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Within workpackage 3 'Travelling through the rural lifecourse' we have been engaged in an ongoing discussion about how our different research designs within our workpage complement and add value to one another. Together we are addressing eight interlinked research questions. Although all of us are doing qualitative research there are differences in types of qualitative research methodologies being employed (Mobility biography, social  network analysis, and phenomenology). This raises some interesting questions and challenges as to the kinds and levels of methodological connectivity that can be achieved. Our workpackage will be meeting to discuss these issues at greater depth first to have a look at the kinds of analyses that come out separately when following our own 'within' qualitative design approach, and then considering possible areas of connectivity and integration such as even using one anothers data sets as sources for different kinds of analysis, and further considering the possible contributions that add value to answering the research questions from different points of view. So one of the levels of interdisciplinary connectivity we wish to consider is about methodological connectivity and the relative value of having a diversity of research methodologies to address the research questions. Within this spirit we have begun to generate some conceptual distinctions that may be relevant to this discussion. For example [names] have published a methodological paper in the past on the necessity for both breadth and depth in qualitative research, using the example of a narrative approach providing biographical breadth and a phenomenological approach providing 'lifeworld' depth. They illustrated how each of these approaches added value in getting a rounded picture of the research topic (in this case caring for a loved one with Alzheimer's). A different but similar issue is addressed in another paper by Les and Immy Holloway on coherence and flexibility in qualitative research. The paper provides an overview which compares both the differences and synergies in Goal, The Research Question, Data Gathering, Mode of Analysis, Mode of Presentation of Results, Nature of Knowledge Claim and Historical Background between three popular qualitative research methods. These conceptual dimensions may not only be relevant to mixed method issues within qualitative research but to mixed method issues between qualitative and quantitative research.

In addition there are opportunities in our workpackage to explore our interdisciplinary connectivity that comes through our particular perpectives on our research questions. So for example, we are considering mobility along a spectrum ranging from physical mobility through to virtual mobility and potential to imaginative 'mobility'. Each of our qualitative approaches addresses particular aspects of this spectrum and in addition we have the opportunity  to integrate further conceptual levels within our workpackege that concern mobility, changes in mobility, how mobility is linked to well-being and how well-being and mobility change over time and so on. 

So, in opening these considerations we are proposing that the issue of methodological connectivity is one area that can be debated and developed by other workpackages as well.
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I think [name] raises excellent points in her post. It's real (life) world research we are doing here, so it is quite appropriate to have differing methods for collecting information/knowledge/data on the same subject. This does raise challenges, not least in the epistemology- is it possible to have different views on how knowledge is known and how we view the world and then for the findings to appear side by side or is it better they appear separate? The challenge to me is how we re-present knowledge on mobility and movement when we are using static or quasi-mobile methodology frameworks and tools. Is it possible to capture the true essence of being physically mobile through static discussions on the subject? Or is temporal movement enough? How can we make the methodology fit the purpose better? Does phenomenology do this through movement into depth? Does mobility biography does this through movement through history?
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[Name], all sounds interesting but I am struggling a bit. I don't quite get what you mean by 'static or quasi-mobile methodology frameworks'. Can you give me an example of that – and of what a mobile methodology would look like/be. And by temporal movement do you mean that you/we are studying things over time? I guess I had not considered to be mobile to be pass from time point a to time point b, but always considered it spatially. Of course, if we video conference or even email or telephone we are conecting over space and that was the interesting idea (I think) that you were exploring in looking at mobility.

I thought – like all good students – I would go to Wikipedia to see what I could crib from there on mobility. This is what it says. A real hotch potch (as often the case). Do YOU all have a definition of mobility, bw [name]
[edit] In sociology

· Academic mobility, the possibility for students and teachers to move between different institutions 

· Apprentices mobility, students and teachers in VET moving to another institution 

· Economic mobility 

· Social mobility, the ability of individuals within a society to move between different social levels 

· Population mobility, migration within a population 

[edit] In entertainment

· Mobility (computer game) 

· Mobility (song), the debut single by Moby 

· Mobility (chess) 

[edit] In engineering

· Mobile computing, a generic term describing one's ability to use technology untethered, but often used to refer to access to information or applications from occasionally-connected, portable, networked computing devices. 

