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Introduction

Researchers and students in the social sciences are reared in an academic world steeped in tradition.  A part of this tradition is the mission to conduct “scientific” and truly “academic” research emphasizing the conceptual and theoretical as opposed to “non-academic” knowledge sources such as emotions (Hubbard, Backet-Milbrun, Kemmer, 2000: 126).  This article argues that researchers and students often adhere to the academic tradition by dividing their experiences, both in the field and in daily life, into academic and non-academic experiences, usually ignoring supposed non-academic experiences when working in academia. This divorce often takes place unconsciously, even if the researcher is reminded to keep an open mind in the research process.  By ignoring the supposedly non-academic knowledge sources such as emotions, researchers lose an “indispensable part of the research process” and fail to create lived knowledge that relates to and is useful for people outside of the academic world (Hubbard, Backet-Milbrun, Kemmer, 2000: 120). 

It is important for the social sciences to critique the knowledge formation process and how working in the context of academia could actually inhibit research.  If the purpose of academics is to study social phenomena to better understand the world, academics must ensure that all knowledge sources are both implicitly and explicitly accepted. To take a critical look at the knowledge formation process, this article will first briefly discuss concepts of valid knowledge before looking at the importance of “non-academic” knowledge sources, specifically emotions.  After defending the importance of emotions, this article will highlight my own experience of conducting fieldwork during which I felt both internal and external pressure to collect a large amount of “scientific” data for my “academic” research.  This pressure is especially visible in my experience because I was mugged in the field and chose to exit the field, but I continued to focus on collecting data and the notions of academic and scientific research instead of considering the emotions of such an incident.  My personal experience combined with an exploration of alternative knowledge sources such as emotions will ideally help academia to open the research process to a variety of knowledge sources by removing implicit and explicit pressure to only focus on supposedly academic knowledge sources.
Concepts of Valid Knowledge

Both qualitative and quantitative data collection methods, as well as blends of the methods, circumscribe valid knowledge.  Qualitative research creates space for reflexivity, but there has traditionally been an attempt to also achieve supposed objectivity in qualitative research.  Following the Enlightenment, and even more-so following the writings of Kant, naturalist thinkers considered the practice of the natural sciences as a model for acquiring secure knowledge (Baert, 2005: 131). They suggested that the social sciences should “emulate natural science” and promote value-neutrality in which the values of the researcher “should not interfere with their investigations” (Baert, 2005: 134).  Even advocates of qualitative methods, such as early qualitative writers Thomas and Znaniecki, Herbert Blumer, as well as anthropologists Boas, Malinowski, Radcliffe-Brown and modern day writers, have regarded the natural sciences as exemplary (Hammersley, 1992: 46-47).  Even today, emotions are pushed out of the academic process as Reger (2001) notes:

Much of academia does not acknowledge emotions as a part of social research.  Western culture’s emotion-reason dichotomy privileges the rational and objective pursuit of knowledge devoid of emotional inference (DuBois, 1983; Jaggar, 1989; Oakley, 1981).  Therefore, researchers are taught that emotions distort knowledge and interfere with collection of reason-based information. ‘Positivism views values and emotions as alien invaders that must be repelled by a strict application of the scientific method’ (Jaggar, 1989, p. 156).

Operating in this context, researchers emphasize the conceptual and theoretical and avoid their own emotional vulnerability, thus closing down an important way to learn about the social world (Hubbard, Backet-Milbrun, Kemmer, 2000: 126). 

The Value of “Non-Academic” Knowledge Sources

In social science, the emotions of the research participant are considered a part of the data and legitimate knowledge because it offers insight into the perspectives and behaviors of the research participant’s world (Hubbard, Backet-Milbrun, Kemmer, 2000: 120; Hammersley, 1992: 45). Recently, feminist methodology has “made the role of researcher’s emotion explicit to the research process” and the field of health has also acknowledged the emotions of the researcher themselves (Mills and Coleman, 1994; Young and Lee, 1996; Kitwood, 1997; Atley and Rodham, 1998; Ellis and Bochner, 1999; Lee-Treweek and Linkogle, 2000 all quoted in Hubbard, Backet-Milbrun, Keemer, 2000: 124).  However, the emotions of the researcher have for the most part have been ignored as a knowledge source in order to preserve the integrity of the data (Hubbard, Backet-Milbrun, Kemmer, 2000: 120. Emphasis added).  As Coffey (1999: 1) notes: 

