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DISSERTATION PARADIGMS WILL BE DESCRIBED

THE VARIETY OF WAYS OF THEORISING, STRUCTURING AND ARGUING EACH TYPE OF DISSERTATION HAVE BEEN PROVIDED

THESE DISSERTATIONS ARE SPECIFICALLY FOR THE SOCIAL SCIENCES THE ARTS, AND RELATED SUBJECTS

A PROVEN AND JUSTIFIED WAY OF WRITING


WRITTEN BY AN EDUCATED TEAM, WHO POSSESS THE NEEDED KNOWLEDGE AND EXPERIENCE

PAST RECORD HAS PROVEN THIS PAPER ENHANCES ACADEMIC ABILITY
OUR PRIORITY IS TO ENSURE YOUR WRITTEN SPEED AND ACCURACY

INTRODUCTON

Our aim will be to provide the reader with as much information as possible, and so further their knowledge. Researchers are going to discuss the various ways to write specific types of dissertation. They are going to specify how each form of dissertation writing should be theorised and structured, involving the Quantitative or Qualitative Paradigms. These are Deductive and Inductive forms of reasoning, respectively. Either comparison will allow a justified argument to be drawn out and discussed. Writing in this recognised format will make the required length of words just ‘melt-away’. This paper will build on previous explanations of Essay Writing.

The aim of this paper will be to eliminate the need to spend time reading for further knowledge explaining how to write dissertations. Working with this powerful format will greatly assist the writer to advance in a positive way. It will place the writer in the advantageous position of having a greater amount of angles to debate. These added extras will please the lecture by providing the writer with the justification to greatly enhance their work, and consequently their mark. 

The British Format about to be disclosed has been recognised by lecturers to be a proven way to ensure the writer writes effectively, quickly, and efficiently.

Please recognise that writing a dissertation will require a substantial investment of time and effort. The basics of each theorised structured stage will already have been given in Essay Writing, although effort will be required to develop each of these stages through checking, reading and re-reading each of the new written structures. Each membrane of the structure will be different as a dissertation will be a new document.
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FINDINGS

Initially the writer must…

· Recognise the focus of study.

· Draft a working title, giving keywords. Make it no longer than 12 words long. Keep idea uncomplicated.

· Question motives for writing, would you like the project to contribute to your career goals?
(Creswell. 1994. pp.1-19).
Then 2 paradigms will be addressed, namely qualitative and quantitative. Each paradigm leads to a specific methodology.

When researching are you a traditionalist and enjoy deducing a conclusion, or alternatively would you like to become involved within the study and “become part of the research.” 

Quantitative Paradigm

Termed the traditional, or the positivist paradigm. The quantitative paradigm was the first paradigm established (Creswell. 1994. pp.1-19).
Ontologically: the research here is not to be linked with the researcher.

Epistemologically: the researcher should be ‘distant’ and ‘independent’ from respondents.

Axiological: researchers values should be kept out of the study. The facts should be reported, and then argue from the evidence gathered.
Rhetoric: the language written should be ‘impersonal’ and ‘formal’ (Creswell. 1994. pp.1-19).
The methodology used should be ‘deductive’, and conclusions should be arrived at. Here theories and hypothesis should be tested in an orderly way (Creswell. 1994. 1-19). Do this by lessening the distance between reader and writer (Creswell. 1994. 41-55). Furthermore, ‘Hypothesis’ and ‘concepts’ should be arrived at before the study begins, and ‘remain fixed thought the study’.

(Creswell. 1994. pp.1-19)

Qualitative Paradigm

Termed the constructivist approach, post-positivist or post-modern perspective. Research into the paradigm began in the late 19 century (Creswell. 1994. pp.1-19).
Ontologically: researchers are to become involved in the research process. 

Epistemologically: research subjects become part of the researched equation.

Axiological: ‘investigators’ use the ‘value ladened nature of the study’, by reporting ‘values’ and ‘biases’.

Rhetoric: Use language should ‘emphasises the qualitative paradigm’. Language should be ‘personal’ and ‘informal’ (Creswell. 1994. pp.1-19). For example, ‘I’ or ‘we’, use the first or second person (Creswell. 1994. 41-55). Use a glossary if necessary, to highlight specific meaning (Creswell. 1994. pp.1-19).
The qualitative methodology used should be ‘inductive logic’. Here knowledge can only be derived from experience. The qualitative paradigm ‘provides rich context bound information’, leading to the formation of ‘patterns or theories that help explain phenomenon’.

(Creswell. 1994. pp.1-19)

The Specific Structures of Either Paradigm

Quantitative Structure
Introduction


Context (statement of problem)


Purpose of the study


Research questions, objectives, or hypothesis


Theoretical perspective


Definition of terms


Delimitations and limitations of the study

Review of literature

Methods


Research design


Sample, population, or subjects


Instrumentation and materials


Variables in the study


Data analysis

Appendices Instruments
(Creswell. 1994. p.13)

Qualitative Structure

Introduction


Statement of the problem


Purpose of the study


The grand tour questions and subsections


Definitions


Delimitations and limitations


Significance of the study

Procedure


Assumptions and rational for qualitative design


The type of design used


The role of the researcher


Data collection procedures


Data Analysis procedures


Methods for verification


Outcome of the study and its relation to theory and literature

Appendices
(Creswell. 1994. p.14)

After recognising the historical distinction of each and both specific structures, each paradigm leads to a termed method of research. These justify the paradigm of choice, namely:

· Quantitative 
-
Experiments or Surveys

· Qualitative

-
Ethnographies, Grounded Theory, Case Studies

(Creswell. 1994. pp.1-19)

Ethnographies

“…the researcher studies an intact cultural group in a natural setting during a prolonged period of time by collecting, primary, observational data. The research process is flexible and typically evolves contextually…” (Creswell. 1994. p.11).

