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York University 
Health Policy and Management and 

Graduate Program in Critical Disability Studies 

GS/CDIS 5110 3.0 Methodology 
Course Title: Methodology  
Course Code: CDIS 5090 3.0  
Term: Winter 2018 
Class time: Mondays 2:30-5:30 p.m. 
Location: VH 1156 
Instructor: Madeline Burghardt 
Office: HNES 005  
Office Hours: Mondays, 1 - 2:30 p.m., or by appointment.  
E-mail:  madelinb@yorku.ca 

 

Course Description:  
This course introduces students to core methodological models and practices that are applicable 
to research in critical disability studies. Using a seminar format, we will engage with readings 
from disciplines across the humanities and social sciences to explore research paradigms, 
frameworks, methods, and design. Students will be exposed to critical analyses of disability 
research, as well as the skills and practices needed to successfully plan and execute a social 
science research project. In this class, we will critically examine the politics and practice of 
disability research; will explore the connections between epistemology, methodology, and 
knowledge production, and will examine ethical considerations relevant to research in critical 
disability studies.  

Learning Objectives:  
1. To understand and distinguish the key features of different research paradigms (e.g. 

positivist, post-positivist, constructivist, critical, participatory, emancipatory, etc). 
 

2. To understand and distinguish the key features of quantitative (e.g. surveys, 
experimental, statistical), qualitative (e.g. interviewing, ethnography, grounded theory, 
reliability, validity), and mixed methods research designs.  

 

3. To be familiar with the steps required for the completion of a research project (i.e. 
articulating a clear and feasible research question or purpose statement; conducting a 
literature review; collecting data; understanding analytical techniques used in quantitative 
and qualitative research projects; writing up research).  

4. To apply learned concepts towards the proposal of a research design appropriate to an 
identified research problem.  
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5. To develop a critical understanding of the principles and obligations of ethical research in 
the field of critical disability studies.  

Course Components:  
Component:  
 

Due date:  
 

Evaluation: 
 

Return date:  
 

Seminar participation 
(includes presentation of 
one reading, with a partner) 
 

Ongoing 
 

20%  
 

Ongoing; meet with 
instructor mid-term; 
students will receive 
feedback on 
presentations via e-mail 
the week following.  
 

Critical reflection on the 
politics of disability 
research 

January 29th, 
2018 

20% On or before Feb.12th, 
2018 

Scoping review February 26th, 
2018 
 

25% March 12th, 2018 

Final paper: Research 
proposal with methodology 
   

April 2nd, 2018 35% Two weeks after term 
ends 

 

Course Policies:  
 

Accommodations:  
I am happy to work out alternate formats for participation as needed. It is also important that 
students complete their course work in a timely manner whenever possible. If modifications or 
accommodations would assist you in reaching these goals, please contact me within the first two 
weeks of the course, or throughout the course, so that accommodations can be discussed.  

Please refer to the School of Graduate Studies policy on academic accommodations:  

http://gradstudies.yorku.ca/current-students/regulations/general-information/#accommodation.  

 

Academic Honesty:  
Academic dishonesty, including plagiarism, submitting the same paper twice, or failure to cite 
sources, is taken seriously and is handled according to York University Policy: 

http://secretariat-policies.info.yorku.ca/policies/academic-honesty-senate-policy-on/.  

It is the responsibility of each student to ensure that your work is honest and is not plagiarized. 

http://gradstudies.yorku.ca/current-students/regulations/general-information/#accommodation
http://secretariat-policies.info.yorku.ca/policies/academic-honesty-senate-policy-on/
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For further assistance in completing your work with academic integrity, please refer to the Spark 
Academic Integrity Module:  

 https://spark.library.yorku.ca/academic-integrity-what-is-academic-integrity/.  

Students are encouraged to keep drafts of their work until their graded assignments have been 
returned.  

 

Grading:  
Grading will follow the York University grading scheme.  