“It has become increasingly fashionable for individual researchers to ‘personalise’ their accounts of fieldwork.  But there has been little systematic attempt to reflect upon their experiences and emotions...in any overarching collective or epistemological sense.  All too often, research methods texts remain relatively silent on the ways in which fieldwork affects us, and we affect the field” (quoted in Liamputtong, 2007: 93). 

Emotions of both the research participant and researcher are “emotionally-sensed knowledge” that is “an indispensable part of the research process” (Hubbard, Backet-Milbrun, Kemmer, 2000: 120).  Multiple definitions of emotions exist, but at the most basic level emotions are “responses to a situation or context, involving the body and expressive gestures” (Denzin, 1983; Epstein, 1984; Thoits, 1989 all quoted in Reger, 2001) or as Hochschild (1979: 551) puts it, “bodily cooperation with an image, a thought, a memory” (quoted in Reger, 2001).  Hochschild continues, noting that “humans manage emotional responses and adhere to ‘feeling rules that guide social interactions” (quoted in Reger, 2001).  The research participant and the researcher’s emotions could thus point to social phenomena that are felt and not directly observed, opening a new aspect of the research.  In fact, emotions “are integral in all social interactions and process” (TenHouten, 1996 quoted in Reger, 2001), so “inquiry into emotions can reveal meaning in social relations and important social dynamics” (Reger, 2001).  As Rosaldo  (1984: 188) argues “whether resulting from notions of objectivity or dogmas about the indeterminacy of inner states, ethnographies that eliminate such qualities as anger, lust, and tenderness both distort their descriptions and remove potentially key variables from their explanations.”  

Emotions are not only important in and of themselves.  As Game (1997) notes, “emotions are the means by which we make sense of, and relate to, our physical, natural and social world.  In this sense, emotion has epistemological significance because we can only ‘know’ through our emotions and not simply our cognition or intellect” (quoted in Hubbard, Backet-Milbrun, Kemmer, 2000: 126).  Instead of contrasting an “emotional way of knowing” with an “objective, scientific approach, it is more appropriate to perceive our emotional and cognitive functioning as inseparable” (Hubbard, Backet-Milbrun, Kemmer, 2000: 126).  As Rosaldo (1980: 143) notes, “feeling is forever given shape through thought and...thought is laden with emotional meaning.”  Williams (1998: 761) emphasizes the point arguing that human emotion should not be counter-posed with rational thought because “without emotions, social life, including our decision-making capacities and our ability to make informed choices amongst a plurality of options would be impossible” (quoted in Hubbard, Backet-Milbrun, Kemmer, 2000: 126).  Emotions are thus essential as a knowledge source in research that should be legitimized to deepen our understandings of social phenomena.  

Emotions are also important to consider because of their indirect and direct influence on research methodology.  The emotions of the researcher can alter what is observed, what is interpreted, and what decisions are made during the research process.  For example, if the researcher is angry before conducting an interview or observing, they may be more likely to write negatively about the subject.  The emotions could also be tied directly to the subject matter.  If the researcher is excited about a certain phenomenon observed in the field, they might be less likely to write about the possible negative aspects of that phenomenon.  Additionally, emotions can highly influence decisions made in the field, such as fear encouraging a researcher to avoid certain neighborhoods or avoid observing certain groups of people.  These decisions based on emotions are often important safety tools for the researcher, but they will inevitably alter the data collected and ultimately the conclusions reached by the research.  There may be a temptation to try to minimize the influence of emotions in research, but as emotions are intertwined with our cognitive processes, it is impossible to eliminate the influence of emotions on the research process.  Thus, instead of attempting to eliminate emotions from the research process, emotions should be openly stated and used to position the researcher relative to their subject.  Clarifying one’s emotional position will better define the context of the research and improve the methodological transparency of the work.
Dividing Knowledge

Emotions and other knowledge sources can add an important dimension to research, but as I experienced, they are often ignored or actively hidden by researchers hoping to conduct acceptable “scientific” research.  Briefly describing my field research and my reactions using my journal entries and correspondences with my supervisor will serve to emphasize the self-imposed and externally imposed pressures researchers may feel.

