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EDF 804
Mixed Methods Research in Educational Leadership
Course Description and Goals
Catalog Description
Credit 3 hours. Prerequisites: EDF 800, EDF 802, and EDF 803 or permission of Department
Head. A course that presents mixed methods research as a unique and separate research
methodology integrating both the quantitative and the qualitative approaches. Candidates will be
prepared to design, conduct, and critique mixed methods research.
College of Education Conceptual Framework
The COE’s Conceptual Framework provides direction for the development of effective
professionals. It is a living document that continuously evolves as opportunities and challenges
emerge. All aspects of this course are aligned with the Conceptual Framework, including the
course objectives, field experiences and assessments. The four components of the Conceptual
Framework are the institutional standards used for candidate assessment in undergraduate and
graduate programs. They are Knowledge of Learner (KL), Strategies and Methods (SM),
Content Knowledge (CK), and Professional Standards (PS). Diversity (DV) and Technology
(TY) are included in the assessment process as themes that are integrated throughout all
programs in the educational unit. The following is the link to the conceptual framework on the
COEHD website:
http://www.selu.edu/acad_research/colleges/edu_hd/about/conceptual_framework/index.html
Course Goals
The overall goal of this course is to familiarize the student with planning and conducting quality
mixed methods research. The following specific goals will be addressed in this course to meet
this overall goal, and the overall objective is for students to demonstrate understanding of and
application of each specific goal shown below in the major course artifact.
In addition to this overall goal, students will be improve their proficiency in these areas:
• Clarity of writing, including proper grammar and use of standard English (W)
• Conceptual organization (O)
• Cohesiveness of ideas, concepts, and arguments (I)
• APA format (A)
1. To inform students about the philosophical underpinnings of mixed methods research and
how to identify and articulate one’s own positionality (e.g., theories, stances, perspectives, points
of view, paradigms, methodological contrasts) (KL, CK, W, O, I, A);
2. To inform students of the advantages and disadvantages of using qualitative, quantitative, and
mixed methods designs and how to develop a rationale for design selection (CK, SM, W, O, I,
A);
3. To inform students of the key characteristics of a mixed methods research study and how to
articulate these using appropriate terminology (CK, SM, W, O, I, A);
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4. To inform students of how to develop a purpose statement and research questions for a mixed
methods research study (CK, SM, W, O, I, A);
5. To inform students of how to collect, analyze, interpret, and report data using a mixed
methods design (CK, SM, W, O, I, A);
6. To inform students of how to report and evaluate mixed methods research studies (CK, SM,
W, O, I, A).

Course Policies and Procedures
Course Evaluation
Students will be evaluated through a combination of methods that may include written
examinations, practical examinations, projects, and class participation. Each instructor reserves
the right to establish additional methods of assessment.

University Policies
Student Behavior/Class Decorum
Free discussion, inquiry, and expression are encouraged in this class. Classroom behavior that
interferes with either (a) the instructor’s ability to conduct the class or (b) the ability of students
to benefit from the instruction is not acceptable. Examples may include routinely entering class
late or departing early; use of communication devices, or other electronic devices; repeatedly
talking in class without being recognized; talking while others are speaking; or arguing in a way
that is perceived as “crossing the civility line.” In the event of a situation where a student
legitimately needs to carry a communication device to class, prior notice and approval of the
instructor is required. Classroom behavior which is deemed inappropriate and cannot be
resolved by the student and the faculty member may be referred to the Office of Judicial Affairs
for administrative or disciplinary review as per the Code of Student Conduct which may be
found at http://www.selu.edu/admin/stu_affairs/handbook/.
Academic Honesty
Students are expected to maintain the highest standards of academic integrity. Behavior that
violates these standards is not acceptable. Examples are the use of unauthorized material,
communication with fellow students during an examination, attempting to benefit from the work
of another student and similar behavior that defeats the intent of class work. Plagiarism,
improper acknowledgment of sources in paper, and the use of a single paper in more than one
course without permission are considered very serious offenses and shall be grounds for
disciplinary action as outlined in the current General Catalogue.
Disabilities and Accommodations
If you are a qualified student with a disability seeking accommodations under the Americans
with Disabilities Act, you are required to self-identify with the Office of Disability Services at
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Southeastern Louisiana University. No accommodations will be granted without documentation
from the Office of Disability Services.
Children in Class
Students are not to bring children or other family members to class for daycare or babysitting.
Email Communication
Uses of non-university e-mail addresses for communication with students regarding university
business or educational matters are not acceptable as security and confidentiality for off-campus
accounts are unknown. Faculty may unintentionally be in violation of the Family Educational
Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) by using such accounts. Faculty may expect that students will
read messages sent to their official e-mail addresses, and faculty should use the official e-mail
addresses accordingly. All e-mail communication MUST be sent through your official
Southeastern Louisiana University e-mail address.
Disaster Recovery Plan
In case of a disaster such as a hurricane, please see Moodle for instructions for the how the
course will proceed during the recovery time. Considerations will be made for students who are
not able to access e-mail due to disaster impacts.
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