For graduate students:  

Grade Description pertaining to the program 

A+ Exceptional 90–100% Excellence in writing, research, reading and originality. 

A Excellent 85–89% Work that shows a superior command of the subject, clearly written, 
creatively researched. 

A- High 80–84% Work that shows a superior command of the material but limited in 
breath or depth of research and/or presentation. 

B+ Highly 
Satisfactory 

75–79% Research and writing skills may be flawed in some visible and 
correctable way.  Critical perspective is present and is consistently 
applied. 

B Satisfactory 70–74% Work that meets minimum expectations of a graduate student in 
research, writing, and reading skills.  Critical perspective is present but 
is not consistently applied. 

C Conditional 60–69% Unsatisfactory work: flawed in methodology or critical assumption, 
incoherently organized, poorly written, or superficially researched.  
Critical perspective is beginning to develop. 

F Failure 0–59% Work that is far below what is required.  Does not address the 
assignment adequately.  Absence of critical perspective. Work that 
breaches academic honesty will get a minimal penalty of zero. 

I Incomplete N/A  

 

Further explanations of policies, guidelines, and expectations for the Critical Disability Studies 
program can be found by clicking this link.  

https://spark.library.yorku.ca/academic-integrity-what-is-academic-integrity/
http://cds.gradstudies.yorku.ca/current-students/guidelines/
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Learning Environment:  
At the beginning of the term, we will discuss strategies to support everyone’s participation and 
learning throughout the term. We will work to establish an inclusive and respectful learning 
environment in which class members can share and receive feedback on their work.  

 

Description of course components: 
Seminar Participation (ongoing):  
The 20% participation mark will be based on work within each week’s seminar. Full attendance 
is required. Seminar work will include: 

- Attending class with thoughtful questions and comments about the week’s readings.  
- With a partner, presenting a brief, critical summary of one of the required readings, 

designated at the beginning of the course. This will include two prepared questions for 
the class based on the reading. 

- Providing a brief presentation of your research proposal in the final weeks of class 
(details below).  

- Providing constructive and respectful feedback to colleagues’ research presentations. 
- Attending a brief one-on-one meeting with the course instructor mid-way through the 

course to discuss progress, work concerns, etc.  
- The participation grade is evaluated on an ongoing basis and is worth 20% of your final 

grade.  
- The approximate breakdown of the participation grade is as follows: 1 mark per class = 

12 marks; 5 marks for brief presentation of one article and leading the discussion (with 
partner); 3 marks for meeting with instructor to discuss work and provide mutual 
feedback= 20 marks total. 

- Those who are uncomfortable with, or are disadvantaged by presenting your ideas in a 
group may submit written reflections of course content or guest presentations, arranged in 
advance with the course instructor.  

 

Critical reflection on the politics of disability research 
due January 29th, 2018  

This assignment is a scholarly reflection on current issues and debates concerning the ethics and 
politics of research in critical disability studies. For this assignment: 

- Identify between three and five scholarly sources that are relevant to the ethical and 
political concerns of disability research (students may use up to two sources listed in the 
course syllabus).  

- Using material from the sources, as well as reflections from your own experiences in 
research, write a 4-6-page reflection on the ethical and / or political concerns affecting 
disability research. This can include, but is not limited to, such topics as consent; 
confidentiality; research funding; participation; research with people who communicate 
non-verbally; power and authority in research situations; emancipatory research; the 
ethics and politics of research paradigms, etc.  
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- Your reflection will be double-spaced, Times New Roman 12 font. Please paginate your 
assignment.  

- Email your reflection to the course instructor on or before midnight on Monday, January 
29th, 2018. It is worth 20% of your final grade.  

- If you have questions about the assignment, please speak with the course instructor well 
ahead of the assignment deadline.  