Table 1.2 and 1.3 serve to demonstrate how I stubbornly tried to conduct “academic” research in the face of difficult circumstances, while Table 1.4 shows how I finally acquiesced in using alternative knowledge sources such as emotions and my own experience in my research.  The numbers in the tables correspond to the steps of the research process that I felt obligated to follow according to the methodology book I read, Doing Qualitative Research by David Silverman (Table 1.1).  I am aware there are many different ways to outline conventional research processes (Lincoln and Denzin, 2000), but I chose to use Silverman as an outline of my research process because it was the literature I used prior to entering the field.  It also seems to be a fairly standard set of processes for the novice researcher.

Table 1.1

Silverman, David (2000: viii-xi). Doing Qualitative Research. Sage Publications: London.


Table 1.2



       Table 1.3




Table 1.4



My original research design aimed to research foreign aid between the South Dakota Lutheran Church (SD ELCA) and the Iglesia de Fe y Esperanza (ILFE) in Nicaragua (step four in Table 1.2).  I asked the research question: “Does aid from the SD ELCA meet the needs of the Nicaraguans?” (step five in Table 1.2).  To answer this question I planned to interview both South Dakotans and Nicaraguans to understand their concept of need and to identify who controlled the amount and type of aid that was delivered.  I interviewed 17 members of the SD ELCA before traveling to Managua, Nicaragua to begin research with the ILFE (step six in Table 1.2).

Upon arrival in Nicaragua I met the employees of the ILFE as well as some of the congregation members.  I was getting comfortable and was planning on taking a Spanish course before beginning what I considered my “official” fieldwork.  However, before this supposedly academic work began, I was violently mugged, ironically near the Park of Peace (Table 1.2.1).  This incident was emotionally traumatic, in part because it brought back memories of a previous mugging I experience in South Africa.  In Nicaragua two men attacked my guide and me by running at us and waving a large machete in the air (appendix I: 4-6) while in South Africa, the experience was more violent with three men surrounding me and holding a knife at my stomach after I tried to escape by elbowing one of the men in the face (appendix II: 13-14, 19).  In both cases they took money and possessions and ran away (appendix I: 6-12; appendix II: 14-19).  My immediate reaction was different in the two cases.  The first time it happened, in South Africa, I stood in shock and “after a moment chased after them across the street without looking and into an alley” to an abandoned house they ran into (appendix II: 20-22).  After seeing a number of men at the entrance of the house, I decided not to enter and instead stood frozen in shock: “My hands were shaking, my eyes darting, and I felt my rectum shrink and tighten into oblivion” (appendix II: 24-25).  In Nicaragua, the actual experience “just felt normal” (appendix I: 12).  “I didn’t feel particularly threatened and knew exactly what to do” (appendix I: 12-13).  I had the physical reaction to run away, but instead I stayed there talking my guide through the experience, trying to keep her calm (appendix I: 8-9).

I returned to my bed and breakfast after the incident in Nicaragua where I wrote my journal entry and expressed a need to leave the field: “Now I don’t know what to do.  I don’t want to be here.  I don’t feel safe and feel confined to this tiny neighborhood.  Plus, I’m feeling very alone” (appendix I: 17-18).  Without my safety, I wanted to exit as quickly as possible.  I had been isolated to a four-block area around the church (appendix I: 2), but after getting mugged, even walking in this supposedly safe area frightened me.  In my journal entry, I seemed to work through the issues in my head worrying first that exiting the field might be a “cop out, the easy decision,” but I justified it to myself arguing that “being safe and with people who care for me seems like what I need, more than proving to myself or others that I can survive here” (appendix I: 21-23).  Ultimately I decided in my journal that “I think I’m going to go home” and I waited for my mom to call to tell her to book me airline tickets out of Nicaragua (appendix: 20-21).  I felt guilty leaving the field, but since I had only been in Nicaragua for six days, I had little loyalty to the place or the people there.  It is quite possible that my loyalty to the field would have been greater had I spent more time in the field before the mugging occurred.  Without any overwhelming loyalty to Nicaragua and without a feeling of safety, I decided to leave the field and was home almost 24 hours after the mugging occurred.

