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SESSION 1: Foundations and Definitions (90 minutes)
Welcome and Orientation (10 minutes)
Important notes for this workshop:
This presentation introduces aspects of research methods but does NOT replace key reading
You must read key texts: Bryman, Crotty, Creswell, Maxwell, Denscombe, Denzin, Guba and Lincoln, Cohen
Go beyond your module's reading list at doctoral level
You are expected to be motivated, engaged, and explore areas independently
Use Rocco and Plahotnik (2012) for absolute accuracy and clarity of terms
First and Foremost: Terminology Confusion
The terms literature reviews, theoretical frameworks, and conceptual frameworks are used interchangeably by many researchers. This can be very confusing. You are required to be consistent in your usage throughout your doctoral work.
Key Reference: Rocco, T. S., & Plahotnik, M. S. (2012). "Literature reviews, conceptual frameworks, and theoretical frameworks: Terms, functions, and distinctions." Human Resource Development Review, 8(1), 120-130.


Core Definitions
THEORY
WHERE IN LITERATURE REVIEW: Theories are reviewed and explained in your literature review. You examine existing theories that scholars have developed to understand phenomena related to your research topic. These theories come from OTHER scholars' work.

Example: Institutional Theory (DiMaggio & Powell, 1983) describes how organisations become similar through coercive, mimetic, and normative isomorphism.

Supports the research process at a foundational level
Can be supported by preliminary data or by a vast body of research—the more data supporting the theory, the stronger it becomes
Abstract description of the relationships between concepts and ideas that help us understand the world
A set of propositions that are logically related, expressing the relation(s) amongst several different constructs and propositions

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
WHERE IN LITERATURE REVIEW: The theoretical framework is a dedicated section (or subsections) WITHIN Chapter 2 (typically Section 2.3 or 2.4). After reviewing relevant literature and theories, you select and explain which specific theories you will use to inform your study, and show how they relate to your research questions.

Example: A study on HRDD implementation might use Legitimacy Theory and Institutional Theory as its theoretical framework, explaining how these theories help understand compliance behaviours.

Explains how a theory (or theories) shaped the study
Reflects the work the researcher engages in to use a theory in a given study
Requires the researcher to define concepts and theories that provide the grounding of the research, unite them through logical connections, and relate these concepts to the study
A logically developed and connected set of concepts and premises—developed from one or more theories—that a researcher creates to scaffold a study

CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK
WHERE IN LITERATURE REVIEW: The preliminary conceptual framework appears as the final section of Chapter 2 (e.g., Section 2.7 or 2.8: "Conceptual Framework"). It brings together everything you've reviewed and argued in the preceding sections.

CRITICAL TIMING: The preliminary conceptual framework is constructed BY YOU at the END of Chapter 2 (the literature review chapter). It synthesises everything: the problem you've identified, the gap in knowledge, your theoretical framework, and your methodological justification. It then evolves during data collection and analysis, with a refined version and/or conceptual model emerging in your Discussion chapter (Chapter 7).

Can be initially constructed prior to a study and may evolve during the research process
Encompasses both REASON (why the topic matters) and RIGOUR (why the methodology is appropriate)
Justifies all aspects of the research: why it is important and why methodology is appropriate
A coherent argument about why the topic you wish to study matters and why your research methodology is appropriate

	Component
	Source
	Function

	Literature Review
	Synthesises OTHERS' work
	Shows what is known and unknown

	Theoretical Framework
	Uses OTHERS' theories
	Explains which theories guide YOUR study

	Conceptual Framework
	YOUR original construction
	Justifies why YOUR research matters and how it all fits together

	Conceptual Model
	YOUR original construction from data
	Visual diagram showing relationships/processes discovered in YOUR findings


Note: The Conceptual Model typically emerges AFTER data collection and analysis (in your Discussion chapter), whereas the Conceptual Framework is developed BEFORE/DURING your study (at the end of your Literature Review chapter).


The following table summarises the key distinctions between these four critical components:

Complete Terminology Table

The Nested Relationship
All three components (theories, theoretical framework, and conceptual framework) are INSIDE your Literature Review chapter, but they serve different purposes and appear in different sections.

