Education 7950: The Research Process II:

Developing and Refining Education Research Proposals

Instructor: Dr. Virginia Navarro
Textbook Materials:  

· Roberts, C. M. (2004).  The Dissertation Journey: A Practical and Comprehensive Guide to Planning, Writing, and Defending Your Dissertation.  Thousand Oaks, CA:  Corwin Press.

· APA Manual

· Selected articles

· http://mygateway.umsl.edu  CHECK BEFORE CLASS EVERY WEEK

Other resources of potential interest:

Bulletin Description:  Prerequisite:  Completion of 6 hrs of ED REM courses numbered 7771 or higher.  An in depth examination of the essential elements of a research proposal, including but not limited to, the research question, its relevance and significance in the literature, the literature, the method, plans for the ethical treatment of human participants, and plans for analysis of data.  Particular emphasis will be placed on examining the validity and reliability or the trustworthiness and warrant of the design of the proposed research.  Tools for identifying research strengths and weaknesses will be applied.  The presentation of a written proposal and oral defense of that proposal will be required.
Course Objectives:  In Education 7950 the doctoral student will:

· Practice writing the elements of research proposals and reports

· Write a research proposal

· Orally present and defend a research proposal

· Critically analyze research proposals and reports

· Defend selections of a research question, research hypotheses, methods of operationalizing variables, and methods of analysis

· Relate a research proposal to the relevant professional literature

· Review the human subjects review procedures and consider ethical concerns in research

· Recognize practical limitations in proposing research studies and identify threats to validity, reliability, warrant and trustworthiness within a proposed method of research

Evaluation criteria:

1. Ability to develop, communicate and defend the significance of the proposed research question with an explanation of how it contributes to the literature on the topic.

2. Appropriateness and logic of the research method design and evidence of up-to-date knowledge of the affordances and constraints of the method (s) used.

3. Reflective statement to reveal motive, potential sources of bias, and autobiographical story behind the choice.

4. Clear analysis of all ethical issues involved with both protection of human subjects and issues of plagiarism, voice, and roles and relationships 

5. Evidence of ability to think theoretically and connect ideas to literature in complex ways.

6. Ability to critically analyze peer research questions and methods.

7. Clarity and logic of oral presentations, ability to answer questions, and incorporate feedback into revisions. 

 “Academic Honesty

Plagiarism is the use of another person’s words or ideas without crediting that person.  Plagiarism and cheating will not be tolerated and may lead to failure on an assignment, in the class, and dismissal from the University.  You are responsible for being attentive to and observant of campus policies about academic honesty as stated in the University’s Student Conduct Code.”*  Faculty instructors do not have the right to overlook or forgive instances of plagiarism and cheating.  All instances must be reported to the Office of Academic Affairs.

Civility

Turn off beepers and cell phones during class.  Adherence to the Student Conduct Code is expected.  My commitment is to create a climate for learning characterized by respect for each other and the contributions each person makes to class.   I ask that you make a similar commitment.”*     
*from the Center for Teaching and Learning, UM-St. Louis

Please note:  Part of this course deals with critiquing research proposals, as that is one way to learn about what makes up an effective proposal.  To the extent that some class participants are putting their proposal into a context that is meaningful to them (such as a matter of practice or a potential dissertation topic), please be considerate in delivering critiques to classmates.
