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Writing in Psychology

Planning the Research Report

The Research Report has a structure in which data forms its core.

The literature review usually involves only a few key studies.

The Basic Structure:

8 parts:
Title Page



Abstract



Introduction



Method



Results



Discussion



References



Appendix

Abstract


Although the abstract appears at the beginning of the report, it is actually written after completion of the rest of the paper.

· provides a concise summary of the report

· a distillation of the important points covered in the body of the report

· one succinct paragraph:

· synopsis of the hypothesis

· methodology of the investigation

· results
· When planning your abstract, answer these questions as concisely as possible.

· What was the objective or purpose of my research study?

· What principal method did I use?

· Who were the research participants?

· What were my major findings?

· What can I conclude from these findings?

More detailed and more specific states about methods, results, and conclusions are treated in the body of the report.

The abstract lets the reader anticipate what your report is about.

Introduction

Should give a concise history and background of your topic.

1. Support claim that interest in topic goes back into history.

2. Define the terms that form the basis of your study.

3. Delve into current status of the topic – cite specific studies.

4. Then raise a question that leads to the hypothesis.

The Introduction provides the rationale for your study and prepares the read for the methods you have chosen.

Method

Detail exactly the methods and procedures used.

Describe fully:

· the research participant pool
· age, sex, and number of subjects

as well as

· the way in which they were selected

· and any other details that would help to specify them.

Why?  Readers will be asking questions about the generalizability of your results

· across both persons and settings
· that is, the external validity of your results.

Also included in the Methods section:


-  A description of the tests and measurements you have chosen to use.  (ie:  the questionnaire used)

-  The context in which they were presented (ie: the instructions given to participants).

· Even if you have used well-known, standardized tests (MMPI, WAIS), it is a good idea to capsulize them in a few sentences.  Know the nature and the purpose of the tests you have chosen.

Note:


If your research project is in some area of social psychology or personality

· see Shaw & Wright’s Scales for the Measurement of Attitudes (McGraw-Hill)

· or Robinson, Shaver, & Wright’s, Measures of Personality and Social Psychological Attitudes (Academic Press).

· These two sources contain a number of actual scales of measurement, as well as facts about their reliability and validity
· And details on how to administer and score the scales.

Results

Describe your findings.


Perhaps show your results in a Table.

Example:

Table 2


Rates of Transmission of Rumors


Confidence

Negative rumors (%) 
Positive rumors (%)

    High


86.1



71.4


    Moderate


52.4



42.9


    Low


31.4



25.0

*** Label your table fully.


Do not make your reader guess at what you are trying to show them.

It is not necessary to repeat the results from the table in your narrative:

Simply tell what they mean.

Precision

The convention is to report your p value to one or 2 digits past the initial zeros.


ie:
p < .05



P < .00010

Ask yourself the following questions as you structure your Results section:

1. What did I find?

2. How can I say what I found in a careful, detailed way?

3. Is what I am planning to say precise and to the point?

4. Am I being overly or misleadingly exact?  (ie: too  many decimal points, p < .0011113452 – only need p < .001)

5. Will what I have said be clear to the reader?

6. Have I left out anything of importance?


Discussion

Use the facts you have gathered to form a cohesive unit:

1. A review of the introductory section.

2. Discuss your research findings in light of your original hypothesis.

3. Be your own devil’s advocate.  Ask yourself what a skeptical reader might see as the other side of the argument or conclusion.  In particular, look for shortcomings or critical inconsistencies and anticipate the reader’s reaction to them.

If you cannot find any holes in your argument, let a friend do it.

Some additional questions to consider as you structure this section:

· What was the purpose of my study?

· How do my results relate to that purpose?

· Did I make any serendipitous (accidental) findings of interest?

· Are there larger implications in these findings?

· Is there an alternative way to interpret my results?

Conclusions

Conclusions can be a separate section or the final paragraph or two of your discussion section.

· State conclusions as clearly and concisely as possible.

· Larger implications to your work?

· Implications for further research?

· External validity issue?  (ie:  Is there a need to replicate these findings in a more naturalistic setting?)

References


Suggestions:

· Use index cards

· Alphabetize them

· Enter them into your reference list as you cite them!!!!!!

Appendix


-  Raw materials of investigation (ie: lists of words used for a recall test)


-  Lengthy questionnaires or tests


-  Statistical calculations

Rosnow, R. L., & Rosnow, M. (2001). Writing Papers in Psychology: Fifth
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