Conceptual Framework = The FINAL SECTION of Chapter 2 (YOUR unique synthesis of problem + gap + theory + methodology)
Theoretical Framework = A SECTION within Chapter 2 (which theories YOU select and how YOU use them)
Theories = Reviewed WITHIN the literature review (what others have developed)
Literature Review (Chapter 2) = The entire chapter reviewing existing knowledge

Key Distinction:

How all components connect logically
Visual diagram showing relationships
Methodological justification (why your approach is appropriate)
Theoretical positioning (your framework from 2.5)
Gap in knowledge (what remains unknown)
Problem statement (why it matters)
2.7 Preliminary Conceptual Framework ← YOUR unique synthesis presented here

How your research addresses the gap
Statement of research gap
Critical synthesis of what you've reviewed
2.6 Synthesis of Literature

Your paradigmatic positioning (e.g., theories as fore-understandings)
How they work together in YOUR study
How they relate to YOUR research questions
Which theories YOU have selected
2.5 Theoretical Framework ← YOUR selection of theories presented here

How theories have been used by other scholars
Explanation of each theory
Review of KEY relevant theories from literature
2.4 Theoretical Perspectives ← THEORIES reviewed here

Identification of the gap
What is known, what remains unknown
Empirical studies on your topic
2.3 Review of Existing Literature

Establish the phenomenon under study
Define key terms and concepts
2.2 Conceptual Foundations / Key Concepts

Overview of chapter structure and purpose
2.1 Introduction

CHAPTER 2: LITERATURE REVIEW

Typical Literature Review Chapter Structure Showing How They Fit:

Key Insight: Your conceptual framework CONTAINS your theoretical framework, which in turn USES established theories. The conceptual framework is broader, encompassing not just theory but also the research problem, gap in knowledge, methodological justification, and significance.

[Visualisation: Create a diagram showing three nested circles with labels]

In Chapter 2: Synthesised at the END of the chapter (e.g., Section 2.7 "Conceptual Framework")
Outer Circle (Conceptual Framework): Logical argument justifying all aspects of the research: why it is important and why methodology is appropriate

In Chapter 2: Presented in a dedicated section (e.g., Section 2.4 "Theoretical Framework")
Middle Circle (Theoretical Framework): Explanation of how a theory (theories) shaped the study

In Chapter 2: Reviewed in your literature review (e.g., Section 2.2 "Key Theories")
Inner Circle (Theory): Description of relationship between concepts and ideas that help us understand the world

The relationship between theory, theoretical framework, and conceptual framework can be visualised as three nested circles:
SESSION 2: The Qualitative Research Process (90 minutes)
The Qualitative Research Process Overview
The qualitative research process typically flows through these interconnected stages:
Research Question/Problem → Literature review → Research Aims/Inquiry Statement
Refine Research Aims → Methodological approach selection → Ethics and feasibility exploration
Develop Design → Sampling strategy, data collection methods → Field protocols, interview guides, observation frameworks
Data Collection → Iterative analysis → Theoretical saturation assessment → Trustworthiness strategies
Interpretation & Meaning-Making → Theory development/refinement → Knowledge translation
Qualitative Research Characteristics
Focus on questions of "how" and "why" rather than hypothesis testing
Often employ an iterative rather than linear process
May begin with sensitising concepts rather than variables
Emphasise meaning, context, and lived experience
Use theoretical sampling rather than power calculations
Employ different trustworthiness criteria (credibility, transferability, dependability, confirmability) instead of validity and reliability measures
Often involve researcher reflexivity as a critical component


Literature Review Purposes Across Research Paradigms
CRITICAL UNDERSTANDING: The purpose of the literature review differs depending on your research paradigm.


Table 1: Literature Review Purpose by Paradigm
	Paradigm
	Purpose of Literature Review
	Timing of Theory

	Positivism
	Test existing theory; identify variables to measure; establish hypotheses
	BEFORE data collection - theory drives hypotheses

	Critical
	Identify power structures, injustices; establish critical theoretical lens; position research politically
	BEFORE - critical theory frames the inquiry explicitly

	Post-Positivism
	Test theory whilst acknowledging limitations of objectivity; identify variables and relationships; recognise researcher influence
	BEFORE - theory generates hypotheses, but refined through probabilistic understanding

	Pragmatism
	Focus on practical problem-solving; what works in practice; may combine qualitative and quantitative approaches
	FLEXIBLE - theory used pragmatically before and/or after as needed to solve problem

	Interpretivism
	Understand meanings and interpretations; explore subjective experiences and how people make sense of their world
	FLEXIBLE - theory as interpretive lens; before for sensitising concepts and after for understanding

	Constructivism
	Explore how individuals construct their own reality; examine multiple constructions of meaning
	FLEXIBLE - theory emerges through interaction between researcher and participants

