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Seminar in Research Design 
ANTH 711, Spring 2015 

 
Instructor: Jonathan Padwe Class meets: W 1:30 – 4:00, Saunders 345 
padwe@hawaii.edu Office hours: F 1:00-3:00 PM, Saunders 317  
 Course email address*: ANTH711@laulima.hawaii.edu 
 (*for sending emails to the whole class) 
 

 
 

The Battle about Money. After 1570. Pieter van der Heyden after Pieter Bruegel the  
Elder (Netherlandish, ca. 1525–1569), Metropolitan Museum of Art. 

 
 

This seminar focuses on the design of research in the social sciences.  The components of the 
research proposal serve as the core components of the course.  Course sessions will address (1) 
how to conceptualize research problems; (2) how to ask productive research questions; (3) how to 
identify the kinds of information necessary to answer those questions; (4) how to identify “the 
literature” relevant to the problem and position a project in a way that allows for making a useful 
intervention into that conversation;  (5) the kinds of methods that will produce that information; 
and (6) how to analyze social data of various kinds in order to answer research questions.  The 
course will also teach students to write convincingly about all of these aspects of research design.  
In the course we will also discuss the nitty gritty of how to write a winning research proposal, and 
will address, for instance, evaluation criteria and how proposals are reviewed, how to make your 
proposal stand out, and how to find research funds in an increasingly difficult funding climate.  The 
final product for the course will be a completed research proposal in which all these elements are 
integrated in a sound logical framework.  The course will be relevant to students preparing to 
undertake scholarly or “applied” research, including graduate students in the social sciences and 

http://www.meatradio.com/
mailto:ANTH711@laulima.hawaii.edu
http://www.metmuseum.org/toah/works-of-art/26.72.40
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some students in the natural sciences who are in the process of planning research projects or who 
are preparing to write research proposals.  
 
 
Course books and readings 
 
Readings will be posted on Laulima.  There are no required texts for the course, but a good text to 
pick up is: 
 
Creswell, John, W. 2008. Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed Methods 
Approaches. Third Edition. Thousand Oaks  Calif.: Sage. 
 
Assignments and evaluation 
 
1. Participation (20%) 
Participation in class discussion is a critical component of the course.  Please be present, be 
involved, and engage.  Doing the reading, and discussing the reading, is a key piece of the 
participation puzzle.  For each day in class when there are readings assigned, please come to class 
with notes and an outline of a critical response to the day’s readings.  Each day, I will randomly call 
on two or three of you to present your response orally.  Because I realize that sometimes things are 
just two crazy, two times during the semester you may write to me the night before and request an 
exemption.  Absences count towards your two exemptions.   
 
In your response, you should provide a very brief (one or two sentence) summary of each author’s 
article or chapter, in which you lay out the author’s project or argument.  The bulk of your response 
should be an analysis of the articles, in which you identify key points that help to connect the 
articles to each other or with other readings we’ve done in class.  This is a place to unleash your 
powers of analysis: be daring.  Of course, this is a course on research design and methods, so much 
of what we are reading is of the “how to” variety, and I understand that.  As it turns out, though, 
writing about research design is often more interesting than you think. Give some thought to how 
the pieces you are analyzing have caused you to see the process of research in a new light.  In your 
response, please be sure to identify questions or key concerns that will help get our in-class 
discussion rolling.  Please do not read a pre-written response.  Rather, you should prepare your 
comments in the form of an outline or notes, and present your thoughts in your own words, on the 
fly.  Please be sure to limit your comments to somewhere around 7 or 8 minutes total. 
 
2. Reviewing (35%) 
You will learn a lot about writing proposals, and about what makes them successful, by reviewing 
proposals.  One of the most important things you will learn is that people who review proposals 
often have to do it very quickly, so proposals must be written with the review process in mind.  So, 
in this course we will have two proposal workshops.  You will be assigned to read the work of 
several of your fellow classmates, and will be asked to score the proposals on the basis of several 
categories, and to provide comments.  You will then meet in groups and provide feedback to the 
authors.  I will be evaluating you on your role as a reviewer, on your scores, comments, and the 
feedback you provide. 
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Just like in a real fellowship or grant competition, we will collectively have a limited number of 
awards to distribute, and this will mean making tough choices.  In order to insure that we are, in 
fact, being both tough and fair in our award process, the awarding of points will be blinded (you will 
not know who has given you what score). As a reviewer, you will be limited in the total number of 
points that you are able to distribute for each category, across all of the proposals you review.  This 
means you will need to make tough choices, and will need to carefully assess the merit of each 
proposal.   
 