Scoping Review:  
Due February 26th, 2018 
In this assignment, students will complete a scoping review of a research topic of interest. Using 
the Arksey & O’Malley approach (to be discussed in Week 4): 

- Determine a research question in an area of interest 
- Conduct a scoping review of the literature in order to determine the “extent, range, and 

nature” (Arksey & O’Malley, 2005, p. 21) of research in your area of interest. Identify at 
least ten (10) articles, reports, or book chapters that deal with your topic of interest.  

- In your written report: 
- Present your research question. Provide some context regarding how you arrived at this 

question.  
- Clearly describe your scoping search strategy. For example, for electronic databases, 

indicate the databases and search terms used; for text-based searches, describe your 
literature search strategy.  

- Write a summary of your search strategy (i.e. how were articles or other written material 
identified? What were your criteria for inclusion?), as well as your elimination strategy 
(i.e. which articles were eliminated? What were your criteria for non-inclusion?) 

-  If possible, include a diagrammatic representation of the search and the articles, reports 
or book chapters that were included or rejected, etc.  

- Write a summary of your findings. What does your search reveal about the nature and 
extent of the research in your chosen area? What debates or areas of consensus emerge? 
What gaps in the literature have emerged through your search? If appropriate, include a 
chart which summarizes the details of the articles you included in your review 

Your scoping review will be 8-10 pages in length, including any charts or diagrams. Please 
include a reference list. Your review will be Times New Roman, 12-font, double-spaced. 
Please paginate your review. Please email to the instructor on or before midnight on February 
26th, 2018.  

Final paper- Research proposal with methodology 
Due April 2nd, 2018. 

The purpose of this assignment is for to students integrate the material studied in this course to 
prepare a research proposal. Using the material covered in this course and the literature relevant 
to your own area of interest, write a research proposal that includes the following:  

- A clear research question and the research paradigm most appropriate for investigating 
the question.  



6 
 

- The rationale for examining this question.  
- Literature review of the area of interest 
- A detailed methodology that includes your proposed sample strategy; your proposed data 

collection and analysis strategies; how your research would be recorded, summarized and 
disseminated; possible budgetary needs; and ethical considerations.  

- Where appropriate, include appendices needed for completion of the proposed project 
such as informed consent forms, questionnaires or interview questions, focus group 
strategies, participant support strategies, etc.  

- Complete reference list 

Your written proposal should be between 15 and 20 pages in length (excluding reference list and 
appendices), double-spaced, Times New Roman 12 font. Please paginate your work and submit it 
by email on or before midnight on Monday, April 2nd, 2018. Students are encouraged to discuss 
their areas of interest with the course instructor well ahead of the assignment due date.  

 

Texts:  
Bernard, H. R. (2013). Social research methods: Qualitative and quantitative approaches, 2nd 

edition. Los Angeles: Sage. Call # H 62 B439 2013. On reserve at Scott circulation.  

Creswell, J. (2014). Research design: qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods approaches, 
3rd edition. Los Angeles: Sage. Call # H 62 C6963 2014. On reserve at Scott circulation.  

Hesse-Biber, S. & Leavy, P. L. (2007). Feminist research practice: A primer. Thousand Oaks: 
Sage. Available online through the YorkU catalogue.  

Tuhiwai Smith, L. (2012). Decolonizing methodologies: Research and Indigenous peoples. New 
York: Zed Books. Available online through the YorkU catalogue.  

Supplemental Texts:  
Denzin, N. & Lincoln, Y. (2018 & 2011). Sage Handbook of qualitative research.  H 62 H2455 

2011 & H 62 H2455 2018. Thousand Oaks: Sage. On reserve at Scott circulation.  

Palys, T. (2003). Research decisions: Quantitative and qualitative perspectives. Scarborough: 
Thomas Nelson. Call # H 62 P28 2003 

 

Part I: Setting the Field 
Week 1: January 8th, 2018  
Introduction: The politics of disability research, terminology, definitions 

Bernard, H. R. (2013). Chapters 1 (About Social Science) and 2 (The Foundations of Social 
Research) (pp. 2-60) in Social research methods: Qualitative and quantitative 
approaches, 2nd edition. Los Angeles: Sage. 
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 Vernon, Aeysha (1997) Chapter 10, Reflexivity: The dilemmas of researching from the inside. (pp. 
158-176).  In Colin Barnes & Geoff Mercer (Eds.) Doing Disability Research. Leeds, UK: 
The Disability Press. Available at the following link: http://disability-
studies.leeds.ac.uk/publications/doing-disability-research/. 

