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Reading Assignment
Provide an Abstract of the reading between 90-100 Words
	This chapter reflects on the changes that have occurred in the social science paradigms, and the arising need to update the previous work on paradigms. The previous work was a summary of the axiomatic nature of paradigms and differences in paradigms; in reference to positivism, post-positivism, critical theory and constructivism. This chapter amplifies the initial formulations and analysis by incorporating the additions, revisions and augmentations contributed by Heron and Reason (1997), after a review of the previous work. This includes the participatory paradigm. Additionally, previous and novel important issues surrounding contemporary paradigms have been explored and in this update.
Two (2) issues for discussion of your choosing based on the reading
	Axiology has been recorded as an issue surrounding paradigms in this reading. The term basically means the reaction of the researchers based on the research that they conduct. It may also entail the criterion of values and value judgments and most particularly in ethics, aesthetics and spiritual elements ((Lincoln, Lynham, and Guba, 2011). Just like in the other issues, different paradigms perceive axiology from a different angle. For instance, the positivists opine that those conducting the research should keep away from the subject so that they do not influence the populaces. Alternatively, the postpositivism suggest that researchers should always endeavor to comprehend the reality by use of statistics that portray the facts that describe reality. On the other hand, the critical paradigm is of the view that researchers should focus on changing the existing systems, social institutions and policies. In other words, research should be conducted in order to promote social justice and eliminate hurdles arising from social oppression. While it concurs with the opinions of the critical paradigms, constructivism opines that the researchers should be more reflective, in order to come up with sustainable emancipating systems. Lastly, the participatory paradigm opines that social systems and policies should be enhanced through the collaboration of opinions of all stakeholders.
	Another issue that has been highlighted in the reading is training. Notably, this issue generates the question of how the researchers should be prepared in order to arm them with the necessary skills to conduct inquiry research (Lincoln, Lynham and Guba, 2011). The positivism proposes a technical and quantitative training for researchers. In the same line, the postpositivism concur with the training method of the positivism. However, postpositivism is of the view that researchers should be armed with the ability to conduct mixed-methods research. On the other hand, the critical paradigm is of the view that researchers should receive quantitative and qualitative training. This would enable them to have a clear view of empowerment and liberation. In constructivism, researchers receive resocialization, quantitative, qualitative training. Moreover, they study history, and the principles of philanthropy, empowerment, and liberation.   Lastly, participatory paradigm proposes a training approach that would arm the researcher with emotional competence, as well as a democratic personality and skills. On the contrary, co-researchers are trained by engaging them in the inquiry process (Lincoln, Lynham and Guba, 2011). 
Two concepts that you did not know what they meant (or that were unclear to you) with your best definition/explanation of them.
	There are two concepts that I found a bit confusing in the reading. The first one is the difference between quantitative and qualitative approach.  According to my understanding, qualitative approach entails the empirical study of observable occurrences through the computation of mathematical or statistical models. Also, I think the word quantitative is derived from the fact that this approach applies measurement to obtain a correlation between the empirical observation and the mathematical or statistical models. On the other hand, according to the reading, I understood that qualitative research does not entail measurable parameters. Rather, the researcher uses a wide range of questions to get information from the sample population. The information obtained is in form of words and statements instead of numbers. Subsequently, the researcher analyzes the information in order to obtain the trend or pattern. Consequently, the researchers use the trend to derive an inference. 
	Another concept that was unclear is how epistemology and ontology are related to research. After reading the text, my understanding is that epistemology is the application of different types of knowledge in order to determine the acceptable approaches when conducting the research. On the other hand, the ontology entails the description of existing things and their interrelationships as a way of answering a posed question. As such, in research, ontology is used to prove a hypothesis.
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