Quasi-experimental design research

Cohen and Manion – when not possible to undertake a ‘true experimental design’ – what is a true experimental design?
· Usually involves field experimentation where all variables cannot be controlled
[bookmark: _GoBack]Campbell and Stanley (1963) – define it as having the control over the ‘who and ‘to whom’ of measurement but not over the ‘when’ and ‘to whom’ of exposure. You can choose who you measure but not the level of their exposure – therefore cannot provide a true control group. Often these are termed comparison groups instead, within education it is likely that schools or settings will volunteer for interventions or research and therefore you cannot randomly assign people to groups in order to have a random control group. It is also possible that the shole school class/setting will volunteer and be part of the experimental group preventing a ‘true’ control group. The control or comparison group may be from different school or circumstances or there may not be one at all (Muijs, 2011). Not having a control or comparison group or one that is dissimilar to the experimental group can risk losing the advantages associated with an experimental design.
Often used for pre and post intervention tests – such as Miller et al. (2018) where the effect of a writing intervention was tested for online degree nursing students through convenience sampling. Established standardised scales were used to measure writing competency pre and post intervention.
What impact does this have on research design – e.g. sample, measure, analysis
Process very similar to experimental design where there is a research objective and a hypothesis, this is followed by a pre-test, then intervention then post-test and analysis. It is important to ensure that the ‘measure’ tool is appropriate, relevant and is measuring what we need to know.
We cannot control the implementation of the intervention or experiment as meticulously as can be done in a pure experimental approach, therefore having an in-depth understanding of the contextual factors and situation of the location is important (Harris, 2001). 
Having more than one measure can support identifying specific factors that have had more or less of an impact in a natural setting. For example a standardised test could be supplemented with an observational or survey tool to allow for triangulation of data and further analysis.
Why is this relevant for educational research?
A benefit of a quasi-experimental approach is the ability to undertake research within a natural environment and according to Muijs (2011) tis allows us to see if interventions will work in the real world.
Natural, real life classrooms are multifaceted and complex, this means that identifying a true cause and effect answer to a research aim or hypothesis is difficult. Using a comparison group can suggest impact but not provide definitive cause and effect like a true experimental design. 
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