 
Brooks, A. & Hesse-Biber, S. (2007). Chapter 1: An invitation to feminist research. (pp. 1-24). In 

Feminist Research Practice: A primer. Thousand Oaks: Sage. Available online through the 
YorkU online library catalogue.  

 

Part II: Research design 
Week 2: January 15th, 2018 
The research question & determining your paradigm  

Creswell, J. (2014) Chapter 1: The selection of a research approach (pp. 3-23). In Research 
Design: Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed Methods Approaches. Los Angeles: Sage.   

Creswell, J. (2014). Chapter 6: The purpose statement (pp. 123-138). In Research Design: 
Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed Methods Approaches. Los Angeles: Sage.   

Bernard, H. R. (2013). Chapter 3: Preparing for research (pp. 62-88). In Social research 
methods: Qualitative and quantitative approaches, 2nd edition. Los Angeles: Sage.  

Tuhiwai Smith, L. (2012). Chapter 2: Research through Imperial Eyes. In Decolonizing 
methodologies: Research and Indigenous peoples. New York: Zed Books. Available 
online through the YorkU catalogue.  

 

Week 3: January 22nd, 2018 
Ethics  
Guest Lecturer: Alison Collins, York University Office of Research Support 

Nuwagaba, E. & Rule, P. (2015). Navigating the ethical maze in disability research: ethical 
contestations in an African context. Disability & Society 30(2), 255-269.  

Barnes, C. (2008). An Ethical Agenda in Disability Research: Rhetoric or Reality? D. Mertens & 
P. Ginsberg (Eds) The Handbook of Social Research Ethics (pp. 458–473). London: 
Sage. Book available online through the York U catalogue or through the link  

Excerpt entitled Behind the Scenes with Judtih Preissle (pp. 205-208) in Hesse-Biber, S. & 
Leavy, P. L. (2007). Feminist research practice: A primer. Thousand Oaks: Sage. 
Available online through the YorkU catalogue. 

 Kidney, C. & McDonald. K.  (2014) A toolkit for accessible and respectful engagement in research, 
Disability & Society 29 (7): 1013-1030.  

 
York University’s Research Ethics webpage. Available at the following link  

http://disability-studies.leeds.ac.uk/publications/doing-disability-research/
http://disability-studies.leeds.ac.uk/publications/doing-disability-research/
http://methods.sagepub.com.ezproxy.library.yorku.ca/book/the-handbook-of-social-research-ethics/n29.xml
http://gradstudies.yorku.ca/current-students/thesis-dissertation/research-ethics/
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Part III: Data collection 
Week 4: January 29th, 2018 
Critical reflection due today 

Scoping reviews; Systematic reviews; Literature reviews 
Arksey, H. & O’Malley, L. (2005). Scoping studies: Towards a methodological framework. 

International Journal of Social Research Methodology 8(1), 19-25.  

Creswell, J. (2014). Chapter 2: Review of the Literature (pp. 25-50). In Research Design: 
Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed Methods Approaches. Los Angeles: Sage.   

Gjermestad, A. et al (2017). Everyday life of persons with intellectual disabilities living in 
residential settings: A systematic review of qualitative studies. Disability & Society 
32(2), 213-232.   

Levac, D., Colquhoun H., O’Brien, K. Scoping Studies: Advancing the Methodology. 
Implementation Science 5(69).  

 

For reference:  
Grant, M. & Booth, A. (2009). A typology of reviews: an analysis of 14 review types and 

associated methodologies. Health Information and Libraries Journal 26, 91-108.  

