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Sample Questions

1. You have been asked by the governor of your state to evaluate a new domestic
violence court.  Your task is to set up the sampling design, research methodology
including subjects, variables and analytic plain, and anticipated outcomes.  Write
an essay in which you outline one such proposal.

2. There has been much talk about the advantages and disadvantages of cross-
sectional and longitudinal data.  Describe the debate, the ads/disads of each
approach, and whether you think we should follow one approach over another
approach in studying crime.

3. Criminologists employ at least three main methods for studying crime rates.  What
are these three methods, what are their strengths and weaknesses.  Describe what
we know about crime trends with regard to each approach, and indicate a
preference (should you have one) for which best “gets at”  the crime picture in the
US.

4. One of the basic requirements of a finding is that it be replicable.  Discuss the
different kinds of replication/converging operations studies that might be
conducted to support an initial demonstration of “an effect”  and the strengths and
weaknesses of each.  Also, carefully discuss the roles of statistical inference,
statistical significance testing (considering both types of statistical decision
errors), direct replication, converging operations and meta analysis within this
process.  You can provide an example of a replication in criminology or related
discipline in order to illustrate your point.

5. Discuss the applications of true experiments, quasi-experiments and natural
groups designs for addressing important issues for evaluation types of research.
Your answer should address the strengths and weaknesses of each for the various
types of internal and external validity (be sure to identify your preferred
characterization of the relationship between these two types of validity).  Give
examples from a criminological or related discipline study.


