JSGS 851: Qualitative Methods
UNIVERSITY OF SASKATCHEWAN CAMPUS
INSTRUCTOR:

Elizabeth Schwartz

PHONE:

306-966-1748

E-MAIL:

elizabeth.schwartz@usask.ca

OFFICE HOURS:

Wednesdays, 11am to 12pm, or by appointment.
 Sept 19 rescheduled to THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 10am-11am
 No office hours week of Sept 12 or Nov 14

OFFICE LOCATION:

Diefenbaker Centre, Room 154

TERM:

1

ROOM:

DIEF 137 (Prairie Room)

DATE AND TIME:

Wednesday, 1-4pm
 No class September 12, September 19, or November 14
 Wednesday December 5: Class extended (11:30am-4:00pm)

CALENDAR DESCRIPTION
Provides students with the opportunity to learn and practice inquiry processes for conducting qualitative
research. Students will examine the following topics: issues in qualitative data (ontology, epistemology,
methodology and method), collection of qualitative data (e.g., interviewing, ethnography, focus groups,
case studies), analysis of data, and combining qualitative and quantitative data.

LEARNING OBJECTIVES
This course provides students with the ability to understand and evaluate policy information gathered
through qualitative research methods and to use qualitative methods in policy-related research, policy
analysis, and program evaluation.

ATTRIBUTES OF JSGS GRADUATES
1. Management, Governance, and Leadership: Ability to inspire support for a vision or course of
action and successfully direct the teams, processes, and changes required to accomplish it.
2. Communication and Social Skills: Ability to communicate effectively and build enduring, trustbased interpersonal, professional relationships.
3. Systems Thinking and Creative Analysis: Ability to identify key issues and problems, analyze
them systematically, and reach sound, innovative conclusions.
4. Public Policy and Community Engagement: Ability to understand how organizational and public
policies are formulated, their impact on public policy and management and how to influence
their development.
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5. Continuous Evaluation and Improvement: Commitment to on-going evaluation for continuous
organizational and personal improvement.
6. Policy Knowledge: Ability to analyze and contribute content to at least one applied policy field.

COURSE CONTENT AND APPROACH
This course will provide an introduction to qualitative methods and research design in the social
sciences. Students will work on their own research proposal throughout the course. We will learn about
key debates in qualitative methods: positivist, interpretive, critical, and Indigenous approaches; research
ethics, and more. We will investigate a number of aspects of thoughtful research design, including case
selection and how to measure key concepts. We will carefully consider the limitations and tradeoffs
involved in qualitative research design and methodologies.

REQUIRED BOOK
Gerring, John. 2017. Case Study Research: Principles and Practices. 2nd edition. Cambridge
University Press. Available at the University of Saskatchewan Bookstore.
Note: The second edition is a substantially re-organized and re-written version of the first edition. I
strongly recommend that you read the second edition.
All other readings are either available from online journals through the University of Saskatchewan
Library website, are posted on the course Blackboard site, or I have listed the URL.

COURSE OUTLINE AND ASSIGNMENTS
Note: As this is a seminar-based course, it is CRITICAL that you read all of the assigned material and
come to class ready to discuss it.
PART I: Introduction to Qualitative Research
September 5, 2018 – Session 1 – Approaches to Qualitative Research
REQUIRED READINGS
King, Garry, Robert O. Keohane and Sidney Verba. 1994. Designing Social Inquiry. Princeton, NJ:
Princeton University Press. Chapter 1. Blackboard. A (hotly debated) positivist perspective of research
design.
Potts, Karen L. and Leslie Brown. 2015. “Becoming an anti-oppressive researcher” in Susan Strega and
Leslie Brown, eds. Research as resistance: revisiting critical, indigenous and anti-oppressive approaches.
Toronto: Canadian Scholars’ Press. Blackboard. For an introduction to the critical approach.
Various Authors. 2003. “Symposium on Interpretivism” Qualitative Methods: Newsletter of the APSA
Organized Section on Qualitative Methods 1(2), 1-24. Available online at
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https://www.maxwell.syr.edu/uploadedFiles/moynihan/cqrm/Newsletter1.2.pdf For an overview of the
interpretivist approach
Donmoyer, Robert. 2002. “Two (Very) Different Worlds: The Cultures of Policymaking and Qualitative
Research” Qualitative Inquiry 18(9): 798-807. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.
Addressing the challenges faced by qualitative researchers seeking to influence policy outcomes (an
interpretive approach).
Wilson, Sean. 2001. “What is indigenous research methodology?” Canadian Journal of Native Education
25(2), 175-179. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal. An Indigenous perspective on
academic research.