	Social Constructionism
	Examine how knowledge is socially constructed through discourse, language, and cultural practices
	FLEXIBLE - theory examines social processes of knowledge production




Note on Conceptual Model: The Conceptual Model typically emerges AFTER data collection and analysis (in your Discussion chapter), whereas the Conceptual Framework is developed BEFORE/DURING your study (at the end of your Literature Review chapter). A Conceptual Model is a visual diagram showing relationships/processes discovered in YOUR findings.
PRAGMATISM: Purpose of Literature Review
Key Reference: Guba, E. G., & Lincoln, Y. S. (1994). Competing paradigms in qualitative research. In N. K. Denzin & Y. S. Lincoln (Eds.), Handbook of Qualitative Research (pp. 105-117). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.
Critical realist ontology: Real world exists but can only be imperfectly apprehended
Theory generates testable propositions, but findings are probabilistic rather than deterministic
Emphasises triangulation, multiple methods, and critical examination of findings
Recognises that all observation is fallible and theory-laden, but systematic inquiry can approximate truth
The literature review identifies theories to test whilst acknowledging that absolute objectivity is unattainable
For post-positivist research (critical realism): 
Key References: Burr (2015), Gergen (2009)
Theory examines discourse, language, power in knowledge production
Explores how social/cultural contexts shape knowledge
Focuses on collective meaning-making, not individual
Examines how knowledge is socially constructed through discourse and language
For social constructionist research: 
Empirical research: What has worked in practice across contexts; refine problem
SOCIAL CONSTRUCTIONISM: Purpose of Literature Review

Key Reference: Guba & Lincoln (1994)
Compares how different GROUPS (departments, professions, cultures, teams) construct the same phenomenon differently
Literature review identifies what group constructions have been studied and which perspectives are missing
Focuses on group-level constructions maintained through shared practices and social agreements
Theory explains why and how groups develop different shared understandings
For constructivist research: 
Empirical research: Identify what group constructions studied and which perspectives missing
CONSTRUCTIVISM: Purpose of Literature Review

Key Reference: Schwandt (2000), Guba & Lincoln (1994)
Flexible timing: before (sensitising) and after (understanding)
Theory as interpretive lens, not for testing
Explores subjective experiences and how people make sense of their world
The literature review seeks to understand meanings and interpretations people make
For interpretivist research: 
Empirical research: Identify gaps in how knowledge co-constructed; explore methodologies
INTERPRETIVISM: Purpose of Literature Review
Empirical research: Understand meanings and lived experiences; identify gaps
Empirical research: Test theory acknowledging fallibility; triangulate across studies
POST-POSITIVISM: Purpose of Literature Review
Interactive Exercise: Matching Paradigms to Research Questions (30 minutes)
In small groups, discuss which paradigm would be most appropriate for each research question below. Consider the purpose of the literature review for each paradigm.
Research Questions:
What is the relationship between emotional intelligence and leadership effectiveness? (n=500)
How do expert practitioners experience the implementation of mandatory due diligence legislation?
What theory of stakeholder resistance emerges from analysis of failed change initiatives?
How do neoliberal policies perpetuate inequalities in higher education access?
Answers: 1) Positivism/Post-positivism; 2) Interpretivism/Phenomenology; 3) Grounded Theory; 4) Critical; 5) Positivism; 6) Interpretivism/Phenomenology; 7) Post-positivism; 8) Pragmatism


SESSION 3: Constructing Frameworks (90 minutes)
The Problem-Gap-Hook Framework
Your conceptual framework must address three fundamental questions:
1. PROBLEM: Why does this topic matter?
Clearly articulates the real-world issue or challenge being addressed
Establishes its significance in the broader context (organisational, commercial, regulatory, etc.)
Explains why this problem deserves attention and resources
Identifies who is affected by this problem and how
Links to relevant policy, practice, or theoretical concerns
Provides concrete examples that illustrate the problem's impact or consequences
2. GAP: What remains unknown?
Identifies what is currently known about the topic (state of the field)
Articulates what remains unknown or inadequately understood
Specifies limitations in existing research (methodological, conceptual, contextual)
Highlights contradictions or inconsistencies in current understanding
Demonstrates how filling this gap would advance knowledge in meaningful ways
Shows how previous research has missed important perspectives or questions
3. HOOK: Why should anyone care? (Compelling Rationale)
Creates a clear and persuasive "so what?" argument
Demonstrates the practical implications or applications of the research
Connects to broader theoretical frameworks or paradigms
Appeals to stakeholder interests and priorities
Addresses timely concerns or emerging issues in the field
Makes a case for how this research could inform future practice, policy, or research