Although I had little loyalty to Nicaragua, I did feel both internal and external loyal to my research with the apparent hope of the positive return of being acknowledged as a successful researcher.  I had spent six months preparing for my work, and I wanted to prove to myself, and to professors and classmates, that I could succeed at social science research.  This desire to prove myself even led me to apologize to my advisor for bothering her with the news of the mugging I experienced (appendix III).  Internally, I wanted to remain loyal to my original convictions and research project.  Externally I wanted to complete my research in accordance with the requirements and expectations of my program and professors.  Four days after returning home, I wrote my advisor with new research ideas (appendix III), ultimately deciding to attempt to salvage my original topic with more research of the SD ELCA’s foreign aid programs at another field location near my home in Pine Ridge, South Dakota, USA.

When I returned to the university, I talked very little about my experience in Nicaragua possibly due to my own pride and external pressures to be a “successful” researcher.  The academic writing process left little room for my emotional experience.  I was more concerned about data collection, concepts, and theory like a “good” researcher than considering my experience and emotions as a source of knowledge generation (Hubbard, Backet-Milbrun, Kemmer, 2000: 126).  It was not until nine months later when I presented a paper entitled “Safety in the Field: Experience and Recommendations” at the “Methodologies in Peace Research” conference at the University of Tromsø that I began considering my emotional experience as an important source of knowledge (Meyer, 2007).  I received encouragement from the conference participants and eventually changed my thesis in order to focus on the value of emotions in social science research.

A Way Forward

The fact that I originally refused to consider my emotions during the process and instead clutched for months to a romantic notion of the “academic” research process shows the influence the academic milieu has over researchers.  Instead of systematically incorporating emotions, researchers such as myself try to eliminate emotions from their writings to keep their work “academic” and “respectable” according to the norms of the academic community.  The emotions however cannot be totally eliminated; they appear sporadically throughout the academic work possibly altering the interpretation of the data as well as decisions made in the field.  Rather than trying to ignore these emotions, researchers should be encouraged to take advantage of their emotions as a research tool and also to be open and honest about their emotions.  They could possibly lead to further insight and since they most likely influenced the research process they are methodologically relevant.

The entire academic community has a role to play in validating the role of emotions in research.  Journal articles and conferences can begin the debate on the importance of emotions in research.  Educational institutions also play a key role.  As Reger (2001: 614) recommends, “graduate school and its consequent socialization needs to be consciously expanded and open to exploring key questions of objectivity and subjectivity, emotion and reason.”  The individual researchers should also “document, investigate and analyze their emotions along with their data, using reflexivity as a method for combining subjectivity and analytic rigor” (Reger, 614).  A concerted effort at all levels of academia to legitimize alternative knowledge sources such as emotions could lead to substantial changes in the status quo research environment.  However, it is important to note that including these alternative sources does not mean an end to the scientific rigor of social science research.  On the contrary, “it demands rigor, precision, and responsibility in the highest degree...and in no way means mushiness or focus on our navels” (DuBois, 1983 quoted in Reger, 614).  Systematically analyzing ourselves as “research resources, rather than contaminants” will help academia to create “authentic voices that tell the stories of the world around us” in a way that the world can understand and use (Reger, 614).  Ultimately, incorporating emotions and a critique of objectivity is key to opening new important avenues of social investigation (Reger, 614).
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Appendix I:

Journal Entry 1

Managua, Nicaragua

2.July.2006

1
I got mugged today.  Seems to be a tradition when traveling abroad.  For the first time 

2
this trip I headed outside of this four block radius with Rachel.  We headed to the Plaza 

3
of the Revolution.  It was fine and when we decided to leave to go two blocks to the Park 

4
of Peace, I asked Rachel at least two times if it was safe.  Whoops.  As we walked there 

5
two guys walked at us.  They separated and I could tell something was going down.  One 