Grounded Theory

Theories are derived from a collection of various ‘stages’ of data. The data is then refined, and assisted by an interrelationship of these refined categories (Creswell. 1994. pp.1-19).

Link the ingredients of each structure, given below to a specific paradigm.

When writing 

Justify the research from the researchers point of view, allow an understanding for the research. Explain the researchers ‘experiences’ that may ‘shape’ ‘values and biases’. Give past experiences, how familiar the topics setting is and the ‘informants’. Discuss the steps taken to gain entry to each setting. Give reasons for ‘site’ choice, and how the researcher could add to it. Question, in what way will it assist. What will the ‘gamekeeper’ gain? Provide the steps taken to assist ‘permission’. Comment about the sensitivity of ethical issues, and maintaining the confidentiality of data. Are steps taken to assist gain entry and collect data. Recognise that ‘setting’, ‘actors’, ‘events’ and ‘processes’ provide reasons for data collection. (Creswell. 1994. pp.193-208).

Discuss the ‘procedures’ for ‘collecting data’. Set the ‘boundaries’ of the study. Collect data via the research process. Select informants purposefully. Talk about and give the respondents coding of the ‘setting, ‘respondents’, perspectives’, and their relationship to the researcher, and the social structure (Creswell. 1994. pp193-208).

Introduction (for both quantitative and qualitative paradigms)

Statement of the problem

Question the problem of the study. Question the studies ‘quality’ and ‘focus’. Begin with the general issues, and then discuss the specific problem. Express your need to research the area. The aim here is to create interest. For instance, start by asking a question ‘indicating change’, or either ‘control’, or educationally impress and give philosophical terms of precise meaning. Recognise problems arise from ‘issues’, ‘difficulties’, and ‘current practices’. These may be gathered from experience of an issue (Creswell. 1994. pp.41-55).

Purpose of the study

The purpose statement should capture ‘the essence of a study’. Aim to give an instant objective of the study. This paragraph should be written as concisely as possible. Specify and explain either of the paradigm assumptions (Creswell. 1994. pp.56-68).

Qualitative paradigm assumptions

With Qualitative research design you must explain its purpose, this involves induction. Using this research format will involve specifics. Explain the situation, give authors that have written about the subject and then highlight what their view ‘correlates’ to. Finally write about the author’s deficiencies (Creswell. 1994. pp.41-55). Use words to convey meanings and illustrate control such as, ‘purpose’, ‘intent’, and ‘objective’. Then use words identifying an ‘emerging design’, such as, ‘describe’, ‘understand’, ‘develop’, and ‘discover’. Mention ideas being explored and the roles played. To provide total understanding provide definitions to these words, concepts, or ideas to be used. Then highlight the research method to be used. For instance, ethnographic or grounded study… Then the unit of analysis, such as ‘individual’, ‘group’, or ‘culture’. Additionally, the research site, for instance the ‘classroom’, ‘organization’, ‘event’…(Creswell. 1994. pp.56-68).

Quantitative paradigm assumptions

Initially there are 3 ‘variables’ that are prime areas of discussion. For instance, “Independent variables – cause, influence, or affect outcomes. Dependent variables – are dependent on the independent variables; they are the outcomes or results of the influence of the independent variables. Intervening…variables – intervene between the independent and dependent variables; these variables are demographic items, such as gender, age, income, and class size” (Creswell. 1994. p.63). “The statement is separate from other ideas in the introduction” (Creswell. 1994. p.65). Mentioning the comparisons that will be made, identifying the subjects. Initially give the dependent variables first (Creswell. 1994. pp.56-68).

For example, ‘start with, the purpose of this study is’, or ‘the objective allows…as the intent…’ When writing use the third person to assist the deductive paradigm. Method of enquiry – survey and experiment. State the relationship of the dependent and independent variables, and the number of groups compared. Manipulate, explain and order the variables. Highlight their relationship. Define the paradigm of use and each key variable (Creswell. 1994. pp.56-68). Alternately, when explaining a situation in a purpose statement, identify the proposed variables, and the situation and stages to be examined, possibly explain what the respondents are required to do, and what will be examined. Then ‘relate variables’ and ‘compare’ (Creswell. 1994. pp.56-68

The purpose statement

In essence, ‘set the stage for the study’. Do this by creating ‘interest’, give a reason for the study, and place your study amongst established theorists (Creswell. 1994. pp.41-55).

Know the subject of discussion. ‘Establish the problem’, place ‘the research within a wider knowledge of ‘literature’, then discuss the theoretical ‘deficiencies’, and ‘specify’ and know your ‘audience’ and their limitations. Whilst completing these objectives allow readers to relate to the research. Do this all this within the papers Introduction  (Creswell. 1994. pp.41-55).

At this point acknowledge the writer will be speaking to the readers. Ending with both an explanation of the writers’ relationship to the discussed action, and the readers’ educational requirements  (Creswell. 1994. pp.41-55).
Grand tour research questions, objectives, and hypothesis (GTROH)

Grand tour research questions, objectives, and hypothesis clarify the purpose statement by providing a ‘restatement’. Here paradigm assumptions are made (Creswell. 1994. pp.69-80).

Qualitative research process

‘Research questions’ are found here, not objectives or hypothesis. Break these questions down even further into ‘grand tour’ questions, or a ‘guiding hypothesis’ followed by sub-questions  (Creswell. 1994. pp.69-80).