Developing a Theoretical Framework
The development of a theoretical framework involves four key pillars:
Identifying the research question
Researching literature (systematically reviewing relevant theories)
Identifying key theories (selecting theories that best illuminate your research questions)
Summarising the findings (explaining how these theories relate to each other and your study)
Key Considerations When Selecting Theories:
Relevance: Does the theory help answer your research questions?
Level of analysis: Does the theory operate at the appropriate level (individual, organisational, societal)?
Paradigm fit: Is the theory compatible with your ontological and epistemological position?
Complementarity: If using multiple theories, do they work together or create contradictions?
Currency: Is the theory still considered relevant and rigorous in your field?
WARNING: Avoid "theoretical tourism" - superficially mentioning many theories without deep engagement. Better to use 2-4 theories thoroughly than 6-8 theories superficially.


CRITICAL TIMING: When Does the Conceptual Framework Emerge?
This is perhaps the most important clarification in this entire workshop.
THE PROGRESSION:
BEFORE Data Collection:
Chapter 1: Introduction (research problem, questions, significance)
Chapter 2: Literature Review (what is known, what theories exist, what gaps remain)
   → Theoretical Framework is presented here (established theories that inform your study)
   → PRELIMINARY Conceptual Framework emerges at END of Chapter 2
Chapter 3: Methodology (justifying your approach)
Preliminary Conceptual Framework at end of Chapter 2: This synthesises: (a) the problem and gap, (b) your theoretical positioning, (c) why your methodology is appropriate, (d) how these elements connect logically. It sets up expectations for what your study will explore.
DURING Data Collection:
Chapter 4: Research Design and Methods (detailed procedures)
Chapters 5-6: Findings/Results (what you discovered)
   → Your preliminary conceptual framework may be challenged, refined, extended
   → New themes, patterns, relationships emerge from data
AFTER Data Collection:
Chapter 7: Discussion (interpreting findings)
   → REFINED Conceptual Framework showing how your understanding evolved
   → CONCEPTUAL MODEL (visual diagram) showing relationships discovered in your data
Chapter 8: Conclusion (contributions, implications, limitations)


Visual Representation of Framework Development
[Create a flowchart showing:]
Literature Review (Ch 2) → Identifies theories → Theoretical Framework
↓
Problem + Gap + Theories + Methodology Justification = PRELIMINARY Conceptual Framework (end of Ch 2)
↓
Data Collection & Analysis (Ch 4-6)
↓
Findings challenge/extend preliminary framework
↓
Discussion (Ch 7) → REFINED Conceptual Framework + CONCEPTUAL MODEL


SESSION 4: From Literature to Frameworks (60 minutes)
The Journey: Literature Review to Conceptual Framework
Step-by-Step Process:
Step 1: Comprehensive Literature Review
Systematic search and selection of relevant literature
Critical analysis and synthesis (not just description)
Identification of themes, debates, contradictions
Recognition of what remains unknown or contested
Step 2: Identify Relevant Theories
Which theories help explain the phenomenon you're studying?
Which theories have been used by others in similar research?
Which theories align with your paradigmatic stance?
How do these theories complement each other?
Step 3: Construct Theoretical Framework
Explain each theory thoroughly
Show how each theory relates to your research questions
Explain how theories work together (if using multiple theories)
Acknowledge limitations of each theoretical perspective
Step 4: Build Preliminary Conceptual Framework
Synthesise: Problem + Gap + Theoretical Framework + Methodological Justification
Create a coherent narrative showing why and how your research matters
Often includes a visual diagram showing relationships between key concepts
Positions your research within the broader scholarly conversation


From Data Collection to Conceptual Model
During Data Collection and Analysis:
Your preliminary conceptual framework guides but does not constrain your inquiry
Remain open to unexpected findings, themes, relationships
Document when findings challenge your initial framework
Engage in iterative reflection: data ↔ theory ↔ literature
In Your Findings Chapters:
Present themes/patterns that emerged from your data
Show relationships between themes
Note where findings align with or diverge from existing theory
Build toward a refined understanding
In Your Discussion Chapter:
Present REFINED Conceptual Framework showing evolved understanding
Create CONCEPTUAL MODEL (visual diagram) showing relationships discovered
Explain how your framework extends, challenges, or refines existing theory
Demonstrate original contribution to knowledge


