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Question One


Research and writing, writing and research – two components to any successful academic venture. In order for one to understand concepts, ideas, and questions one must look at the work of others as well as ones own ideas closely in a responsible way. A research plan becomes such an instrument to question the academic world – seek out the problematic aspects of such world, set goals, and accomplish ones goals – and move forward with solving or addressing the multiple problems one might have.


When writing a research plan one must break it down into steps or components. The first step – of course – is to figure out what in the world one is going to be researching. For me it was relatively simple – as an English teacher the focus should be on writing. How I was going to narrow down my topic and how I would go about putting together a research plan to approach this topic was a different story. 


Through research and the chosen textbook, I came to the conclusion that I must first come to an understanding of quantitative and qualitative research. So, I turned to Johnson and Christensen who defined a quantitative research question as one that’s “emphasis is on the need to explain, predict, or describe some outcome or event” and a qualitative research problem as one that “focuses on exploring some process, event, or phenomenon” (pp. 74-75). Once I understood the topic and the method I moved forward to the different components: Overview, Literature Review, Problem Statement, Methodology, Timeline, and Appendixes. At first each component seems separate and in cohesive to the others – each part able to stand alone under its own merits. 


In the Overview I was able to outline the Research Plan in its entirety allowing the reader a glimpse of my purpose. Through the overview several questions are asked and the problem is often introduced. At first this researcher did not see the importance of the Overview, as it was mainly repetitive of what could be found in the Research Plan itself. Of course, as the entire Plan reached its completion it became apparent that the Overview serves as the introduction and becomes key to drawing in the reader.


To me, the Literature Review became the most important factor in my research. Narrowing down my topic, understanding my topic, and focusing my topic was a huge problem that I needed to address. It was through the Literature Review – especially the Book Review – that I began to understand where and how I was going to approach my topic. Guided by Jaron Lanier (2010) I realized the need to look at the positives as well as the negatives especially if social collaboration through Web 2.0 applications could lead to a loss of innovation creating a social collective quietly but quickly losing any form of individuality, creativity, and the greater parts that make us human. In essence, will this new technological frontier hurt when it is suppose to help?


The three components that this researcher believes were the most closely fused would be the Problem Statement, Methodology, and Timeline. Each clearly relied on the other. Once I had a clearer understanding of my topic I came up with a Problem Statement and pondered the many ways to approach such topic. When talking about data collection – as a researcher – I had to come to an understanding of the process. Johnson and Christensen (2008) explained that when collecting data researchers must “decide how they are going to collect their empirical research data. That is, they decide what methods of data collection (tests, questionnaires, interviews, focus groups, observations, secondary existing data) they are going to use to physically obtain research data from their research participants” (p. 201). And even more importantly, researchers “should mix methods in a way that provides complementary strengths and nonoverlapping weaknesses” A safety net of sorts covering all aspects and providing “multiple sources of evidence” (p. 201). This – of course – is the “meat and potatoes” of anyone’s research including my own. 


The Appendixes – often seen as an after thought – really took shape from the beginning. The tools of any Research plan are important and must be shared in order for the reader to understand the Plan and the Process. For this researcher, subjectivity and objectivity really became a sticking point. The use questionnaires/surveys or not. 

Johnson and Christensen (2008) explained, “Researchers use questionnaires so that they can obtain information about the thoughts, feelings, attitudes, beliefs, values, perceptions, personality, and behavioral intentions of research participants” (p. 170). In this case a little subjectivity was needed and so the Appendixes became the showroom floor for this common tool of Educational Research. 


Each a separate component – together a Research Plan. Learning how to approach each separately with the whole in mind was difficult. How would it all come together? What is the importance of it all? Honestly in retrospection the researcher is still pondering the importance of it all. 
Question 2 


I have always enjoyed the CourseDen online discussion activities – even if at times they seem repetitive and sometimes counter productive. As an online learner, this researcher spent most of his time playing the “Devils Advocate” in order to engage others in thinking about why Educational Research. I have to admit I am not a big fan of Educational Research as each classroom, school, school district, et cetera are so different that much of the Research – even if loosely applied – is difficult at best. In my eleven years of teaching I have yet to see research ideas that I could apply to my classroom that were abandoned shortly after implemented. There are just too many variables in play. 


With that said, the discussion I found most helpful were One, Three, and Six.  
With discussion one Dr. Baylen reaffirmed my topic stating, “Looks like you found good articles to start your thinking on this project. Peer editing is big and so is technology in the writing classroom. There's a lot of research out there but needs a lot of sorting to get the good ones” and my need to research.


