Final, final, final… thoughts on the 2nd assignment, the presentation. 16 March 2021
The task section, from the module Handbook.
Assignment 2. 
Presentation of initial research proposal.
Using the details of the 3rd report above, present the key factors needed to seek approval from the University Research Committee, including its Research Ethics subcommittee.
The individual presentation/video should last 15 minutes.


The research question needs to link to your previous academic/professional knowledge and experience.  The research question should be narrow and tightly defined and meet the requirements of a ‘good’ research question as discussed within the classroom session.   The research question must be agreed by the module leader before you start work on the detail of the assignment.


The presentation must include:
· An academic and applied justification for the choice of topic
· A critical review of information about the practical/applied context of the question
· A critical review of academic contextual information
· An informed consideration and justification of a proposed methodological approach to primary research to investigate the question (including relevant research philosophies, research design framework)

In the interest of brevity, avoidance of duplication and creating space for discussion and answers to questions, you may refer back to details included in your 3rd report.

The audience will be most concerned to establish that there is a sufficiently robust academic debate to which you can engage, that practical solutions to research problems identified have been evaluated and that your capacity to deliver the project has been analysed.

You must submit a list (in Harvard format) of all information sources specifically referred to within the video.

General thoughts
Try not to worry. Caroline and Steve grade positively to reward any good work that you do. 
Silly mistakes, grammar problems, problems with vocabulary etc. are not a problem.
See the Blaxter et al (2006) textbook uploaded on this tile. They say that we are all the same at your stage in the process:
“All at sea but learning to swim”.
Your presentation can be based on all the work that you did in Assignment 1, including getting ideas and theoretical underpinning. 
Assignment 1, Section 3 is largely duplicated in the content for this presentation, however you do have opportunity to define things more, debate alternatives and look at other options. 
You can largely use the same bibliography as Assignment 1.
To save words and time you can refer back to things already written in Assignment 1.

Focus on debate. 
This is evidence of 
EVALUATION (selecting the best topic, the best sources to underpin, the best data collection method, the best way to analyse your data) 
and 
ANALYSIS. (managing the debate on defining concepts, the arguments between academics, between practitioners, commentators, government etc over what is important. Debating what are the key research questions/objectives of your research. Debating which are the best methods to achieve your objectives.)

There will be at least two sides to argue all of these ideas and stages…can you identify them, back them up with evidence and quote good sources (rather than just make it all up)?
Possible sections for your presentation:
You need to tell your story of ………. Other students might have very different stories.
1. How you got the idea for your research project
Why are you interested? What caused the interest? What debates did you have with yourself? What alternatives did you consider?

2. What the project is
The working title “An analysis/evaluation of…….”. Why this is the best idea that you have. What does the title mean? Definitions. Explain any difficult words or things that need interpretation. Are there any ambiguities? Think cultural differences, geographical differences, changes over time, different philosophical perspectives (capitalist, socialist, feminist, post-modernist……you do not need all of these but brief references to different ways of looking at the world might be interesting)
3. How it is underpinned from an academic point of view
What are the key theories? Who are the big names in this field? What is your specialist focus in this field going to be? What alternatives did you consider? Why is this the best topic?
4. How you plan to manage it?
Are there time scale issues? For example if studying an event (Tokyo Olympics), when does it happen? What will you do to prepare before, during and after it has happened?
How do you plan to collect data? Which methodology? What are the positives and negatives of this methodology? How do you plan to minimise the disadvantages?
How will you try to eliminate bias to ensure RELIABILTY and VALIDITY?
5. Are there any constraints or risks that you must manage?

a. Constraints might be legal issues, access to people or information, cultural resistance, permissions required, respondents’ suspicion of researchers, your own lack of skills or knowledge.

b. Risks will follow Caroline’s good guidance. The university needs to know that there is little risk:
· To you
· To respondents
· To the University’s reputation

In the former case a. you might want to draw up a Personal Development Plan (PDP) See Blaxter et al (2006) Box 1.1. We do not expect you to have all the skills and knowledge now. We are more impressed by students who know the reality of their strengths and weakness and has a plan to deal with them, than someone who thinks they know everything already.
In the latter case b. have you attempted a risk analysis?
See my not too serious risk analysis from a previous handout, below.
Ethical Risk Analysis
Risk assessment for interview groups younger and older singles on buying patterns.

Grading:
· Likelihood of occurrence. 1-5 (1-least likely...5 highly likely)
· Degree of harm if factor occurred.  1-5 (1-negligible harm…5 catastrophic harm)

	
	Evaluation
	a
	b.
	c.

	
	Risk factor.
	Likelihood of occurrence.
	Degree of harm if factor occurred.
	Total
a x b = c

	1. 
	Participant extreme emotional disagreement in discussion
	1
	1
	1

	2. 
	Participants naming individuals in the discussion
	2
	2
	4

	3. 
	Participants lack honesty about behaviour
	2
	1
	2

	4. 
	Participants confess to illegal behaviour
	1
	1
	1

	5. 
	Insulting attitude to researcher by participants
	1
	1
	1

	6. 
	University reputation issues should findings when published be seen to be unsupportive or unethical. 
	2
	3
	6

	7. 
	Release of confidential participant data from researcher’s files.
	1
	2
	2

	
	Total
	Possible score- c x no. factors.
	Actual score =
	17/175




There is no “magic number”. The risk scale still needs to be interpreted.

6. How confident are you that you will succeed?
Why?	

There may be little time for questions at the end. However you can anticipate what questions there might be and buoild them into your presentation.
For example:
“Many might question why I am looking at the FLC in China in the C21st, when it was invented more than 50 years ago in the USA, a totally different time and culture. My answers are………………”.
Best wishes

Steve
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