Braun, Kathryn, et al. 2014. “Research on Indigenous Elders: From Positivistic to Decolonizing
Methodologies” The Gerontologist 54(1), 117-126. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.
Review of how various research methods have been used in Indigenous contexts, and how to respectfully
engage in research with Indigenous people and communities.

September 12, 2018 – NO CLASS (break for JSGS 883 block course)
September 19, 2018 – NO CLASS (Jewish High Holidays)
*Note: This week’s office hours will be postponed to THURSDAY*

September 26, 2018 – Session 2 – Concepts and Measurement
Research Question assignment due
CONCEPTUAL READINGS
Adcock, Robert and David Collier. 2001. “Measurement Validity: A Shared Standard for Quantitative and
Qualitative Research” American Political Science Review 95(3): 529-546. University of Saskatchewan
Library – Online Journal.
Bergdahl, Elisabeth and Carina M. Berterö. 2016. “Concept analysis and the building blocks of theory:
misconceptions regarding theory development” Journal of Advanced Nursing 72(10): 2558-2566.
University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.
Bohlken, Anjali and Alan Jacobs. 2011. “Measurement Error” and “General and Specific Knowledge in
the Social Sciences” [Class handout] Vancouver: Department of Political Science, University of British
Columbia. Blackboard.
Collier, David and Steven Levitsky. 1997. “Democracy with Adjectives: Conceptual Innovation in
Comparative Research” World Politics 49(3): 430–451. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online
Journal.
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Smith, Lahra. 2016. “A Spark for the Political Imagination” Qualitative and Multi-Method Research:
Newsletter of the APSA Organized Section for Qualitative and Multi-Method Research 14(1/2): 43-47.
Blackboard.
RESEARCH EXAMPLE
Satzinger, Helga. 2012. “The Politics of Gender Concepts in Genetics and Hormone Research in Germany,
1900–1940” Gender & History 24(3):735–754. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.

PART II: Research Design for Qualitative Research
October 3, 2018 – Session 3 – Within-Case Analysis
CONCEPTUAL READINGS
Gerring, John. Chapter 2 (all) and Chapter 7 (pg 96-100)
Collier, David. 2011. “Understanding Process Tracing” PS: Political Science and Politics 44(4): 823-830.
University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.
Collier, David. 2011. “Teaching Process Tracing: Exercises and Examples” PS: Political Science and Politics
44(4): 823-830. Available online at: https://ssrn.com/abstract=1944646 (Pay particular attention to the
Sherlock Holmes example)
Flyvbjerg, Bent. 2006. “Five misunderstandings about case study research” Qualitative Inquiry 12(2):
219245. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.
RESEARCH EXAMPLES
Fairfield, Tasha. 2013. “Going Where the Money Is: Strategies for Taxing Economic Elites in Unequal
Democracies” World Development 47: 42-57. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.
Stokes, Leah. 2013. “The politics of renewable energy policies: The case of feed-in tariffs in Ontario,
Canada” Energy Policy 56: 490-500. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.

October 10, 2018 – Session 4 – Comparative Method
CONCEPTUAL READINGS
Gerring, John. Chapter 11 (all)
Skocpol, Theda and Margaret Somers. 1980. “The Uses of Comparative History in Macrosocial Inquiry”
Comparative Studies in Society and History 22(2): 174-197. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online
Journal.
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Mahoney, James. 2004. “Comparative-historical methodology” Annual Review of Sociology 30: 81.
University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.
RESEARCH EXAMPLES
Immergut, Ellen. 1992. “The rules of the game: The logic of health policy-making in France, Switzerland,
and Sweden” in Sven Steinmo and Kathleen Thelen (Eds.) Historical Institutionalism in Comparative
Analysis, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp 57-89. Blackboard.
Munck, Geraldo L. and Richard Snyder. 2007. “David D. Laitin: Culture, Rationality and the Search for
Discipline” in Passion, Craft, and Method in Comparative Politics. Johns Hopkins University Press, pp.
601-649. In particular, read the introduction to Laitin’s work (pp 601-602) and the section on A Research
Program on Language and Political Culture, pp 612-620. Blackboard.

