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Introduction  
The purpose of this academic submission is to critically evaluate an article, with relevance to previous and future areas of academic study. The chosen article for this critical evaluation is titled ‘competing perspectives on rural homelessness: Findings from a qualitative study in Ontario, Canada.’ Which was authored by Ellen Buck-McFadyen RN, PhD in 2021.  
There are a magnitude of approaches to social science that a researcher can take to reach their research goal. These can range from qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods, each of which have there own method dependant on what is needed from the outcome and the researcher. During this evaluation it would be evaluated if the chosen method of research is suitable for the research question posed by the author. 
A brief literature review will first be included to aid the reader in the overall breakdown and abstract of the article itself, providing insight as to why the author believes in the importance of the findings. It will then look at the methodology, evaluating as to whether to author has chosen the correct methodological position for this topic area.  Also, if there are any flaws or positives outcomes for selecting this method. 
Following this, data collection method evaluation will explore the chosen method against the findings of the research study. It will look into questions such as if they were appropriate, executed correctly, the limitations surrounding the study and how they were overcome, if so. Then, before concluding the Ethical considerations taken by the research team will be analysed to conclude how the requirements were met and could any amendments be made.
It will conclude with a brief summary of findings presented to the reader via the article. What information has been found, was the research question met, positive and improvement points that could be included in future texts, who has been impacted by the findings and has it made a change in the surrounding society. It will also be noted of any recommendations to adjustments to better the quality of research and the findings. 
Mentioned within this evaluation will also be supporting articles and theories by alternative authors, to support points made through out the evaluation. 
I can also confirm that I have not used any AI tools in the research and creation of this assignment. I confirm that I have not presented anyAI generated materials as my own work. I confirm I have copies of my drafts, and other used resources, which I can present if requested as evidence. 

LITERATURE REVIEW. 
There is no direct research question for this context of research however the Study aimed to look at understanding the experience of housing insecurity, factors that led to the rural homelessness and potential solutions to the housing crisis in Ontario. (Buck‐McFadyen, 2021, P,1) The reason that this study is of research value is due to the lack of understanding surrounding the homeless community within Ontario, Canada; and the rural context that potentially drew a correlation between the topics. Buck-Mcfadyen (2021, P1) explained in the study that it was believed that up until 2021 there was a lack of acknowledgment of the rural homelessness, and large gaps within the knowledge of understanding.  (Buck‐McFadyen, 2021, P1) The aim for this research paper was to build the gap in knowledge and to set a path to understanding where obtaining this knowledge could benefit in the interpretation of amending this social phenomenon and creation of implementing future prevention strategies. 
It can be quoted from the article that, at the time of the research, approximately 235,000 Canadians had experienced homelessness. (Gaetz et al,. 2016 ; Buck-McFadyen 2021) however it was also. Noted within this article that a large portion of the community preferred to stay anonymous. One of the aims of this research was to establish why this might be and how can the community be aided in the future. The article noted that individuals facing homelessness and housing insecurity were at risk for low resources, necessities, transportation and shelter. 
Within the introduction to the article, the author expresses previous findings focusing on specific regions or sub populations – by theorists such as forchuk (2010), Peters & Robillard (2013), Karabanow (2014), Macdonals & Gaulin (2019) and Schmidt Christensen (2015) which underlined their statement of hidden population. Following on from research into these previous studies Buck-McFadyen (2021) identified a gap in knowledge amongst the research that had previously taken place. 
That gap in knowledge was the prevalence, risk factors, impacts and solution. (2021.)
The methodology in which Ellen Buck-McFadyen chose to attempt to fill this gap in knowledge amongst researchers was Qualitative exploratory study. Here Buck-McFadyen conducted interviews amongst 27 particepents through the methods of semi-constructed interviews. These particepents included 7 homeless individuals, 7 individuals in insecure housing and 11 key informants sourced from local food banks and non-profit organisations. Interviews were audio recorded and analysed for patterns in which could benefit future data collection. It was identified by the author that it was important to explore diverse perspectives and contradictions that came from the interviews, the data analysis software, NVIVO 1.5 was used in aid of highlighting themes within the findings. These were also submitted to the ethics board at Trent university. 
The qualitative research conducted by Buck-Mcfadyen showed evidence of conflicting perspectives and understandings from the participants. This ranged from the stigma of drug use to government failings to responsibility of the individual's life choices. Buck-Mcfadyen in concluded that to aid in of improving this social problem, that anti-stigma education is recommended, amongst incorporating members of the homeless community inersectionally with other services to build future policies surrounding this topic. (Buck-McFadyen, 2021, p1 -p 8)
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The method that Buck-Mcfadyen (2021) used to conduct the research for this article was claimed to be Qualitative. John Creswell (2023) refers to the method of quantitative research as a “way to explore, understand, and interpret social phenomena within the natural setting.” (Creswell, 2023) Which is what Buck-Mcfadyen identifies as their research focus for this article, stating “This qualitative exploratory study aimed to help understand the experience of housing insecurity” (Buck-Mcfadyen, 2021, P1).    This type of data collection requires collecting data through methods such as observations, interviews, document studies, consistently collecting up to date information that reflects the research question. Leading on from Creswells description, Anahita Ghanad (2023) describes the use of qualitative data as the aim to understand the explanations and motives for actions, and also the way individuals perceive their experiences and the world around them. Ghanad also states that the use of qualitative research provides an aim to establish knowledge and understanding, creating and providing further ideas and hypotheses (Ghanad, 2023) 