· Mobility as a term used in logistics, referring to trucking, shipping, aviation, transport, vehicle rental, etc. 

· Mobility device, a self-conveyance for people with disabilities 

· Mobility (fluid dynamics), a measure of the ease of a phase to flow through a porous medium while other phases are present (multiphase flow); equal to the ratio of effective permeability to dynamic viscosity 

[edit] In science

· Electron mobility or hole mobility 

· Electrical mobility 

· Electrophoretic mobility of charged species 

· Mobility shift in affinity electrophoresis 

· Motility in animals and other organisms 

[edit] Unclassified

· Mobility (military) – the ability of military units or weapon systems to move to an objective 

· Mobility CarSharing, a Swiss carsharing cooperative. 

· see also motility, the biological term for the ability to move spontaneously and actively 

· urban mobility 

[edit] See also

· Mobilization (and immobilization
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Mobility is simply defined here as movement – it is sometimes correlated and related to accessibility (getting to a place) but this is not always the case. In my previous post, I suppose I simply mean, what do we lose by capturing the essence of physical movement (movement through space and place) through relatively static methodologies like interviews, that at best temporally move participants (through time – like phenomenological interviews). Do we need to physically be moving with the participants? This doesn't always happen, though travel ethnography suggests it is important (e.g. Urry, 1007; Watts and Urry, 2008; Watts, 2008). What happens in other domains – is it important to capture the nature of computer use, using computers to collect the data – sounds sensible!?

Urry, J. (2007) Mobilities. Polity. ISBN 978-0-7456-3418-0 
Watts, L. and Urry, J. (2008). Moving Methods, Travelling Times. Environment and Planning D: Society and Space, 26 (5), 860-875. 
Watts, L. (2008) The Art and Craft of Train Travel, Journal of Social and Cultural Geography, 9(6), 711 — 726
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[Names] discuss the value of methodological connectivity (through joining up diverse methodologies to address our research questions) as one aspect of the interdisciplinary connectivity we’re trying to achieve in the GPL project.  I’ve taken the paragraph below from the project proposal to recap what we said about how we intended to do this:  
Developing an Interdisciplinary Methodological Framework The research programme will employ a mixed-methods framework across the WPs combining both quantitative and qualitative techniques and technologies to collect and analyse data. This set of research methods places particular emphasis on understanding the circumstances of and subjective perspectives on older people’s connectivity in rural civic society. Methods included for gathering these data range from face-to-face and online surveys to focus group interviews, in-depth qualitative and narrative interviews, ethnographic methods (participant observation, diaries, photography and videofilming) as well as unobtrusive measures including computer logs and the use of existing survey datasets for secondary analysis.  Our choice of framework is informed by Mertens’51 notion of ‘transformative mixed methodologies’ which offer the potential for re-examining and challenging dominant paradigms or discourses regarding communities through combining experiential perspectives and quantitative indicator data. As such it reflects the critical human ecology perspective applied to research into rural ageing34 which likewise emphasises multi-methods approaches for capturing the context and conditions of older people’s lives in these settings.
 
We specifically selected a mixed methods approach to be able to both quantify and qualify older people’s situations and experiences of participation in rural community life in various contexts.  [Names] discuss how the various qualitative approaches being used in WP3 approach and explore the spectrum of mobility experiences from a variety of different angles, each adding a unique dimension to our understanding of these mobilities. I am personally also interested in how we are combining arts-based research methods with social science and other methods in the GPL project.  Patricia Leavy’s (2009) book Method Meets Art: Arts-Based Research Practice, is an examination of how various arts forms are being used throughout the entire research process (not just as a means of disseminating findings). I found her description of how arts-based research approaches differ from quantitative and qualitative approaches very useful and thought-provoking (by the way the work of our GPL colleague Kip Jones is mentioned prominently throughout Leavy's book!):
 