“The grand tour question is a statement of the question being examined…in its most general form” (Creswell. 1994. p.70). For example, write up to 2 grand tour questions, unless you can justify more followed by as many as 12 sub-questions. These sub-questions are meant to ‘narrow the focus of the study’. These questions become topics explored by researchers, via interviews and observations. However specific research relates to individual terms  (Creswell. 1994. pp.69-80).

For instance, “discover (e.g., grounded theory)”, “explain of seek to understand (e.g., ethnography)”, “explore a process (e.g., case study)”, “describe the experience (e.g. phenomenology)” (Creswell. 1994. p.71). 

To highlight this, in grounded theory, “What are the major sources of academic change? What are the major processes through which academia changes occur” (Creswell. 1994. pp.72)? Whereas in ethnography, “A grand tour question…How is each setting organised? Sub-questions… What kind of interpersonal dynamics exist? How do students, cooperating teachers, faculty members, and pupils act? What activities occur in each setting? What topics are discussed, and what information, opinions, and beliefs are exchanged among the participants” (Creswell. 1994. p.72)?

Quantitative research process

In survey projects, ‘questions and objectives’ are given, whereas in experiments hypothesis are ‘given and made’. These can either be guided and tested from theory, when writing the GTROH write either an objective or hypothesis, but do not use both. Use none when forwarding a statistical advance, as there is no further need of a further explanation. In the hypothesis, the writer has the option to be direct the language used. For example, there is no… or it has been found… (Creswell. 1994. pp.69-80).

Theoretical perspectives

Literature will have been provided to assist knowledge of the specific subject. Literature highlights the degree of importance of the writer work, as it is the ‘foundation’ of study (Creswell. 1994. pp.20-40).

The orderly experiences of the paradigm’s methodology welcome the comparison of literature together with empirical research. The nature of the quantitative paradigm insists literature be a comparison with empirical study (Creswell. 1994. pp.20-40).

Quantitative definition of the theoretical perspective

There needs to be a research plan, which gives the theoretical perspective. 

“…a theory is an interrelated set of constructs…formed into propositions or hypothesis that specify the relationship among variables…The systematic view might be argument, a discussion, or a rational that helps explain (or predict) phenomenon that occur in the world…or defined as interrelated constructs (variables), definitions, a proposition that presents a systematic view of phenomena by specifying relations among variables, with the purpose of explaining natural phenomena” (Creswell. 1994. p.82)

Different views can be combined to form a number of hypothesis, or research questions giving their relationship. Categorise theories even further, into grand theories, which should attempt to explain large categories or issues. Middle range theories, which are smaller. Leading to substantive theories, which specify a ‘group’, ‘setting’, ‘time’, ‘situation’  (Creswell. 1994. pp.81-104).

There are different forms of theory. This may be firstly from an informant or a respondent. Then a person’s rank highlights the strength of their theory, likewise with their influence. In deductive research; quantitative research place literature at the initial stage, as is highlighted in the Specific Structure above. As the researchers objective is to ‘test or verify’ a theory, by comparing it against literature. Theories can then be ‘confirmed’ or ‘disconfirmed’ (Creswell. 1994. pp.81-104).

Identify deficiencies in past literature; past research. Write about areas overlooked. Question, what was held back? Explain the reasons for this. If the paradigm allows, give specific ‘statistics’, give ‘evidence’ and the ‘implications’ for this (Creswell. 1994. pp.81-104).

Moving on, explain which audience you are targeting. Additionally, provide your own point of view to place the paper in context (Creswell. 1994. pp.81-104).

Qualitative definition of the use of theory and literature

Literature should not be used much as inductive logic; empirical observations are the main force within qualitative study. Generalisations from the observations are then made. If literature were to be used and empirical action did not have the same effect, questions are likely to be raised, which would defeat the paradigm’s objectives. The nature of the qualitative paradigm insists literature be at the end of the study (Creswell. 1994. pp.20-40).

Design techniques to use: refer to the same question for each response. Stating the focus of the study. Give information of the ‘sample’, ‘population’, or ‘subject’ (Creswell. 1994. pp.20-40). “Review key results that relate to the study” (Creswell. 1994. p.25). Then point out any ‘technical or methodological’ flaws in the study (Creswell. 1994. pp.20-40).

The aim is to establish theory is grounded in information given from informants. Grounded in the sense that a theory is built up gradually. The theories are meant to represent a ‘pattern’ of interconnected thoughts (Creswell. 1994. pp.81-104). As with induction, 

“Pattern theory does not emphasis logical deductive reasoning…They specify a sequence of phases or linked parts to a whole”  (Creswell. 1994. p.94).

Here with qualitative thinking, theories emerge during the process of data ‘collection’ and ‘analysis’ (Creswell. 1994. pp.81-104).

“Building empirically grounded theory requires a reciprocal relationship between data and theory. Data must be allowed to generate propositions in a dialectical manner…” (Creswell. 1994. p.95).

Dialectic is a term that simply means ‘logic’ and or ‘metaphysics’. Therefore dialectics is a process of either ‘contradiction’ or ‘resolution’. Here the single argument is the conclusion. Indicating that the ‘world’ only has opinion, and that opinion can be ‘resolved’ by ‘contradiction’. The aim is to multiply uncertainties by giving different opinions (Jary and Jary. 1991. pp.142-179).

Metaphysics is a term that provides subjectivity. All is based on opinion and can be inconclusive. Changes are made by time and social mood (Jary and Jary. 1991. pp.364-415).