6
pulled out a 12-inch machete and was waving it in the air.  They grabbed Rachel’s bag 

7
first and I had this weird pull of wanting to run and wanting to help.  I could have run 

8
away but instead I stayed there, calmly, talking her through it in my mind.  “Yes just give 

9
them the bag.  Stay calm.”  Then of course they came and got me.  I made the mistake 

10
(again) of not carry cash in an easily accessible pocket, so they grabbed my camera out of 

11
a side pocket and ripped off my money belt with about $20 and my Norwegian credit 

12
card.  It was weird because it just felt normal.  I didn’t feel particularly threatened and 

13
knew exactly what to do.  Even at the police station I knew how to fill out the forms and 

14
was prepared for their questions.  The weird part was they drove us back to where it 

15
happened and had us stand where we stood when it happened.  They drew a little map, 

16
which I think they needed because none of the streets in Managua have names.  Well, we 

17
survived the police too.  Now I don’t know what to do.  I don’t want to be here.  I don’t 18
feel safe and feel confined to this tiny neighborhood.  Plus, I’m feeling very alone and 

19
frustrated that my research will not really amount to anything, especially if I can’t get to 

20
know the people the programs are supposed to help because I don’t feel safe.  So yeah, I 

21
think I’m going to go home.  Maybe it’s the cop out, easy decision, but being safe and 

22
with people who care for me seems like what I need, more than proving to myself or 

23
others that I can survive here.  Maybe I’ll change my topic to the fair trade stuff.  Who 

24
knows.  Tomorrow at 9am mom calls and who knows, maybe by 9pm I’ll be home.  

25
Crazy planes.  Crazy world.

Appendix II:

Journal Entry 2

Durban, South Africa

16.January.2005

1
I have seen the dark and light side of travel in the past 24 hours and my mind is still 

2
racing.  Yesterday after a fun afternoon with Des and her boyfriend Phil, Anna and I 

3
came back to the beach and met up with the Luther group.  We chilled on the beach a bit.  

4
Anna then said she wanted to explore and Lindsey wanted to find a jacket.  So CP, Anna, 

5
Lindsey, and I took our bags and starting walking away from the beach.  We walked 

6
probably 8 blocks and it started to look a bit dodgy so we crossed the street and went into 

7
a restaurant where Lindsey got some take-away.  After we left the restaurant a little kid 

8
started following us begging.  I should have know that this was a sign we should get 

9
back, but instead kept saying no and ignoring him even though he was distracting and 

10
setting me up for problems.  Anna, CP, and Lindsey were walking up front and I was a 

11
bit behind.  We got to the corner of the street, a busy street with probably 40 people, a 

12
fruit seller, and a bus stop.  Suddenly someone grabbed Lindsey’s bag and took her 

13
wallet.  I yelled “Hey” and turned to see who it was.  Suddenly 3 guys surrounded me.  I 

14
swung my elbow and hit one and then they pulled a knife and said, “Fuck you.  Money.”  

15
I said left pocket because I thought I had money there.  They were unsatisfied with my 

16
change and as I was reaching into my money belt to get money they said, “Fuck you, 

17
bag!”  The two guys behind me ripped my backpack with my journal, video camera, 

18
digital camera, and memory card, I-pod headphones, swimsuit, and kanga off while the 19
other guy held the 12-inch knife at my lower left stomach.  As soon as they got the bag 

20
they took off running and everyone just watched them.  I was in shock and after a 

21
moment chased after them across the street without looking and into an alley.  I saw the 

22
building they ran into called the Camden House and was ready to follow them in until I 

23
saw 10 really shady guys sitting on the steps drinking.  In retrospect I should have yelled 

24
“Help, I’ll pay for the bag,” but I just stood there in shock...literally.  My hands were 

25
shaking, my eyes darting, and I felt my rectum shrink and tighten into oblivion.  Soon, 

26
the girls showed up after scattering during the mugging and an Afrikaaner man showed 

27
up and helped us get the police.  He was extremely racist and cussing out blacks, but at 

28
the time he gave us a little sense of security.  A cabbie showed up and we got in for 