3. Research Proposal (45%) 
Your main product for this course is a research proposal.  Several assignments due throughout the 
semester are part of the process of writing the proposal (i.e., turning in your research question, 
your bibliography, etc.).  One of the ways I will be evaluating your proposal is through the peer 
review process.  Your classmates’ reviews or your work will actually count towards your grade on 
the research proposal!   So please do a good job, and have faith in the peer review process.   Your 
fate is not entirely in your fellow students’ hands, however.  I will take into consideration your 
efforts to address criticisms of your proposal in your revisions, and will also make note of your 
improvement and your efforts to do work that is the best you can do when assigning you a grade. 
 
Course Schedule 
 

 
Session 1. Course Introduction + Personal Introductions 
14 January, 2015  
 
Review of the course syllabus 
Personal introductions and getting to know you 
 

Session 2. Research: Paradigms and Perspectives 
21 January, 2015  
 
Qual/Quant Divide 
Positivism 
Phenomenology 
Ethnography: A practice of writing. A practice of research. 
Design, execution, analysis and writing:  
  Environmental and social change in highland Cambodia 

Faltkalender, c. 1400 (Staatsbibliothek zu Berlin – Preußischer Kulturbesitz 
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Bernard, Harvey Russell. 2006. “Anthropology and the Social Sciences”, Chapter 1, pp. 1-27, in  
Research Methods in Anthropology: Qualitative and Quantitative Approaches. Lanham, Maryland: 
Rowman Altamira. 
 
Small, Mario Luis. 2005. “Lost In Translation: How Not to Make Qualitative Research More 
Scientific.” In Report from a Workshop on Interdisciplinary Standards for Systematic Qualitative 
Research, edited by Michèle Lamont and Patricia White. 
 
Babbie, Earl. 2013. “Paradigms, Theory and Research”, Chapter 2, pp. 31-63 in The Basics of Social 
Research. Belmont, California: Wadsworth / Cengage Learning, 2013. 
 
 
Session 3. The Research Proposal 
28 January, 2015 
 
Funding research: the system.   

How grants and fellowships work. 

What is a proposal? 

The relationship between the 
research proposal and research (i.e., 
research proposal is not about 
getting funding, it is about 
identifying and answering a 
question) 

The components of a proposal  

Reading research papers 
backwards: what did the proposal 
look like? 

 
Przeworski, Adam, and Frank Salomon. 1995. The Art of Writing Proposals. New York: Social Science 
Research Council. 
 
Guthman, Julie.  NSF Proposal: A "New" Environmentalism or Agribusiness as Usual: A Case Study of 
California's Organic Produce Sector. 
 
Guthman, Julie. 2004. “Agrarian Dreams”, Chapter 1, pp. 1-23 in Agrarian Dreams: The Paradox of 
Organic Farming in California. University of California Press. 
 
Creswell, John, W. 2008. “The Selection of a Research Design”, Chapter 1, pp. 1-21 in Research 
Design: Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed Methods Approaches. Third Edition. Thousand 
Oaks  Calif.: Sage.  

Field Journal of William Duncan Strong. Honduras, 1933. 
Smithsonian Institution National Anthropological Archives. 
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Session 4. The Research Problem and the Research Question 
4 February, 2015 
 
Two dimensions of a research problem 
 a. Practices, relationships, histories at the study site 
 b. The problem within the literature 
Asking “compelling” research questions 
 
Assignment. Due in class.  A statement of your research problem and research questions. 
Creswell, John, W. 2008. “The Introduction” and “Research Questions and Hypotheses”, Chapters 5 
and 7, pp. 97-110 and 129-143 in Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed Methods 
Approaches. Third Edition. Thousand Oaks  Calif.: Sage. 
 
Booth, Wayne C., Gregory G. Colomb, and Joseph M. Williams. “Prologue: Planning your topic”, 
“From topics to questions”, and “From questions to problems”, Chapters 3 and 4, pp. 37-74 in The 
Craft of Research. 2nd Edition. University of Chicago Press, 2003. 
 