In essence, the researcher develops a theory/ opinion, through the ‘individual and separate theories’ that have been built up through various processes or ideas. Then the researcher looks for patterns of these theories, the patterns will then allow the theories to fall into categories. There does not need to be a conclusion as each individual argument will be the conclusion, and society has the power and can change the opinion (Wilson. 2005)

Induction indicates that theory should be placed late in the study, so as then the researcher will be able to contrast their empirical studies with theory. In qualitative studies theories are modified by empirical observation, and not tested as with quantitative studies (Creswell. 1994. pp.81-104).

Definitions, delimitations, and significance

Definitions, delimitations, and significance are seen as placing barriers on the study (Creswell. 1994. pp.106-115).

Definition of terms

The definition of terms simply implies the defining of terms. Thus creating a rational of the studies significance (Creswell. 1994. pp.106-115).

Initially use personal instinct to judge if the term used is new and needs defining. For instance, define if it could be imagined there will be a question from the audience’s perspective (Creswell. 1994. pp.106-115).

Make definitions after the word appears to stay with the reader. Try to be as precise to the meaning as possible. For example, the terms used in the research plan may need to be defined. Terms may need to be defined to be able to assist readers to ‘operational level’. Themes may need to be defined, additionally or alternatively authoritative terms may need defining. Be consistent and use the same definition thought the study (Creswell. 1994. pp.106-115).

Limitations and delimitations

“Use delimitations to address how the study will be narrowed in scope” (Creswell. 1994. p.110). Address what the study will be confined to.

“Provide limitations to identify potential weakness of the study” (Creswell. 1994. p.110). This may be a bias of the study.

Following The Quantitative Structures

Review of literature

Please refer back to theoretical perspectives.

Methods

The researcher should attempt to eliminate bias and select a representative sample. The definition of a survey is trying to find numeric descriptions of part of a population. This data collection will allow the researcher to make generalisations of these sample responses (Creswell. 1994. pp.116-142).

The research design

First of all ‘discuss the purpose’. Indicate the reasons that completing a survey, as it is the most appropriate study design to use. Give reasons for this study design preference. Explain the advantages, such as the ‘economy’ of design. Indicate how the information was collected. For instance, ‘cross-sectional’ – one instance in time, or ‘longitudinal’ – over a period of time. Specify the form of data collection: an interview or mailed to respondents. Provide reasons for choice based on ‘cost’ and ‘availability’ (Creswell. 1994. pp.116-142).

Sample and population

Specify the characteristics of population and sampling procedure. Do this by describing the population of the study. State the size of the population, if size can be determined. How identified will sample design be, by ‘single stage’ – where the research has to research specific data-names of population or ‘multistage’ – know the group of researched people and their names and ‘samples within the cluster’? Identify how individuals will be selected – random sample. Will the sample be ‘stratified’, highlighting specific characteristics? Then identify stratifying characteristics – ‘gender’, ‘education-income levels’  (Creswell. 1994. pp.116-142)?

Instrumentation

Here explain how data was collected. Identify the instruments used. Was it then self-designed? Had it been modified? Finally has permission been granted to use it? Describe the established reality of the situation. Does the instrument work? Validate the scores and results, and question do they correlate with other results? Does the instrument do what it is supposed to do and measure consistently? Is it reliable? Include the samples of results in the appendix. Were there any errors? Discuss testing and piloting the study to provide reasoning for the survey. Establish the validity of the instrument used (Creswell. 1994. pp.116-142).

Variables in the study

Test the variables of the study, such as, “...the title, the purpose statement, the research questions, hypothesis, or objectives, and has the reader been introduced to the variables” (Creswell. 1994. p.122)?

Data analysis
Summarise the steps to be taken in analysing survey data. Initially write this in steps. Firstly give the information stating the positive or negative feedback of the results. Secondly, in the case of non-response to questions and the bias data measured, measure if a response would have changed the results of the survey. Question the various methods used to obtain data. For example, examine respondents over time, from week 1 to 4.Question a respondent analysis and a non-respondent analysis, and find out if they differ. Thirdly, Report on the range of scores of each variable. Lastly, identify the statistics to be used to compare groups. Then give reason the choice made. Do these meet assumptions (Creswell. 1994. pp.116-142)?

Appendices

Alternately, Following The Qualitative Structures

Procedure

Procedures involved in planning qualitative research. For instance, 

“…reflecting on the researchers role, discussing data collection, developing data recording procedures, identifying data analysis procedures, specifying verification steps, and …[drawing]…out the outcomes of the study“ (Creswell.1994. p.144).

Give the “‘procedures for recording information during data collection” (Creswell. 1994. pp.144). Here the researcher must not be seen as intrusive (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

Qualitative research involves Inductive logic, the drawing of new propositions out of premises in which they lie latent and undeveloped. Induction has the power to build ‘concepts’, ‘hypothesis’, and ‘theories’ (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

Assumptions and design rational

The qualitative paradigm is primarily concerned with ‘process’ not ‘outcomes’. There are specifics to the design, these involved data collection, and analysis. The characteristics include the use of ‘language’, the ‘discovery’ of ‘regularities’, and recognise the ‘meaning’ of ‘action’. Qualitative approaches can be categorised into ‘interpretive’, ‘artistic’, ‘systematic’, and ‘theory-driven’ approaches (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

Type of design used

Within the design address areas such as, ‘the field where the design originated’, give a definition of the design, the ‘typical unit of analysis used in the design’, alternative problems, ‘various data collection processes’, ‘different data analysis processes’, ‘typical formats for reporting the information’, ‘other special characteristics (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