Buck-Mcfadyen conducted interviews with 27 individuals that lived and or worked within the region that were wiling to share their experiences of housing insecurity (Buck-McFadyen,2023) Amongst the 27 participants were 8 homeless individuals, 8 provisionally housed individuals, and 11 key informants ranging from the ages of twenty to seventy.  Creswell (2023) recommends a participant's size pool of around 20-30 for a grounded theory. Ylona Chun Tie (2019) explains grounded theory as a well-known methodology which sets out to discover and/or construct theory from data. (Chun Tie, 2019) John Creswell also recommends, not an exact time frame but however a recommendation of the phenomenological studies which is 5 to 25 interviews when conducting a qualitative research method. (Creswell, 2023) Going by theses methodological theories it can be agreed that the goal of Buck-Mcfadyen (2021) using a qualitative method was both appropriate for the research goal and correctly administered in their data collection methods. Buck-Mcfadyen had a balanced number of participants and conducted analysis of the recorded interviews concurrently with data collection, ensuring the questions remained relevant to the research question and allowing findings to influence future interviews. (Buck-Mcfadyen, 2021, P2)  
Buck-Mcfadyen begun their methodological stages by selecting their research criteria, “to help understand the experience of housing insecurity crisis in a rural Ontario community.” This also included in depth views of how this can affect the health and well-being of the resident, the factors leading to this predicament, and to give a voice to those of a lower social sanding. 
They then selected the method of data collection best suitable for their research aims. Buck-McFadyen chose to use the qualitative route of methodology using “interpretive description (Thorne ect al., 1997) with a critical theory lens (Mills eg al., 2001) “(Buck-Mcfadyen, 2021, P2) by holding interviews among the 27 participants then analysing the findings concurrently. 
         It is however mentioned that the initial plan for data collection was to hold focus groups, however to to the COVID-19 restrictions this was unable to go ahead. Which led to the decision in solo interviews. The data was primarily collected by Ellen Buck-McFadyen using a secondary researcher to conduct interviews and analyse findings. 
The sampling method used  of word of mouth, snowball sampling, and flyers which were disturbed in food banks and local non-profit organisations. (Buck-McFadyen, 2021. P2) This will be further discussed within the data collection method evaluation. 
The variables from the study groups were collected via audio recording and analysed by the same researcher. This was then presented into a chart (see above image reference) categorising the participants by gender, age, education, income, ethnicity, and the duration period the participant had lived within the community.  It will later be discussed what these findings found and how they can be of positive use to the area of study.     