 

Session 5. Don’t Write a “Literature Review”: Entering the Conversation 
11 February, 2015 
 
Thinking of “the literature” as “a conversation” 

Bringing literatures into conversation with each other 

Bounding and narrating the conversation 

Intervening in the conversation 

 
Assignment. Due Monday, February 9, at 8 PM. A bibliography for your proposal. 
 
Creswell, John, W. 2008. “Review of the Literature”, Chapter 2, pp. 23-48 in Research Design: 
Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed Methods Approaches. Third Edition. Thousand Oaks  Calif.: 
Sage. 
 
Lahiri, Smita, Lilith Mahmud, and James Herron. 2010. A Student’s Guide to Reading and Writing in 
Social Anthropology. Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard University Department of Anthropology. 
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Session 6. Answer the Question: 
Objectives, Methods, and the 
Research Plan 
18 February, 2015 
 
Using objectives to connect the 
research question to the methods 

Objectives: What information is 
necessary to answer the question? 

Methods: How can you collect 
information to allow you to meet 
your objectives? 

The Research Plan: What are you 
going to do in the field? 

Do I put Babbie in my bib? 
 
 
 

Assignment. Due Monday, February 16 at 10 PM, by email. A statement of your objectives, methods 
and research plan. 
 
  
Session 7. Proposal Workshop #1 
25 February, 2015 
 
Assignment.  Due Saturday, February 21, at 10 AM.  Send me your draft proposal, as a PDF.  I will 
circulate it to your workshop members and several other anonymous reviewers, in advance of 
Proposal Workshop #1. 
  
You will meet with your workshop members in class and work through comments, thoughts, advice, 
etc., proposal by proposal. 
 
Assignment.  You will be divided into three groups, of about five members each.  You will be 
required to read the proposals of all of the members of your group, plus four or five others – a total 
of about 10 proposals.  Please carefully read and analyze a hard copy of each proposal, provide 
feedback in the form of line-editing, marginal notes, etc.  You will be given a score sheet, requesting 
your assessment of the proposal on the basis of several categories.  For each category, you will be 
given a total number of points that you will be allowed to distribute, across the ten proposals you 
have read.  You will not be given enough points to give everyone an A or even a B+.  So please make 
sure you take care in your scoring process.  Your scores should not be included in the materials you 
provide to the proposal writer.  Rather, you should send your scores to me by email on Tuesday 
night, February 24, by 7 PM. 
 

Jean Charbonneau, founding member of the École littéraire de Montréal, interviewing 
Paul de Martigny, c. 1930.  Université d’Ottowa, Fonds Albert Laberge 
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Also type up a  page assessment of the proposal, identifying its strengths and weaknesses.  Bring a 
hard copy to class to provide to the proposal’s author, and send me a copy by email (due before 
class on Wednesday). 
 

Session 8. Case Study: Reverse Proposal 
4 March, 2015  
 
Readings, phase 1: Mathews, Andrew S. 2011. “Chapter 1. Introduction” and “Chapter 6. The 
Mexican Forest Service: Knowledge, Ignorance and Power”, pp. 1-29 and pp. 147-177 in Instituting 
Nature: Authority, Expertise, and Power in Mexican Forests. Boston: MIT Press. 
 
Assignment. After reading the chapters by Mathews, write a 3 page (single spaced) hypothetical 
research proposal including all major components of the research proposal (due Sunday, March 1, 
at noon). 
 
Readings, phase 2: On Sunday, March 1, at noon, I will make available Andrew Mathews’ NSF 
Proposal, “Forestry Culture: Language, Institutions and Power in Mexican Forest Management”.  
Please be sure to read the proposal before coming to class on Wednesday. 
 
 
Session 9.  Fieldnotes, Coding and 
Grounded Theory 
11 March, 2015  
 
Writing about methods and analysis 
in grant proposals 

The basics of fieldnotes, coding, and 
write-up 

Grounded theory: Deriving 
theoretical insights from fieldnotes 

Digital tools for qualitative data 
analysis 

 
Corbin, Juliet M., and Anselm 
Strauss. 1990. “Grounded Theory 
Research: Procedures, Canons, and 
Evaluative Criteria.” Zeitschrift Für 
Soziologie 19 (6): 418–27. 
 
Emerson, Robert M., Rachel I. Fretz, and Linda L. Shaw. 1995. “Processing Fieldnotes: Coding and 
Memoing”, Chapter 6, pp 142-168 in Writing Ethnographic Fieldnotes. Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press. 
 