Researchers role

Being ‘interpretive’ research here qualitative research looks at areas such as ‘biases’, ‘values’, and ‘judgement of the researcher’. Look into ethical issues such as, ‘past experiences of the researcher that provide familiarity with the topic’ and the discussion of the ‘steps needed to gain entry to the setting’. Then when moving on to gain access to another research setting address why the site was chosen, what will be the research intention, will it be foreseen to be ‘disruptive’, ‘how will the results be reported’, and finally ‘what will the gamekeeper gain from the study’. Indicate if ‘human rights are being reported’. Then report the ethnical issues such as ‘maintaining’ of confidential data, ‘preserving’ ‘anonymity’ (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

Data collection procedures

‘The data collection steps involve’, ‘setting of boundaries for study’, ‘collecting information through observations’…, and ‘establishing’ how information will be recorded (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

Next, establish the best place for the study to take place, who the actors will be, know what ‘event’ the actors will be doing – what process the events will go through, and know who the informants will be, as informants have to be purposefully selected so as to best answer the research questions (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

Then the data recording procedures

Initially qualitative researchers need to plan their approach to data recording. What will be recorded, how it will be recorded? For example, with observations there are given a number of options and likewise specific advantages and limitations. For instance, when a ‘complete participant’ the researcher would conceal the role. Here the researcher will have ‘firsthand experience with the informant’, and the ‘researcher may be seen to be intrusive’. Alternately, when the researcher is a ‘complete observer’ the researcher will observe without participating. Such a situation may help informants discuss an uncomfortable situation (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172). “Certain informants (e.g., children may represent special problems in gaining rapport” (Creswell. 1994. p.150).

Data analysis procedures

Data analysis; eclectic – meaning, ‘there is no right way’. There are several ways to analyse data, namely:

· Collect data, then analyse it. In other words work ‘simultaneously’ whilst collecting data and interpreting it into an account or a story, based on report writing. An example may be, 20 pieces of data need to be collected, say opinion of an various processes of an action performed by different cultural groups. When one piece of data has been collected, it should then be analysed. Sort the analysed data into categories. Then when this has all been completed, a conclusion can be written, or may not, as chosen by the writer (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

· Data analysis can be based on data ‘reduction’ or ‘interpretation’. Reduce the data to ‘patterns’, ‘categories’, or ‘themes’. Such a process will produce a ‘higher level’ of analysis. The final goal will be a combine the data into a collected whole (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

· Represent the data with systematic ‘tables of tabular information’. Highlight relationships ‘among categories of information’. Such as, categorise informants, sites, ‘demographic’ details, time the data was taken, and the different roles of informants (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

· Segment the information into coding procedures; attach codes to various categories, then further reduce all the data into ‘themes or categories’. The various categories form the basis of an emerging story (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

Then record the latter thoughts (when for instance as an ‘observer as a participant’, or interview, then say, unstructured questions were used). Pick several documents out of the pack of say 20 and write: ‘what is this about’, gain and think about the substance of each, write this down, make a list of topics, cluster similar ones together, list the major ones, and find ‘interrelationships’ between categories (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

Then coding categories may be: 

“setting and context codes, perspectives held by subjects, subjects’ ways of thinking about people and objects, process codes, activity codes, strategy codes, relationship and social structure codes, pre-assigned coding schemes” (Creswell. 1994. p.156).

Mention the steps taken to code data. Observe there is no right way of doing this. Researchers should ‘develop categories’, and ‘make comparisons’, and ‘contrasts’. Data analysis should be ‘constructed’ simultaneously with data collection (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

Then explain the extent computers were used, and the job they assisted. For example, SPSS was used to analyse coded data, of grounded theory  (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

Verification steps

When describing ‘how a study will address’ an issue, comment on concepts such as, ‘validity’ and ‘reliability’. Again aim to plan and discuss a number of procedures. For instance, discuss the reason to plan for ‘triangulation’. Then plans of the possible difficulties when aiming to get ‘feedback’. Also, the involvement of ‘informants’ and ‘participants’ in every step of the planned research. Was there a ‘limited generalisability of findings from the study’. Finally, discuss the ‘limitation when replicating the study’.

Narrative giving the outcome of the study, and comparison with literature

Comment on the story arrived at, through data analysis. The possibilities of such stories are, ‘the realist tale’, ‘the confessional tale’, and ‘the impressionist tale’. End by using a metaphor (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

All the above data then needs to be analysed. Do this by reducing data to ‘patterns’, ‘categories’, or ‘themes’. In some cases display information in tables or charts to assist illustrate the data. Display and highlighting the ‘relationship’ of each category. Identify the ‘procedure’, which reduces data into ‘patterns’, ‘categories’, or ‘themes’. Doing this and reducing data will allow a larger picture to arise (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

End by showing the ‘reliability’, the limitations, and ‘validity’ of the data produced. Discuss the ‘generalisability’ of the information, and the extent of how trust worthy it is. Question the extent it matches ‘reality’, and the extent that issues are covered (Creswell. 1994. pp.143-172).

Appendices

When writing

Justify the research from the researchers point of view, allow an understanding for the research. Explain the researchers ‘experiences’ that may ‘shape’ ‘values and biases’. Give past experiences, how familiar the topics setting is and the ‘informants’. Discuss the steps taken to gain entry to each setting. Give reasons for ‘site’ choice, and how the researcher could add to it. Question, in what way will it assist. What will the ‘gamekeeper’ gain? Provide the steps taken to assist ‘permission’. Comment about the sensitivity of ethical issues, and maintaining the confidentiality of data. Are steps taken to assist gain entry and collect data. Recognise that ‘setting’, ‘actors’, ‘events’ and ‘processes’ provide reasons for data collection. (Creswell. 1994. pp.193-208).