29
safety sakes.  Two street police walked by and would not help us.  I was livid.  Finally 

30
after 15 min the police showed up.  I explained what happened and they told me to follow 

31
them into the building.  It was the scariest place I’ve ever been.  Dark narrow hallways 

32
with drunk and high people everywhere.  The police were knocking on doors and

33
throwing people around.  One little girl let the police in and her parents yelled at her 

34
saying “never let the police in!”  They went through the floors and supposedly had a tip 

35
that they were in the basement.  They went down there and pulled their guns, starting to 

36
look ready to kill.  I was freaked out.  Also with me was another guy who had been 

37
robbed by the same guys.  We were just looking at each other not sure what to do.  

38
Eventually someone said they ran out the front so we jumped in the police car and told 

39
the freaked out girls that I would meet them at the bus.  I rode with the police for maybe 

40
10 minutes and the whole time they were saying stuff like “fucking Nigerians, we should 

41
just kill them all!”  It became very apparent that it was a fruitless search so I gave

42
INSPECTOR BLOOD the info and a contact number, if any miracle would happen.  I 

43
even spoke in language I thought they’d understand in terms of giving a reward, so 

44
maybe, but I doubt it.

45
I got back and was hesitant to tell the story.  Was just aloof.  Then the most annoying 

46
thing, the little kid who had been begging and saw me get mugged came up and asked me 

47
for money.  I was pissed!  I told Peter and cried a bit when he hugged me but otherwise I 

48
was tough.  I called home and told Paul because mom and dad were gone.  I know they’re 

49
probably freakin’ out now but I had to tell them and tell Paul I loved him.

50
After this insanity, I calmed down a bit and went out with the group to a township.  It was 

51
amazing!  These places that were supposedly dangerous was so warm and welcoming.  T

52
hey had huge Castes with 750mL for 9 rand and had sports highlights and great music.  

53
We drank and danced the night away!  One nice guy told me how it wasn’t because of my 

54
skin colour and said he hoped it didn’t hurt my impression of S.A.  It has but he reminded 

55
me how not all is bad.  I came back with CP, Anna, Peter and Gab at 1.30am.  We went 

56
skinny-dipping and smoked the new huka Peter and I bought.  It was great!  Very chill 

57
and soothing.  I crashed right away when I hit my bed.

58
I woke up this morning just kicking myself and all the things I could have done 

59
differently.  It’s pointless, but hard not to.  If I would have left my bag or came back the 

60
same way, or walked faster, or gotten more money out, or yelled for help maybe things 

61
would have been different.  But, they’re not.  And I have to live with these memories and 

62
regrets instead of the ones on my camera.

63
It’s hard to think of reconciliation after an experience like this.  I mean, I’m not 

64
oppressed, I was just robbed and I can’t imagine reconciliation.  That’s how I feel now.  

65
My academic journal was take so this will be both now and after 2 weeks in S.A. I don’t 

66
think reconciliation will happen.  There is too much distrust, hatred, and racism between 

67
whites and blacks and even within the black and white communities that I don’t think a 

68
true change in all structures will change. 

69
I pray reconciliation will happen and pray that I can move on and learn from this, but for 

70
the time being both seem unlikely.

Appendix III: 

Email correspondence with my supervisor

E-mail 1:

From: 
  scottdavidmeyer@gmail.com

Subject: An Unfortunate Change of Plans

Date: 
7. juli 2006 22.53.30 GMT+02:00

To: 
  dianel@sv.uit.no

Hi Diane-

I am writing with some frustrating news.  A couple of days ago I was with a member of the church that I was working with in Managua, and we were mugged by two young men with a very large knife.  They ran at us, threatened the woman with me, and took a camera and a small amount of money from me.  I am fine physically and so is the person who was with me.  The incident was of course scary, but what was scary to me was that I thought it could happen again.  I talked to my parents and people in the church and finally decided that I could not successfully do my research if I did not feel safe.  I made the decision to come back to the US and have now arrived back home in South Dakota.

I am sad that I had to leave, but I think it was the right decision.  Now I am trying to think of alternative ideas for my thesis and wanted to ask your advice for what I should do next.  Below are a few ideas I had:

One option is that I could use what I have (15 interviews from donors in South Dakota) and just look at donors of foreign aid and their perceptions and motivations.