Case Study Examples
Example 1: Phenomenological Business Research
Topic: Expert perspectives on implementing supply chain due diligence legislation
Chapter 2 - Literature Review:
Reviews existing literature on supply chain regulation, corporate accountability, due diligence practices
Identifies theories: Legitimacy Theory, Institutional Theory, Stakeholder Theory
Presents these as "fore-understandings" (Gadamer, 1975) not as hypotheses to test
Identifies gap: Limited understanding of how experts EXPERIENCE implementation challenges
End of Chapter 2 - Preliminary Conceptual Framework:
Synthesises: Regulatory gap (problem) + Missing expert perspectives (gap) + Theoretical lenses + Phenomenological methodology justification
Includes diagram showing: Legislation → Organisational Response (legitimacy/institutional pressures) → Implementation Challenges (unexplored) → Expert Recommendations (unexplored)
Chapter 7 - Discussion - Refined Conceptual Framework:
Presents model showing: Types of barriers discovered (structural, operational, cultural)
Shows relationships: Resource constraints ↔ Legitimacy concerns ↔ Stakeholder pressures
Identifies new dimension not in original framework: "Compliance fatigue"
Demonstrates how findings extend Institutional Theory in this context


Example 2: Grounded Theory Business Research
Topic: How small businesses respond to digital transformation pressures
Chapter 2 - Literature Review (Minimal):
Brief review establishing what digital transformation means
Identifies sensitising concepts: resistance to change, resource constraints, competitive pressure
Does NOT present extensive theoretical framework (characteristic of GT)
Identifies gap: No theory explaining small business digital transformation process
End of Chapter 2 - Preliminary Conceptual Framework:
Synthesises: Problem (small businesses struggling with digitalisation) + Gap (no process theory) + Grounded theory methodology justification
Explicitly states theory will EMERGE from data
Chapter 7 - Discussion - Conceptual Model (NEW THEORY):
Presents "Staged Digital Adaptation Model" that emerged from data
Shows stages: Denial → Experimenting → Selective Adoption → Integration
Identifies moderating factors: Owner age, Industry sector, Resource availability
Extended literature review NOW conducted, showing how model relates to existing theories


Constructing YOUR Conceptual Framework: Practical Guidance
A conceptual framework is constructed BY YOU
You construct a preliminary conceptual framework prior to a study.
Your conceptual framework may evolve during a study:
New information and ideas emerge that strengthen previous framework
Unexpected findings may challenge initial assumptions
Alternative explanations may require integration
Contextual factors may necessitate adaptation
The conceptual framework is not simply adopted from elsewhere but is actively constructed by the researcher to fit the specific research context. It represents your unique understanding of:
How existing theories apply to your specific research problem
Which methodological approaches are most appropriate to address your questions
What significance your study holds within the broader landscape of knowledge
How various components of your research design work together coherently
A robust conceptual framework serves multiple functions:
Guides research decisions throughout the process
Provides justification for methodological choices
Offers a lens through which to interpret findings
Helps communicate the research logic to others
Positions your work within existing knowledge structures
Establishes boundaries and scope for the investigation


Key Components Your Conceptual Framework Must Address
1. Why the Topic Matters (Problem Statement)
Real-world issue or challenge
Significance in broader context
Who is affected and how
Links to policy, practice, or theory
2. Gap in Knowledge
What is currently known (state of field)
What remains unknown or inadequately understood
Limitations in existing research
How filling this gap advances knowledge
3. Theoretical Positioning
Which theories inform your understanding
How these theories relate to your research questions
Relationship between theories (if multiple)
Role of theory in your paradigm (fore-understanding vs. hypothesis)
4. Methodological Justification
Why your chosen methodology is appropriate
Paradigmatic alignment (ontology, epistemology)
How methods address your research questions
Quality criteria and ethical considerations
5. Visual Representation (Often Included)
Diagram showing relationships between key concepts
Illustrates how components connect logically
Makes complex relationships visible
Helps readers grasp your research logic quickly