Discuss the ‘procedures’ for ‘collecting data’. Set the ‘boundaries’ of the study. Collect data via the research process. Select informants purposefully. Talk about and give the respondents coding of the ‘setting, ‘respondents’, perspectives’, and their relationship to the researcher, and the social structure (Creswell. 1994. pp193-208).

Writing skills are acquired through experience
To practice writing write in a ‘descriptive’ and emotive’ way. Practice this by not specifically describing what is being discussed; by writing and explaining about what can be imagined. Do this by imaging yourself in a dark room and explain what the mind sees  (Creswell. 1994. 193-208).

Practice by writing about a subject ‘in 3 different ways’, then move on: imagine and question what the location might be. The 3 concepts to consider when writing are: ‘umbrella’ and ‘connection’ thoughts. Then if there are not enough ‘attention’ thoughts within the umbrella thoughts there will likely not be enough detail  (Creswell. 1994. 193-208).

When writing…

· write politely and be direct.

· not bring up points that are not relevant. Stay focused.

The structure of your argument should lead "... the reader from the title at the beginning to the conclusion at the end" (Northedge.1990. p.110).

‘Be direct when writing to get the point across’, but again do this in a balanced way (Northedge.1990. pp.110-155).

‘Be direct when writing to get the point across’, but again do this in a balanced way (Northedge.1990. pp.110-155).

Use the past tense to add ‘vigour’ to the study. “Use the active voice as much as possible in scholarly writing” (Creswell. 1994. p.203). “If the subject acts, the voice is active. If the subject is acted on, the voice is passive” (Creswell. 1994. p.201). “Passive: This book was written by me. Active: I wrote the book” (Creswell. 1994. p.201). The researcher can be explained to be: the subject” (Creswell. 1994.p. 202).

'The argument should be persuasive and clearly written. Don't let sophisticated language dominate … if you do not fully understand it' (Northedge.1990. pp.110-155).

Please recognise the tutor will know precisely the meaning of each term. So make sure you know the meaning for each term just as well. Do not put yourself in an embarrassing situation where a words meaning has not been explained.

Be consistent throughout (Creswell. 1994. pp.193-208).

Explain the meaning of sophisticated language used in the dissertation, and either do this previous to the action or place the words meaning in the Glossary. 

Do not write and discuss the proposed study. Just follow the structure and answer the points within. Write in report like fashion to highlight fact. Only in the latter section of the paper should an opinion by proposed and built on from these facts (Creswell. 1994. pp.193-208).
An important factor to recognise is the quantitative paradigm needs to be objective. In other words keep the dissertation real. 

Speed

The best way to write is to write a part of a structure. Don't worry if it doesn't seem long enough, you're written structures will soon add up to a dissertation. For example, if the writer has 12 structures to complete, 7 months to complete them in and finish them. Therefore the researcher should finish 2 structures a month, and still have time to chop, change, and refine. Best idea is to do a bit a day. Set an objective, do a certain observation, or a certain stage of writing. Such as, the dissertations Data Analysis or a specific element within. 

Use up-to-date sources of information, the more up-to-date the better, and established sources.

Write a bit at a time. Work in 15-minute stretches. Otherwise you find your brain gets bogged down and confused with all the new information that is being fed into it. 

“Think of yourself as a computer, only you are not able to work at the same pace as an electronic computer. You need time and space to recharge your batteries. Good advice is to have a lie down.”
Written tactics

In addition to the theory and structure use, there are different written patterns. When writing a dissertation, please recognise: 

Francis Bacon had an opinion on various types of writers. FRANCIS BACON (1561-1626) was of the opinion that;

“Science should aim at collecting empirical data and use them for inductive generalisations, instead of seeking explanations in terms of final causes (i.e. purpose). In a simile, he likens the proper scientific method to that of bees, who collect systematically and erect a structure, in contrast to ants (i.e. EMPIRICS), who amass a disordered heap, and spiders (i.e. METAPHISICIANS), who spin beautiful webs that have no contact with reality. The aim of inquiry is practical: knowledge of nature gives us power over it (Mautner. 1996. p59).” 

The point then is how should you write. Initially follow the initial scientific view, and by thinking about Hegelian methodology. Hegelian methodology assists when writing about any piece of history, characterised by any event, to emphasis a situation. To do this, read the below Hegelian concept very slowly. For example, 

‘Understand its life and thought in terms of its aims and goals,’

First ask yourself what am I trying to understand, then what is each of your subjects’ aims, and what are their goals. Then follow this method of questioning until a paragraph/ structure has been written. It is then likely that a paragraph will grow and develop.  Doing this will assist and help you to design a structure, and attach meaning to each structure. Specifically use this concept when giving a historical account. Continue this idea when writing each structure. When writing each paragraph/ structure, find the beginning to write from by breaking down each sentence…

“Understand its life and thought in terms of its aims and goals, and understand its aims and goals by means of identifying what men saw as the obstacles in their path.”(MacIntyre, A.1968. p203).

“What freedom is in each time and place is defined by the specific limitations of that time and place and by the characteristic goals of that time and place.” MacIntyre, A.1968. p204).
Working in the suggested manner will allow a structured history to be written. Doing this will then allow you to know where to place all the suggestions contained in literature.

How to write the paper’s Introduction and the specifics

When you have finished writing the paper, the knowledge of the paper’s structure should be applied to the paper’s Introduction. Do not write the essay’s Introduction first, as at this time the writer will not have solved the specific ways of writing their essay. Working in such a fashion will emphasise your superior knowledge. It can also be seen that you will be drawing a basic picture in our paper’s Introduction. Furthermore, it can be said that you will be drawing a picture to emphasis your writing style. Complete this stage by incorporating the relevant ‘philosophical’ terms discussed in this papers Glossary. These terms will highlight and provide a knowledgeable perspective.