The second option is that I could substitute the case study of Nicaragua with another case study.  One exciting possibility is at the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation in South Dakota.  The Reservation is 7 hours from my home, but it is truly like a third world nation.  I could interview donors to Pine Ridge and then go to Pine Ridge and interview recipients and see if the programs are meeting their needs.  Similarly, I could interview donors to Pine Ridge and compare them to donors of the Nicaragua program and see how they are alike or different.

The third option is starting with a new idea and writing a theoretical paper.  One idea I have had is to write about the consumption of items that are "fair trade."  I am curious if there is a substantial market for fair trade goods, and how or why it has been growing or not growing.  Also, I am interested in the standards for an item being considered fair trade and how it actually helps people in other parts of the world.

Those are the ideas I have.  Please tell me how you think I should proceed.  I also know there will probably be hoops to jump through at the Peace Center in terms of changing my thesis topic, so just let me know what I have to do.  I am planning now on coming back to Norway the first week in September if there is paper work that can wait until then, otherwise, I could fax it to the University.  I also e-mailed Georges with the news.  I don't know if I should think about switching advisors since his speciality was Central America.  If I do decide to change, I would like to ask you.  I know that you have a lot of advisees, but I would like to work with you if you have the time.  Just let me know what you think.  I'm just trying to find the best way forward at this point.

I am sorry to write with this news, but I hope to find a good alternative.  Thank you for your continued advice.

Kind Regards,

Scott

Appendix IV:

Email correspondence with my supervisor
E-mail 2:

From: 
  dianel@sv.uit.no

Subject: 
RE: An Unfortunate Change of Plans

Date: 
10. juli 2006 11.44.53 GMT+02:00

To: 
  scottdavidmeyer@gmail.com

Dear Scott,

Thanks for your email. 

I hope you are fine and are recovering both physically and psychologically, which often takes longer when things like this happen. Unfortunately, no matter how prepared and aware of safety issues, these things can happen. 

I am glad you were able to leave safely and are now at home with your parents. 

In terms of the change of topics and formalities, don’t worry about those, i will authorise any paperwork and of course your safety is paramount not your research so there are no problems there. 

The Pine Ridge Indian Reservation sounds interesting. Can you tell me a little more about it and do you have contacts there? On the one hand it would be good but not if it will be put undue pressure or strain on you. If you have any further info could you email me about it and I will have a think about it overnight and see what will be feasible in the timescale. I think we need to use what you already have and you have done an awful lot of work, so transcribing what you have so far and then maybe interviewing pine ridge donors may be one idea. Also if you have 15 interviews already depending on details and quality that could be enough with strong theoretical background for a good sound thesis. I can, of course, be your supervisor if you want to change. 

Anyway, leave it with me overnight and any info you have please send. 

Just take it easy for now,

best wishes

Diane

Appendix V:

Email correspondence with my supervisor
E-mail 3:

From: 
  dianel@sv.uit.no

Subject: 
RE: An Unfortunate Change of Plans

Date: 
11. juli 2006 11.58.25 GMT+02:00

To: 
  scottdavidmeyer@gmail.com

Dear Scott,

I hope you are feeling ok.

I have had a think about the best way forward. 

As you have 15 interviews already and done a lot of work that is a good amount and it is also possible to work up a very solid theoretical basis. I assume from the 15 you have done all of the US interviews and a few in Nicaragua. Do you feel ok transcribing and using the Nicaragua interviews or do you want to abandon them because of bad memories? I think the situation can also be used to your advantage in that you can now write a very solid methods chapter for your thesis and discuss the predicament you faced and the decisions you took. There is a lot of material around about these issues but not much in peace research. If you felt up to doing some comparative work with Pine Ridge I think that would be interesting as it raises issues about the differences between donors who donate to abroad and those within the US. Obviously the justifications you provide in your methods chapter for a change of plan support you doing this work. 

I do not think it is a good idea to start on something else from scratch.

How do you feel about still using the Nicaragua material? And if you want to use it what sort of issues are being revealed? The interview schedules can be recycled more or less for Pine Ridge I would have thought. 