 

Week 5: February 5th, 2018 
Finding your sample; surveys 
Bernard, H. R. (2013). Chapter 7: Nonprobability sampling. (pp. 162-178). In Social research 

methods: Qualitative and quantitative approaches, 2nd edition. Los Angeles: Sage. 

Creswell, J. (2014). Chapter 8: Quantitative methods (pp. 155-164 i.e. read up to Components of 
an Experimental Method Plan). In Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed 
Methods Approaches. Los Angeles: Sage.   

Rubino, K. & Jayaratne, T.E. (2007). Chapter 10: Feminist survey research (pp. 293-325). In 
Hesse-Biber, S. & Leavy, P. L. (2007). Feminist research practice: A primer. Thousand 
Oaks: Sage. Available online through the YorkU catalogue. 

Smith, N. (2011) The face of disability in Nigeria: A disability survey in Kogi and Niger states. 
Disability CBR and Inclusive Development 22(1), 35-47. 

 

For reference:  

Bernard, H. R. (2013). Chapter 9: Interviewing II: Questionnaires. (pp. 215-260). In Social 
research methods: Qualitative and quantitative approaches, 2nd edition. Los Angeles: 
Sage. 
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Week 6: February 12th, 2018 
Interviews & Focus groups 
Fontana, A. & Frey, J. (2005). The interview: From neutral stance to political involvement. In N. 

Denzin & Y. Lincoln (Eds.). The Sage handbook of qualitative research, 3rd edition. (pp. 
695-727). Thousand Oaks: Sage.  

Bernard, H. R. (2013). Chapter 8: Interviewing I: Unstructured and Semistructured. (pp. 180-
214)). In Social research methods: Qualitative and quantitative approaches, 2nd edition. 
Los Angeles: Sage. 

Llewellyn, P. (2009) Supporting people with intellectual disabilities to take part in focus groups: 
Reflections on a research project, Disability & Society 24(7): 845-856. 

 

February 19th, 2018: No class; Reading Week 
 

Week 7: February 26th, 2018  
Scoping Review due today 

Participatory and emancipatory research  

Tuhiwai Smith, L. (2012). Chapter 7: Articulating an Indigenous Research Agenda (n.p.). In 
Decolonizing methodologies: Research and Indigenous peoples. New York: Zed Books. 
Available online through the YorkU catalogue.  

Barnes, C. (2003). What a difference a decade makes: Reflections on doing ‘emancipatory’ 
disability research. Disability & Society 18(1), 3-17.  

Buettgen, A., Richardson, J., Beckham, K., Richardson, K., Ward, M. & Riemera, M. (2012). We 
did it together: A participatory action research study on poverty and disability. Disability 
& Society 27(5), 603-616.  

Samson, R. (2015). Securing the full participation of persons with disabilities and their 
representative organizations in disability rights monitoring. In Rioux, M., Pinto, P. & 
Parekh, G. (Eds.). Disability, rights monitoring, and social change: Building power out of 
evidence. (pp. 237-248). Toronto: Canadian Scholars’ Press. Call # HV 1568 D57 2015. 
On reserve at Scott circulation.  

 

Week 8: March 5th, 2018.  
Ethnography and participant observation 
Buch, E. & Staller, K. (2007). Chapter 7: The feminist practice of ethnography. (pp. 187-221). In 

Hesse-Biber, S. & Leavy, P. L. (Eds.). Feminist research practice: A primer. Thousand 
Oaks: Sage. Available online through the YorkU catalogue. 

Bernard, H. R. (2013). Chapter 12: Participant observation (pp. 309-343).  In Social research 
methods: Qualitative and quantitative approaches, 2nd edition. Los Angeles: Sage. 
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Tedeschi, E. (2013). Words for the Other. Ethnographies of Diversity. Italian Sociological 
Review 3(1), 13-26.  

