Hello everyone,
This week’s Exemplar Qualitative Study examines the methodological divide between quantitative, qualitative, and mixed methods in both national and regional criminology and criminal justice journals. By using triangulation of the methods, Crow & Smykla (2013) examined the pressure to publish in top-tier journals, as well as the pressure to publish quantitative researches.  
One of the main points I would like to highlight is the impact of the use of mixed methods on the validity of the research. In this research, Crow & Smykla combined qualitative (open-ended survey) and quantitative (article analysis) data sources. By conducting an open-ended survey from the authors, they were able to provide a more robust explanation from the quantitative data source. Moreover, the validity of the findings increased as they could obtain more pertinent results from the qualitative data source.
Another interesting point I chose is the coding of the surveys. As open-ended surveys tend to have different details from different participants, Crow & Smykla have analyzed the surveys and categorized them into different themes (e.g. “pressure to publish in top-tier journals,” “perceived pressure to publish in top-tier journals at other universities,” “pressure to conduct quantitative research,” etc.). This way, they were able to lead the data sources from the survey to move towards the research question they are willing to answer.
The final point is the inclusion of various data sources. In conducting the research, Crow & Smykla utilized data sources from both surveys and journal articles. The usage of various data sources allows the researchers to obtain more comprehensive information and produce a more generalized result. Moreover, as mentioned before, the open-ended surveys built up the knowledge from the journal article analysis which improved the validity of the research.
The reading contributes to our knowledge of the qualitative research process as it shows how triangulation of methods can strengthen the validity and reliability of the research. As Golafshani (2003) states, validity and reliability may be defined differently in qualitative and mixed methods researches from quantitative researches. Since validity in quantitative research tests for the ability of generalization, it is difficult to have the same test for qualitative researches. Golafshani suggested using triangulation of methods for testing the validity and reliability of qualitative researches since one method is able to complement to the other method that is used in the same study. By using both qualitative and quantitative methods in one study, Crow & Smykla proved that mixed methods research can increase the validity and reliability of the research.
Questions
1. Why do you think the researchers started off with the quantitative method (journal analysis)? Would it be same if they started off with the qualitative method (open-ended surveys) instead?
2. Give one example where you found that using variety of methods was helpful in completing a task. (eg. using internet/textbook to research about something)
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