SESSION 5: Common Pitfalls and Q&A (30 minutes)
Common Pitfalls in Framework Development
Theory-Related Pitfalls
Selecting theories that are misaligned with research questions
Using outdated or discredited theoretical perspectives without acknowledging critiques
Failing to acknowledge theoretical limitations or critiques
Superficial application of theory without deep understanding ("name-dropping")
Forcing data into theoretical categories rather than allowing emergence
Theoretical Framework Pitfalls
Attempting to incorporate too many theoretical perspectives (theoretical tourism)
Failing to connect theoretical concepts to specific study elements
Creating disconnection between theoretical framework and methods
Not explaining HOW theoretical framework influenced research design
Treating all theories as equally important regardless of relevance
Conceptual Framework Pitfalls
Constructing frameworks that are too broad or too narrow
Failing to establish clear links between concepts
Not addressing methodological alignment with research questions
Ignoring contextual factors that affect the research problem
Neglecting to revise the framework as the study evolves
Adopting someone else's framework without adaptation
Creating framework as afterthought rather than integral part of research design


Paradigm-Specific Pitfalls
Positivist/Post-Positivist Research:
Using literature review merely to justify rather than to build testable hypotheses
Failing to operationalise theoretical concepts into measurable variables
Not clearly stating hypotheses derived from theoretical framework
Interpretivist/Phenomenological Research:
Presenting theories as "hypotheses to test" rather than "fore-understandings"
Using language that suggests theory determines findings
Failing to maintain "phenomenological openness" to unexpected meanings
Not explaining hermeneutic circle between description and interpretation
Grounded Theory Research:
Conducting extensive literature review BEFORE data collection (violates GT principles)
Imposing predetermined theoretical framework on emerging theory
Not returning to literature AFTER theory emerges to position findings
Critical Research:
Not making political and theoretical stance explicit from the outset
Failing to acknowledge how researcher's values shape inquiry
Using critical theory superficially without engaging with power dynamics


Quality Checklist: Evaluating Your Frameworks
Theory
Is the theory clearly explained and properly cited?
Is the theory current and still considered rigorous in your field?
Are critiques and limitations of the theory acknowledged?
Theoretical Framework
Does each theory clearly relate to specific research questions?
If multiple theories, is their relationship explained?
Is there logical coherence between theories and methodology?
Is the role of theory appropriate for your paradigm?
Conceptual Framework
Is there a compelling problem statement?
Is the gap in knowledge clearly articulated?
Is the "hook" (significance) persuasive?
Is methodological choice well-justified?
Are all components logically connected?
Does it guide research decisions throughout the study?
Will it likely evolve as the study progresses?


Practical Applications: Questions to Consider
When developing your own research, consider:
Which theories could make up your theoretical framework?
   Why these theories specifically?
   How do they relate to each other?
   What is their role in your paradigm?
Why is your research design and method appropriate?
   Does it align with your ontological and epistemological stance?
   Does it suit your research questions?
   Is it feasible and ethical?
How will you construct your conceptual framework?
   What is the problem?
   What is the gap?
   What is the hook?
   How do all components connect?
How might your framework evolve?
   What would challenge your initial framework?
   How will you document evolution?
   When will you present refined framework?


KEY TAKEAWAYS FROM THIS WORKSHOP
1. Terminology Matters: Theory ≠ Theoretical Framework ≠ Conceptual Framework. Use terms consistently.
2. Paradigm Shapes Everything: The purpose of your literature review and the role of theory differ across paradigms.
3. Timing is Critical: Preliminary conceptual framework at END of Chapter 2. Refined framework and conceptual model in Discussion chapter.
4. YOU Construct the Framework: Don't just adopt someone else's framework. Build one that fits YOUR specific research context.
5. Frameworks Evolve: Expect and document how your understanding changes through the research process.
6. Integration is Key: Problem + Gap + Theory + Methodology must connect logically in your conceptual framework.
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APPENDIX: Workshop Activities and Handouts
Activity 1: Paradigm Matching Exercise (30 mins)
Work in small groups of 3-4 students. For each research question below, discuss:
Which paradigm is most appropriate?
What would the purpose of the literature review be?
When would theory be developed/presented?
What would the conceptual framework look like?
Present findings to the larger group for discussion.
Activity 2: Framework Construction Workshop (45 mins)
Using your own research (or a provided case study):
Identify the problem (why does it matter?)
Articulate the gap (what remains unknown?)
Create the hook (why should anyone care?)
Select 2-3 relevant theories
Sketch a preliminary conceptual framework
Share with a partner for peer feedback.
Activity 3: Pitfall Identification (20 mins)
Review the provided literature review excerpt [provide sample]. Identify:
Which pitfalls are present?
How could it be improved?
Is the paradigm clear?
Where would the conceptual framework fit?

Thank you for your engagement in this workshop. Remember: frameworks are tools for thinking, not rigid structures. Use them to guide, not constrain, your scholarly inquiry.
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