Philosophy needs to be understood as it provides ‘the ground rules’ for the understanding of writing. Philosophy should be highlighted as being understood to be the major element to assist writing. As the knowledge of philosophy provides a meaning for the philosophical term used, which would then allow the student to know what to do in that instance. For example, the meaning of the discussed ‘Hegelian concept’ forms a single structure of an essay, and also ‘Induction’ or ‘Deduction’ would be used to form specific written styles. For example, Deduction would then be linked with the Quantitative Paradigm of writing, and Induction with the Qualitative Paradigm.

Possible Introduction, from either paradigm: 

· “The best way to write this paper was found to be through a Quantitative Paradigm. Therefore Deduction will be the specific methodology of conducting research. Together with an Ethnographic research method, which specialises in the written description of an observed society. Initially Ontology will be found giving the first principles of the subject. Then an Epistemology will be discussed, to present an understanding of present thoughts and theories of the subject. Here literature and empirical research will be used to find such assumptions. Involving Ethnomethodology, which specialises in the finding social reality.” A polar opposite will now be given in comparison, 

· “The best way to write this paper was found to be through a Qualitative Paradigm. A Post-modern perception will be given. Therefore Induction will be the specific methodology of conducting the research. Here the theories and practices of modernism will be rejected.” 

Please research the philosophical terms just used. These philosophical terms explain how an essay has been written. However do not write the essay’s Introduction first, as at this time the writer will not have solved the specific ways of writing their essay.
Remember students write papers to tell the reader what you have learnt, not to reiterate what has been found in various ‘books’. Students do no copy information. Students should arrive at a conclusion and justify their paper using either Quantitative-Deduction or Qualitatively using Induction.

Know the reason why you are researching the question. Know where you are going with the question, what you want or aim to find. Relate the data found to the main question, to stay focused. This knowledge will help provide you stay focused on answering the question and only the question.

When writing and adopting the said formula, the writer should criticise one subject and only that subject. The writer should stay focused. This should be the writer’s aim. However, if the writers own personal feeling are added and written about, the paper will become prejudiced as his bias opinion will likely be favoured over the other in the final conclusion. If you insist on giving a bias opinion within various structures of the essay, do so by adding the said opinion and point pointing out, you recognise the said opinion is a bias opinion.
Do not spend too much time completing each structure. Remember their needs to be a balance of structures. Be conscious of the number of words used. You will be able to summarise and reduce later, if needed. If you are going to use a higher number of words in a structure, do so at the analytical stage. Otherwise keep the number of words balanced. Aim to ask the same questions in all publication to make sure that bias could not be connected.

Rhetoric

We are going to discuss and use the elements associated with literature to influence: content, structure, and style. Rhetoric can be defined as a persuasive use of language to influence thoughts. 

Davies (1999) explains that rhetoric makes the argument more convincing. She carries on to explain that what the writer descriptively thinks is the most subtly persuasive remark. Adding that, time and motivation should be used when describing a life history (pp.213-229).

Mautner (1997) makes a comparison and suggests rhetoric defines language well, although this contrasts with grammar, grammar can be defined as using language correctly (pp.483-484).

Clare and Hamilton (2003) have a greater explanation of how the writer should communicate with the reader. They explain that consideration should be given when using a metaphor and using ‘rhetorical devices’. Although the narrative used cannot be connected to their data. ‘Thoughtfulness and consideration’ should always be used to harness inconsequential moments the writer often disregards (pp.85-102).
Whereas Bryman (2001) provides a number of strategic elements to rhetoric, as rhetoric can be associated with writing compositions or themes. Emphasis should be brought to the way rhetoric is able to persuade orators to think in a certain way (pp.3-31).

Initially, please recognise there are 4 forms of discourse: argumentation, expression, description, and narration (Bryman. 2001. pp.3-31).

Rhetoric can then be divided into 5 parts, 3 of which can be related and have been given:

· Inventio – discovery. Inventio is concerned with finding arguments. Aristotle recognises terms such as: laws, witnesses, contracts, tortures, and oaths. Today orators quote statistics, legal contracts, existing laws, historical documents, and the testimony of experts. Such supporting arguments already exist in standard textbooks. These books give facts, figures, and testimonies. In addition, orators could use other modes of persuasion: rational appeal, emotional appeal, or ethical appeal. Furthermore, orators could use other modes of persuasion: the more or less, the possible or impossible, past and future facts, greatness and smallness (Bryman. 2001. pp.3-31).

· Dispositio – disposition/ organisation. Organise the argument with a view of ending the discourse. This will be more than just a beginning, middle, and an end. As dispositio reflects the structure of an essay. The information below is a strong, rigid, pattern for writing an essay. To write in an orderly fashion the writer needs to recognise 6 parts, these are: ‘an introduction, the statement of the case under discussion, outline of points or steps in the argument, proof of the case, the reflection of the opposing arguments, and the conclusion’ (Bryman. 2001. pp.3-31).

· elocution – style, such as the peculiar manner to express conceptions, be it plain or forcible styles. Respectively, appropriate for instructing, moving, or for charming. It may assist to refute opposing arguments first before putting yours forward. (Bryman. 2001. pp.3-31).

When writing a paper and needing to break down information, recognise: 

· Policies are concerned with the future, legal policy – justice can be arrived at by looking at crimes, which have taken place in the past. Then ‘ceremonial orators’ should aim to please and inspire their audience. They dealt with the present, and aimed to find honour, dishonour, by praise or by blame, finally ‘Christian culture’ aimed to find past and future actions (Bryman. 2001. pp.3-31).

