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There are many ways we might tell the “stories” 
of our research, so my central question is: Why 

ought my telling be the right one?
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• Uber's autonomous vehicle killed a 
jaywalker 

• Pasco co., FL's police department 
collected data on K-12 students, without 
parent knowledge, for use in 
intelligence-led policing 

• Google displayed search results for an 
old newspaper article about a man's 
debts in searches for him, although the 
debts had been irrelevant for many 
years 

• These cases are made possible by a 
background data infrastructure: a 
network of technosocial systems 
collectively pertaining to the 
generation, processing, analysis, and 
storage of human data 

• We are going through a period of social 
change around this data infrastructure 

• Higher Education plays a role in that 
social change 

• I study that role using mixed-methods
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• Research has two steps 

• Step one: Get the story fucking 
right 

• Step two: Tell the moral of the 
story



• Stories are composed of a set of 
phenomena and the interweaving 
between them 

• When we tell stories, we tell them 
with paragraph breaks: We make 
the decision to group certain 
events together because we 
believe their phenomena share 
some sense of similarity, and we 
spend time discussing that group 
of events's content and import 
before moving on



• We hang those paragraphs 
together into some larger global 
narrative structure, and that 
global structure usually has 
analytical import: We break the 
story into separable themes, a 
before vs. after, tell it as a story 
that moves over time, break it into 
alternating accounts of two 
contrasting groups, or so on 

• No telling is neutral, and we 
deepen our analytic insight as we 
write, as we flesh out, investigate, 
and interrogate why our telling 
ought be the right one



• Usually we trust good qualitative 
stories just because they are well 
told! 

• Qualitative research is often 
perspectival, and we humans are 
perfectly used to making sense 
from others experiences 

• But selling us that your research is 
well done is harder in at least three 
cases 

• Case one: You haven't looked at all 
the data (Twitter, Facebook, ...) 

• Case two: You have a sensitive test 
(nested data like kids in classes in 
schools in districts, continuous 
variables like time, ...) 

• Case three: You lack authority to 
claim saturation of your own 
experiences (trans narratives, 
abortion narratives, ...)



• Research has two steps 

• Step one: Get the story fucking 
right 

• Step two: Tell the moral of the 
story 

• My role as a mixed-methods 
researcher: Tell a rich qualitative 
story whose turns are guided by 
quantitative features











Why that telling of the story?





Justification
Many types of 

interdisciplinary research 

"Coherence," by some name, 
tends to come up 

Why it matters depends on 
your stance



• Coherence: A System of Beliefs is 
coherent when the members of 
that system Mutually Support one 
another ("hangs together") 

• View 1: Coherence between quant 
and qual (all the parts) is a 
Necessary criteria to meet when 
evaluating the quality of your 
research, but there could be other 
criteria you need to meet 

• View 2: Coherence is By Itself 
Sufficient 

• View 3: Coherence is neither 
necessary nor sufficient, yet 
meeting it Boosts the quality of 
your work 

• View 4: Incoherent work is 
Unjustified











• If you are right (about your 
themes and how you've arranged 
them in relation to your data) 

• And you have a grip on your data 

• Then there is an underlying 
mathematical relationship 

• We can use that for statistical 
evidence for saturation 

• We can use that to guide the 
turns of our story



















• Coherence: A System of Beliefs is 
coherent when the members of 
that system Mutually Support one 
another ("hangs together")



• Coherence: A System of Beliefs is 
coherent when the members of 
that system Mutually Support one 
another ("hangs together") 

• Our conceptual categories 
("codes") help explain our 
research questions, in terms of 
our qual understanding ("initial 
read of the data") 

• Our qual understanding drives 
the choice of projection when 
modeling instances of the 
conceptual categories we 
observed 

• Our projected space provides 
evidence of saturation and 
highlights features of the 
structure of the data































• Research has two steps 

• Step one: Get the story fucking 
right 

• Step two: Tell the moral of the 
story 

• My role as a mixed-methods 
researcher: Tell a rich qualitative 
story whose turns are guided by 
quantitative features 

• I tell the story of my first year on 
HRT, structured around certain 
twists and turns and an email 
from my doctor 

• I did not tell the story structured 
around coming out to my advisor, 
choosing a new name, changes to 
my body, ...



Why that telling of the story?
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