Data collection method evaluation. 
To obtain the sample group multiple methods were used including word of mouth, snowball sampling, and flyers that were distributed through food banks and other local non-profit organisations. The time frame of which was a 9-month period of data collection. 
Suzano Z. Gildin (2003) explains word-of-mouth as being one of the most powerful forms of communication. Going on to explain that the relationships built amongst one another create an element of trust, in which results in the individuals transferring information easily with positive intent; therefore, usually receiving a more positive reaction from individuals. This can be supported by the research article ‘word-of-mouth research: principles and applications’ authored by Dee T. Allsop; in which expressed the opinion that the approach of word of mouth is a better holistic approach to the participants involved in the sampling process. This method best suited the criteria of the individuals needed as a selection of the candidates as it is known by the author, that there was a level of distrust and secrecy from the homeless community to higher authority, as a result of previous experiences. (Buck-Mcfadyen, 2021. P2) 
Another method used for the selection of the participants was Snowball sampling. Coleman (1958) defines the term ‘snowball sampling’ as “One method of interviewing a man’s immediate social environment is to use the sociometric questions in the interview for sampling purposes.” Using existing social connections or networks. (Hancock & Gile, 2011) To further explain the method and benefits of Snowball sampling, the process taken by Buck-Mcfadyen (2021) will be compared against a research article undertaken by Kim Leighton PhD in 20221on the use of Snowball sampling. It is also important to note he relevance in comparing the two research articles as they both have affects by the Covid-19 pandemic. 
It is outlined within Kim Leighton’s research during the COVID-19-time frame it proved difficult to reach the target participants wanted for their research study samples, granted their location proximity being greatly larger to that of Buck-Mcfadeyn.  Kim Leighton’s researchers collaborated the use of snowball sampling with social media; being able to reach a greater audience. The collaboration of social media intertwined with the Snowball sampling is something that could have been of benefit to Buck-McFadyen. However, it is important to note that this may have been considered but due to the majority of participants being of low income, homeless etc. Social media might have been something that was inaccessible to them, this may have been considered in the ethical approach to sampling however it is not noted within the article, so this is speculation. It can also be speculated that the implementations of Covid-19 regulations caused a significant limitation to how the author decided the methodology behind the research.  

Another method to obtain research participants used by the author Buck-McFadyen were flyers that were distributed at local food banks and local non-profit organisations. (Buck-Mcfadyen,2021, P2). The participants that received the flyers were also offered an interview the same day. This approach is holistically beneficial for the target audience of this research study as many of the participants may not have stable accommodation, therefore cannot predict their availability or future communication. However, it could be argued that this approach may create an element of pressure to the particepent.  
The interview process consisted of a semi-structured interview with the duration of 15-90 minutes; these interviews were also audio-recorded for transcription. (2021. P2) $20 was provided to all participants at the beginning of their interviews, could this be seen as an ethical implication? This will be discussed further into this submission. 
It can be confirmed that correct procedures were conducted in regard to the American Data Protection Regulation Guidelines (GDPR, 2018) to achieve this the author by receiving written consent from all participants and a demographics form completion. 
 To refer back to the terminology and process of the quantitative research methodology it is believed correct methods were used to achieve the criteria for this research aim. The qualitative research presented within this article presents a reasonable time frame of one year, showing relevant up to date data collection used to analyse for the research criteria. It also used a controlled number of participants; however, it could be critiqued that the amount of key informants were higher in comparison to those who had lived the experience of insecure housing. Therefore, perhaps affecting the conflicting opinions found within the article's conclusion.  (Buck-McFadyen, 2021, p7) 
Buck-MCfadyen (2023) claimed that an analysis of the transcripts of the interviews showed competing and varying perspectives on the significance and root causes of homelessness. This was detected when using the data analysing software used to compile data from interviews. 

Considerations to other methodological research methods.  
Creswell (2014) explains the use of semi structured interviews as using pre-determined set of open ended questions. This was the interview method used the the research process conducted by Buck-McFadyen. This method supplies the particepent with a question, however; leaves room for further elaboration. Whereas if the author was to chose a structured method of interview, this would have presented the participants with a closed answer question. This would have been beneficial if the author had been focused on comparing results amongst the study group, however the author was open to the mixed perspectives of the individuals involved. 
Initially, Ellen BuckMcFadyen chose to use the method of a focus group, however had to adjust research methods to adhere to covid-19 guidelines.  This would have entailed gathering a group of individuals to share their experiences, discussing topics prompted by the interviewee (.GOV,2018)
In refection and comparison of the methods, it can be noted that actually although the change to semi structured interviews was made as a regulation guideline it did aid in the findings needed for the aim of this research study. Individuals were given the freedom to express their viewpoints, and differentiated life views, as seen in the conclusion to the article. 

