Mahler, SWK 317; Spring 2008, Assignment 3
Outline for Group Design Study—In a previous semester, social work students-similar to you- were exposed to an educational intervention to increase their understanding of mediation. 
They were instructed to describe the study, the participants, the educational intervention that comprised the experimental stimulus, the measurements that were used, the findings, and strengths and weaknesses of the research design. The instructions and rubric, below (See A through F) will be used to evaluate your completed Group Design papers. I will multiply the number of points you earned out of 25 by 4. In this way you can find out what you would earn out of 100%. 

You and/or your group are expected to critically read the student paper that was turned in. Treat the paper as a DRAFT which may contain some solid elements, may be missing or misunderstanding elements, and thus needs to be revised. 

Keep the elements that are solid; strengthen the elements that are accurate but need improvements, totally change errors replacing with more solid, valid and timely information (such as new data from the current experiment). Make sure to use the headings that have been provided. The paper must be written in sentences, although tables or charts can be inserted. Some of the data from our STATISTICS assignment will be important to include in sections B & E.
================================================================
A)  A description of the general problem or target goal   (4 points)
A nominal and operational definition of the problem (In general terms, the dependent variable being measured is the extent of knowledge of mediation and conflict mediation style. The operational definition of the problem refers to scores on the Conflict Knowledge Test) Describe why lack of knowledge about conflict and mediation is a problem for prospective social workers. Explain what the goal of the intervention is as specifically as possible, and why this goal is important. 
Present a well-written research hypothesis phrased as a one-tailed hypothesis.








Yes  (1)    Partly (.5)    No (0)

A nominal and operational definition of the problem 

Explanation as to why this lack of knowledge is a problem

Explanation as to the goal of the intervention 

Presented a well-written 1-tail research hypothesis 
B) A description of the sampling plan that was used and basic demographic characteristics of the participants in the two experimental conditions. (4 points)
Describe the sample of subjects who comprise the experiment. Your description should be a summary of the number of subjects, their ages, and other relevant demographic descriptors (Use your analysis of demodata-07). Describe the method of arriving at this sample. In other words, how did the subjects become participants in this research? Explain any incentives that were used to encourage participation. How many groups will be exposed to the experimental stimulus(i); was a control or comparison group used? Was randomization or some form of matching used in this design?

 Name and diagram the type of experiment or quasi-experiment that was used in class.









Yes  (1)    Partly (.5)    No (0)

Sampling method accurately named and described
Was randomization or matching used? Stated # of conditions (groups)

Named & diagramed the design accurately 
Statistics were accurate & complete when describing the composition of the sample(s)

C) Measurement indicators and procedure. (4 points)
Name the dependent variables and explain how and when they were measured. Provide any evidence or arguments to support the reliability and the validity of the measurement methods. For example, can you cite any research studies of other written evidence that the measurement devices were reliable and valid? If you cannot find written support for these measurement instruments, explain why you believe or doubt that they are reliable and valid. 








Yes  (1)    Partly (.5)    No (0)

Named the dependent variable(s) 
Explained how, how often & when the dependent variable(s) was measured

Gave evidence or argued against the reliability of measurement method
Gave evidence or argued against the validity of measurement method

D) Describe the independent variable-- what treatment(s) or training was provided and by whom? (4 points)
In this particular research, the independent variable has only one level:  (1) One class was exposed to information. What theoretical (logical) or empirical (from previous studies) evidence do you have which shows why this intervention should be effective? 
How long was the intervention provided? Be specific about the content and format to which each subject in the experimental condition was exposed. How did the researcher ensure that all subjects in the experimental condition received the exact same exposure to the educational stimulus? Describe the training and background possessed by the worker who is carrying out the intervention. 

Logical or empirical evidence for trying the intervention (possible .5)
Timing (length) of intervention  



(possible .5)
Content & format of intervention  


(possible 2)
Treatment fidelity/integrity
 


(possible .5)
Training or background of the worker 


(possible .5)

E)  Data collection, analysis and results. (4 points)

Take important results from the Statistics Assignment, e.g. t-test, correlations, and effect size.  After citing the statistics appropriately (include N, name of statistic, probability levels, if appropriate), you can write a few paragraphs describing the results that were obtained, and what you learned. 

F)  Discussion. (5 points)
Explain the strengths and weaknesses of the research design. More specifically, which threats to internal validity were controlled by the design and which were not? Given the sampling procedure, can these findings be generalized to a larger population than what was studied? Why or why not? What implications do the findings have for social work practice and/or social work education? 
Explained why each of the following threats to internal validity was controlled or not:

History, Maturation, Selection, Testing, Instrumentation, Diffusion, Regression to the mean, Practitioner interaction  





      (possible 3 points)

Understood and explained about generalization of the findings, discussing the threats to external validity 








(1.5 pt.)

Wrote coherently and logically about the implications for SW practice or education    (.5 pt.)