USDA. 1934. A Roosevelt County, New Mexico farmer and a County 
Agricultural Conservation Committee representative.  National Archives and 
Records Admin. 
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Session 10. Empirical evidence and analysis in social science research 
18 March, 2015  
PADWE ABSENT – Guest Lecture by Dr. Miriam Stark 
 
 
Session 11.  
25 March, 2015  
SPRING RECESS – No class 
 
 
Session 12. Research ethics 
1 April, 2015  
 
Confidentiality 
Prior informed consent and the IRB review processes 
The critique of IRBs in social science research 
Negotiating the realities of ethics in the field 
 
Assignment. Prepare a 2 page statement on the ethical issues raised by your study, and how you 
intend to address them (due by email to me on March 30 at 8 PM). 
 
Assignment. Complete UHM CITI IRB training online (2 modules: Human Subjects, and Health, 
Information, Privacy and Security).  See instructions at 
https://manoa.hawaii.edu/researchcompliance/sites/manoa.hawaii.edu.researchcompliance/files/r
esource/CITI%20instructions%20SocBeh_08.05.13.pdf 
 
Bosk, Charles L., and Raymond G. De Vries. 2004. “Bureaucracies of Mass Deception: Institutional 
Review Boards and the Ethics of Ethnographic Research.” The Annals of the American Academy of 
Political and Social Science 595 (1): 249–63. 

Rayy, Iran. Čašma-ye ʿAli, south view, excavation by Erich Schmidt, 1934. 

https://manoa.hawaii.edu/researchcompliance/sites/manoa.hawaii.edu.researchcompliance/files/resource/CITI%20instructions%20SocBeh_08.05.13.pdf
https://manoa.hawaii.edu/researchcompliance/sites/manoa.hawaii.edu.researchcompliance/files/resource/CITI%20instructions%20SocBeh_08.05.13.pdf
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Session 13. Discussion with Dr. Jan Brunson about her research 
8 April, 2015  
 
Discussion with Jan Brunson about her research. 
 

Session 14. Show me the money! – Grantsmanship 
15 April, 2015  
 
Identifying fellowships, grants and funding sources 
Thinking strategically about approach 
 
Assignment.  A list of proposed funding sources for your research, along with a short (2-3 sentence) 
statement of your strategy for approaching this institution positioning your research vis-à-vis the 
institution’s culture, composition, etc. (submit by email to me, due Monday at 8 PM) 
 
Moffat, Anne Simon. 1994. “Grantsmanship: What Makes Proposals Work?” Science 265 (5180): 
1921–22. 
 
Hazelrigg, George. Twelve Steps to a Winning Research Proposal (NSF). National Science 
Foundation. 
 
 
Session 15.  The Pragmatics of Fieldwork and the Research Process 
22 April, 2015  
 
Obtaining research permissions 
Gaining access 
Negotiating difficult personal or political situations 
Changing field sites 
Changing directions in the field 
When do I have enough data? 
From field to desk 
Positioning your research 
The tradecraft of academic production 
 
Assignment. Final proposal.  Bring a sufficient number of printed copies to provide one per course 
member.  Proposal narratives should be no more than 20 double spaced pages (12 point type, 1 
inch margins). Due in class. 
 
Whyte, William Foote. 1960. “Appendix: The Evolution of Street Corner Society”, pp. 279-358 in 
Street Corner Society. Chicago: University Of Chicago Press. 
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Session 16.  Proposal Workshop 2a 

29 April, 2015  
 
Come to class with written evaluations of the proposals written by students whose family names 
begin with the letters M through Z.  You will return the student’s hard copy to him/her, with 
marginal notes, line edits, etc.   Please send your scoresheet to me, by email, on Monday, 27 April, 
at 8 PM. Please send me a copy of your typed evaluation by email, and bring two copies to class, 
one for you and one for the author.   
 
 
Session 17. Proposal Workshop 2b 
6 May, 2015 
Same as Workshop 2b.  Scoresheets are due by email to me on Monday, 4 May, 2015, at 8 PM. 
Please send me a copy of your evaluation and bring two copies to class. 
 
 
Final Revised Proposal, due by email to me on Tuesday, 12 May, 2015 at Noon. 

Early 1930s.  A meeting of 
the "University in Exile", of 
the Graduate Faculty of 
Political and Social Science, 
New School for Social 
Research in New York City. 
Photo from the State 
University of New York at 
Albany German and Jewish 
Intellectual Émigré 
Collection. 


