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These are the key points that I will be making in my paper at the mixed-methods workshop:

· I start off by drawing attention to the growth of interest in quality criteria for qualitative research. This has typically been marked by either adapting traditional quantitative research criteria or by developing new ones. In very recent times, the latter has been the focus of attention and there has been a proliferation of approaches.

· I note that it isn’t always clear what the quality issue relates to but that it is usually concerned with the entire research process.

· I then note that there hasn’t been a commensurate level of interest in mixed-methods criteria. I suggest that 3 approaches to mixed-methods research criteria might be envisaged:

1. Convergent criteria – Use the same criteria for both the quantitative and the qualitative components of the research.

2. Separate criteria – Use separate criteria for the quantitative and qualitative components.

3. Bespoke criteria – Devise new criteria specifically for mixed-methods research.

· I note that the controversial and disputed nature of qualitative research quality criteria my inhibit the development of mixed-methods criteria.

· I suggest that the 3 approaches I outline may be appropriate in different circumstances. In other words, rather than thinking in terms of mixed-methods criteria for all circumstances, it may be better to see the development of such criteria as dependent on the nature of a particular study.

· When either a quantitative or a qualitative research approach drives a study, so that the other component is subsidiary or has a handmaiden role, a convergent criteria approach may be better, e.g. when the mixed-methods study is driven by quantitative research, use traditional quality criteria.

· When the quantitative and qualitative research components are largely separate, perhaps dealing with distinct research questions, a separate criteria approach may be most appropriate.

· When the mixed-methods components are integrated and have similar weight, a bespoke criteria approach may be most appropriate.

· I briefly mention 2 bespoke criteria strategies: Tashakkori and Teddlie’s (2003) inference quality approach, and Sale and Brazil’s (2004) commonalities approach. I suggest that while these are instructive, they may not always be the most appropriate way of addressing quality criteria for mixed-methods research.

· Finally, I deal with what I see as a significant difficulty for developing bespoke criteria in particular.