As for Discussion three – Approach to Finding a Solution – figuring out an approach was not in anyway easy. From my reading and glancing and skimming and moving from article to article and such the question: “How do I approach the problem?” could require weeks, years, days, et cetera. From what I gather so far I must come up with a “method” to do such – this first step I can do. Dr. Baylen explained that “’What’ questions tend to look at impact or cause & effect -- so you end up with more quantitative data” where as “‘How’ questions tend to look at the process or possibilities -- so you end up with more qualitative data. Allows you to speculate and do some theory building.”


A for Discussion six – How will the data be analyzed – I had to reflect on my reading of Johnson and Christensen (2008) where they explained that when collecting data researchers must “decide how they are going to collect there empirical research data. That is, they decide what methods of data collection (tests, questionnaires, interviews, focus groups, observations, secondary existing data) they are going to use to physically obtain research data from their research participants” (p. 201). My primary concern then as it still remains is with this whole process and educational research in general – as I have been more than vocal about – remains objectivity verses subjectivity.  Dr. Baylen posed the question, “How will you ensure objectivity in your project?” in which I replied, “That is a good question – it makes me wonder how the professionals do it. Humans aren’t machines yet we want to remove all the subjectivity (or ignore it) to get answers we hope for and ultimately to get published. More research – more research – I am sure someone has the answers I am looking for.” And thus I continued the process. 
Question 3 

This is always a tough question – I guess the clearest answer is the ability to adapt. As technology changes the educational environment professors, teachers, et cetera feel compelled to “try out” the new applications to determine if they can or will work. As a professional I have learned to adapt to this mentality and focus on the applications and if they truly worked in both a subjective and objective manner. 

Question 4 

I looked at this course as more of a refresher course in the art of Educational Research. Although I did learn quite a bit about quantitative data and qualitative data – in the end I still find myself confused about both and Educational research in general. Unfortunately I see each research class as an extension of what the professor sees as the most important aspect – which is usually closely tied to the research and articles they are currently writing. 


In this case I would have to say the course revolved around the Wiki and its usefulness in the online classroom. Unfortunately – I have become very disillusioned by the Wiki and how it can easily be confusing and hard to work with. Oftentimes I could not find assignments or clear instructions on how to complete assignments, as there is no chronological order to the Wiki. I guess with the Wiki it has to be all or none.

Question 5 

Although it was nice to collaborate in CourseDen – the amount of postings became insignificant and oftentimes consisted of “I am researching something similar and agree” or the simple “you make a good point.” Too often collaboration was stinted by grading weighing heavily on the quantity and not the quality. Collaboration on the Wiki became problematic from the start. One, after several attempts I found that many were not keeping their Wikis up to date making it impossible to comment. Plus – oftentimes the comments on the Wiki would have little to no difference than the comments made on CourseDen threads making the whole process repetitive – not to mention the issue with anonymous posting – Lanier explains this in detail.


I could not say much about the Peer Review aspect as not a single student considered my Research Draft while others were reviewed multiple times. Did this put the others and me at a disadvantage – I guess time will tell.

Question 6 

 I have always enjoyed my experience as an online learner. My experience with the Research Seminar I course was no different. Being able to set my own timetable, work the hours I want to work, post when I want to post – all within reason – helped me to thrive as a life long learner. At first I enjoyed the idea of the Wiki in hopes that I would learn the best way to integrate it into my future classrooms. Unfortunately this quickly turned to disillusionment as complications with the application’s structure became apparent. 
Question 7 

Another tough question – I think that it always goes back to organization of time and resources. Research is important – there is no doubt – and the ability to research well is irreplaceable. As far as the class – be willing to and prepared to adapt.

Question 8 

Honestly there were no surprises and – not to sound negative – the only take away is how I would not organize a class. The positives – well – I learned quite a bit about Web 2.0 applications and finally was reassured that Web 2.0 applications might be doing more harm than help. Now I just have to find a researcher who is willing to walk out on that branch with me as the typhoon of all the pro-technology researchers flood the journals and educational classrooms. 

Question 9 

The most difficult aspect of this course was the organization or lack of. Through out my Master and Specialists coursework collaboration has never been an issue. Management was simple as long as there was one central location for all assignments, deadlines, expectations, et cetera. What was challenging about this course in particular was that the coherence created by such an organization was no existent. Discussions and Assignment posting using CourseDen – while using a Wiki to schedule, as well as make comments, post requirements, dates, et cetera was extremely unorganized and confusing. 


In order for a online course to work – the students must have a clear uncluttered idea of the coursework from beginning to end accessible from the start. This – of course was lacking. Expectations through examples of good work from the past are needed as well. Simply expecting students to look online for structure or at other published examples does not and will not work. I learned a long time ago that each professor has his or her own ideas of what “good work” is and that each Journal does as well. One last change suggestion – the class as well as the discussions could be focused on each component of the research plan. This way – instead of having to rewrite one could just edit the final product. 
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