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A short story about quality assessment

üCultural geography, 2006
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üCultural geography, 2006



Rural studies

üFor a long time dominated by the concept of social 
construction é

üAlso today (but less) still focus on conceptualizing é

üLimited attention for quantitative research é

üLimited attention for rural businesses é

üNo attention for mixed methods é



Rural urban

üDo away with the rural as a separate category (as it 
is a gradient between urban and rural (Woods, p.15, 
referring to others)

üAny attempt to é (define the term rural) é is likely to 
be doomed to failure.The transition from urban to 
rural is a gradual é one(Hodge, 1986, p. 271)

üConclusion 1: the pure rural does not exist and does 
not make sense, but some places are thinner, sparser 
etc. populated than others 



The rural as a social construction

üUseful concept when conceptualizing the rural

üBut é not so useful when it comes to descriptive 
approaches

üAs Woods states: Neglects the material dimensions of 
the rural condition with impact on rural people

üFor quantitative research a descriptive definition of 
the rural is almost inescapable
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Qualitative vs. Quantitative in journals

Journal of Rural Studies Sociologia Ruralis

Qualitative Quantitative / both Qualitative Quantitative / both

2006 24 10 17 1

2016 52 27 24 5



Mixed methods

üé to tackle a research question from any relevant 
angle, making use where appropriate of previous 
research and/or more than one type of investigative 
perspective



Mixed methods

ü.. not yet visible in our key journals



Mixed methods

üMaybe not in journal articles, but at least in larger 
projects, at least in Groningen