In order not to distort and show bias of the respondent’s behaviour, disguise the researchers motivations. Aim to be polite, but be creative and polite as it may be necessary to either deceive or deny to further research. Such action may be on the part of the respondent and assist the researcher in interpreting their behaviour, if needed negotiate the respondents meaning (Dey. 1993. pp.30-54).

‘When analysing do not prejudice the data. Consider data in context. Make comparisons. Divide data into categories. Consider how these categories relate to each other. Analyse singularities and generalise. Be creative. Use deductive theories. Analyse data in context to comparison. Analyse correlations to identify connections. Opt to back one side of the argument. Then engage and critically demolish the alternative’ (Dey. 1993. pp.264-268).

When questioning the document

-“What type of document is it?” (Bell. 1995. p.71). For example, is it from the Web, a letter, or is it minutes from a meeting?

-“Is this the first of its kind?” (Bell. 1995. p.71).

-“What does it actually say?” (Bell. 1995. p.71). Would you do/say the same? Has specialised terminology been used?

-“Which group are these terms linked with?” (Bell. 1995. p.71).

-“In what circumstances (why) was the document produced?” (Bell. 1995. p.71)

-“Who produced the document, and for what purpose?” (Bell. 1995. p.71). What effect did the author want to have on the reader: inform, command, or remind?

-“Is it complete?”  (Bell. 1995. p.71). Has it been changed in any way? Could it have been changed in any way if published after the event?

When questioning the author

- “What is known about the author's social background, political views, aims, and past experience?” (Bell. 1995. p.71).  What part did they play? Did they influence the paper?

- “Did the author experience what was described?” (Bell.1995. p.71). Was he observed? Was the author an expert in that field?

- “Did the author tell the truth? Did he exaggerate, distort or omit?” (Bell.1995. p.72)
- “How long has it been since the document was produced?” (Bell.1995. p.72). What was trying to be hid?

- “Could memory play tricks?” (Bell.1995. p.72).

- ‘Question, is fact or bias the main characteristic of the document’? (Bell. 1995. pp.67-74).

Do not use all of these. Pick out the ones that have relevance to your subject of discussion. Remember to relate the answers given to the title question of the essay to find out if they apply. Stay focused. If you know why the questions are being asked, you will know the direction the essay is going.

To assist find out the extent of knowledge on the subject, find an instance where there has been a further written study on your subject. Up-to-date literature can be obtained from your universities library. If you have problems finding them, ask for help.

Recognise different 'books' talk about subjects in different ways. Time also plays a factor of change. Especially so when there is a decade in between publishing times. Remember books will give a historical account, according to their publishing times and discuss what is relevant at that time. To assist get an up to date account of the subject, look at periodicals and or journals. Finally use the Internet to gain further up to date educational material, from reliable educational sources. Realise that there may not be a date given. If this is the case explain the situation; explain the bias of the situation, ‘bring home’ honesty, and write any possible bias under the title of Methodology. Methodology is the extra structure mentioned at the beginning. This will be discussed further quite soon, when needed.
Recognise that different Web sites give different perspectives. But question, can you trust the validity of the information provided. Use an educational Web site, such as www.google.com. Even so question the title and date published. Explain all these bias points in the essay’s Methodology. There may then be an additional connection in the essays Methodology, and you will be able to use these points in the essay’s Summary and Conclusion.

When you have finished writing the ‘Literature review/Theory’ it would be beneficial to find out the structured theme. Doing this will help to write the Summary and Conclusion, as ‘written mobility’ will then be provided with these structured themes. Mobility will be provided as these themes can then be cut and placed in the Summary or Conclusion. Such a situation should arise with all structures. Additional changes where mobility could be used, are moving around the Theory and Your Experiences, and placing Your Experiences first and then giving the Theory. Think why this could be preferential? As lecturers will aim to have justification. Ask the advice of the lecturer if needed. As each has their own preference.

Bibliography if needed, of the specific proposed essay
When writing a bibliography, use the 'Harvard Method'. Do this by first referring alphabetically to the author's surname. The title Bibliography is normally only reserved for referring to books. Alternately, if more information has been used, such as periodical(s) magazines, Internet site(s), or a group discussion, use the title ‘List of References’ rather than ‘Bibliography’. Another instance where List of References should be used is when an interview or an unstructured conversation has taken place, or matters such as that.

In a Bibliography or List of References write in such a way for,

Books

Author (Surname, initial),.

Year of publication.

Title,

Edition,

Place of publication (if foreign):

Publisher.

Pages (for instance, p.34 when quoting or pp.1-23 when taking information from a certain chapter)

Refer to the bottom of this document to give you an example of referencing books in a Bibliography.

Journal articles

Author (Surname, initial),

Year of publication.

Title of article (In italics or underlined) subtitle of article:

Journal title.,

Volume number,

Part or issue in brackets:

Pages (for instance, p.34 when quoting or pp.1-23 when taking information from a certain chapter)

Government publications
GREAT BRITAIN, Department of Health and Social Security (2003) Social People H.M.S.O. 

Internet

http://www.liverpool.gov.uk/graphics_version/root/portal_site/default.aspx

To assist and make you remember where you got some information from, note these details down in a 'small black book'. Then make an author and page connection on the notes made.

Appendix if needed, of the specific proposed essay
Here in the Appendix you can link graphs, to help visualise the text you have just written. Number each Appendix used, to help refer to it in your text.

Glossary if needed, of the specific proposed essay
A Glossary should explain the meaning of the terms used in the text. Scan each structure for likely terms. Refer to the bottom of this document to give you an example of a Glossary.

Now construct your own ‘ideological battlefield’ (Dey. 1993. p264-268).
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