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The Examining Community-Institutional Partnerships for Prevention Research Group. 

Developing and Sustaining Community-Based Participatory Research Partnerships: A Skill-

Building Curriculum. 2006. www.cbprcurriculum.info

http://depts.washington.edu/ccph/cbpr/u1/fig111.html
http://www.cbprcurriculum.info/


Quantitative vs. Qualitative 

Research Methods
Quantitative

Â ñThereôs no such thing as 
qualitative data.  Everything is 
either 1 or 0ò (Fred Kerlinger)

Â Deductive

Â Data is in the form of numbers and 
statistics

Â Objective- seeks precise 
measurement and analysis of 
target concepts

Â Surveys, questionnaires

Â Researcher objectively separated 
from subject 

Â More efficiently collected

Â May miss contextual detail, force 
respondents to ñfitò into response 
sets

Qualitative

Â ñAll research ultimately has a 
qualitative groundingò (Donald 
Campbell)

Â Inductive

Â Data in the form of words, 
pictures, or objects

Â Subjective ïrespondentsô 
interpretation of events is 
important

Â In-depth interviews, focus groups

Â Researcher subjectively immersed 
in subject matter

Â More ñrichò data 

Â Time consuming to 
collect/analyze, less able to be 
generalized

Source: James Neill



Case Study:

The Community Healthy Lifestyles 

Partnership Project (C-HeLP)

Â NIH (NCMHD) Funded (3 year planning grant cycle)

Â Designed to facilitate the exchange of knowledge and resources 

between a community organization, Westside Health Authority, and 

a university partner, Northwestern University Feinberg School of 

Medicine

Â Aimed at improving the capacity of Austin community residents to 

conduct survey research and develop a programmatic intervention 

designed to promote healthier lifestyles in their community

Â Seeking to assess the prevention and treatment of chronic disease 

in the Austin community



Be proactive

Â Training of data collectors/community partners
Ã Increase standardization of data collection methods

Â Importance of asking questions in same order, exactly as 
written

ÃBe strategic:  who is measuring?  Why? (Brugge et al 
2009)

ÃQualitative:  researcher as ñinstrumentò

ÃDevelopment of culturally competent measures

ÃPilot test tools

Ã Interpretation of qual/quant data (Williams et al, 2007)



Think win/win:  blending science 

with process
Â 2005: No community-based certification curriculum available

Ã CITI ïCollaborative Institutional Training Initiative
Â Environmental Challenges: Computer-based only

Â Literacy Challenges: Advanced reading level/cumbersome language

Â Inclusion Challenges ïApprox. 4-hour exam may lead to feelings of fatalism

Â Spring 2006: Collaboration with IRB to create alternative Human Subject training
Ã 2-day curriculum/6 total hours

Â Oral Presentation based on CITI training
Ã Strong focus on historic inequality and unethical treatment

Ã Emphasis on language/definitions of important concepts/words

Ã CHA Working groups
Â Handouts/Homework

Â Use of óReal Lifeô examples

Â Early - Summer 2006: Presentation by NU IRB Director to C-HeLP CHAs

Â August 2006: NU IRB certification in Human Subject Training based on ï
Ã Attendance

Ã Participation

Ã Facilitatorôs observed CHA understanding of materials

Ã Completion of Training Quiz

Â August 23, 2006: All CHAs presented with NU IRB Certificates of Completion



Challenges to consider

Â Balancing the conflict between:

ÃStandardization of data collection tools vs. being 

responsive to needs/wants of community

ÃAdministration of instruments

ÃAcademic vs. community cultures

ÂHow do we measure context variables?

ÂHow do we achieve cross-cultural equivalence?  

Should we strive for it?



Begin with the end in mind

ÂWho will ultimately be adopting 

behavior/intervention/program/benefiting 

from research?

ÃWhat are their characteristics?  

ÃWhat is their context?

ÃWhat are their challenges/barriers?

ÃWho participates, and who does not?





}Assessment of the ñprocessò of research

Ɓ