How do you feel about a comparative approach? Alternatively, depending on the material you have already it may be possible to confine your fieldwork to what you have with a strong methods and theory chapter.

Let me know what you think. 

Diane

Appendix VI:

Email correspondence with my supervisor
E-mail 4:

From: 
  scottdavidmeyer@gmail.com

Subject: 
Re: An Unfortunate Change of Plans

Date: 
13. juli 2006 07.53.54 GMT+02:00

To: 
  dianel@sv.uit.no

Hi Diane-

Thank you for all of your help and understanding.

Unfortunately, I didn't conduct any official, recorded interviews in Nicaragua before I left.  I feel like I got a good understanding on how the program works and I met key individuals who ran the programs (and I even helped out with a few of them), but I didn't record anything.  I do however have a few phone numbers so I could conduct on the phone interviews if it would be helpful.

I think that the comparative approach with Pine Ridge would be interesting as well.  If I pursue that, do you think it would also involve going to Pine Ridge and interviewing people who live there or would it just be people who give to the program?  Also, another group involved is people who travel to Pine Ridge for 5 days and work on a specific project.  Would these people be considered donors and be worth interviewing?

Also, you mentioned that there isn't a lot material in peace research about decision made in tough situations.  What do you mean by that?  It would be interesting if I could contribute something new and valuable.

Thanks for your help and suggestions.  They are always welcomed.  I'll keep you up to date on what's happening.

-Scott
Table 1.3.1





Exited the field before steps 7 and 8 (Table 1.1)





Returned to step 1 of conventional research, remained loyal to topic
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Violent encounter in Nicaragua after six days
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Final “Unconventional” Research





1. Changed topic to safety in the field


2. Identified Beck’s Risk Society and Hirschman’s Exit, Voice and Loyalty as theoretical bases


3. Chose personal emotional experience informed by substantive literature to explore the issue of safety


4. Selected personal  emotional experience as my case


5. Changed research questions to: “How can researchers best manage risks encountered from the fieldwork setting?” and “What can be learned from these risks?”


6. Read literature and journal entries and reflected on my emotional experience


7. Considered my experience in light of theoretical bases and substantive literature


8 Wrote thesis and developed strategies for institutions and other researchers








March 22, 2006: Presented a paper about my experience entitled “Safety in the Field” at a conference called “Methodologies in Peace Research” at the University of Tromsø.  This presentation activated my voice and highlighted the importance of using experience and emotions in an academic setting





Second Attempt at Conventional Research





1. Felt need to keep topic


2. Kept theoretical base


3. Chose to conduct more fieldwork and qualitative interviews


4. Selected Pine Ridge, SD as the new case study where the church had another aid program


5. Changed research question to: “Why do donors in SD give money to the Lutheran Church’s aid programs?”


   - Modified research design 


     to compare Nicaragua 


     donors with Pine Ridge 


     donors to discover reasons 


     for giving


    - Interviewed donors of the 


      Pine Ridge program


6. Traveled to Pine Ridge for five days


    - Collected data at Pine 


      Ridge


7. Analyzed interviews


8. Began writing process and continued writing for five months








My Stages of Conventional Research





1.  Chose foreign aid to Nicaragua as topic


2. Identified social exchange theory as a theoretical base


3.  Chose fieldwork and qualitative research to answer my research question


4. Selected South Dakota (SD) and its aid program with Nicaragua as my case study 


5. Created two part research design interviewing donors in SD and recipients in Nicaragua


   - Formulated research 


     question: “Does aid from the 


     SD Lutheran Church meet 


     the needs of Nicaraguans?”


   - Applied for funding


   - Made contact and gained 


     permission to conduct 


     fieldwork in SD and 


     Nicaragua, no safety 


     preparation


6. Traveled to the United States


    - Interviewed donors in SD 


      before leaving for 


      Nicaragua






































Conventional Stages of Empirical Research Processes





1. Select a topic


2. Choose a theoretical base


3. Choose a methodology


4. Select a case


5. Write a research proposal


6. Collect data


7. Analyze data


8. Present data