October 17, 2017 – Session 5 – Case Selection
CONCEPTUAL READINGS
Geddes, Barbara. 1990. “How the cases you choose affect the answers you get: Selection bias in
comparative politics” Political Analysis 2(1): 131-150. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online
Journal.
Gerring Chapters 3-6 (all)
RESEARCH EXAMPLE
Ellerman, Antje. 2013. “When Can Liberal States Avoid Unwanted Immigration? Self-Limited Sovereignty
and Guest Worker Recruitment in Switzerland and Germany” World Politics 65(3): 491–538. University
of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.

October 24, 2017 – Session 6 – Research Ethics
Conference Abstract assignment due
CONCEPTUAL READINGS
David, Matthew and Carole D. Sutton. 2004. “Chapter 2: Being Ethical” in Social Research: An
Introduction. Los Angeles: Sage. Blackboard.
Fuji Johnson, Genvieve, et al. 2017. “Openness in Canadian Political Science: Toward an Inclusive and
Differentiated Discussion” Canadian Journal of Political Science 50(1): 311-328. University of
Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.
Tri-Council of Canada. 2014. Tri-Council Policy Statement: Ethical Conduct for Research Involving
Humans (TCPS 2). Read chapters 9 and 10. Available online at www.pre.ethics.gc.ca/pdf/eng/tcps22014/TCPS_2_FINAL_Web.pdf
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Note: This is the definitive statement of research ethics involving human participants in Canada. Any
university receiving funding from CIHR, NSERC or SSHRC must ensure that all research conducted by
faculty and students complies with the TCPS. Therefore, it applies to your research.
RESEARCH EXAMPLE
Cattapan, Alana and Ashley Doyle. 2016. “Patient Decision-Making about the Disposition of Surplus
Cryopreserved Embryos in Canada” Journal of Obstetrics and Gynaecology Canada 38(1): 60-66.
University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.

PART III: Collecting and Analyzing Qualitative Data
October 31, 2017 – Session 7 – Ethnography and Participant Observation
CONCEPTUAL READINGS
Kubik, Jan. 2009. “Ethnography of Politics: Foundations, Applications, Prospects” in Edward Schatz,
Political Ethnography: What Immersion Contributes to the Study of Power. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, pp 25-52. Blackboard.
Tedlock, Barbara. 2008. “The observation of participation and the emergence of public ethnography” in
Norman K. Denzin, and Yvonna S. Lincoln (Eds). Strategies of Qualitative Inquiry, 3rd edition. Los Angeles:
Sage Publications, 151-172. Blackboard.
Wedeen, Lisa. 2010. “Reflections on Ethnographic Work in Political Science” Annual Review of Political
Science 13: 255-272. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.
RESEARCH EXAMPLES
Mosse, David. 2004. “Is Good Policy Unimplementable? Reflections on the Ethnography of Aid Policy
and Practice” Development and Change 35(4): 639–671. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online
Journal.
Petryna, Adriana. 2004. “Biological Citizenship: The Science and Politics of Chernobyl-Exposed
Populations” Osiris 19: 250-265. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.

November 7, 2018 – Session 8 – Interviews
Ethics Implications assignment due
CONCEPTUAL READINGS
Davies, Philip H.J. 2001. “Spies as Informants: Triangulation and the Interpretation of Elite Interview
Data in the Study of the Intelligence and Security Services” Politics 21(1): 73-80. University of
Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.
Ezzy, Douglas. 2010. “Qualitative Interviewing as an Embodied Emotional Performance” Qualitative
Inquiry 16(3): 163-170
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Fontana, Andrea and James H. Frey. 2003. “Interview: From Structured Questions to Negotiated Text” in
Denzin, Norman K. and Lincoln, Yvonna S. (eds.). Collecting and Interpreting Qualitative Materials, 3rd
edition. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage, 115-160. Blackboard.
Various Authors. 2002. “Symposium: Interview Methods” PS: Political Science and Politics 35(4): 685688. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.
RESEARCH EXAMPLE
Vanhala, Lisa. 2011. Making Rights a Reality? Disability Rights Activists and Legal Mobilization. New York:
Cambridge University Press, Chapter 2. Blackboard.

November 14, 2017 – NO CLASS – Reading Week

November 21, 2017 – Session 9 – Analyzing Documents
CONCEPTUAL READINGS
Peräkylä, Anssi. 2008. “Analyzing Talk and Text” in Denzin, Norman K. and Lincoln, