and Andrea Fontana. “The Group Interview in Social Research.” In Successful Focus Groups: Advancing the State of the Art.  Newbury Park: SAGE.

Morgan, David L. and Richard A. Krueger. 1993. “When to Use Focus Groups and Why.”  In Successful Focus Groups: Advancing the State of the Art.  Newbury Park: SAGE.

Short, Susan.  2006.  “Focus Groups.”  In Perecman and Curran.
Assignment – Notes from Focus Groups and one-page reflection on the approach (subset of students) (5)
March 10 Reflections (also – Archives & Visual Methods)
Lofland, Snow, Anderson & Lofland – Chapter 8.

Vitalis, Robert.  “Archives.”  In Perecman and Curran.

Take Home Final Exam: Due before 5pm on March 20, 2008