  
Ethical Considerations 
When conducting a qualitative research study, it is important to ensure the ethical approach for all involved. Here it will discuss if the study conducted within the article was of high ethical standing, and if and how this could be improved in future studies. It is important to note the significance of an ethical approach to research participants, protecting their dignity, rights, and welfare (Beddoe, 2022), as protected by legal frameworks such as GDPR.  
As previously mentioned in the data collection evaluation section of this submission, all participants that took part in the interviews for data collection received a payment of $20. (Buck McFadyen, 2021. P2) It is acceptable to provide payment of time to particepents of research data collection, however, researchers need to make it apparent what the payment is for, not to be misconstrued as incentive. This could corrupt findings. (Oxford University,2020) It is not mentioned within the article whether the payment was approved by CUREC however, it does state that the ethics approval was received by Ethics Board at Trent University – so it is of possibility that this was included into their report. (Buck-McFadyen,2021, p3) Future recommendations could be that the ethics behind the payment are taken into account within the article and its approval noted, this could be beneficial to future research proposals and reviews. It could also note the ethical benefits and negatives surrounding payment for research studies and how this could have affected their studies. A benefit to payment is for the participant to feel of value, rewarding the individual for their time knowledge and experience. However, it could be argued that payment could lead to risk of explosion, leading the individual to participate in something they would not usually adhere to. (Oxford University, 2020)
The environment in which the interviews were undertaken could also pose a weakness in ethical standpoint. In page 2 of the article, it is explained by the author that there were multiple locations in which the interviews were taken. It does not specify which particepents from which categories attended each environment. Multiple locations were used including Board rooms of local non-profit organisations, coffee shops, workplaces, telephone or via videoconferencing. The environment in which they were undertaken could affect the particepents reactions and openness. The enclosed familiar spaces may result in more honest, open answers, whereas public spaces may cause the individual anxiety and distress, especially when considering the personal nature of the questions. 
Conclusion 
In consideration to the predicament of covid-19 proper measures were conducted to ensure the safety of both the researchers and sample pool of participants. As mentioned by the author, the initial plan was to hold a focus group, however due to regulations they amended this to 1:1 interviews. Looking at the findings presented in this article, it has been evaluated that this however worked better and suited the qualitative methodology that the author had selected more appropriately.  Buck-McFadyen successfully achieved a fair qualitiative research study showing considerations to the size of the sample pool, the duration of time between data collection and research analysis – to conclusion and publication. 
The aim of the research was to better understand the experience of housing insecurity, factors that led to rural homelessness and potential solutions. Although the author underlined the nature of “competing perspectives” (2021) it was also visible that the multitude of angles surrounding the answers given were analysed and taken into consideration, with the understanding that the questions posed by the author were not going to be met with a single consecutive response. Instead receiving a multitude of insights, which could lead to separate further research investigations. Basing the question here on if the article and research has helped society, evidence shows that this has been achieved. The author has underpinned a multitude of perspectives, highlighting stigma as a social problem. The lack of privacy, limited services and barriers presented to this community. The author also presented prevention techniques such as policy building, sigma education and the inclusion of this the homeless community in policy creation. Thus, providing evidence of ethical care and education to society. They have also aided in building the gap of knowledge to local officials and civilians. 
In regard to future amendments, it could be recommended that each particepent is offered a private location to provide the most holistic ethical approach. As discussed during the Ethical considerations section of this submission, the change of location could have affected the individuals' emotions therefore having an affect on their response to the interview. Simply adjusting the environment, creating a fair and cohesive variable for the particepents could minimise the inconsistencies the author found within the conclusion of the data research. However, it could be argued that the inconsistency’s that appeared in the conclusion were actually a benefit to findings – showing an adverse opinion.
The research outcomes of this article are also beneficial in opening doors for future research. Research could be conducted into the stigma surrounding homelessness, why people from the community have not previously had a voice for their society; also, with more up to date findings without the restrictions of covid-19.
It is in conclusion that the research article authored by Ellen Buck-McFadyen RN, PhD (2021) held a positive impact outcome for the community; whilst also adhering to the qualitative framework and ethics of those involved. 
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TABLE 1 Participant demographics

Gender
Male
Female

Age
20-30
31-50
51-70

Education

Less than high
school diploma

Grade 12 diploma

Some post-
secondary
education

College or university
degree

Income
<$10,000/year

$10,000-$19,999/
year

$20,000-29,999/
year

$30,000-$49,999/
year

Ethnicity
Caucasian
Indigenous
Years lived in community
0-4 years
5-9 years
10-15 years
16+ years

N/A (lived outside of
area)

Unsheltered
participants
(N=8)

-

(€I )

Provisionally
housed
participants
(N=8)

o B O K

Key
informants
(N=11)

N/A
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