Jordan, S. & Yeomans, D. (1995). Critical Ethnography: problems in contemporary theory and 
practice. British Journal of Sociology of Education 16 (3), 389-408.  

Week 9: March 12th, 2018  
Arts-based research 
Carawan, L. & Nalavany, B. (2010). Using photography and art in concept mapping research 

with adults with dyslexia. Disability & Society 25(3), 317-329.  

Mitchell, C., Theron, L., Stuart, J., Smith, A., Campbell, Z. (2011). Chapter 2: Drawings as 
research method. (pp. 19-36). In Theron, L., Mitchell, C., Smith, A., Stuart, J. (Eds.).  
Picturing Research: Drawing as Visual Methodology. Rotterdam, Boston: Sense 
Publishers. Call # LB 1028.25 A356 P43 2011. On reserve at Scott circulation.  

Aldridge, J. (2007). Picture this: the use of participatory photographic research methods with 
people with learning disabilities. Disability & Society 22(1), 1-17.  

Vaughan, K. (2005). Pieced together: Collage as an artist’s method for interdisciplinary research. 
International Journal of Qualitative Methods 4(1), 27-52.  

For reference:  
Sullivan, G (Ed). Art practice as research: Inquiry in visual arts. (pp. 95-120). Thousand Oaks: 

Sage (ask instructor for Pdf).  

Part IV: Data analysis:  
Week 10: March 19th, 2018  
Quantitative analysis 
Guest: David Flora, Institute for Social Research, York University  

Bernard, H. R. (2013). Chapter 20: Univariate analysis. (pp. 550-591). In Social research 
methods: Qualitative and quantitative approaches, 2nd edition. Los Angeles: Sage. 

Siminski, P. (2003). Patterns of Disability and Norms of Participation through the Life Course: 
empirical support for a social model of disability. Disability & Society 18(6), 707-718.  

For reference:  
Bernard, H. R. (2013). Chapters 21 and 22: Bivariate analysis and Multivariate analysis (pp. 592-

680). In Social research methods: Qualitative and quantitative approaches, 2nd edition. 
Los Angeles: Sage. 

 

Week 11: March 26th, 2018 
Qualitative Procedures and Analysis I: Content analysis & Grounded theory 
Creswell. J. (2014). Chapter 8: Qualitative methods. (pp. 183-211). In Research Design: 

Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed Methods Approaches. Los Angeles: Sage.   
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Leavy, P. L. (2007). Chapter 8: the feminist practice of content analysis (pp. 223-248). In Hesse-
Biber, S. & Leavy, P. L. (Eds.). Feminist research practice: A primer. Thousand Oaks: 
Sage. Available online through the YorkU catalogue. 

Bernard, H. R. (2013). Chapter 19: Analysing Qualitative Data III: Grounded theory and content 
analysis (pp. 524-549). In Social research methods: Qualitative and quantitative 
approaches, 2nd edition. Los Angeles: Sage.  

Charmaz, K. (2000). Chapter 19: Grounded Theory: Objectivist and constructivist methods 
(pp.509-535). In Denzin, M. & Lincoln, Y. (Eds.). Handbook of qualitative research, 2nd edition. 
Thousand Oaks: Sage. 

  
Week 12: April 2nd, 2018 
Research proposal due today 
Qualitative analysis II: Narrative analysis & Critical Discourse analysis 
Lesseliers, J. et al. (2009). Regranting identity to the outgraced: Narratives of persons with 

learning disabilities: Methodological considerations. Disability & Society 24(4), 411-423.  

Smith, B. & Sparkes, A. (2008). Narrative and its potential contribution to disability studies. 
Disability & Society 23(1), 17-28.  

Beck, C. T. (2006). Pentadic Cartography: Mapping birth trauma narratives. Qualitative Health 
Research 16(4), 453-466.  

Rance, J. et al. (2017). ‘Why am I the way I am?’: Narrative work in the context of stigmatized 
identities. Qualitative Health Research 27(14), 2222-2232.  
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