Quantitative
Traditional Qualitative
Arts-Based
Numbers
Measurement
Tabulating
Value-neutral
Reliability
Validity
Prove/convince
Disciplinary
Words
Meaning
Writing
Value-laden
Process
Interpretation
Persuade
Interdisciplinary
Stories, images, sounds, scenes, sensory
Evocation
Re(presenting)
Political, consciousness-raising, emancipation
Authenticity
Truthfulness
Compel
Transdiciplinary
I gave a presentation at the 2009 British Society of Gerontology conference on how we are combining social science and arts-based methods (and theories) in the GPL project. If you’re interested, I’ve posted the presentation on the WP7 section of the website. So I believe that our work across the GPL project adds another dimension beyond the standard ‘qualitative/quantitative’ mixed-methods approach.
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Thank you [names]. It is really interesting to consider some of these ways of reflecting a range of epistemological and methodological perspectives.  I suppose the next question for me is about whether methodological connectivity requires a kind of 'coherence' in the way that it hangs together, or whether a 'patchwork' approach is enough. There is a continuum here that perhaps involves aesthetic and ethical criteria about caring for  multiple audiences and the question of 'what the knowledge is for.'   So, in considering methodological connectivity, I think that it may be helpful to have an explicit discussion about two things: our multiple potential audiences, and the kinds of knowledge that we are producing. In this regard, we post two recent papers  on the importance of a knowledge production that includes knowledge for the 'head', 'hand' and 'heart'. Our view is that each of these emphases have their own impact and practical implication.

Todres, L., 2008. Being With That: The Relevance of Embodied Understanding for Practice. Qualitative Health Research, 18 (11), pp. 1566-1573.

Galvin, K. T. and Todres, L., 2010. Research based empathic knowledge for nursing: A translational strategy for disseminating phenomenological research findings to provide evidence for caring practice. International Journal of Nursing Studies. Published On-line
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I’d like to return to [name’s] earlier posting on interdisciplinarity. My response isn’t directly on the methodological connectivity theme, but is related in that it is towards sharing understandings of our disciplines/ practices, as a stage in that process of connectivity. From my position as a contemporary art practitioner two points particularly got my attention – Patricia Leavy’s table offering a quantitative, qualitative and arts-based research comparison, and the mention of art forms being used throughout the entire research process. 
 
Regarding art-based research being used not just to disseminate findings (aka 'dancing the data'), I’d argue that it’s at the earliest stages of interdisciplinary research, rather than the latest, that some forms of art research can be most productive.  Strengths of art led research can include its tendency to question things in ways that can de-normalize thinking, and its tendency to value and attend to what might otherwise be overlooked -potentially more fruitful at starting points. 
  
Re Patricia Leavy’s table, although the ‘tabulated’ presentation gives a clear comparison, it seems to provide a set of terms for arts based research that reflect a particular area of arts practice – perhaps socially engaged, leaning towards activism and/or using documentary approaches.  From my perspective, ‘truthfulness’ and ‘authenticity’ jump out as concepts that don’t sit too comfortably in the art column.  They are approached cautiously and critically in much art practice – questioning the notion of unmediated experience, or the idea that a ‘message’ can be instilled in an artwork for others to extract.  Terms such as ‘engaging’, ‘provoking’, ‘relevance’, ‘resonance’ ‘richness’ and ‘affect’ or emotion are relevant and current alternatives.
I’d be interested to hear what people from the other ‘columns’ think about the terms used with respect to their practices. 
Artist Lucy Kimble’s project I Measure therefore I am which seeks to ‘disturb evaluation cultures’  http://www.lucykimbell.com/Luc……&nbsp; makes certain kinds of connections across disciplines.  
 

Going on to the 'patchwork' approach to methodological connectivity [name] mentioned, (as at the opposite end to a coherent approach) in a sense, perhaps adding a methodology if and where/when it has a role within the broader pattern / design of the research sounds reasonable, if piecemeal. Then the question seems around how they interact with each other, what are the processes, languages, routes etc for connectivity between these approaches / patches?

 

To develop ideas in an open environment is to risk seeing them in a naked and unformed manner, it may reveal their greatest potential but also expose their deepest flaws. This gesture requires unequivocal trust in your partners.   Nikos Papastergiadis The Ethics of Collaboration.
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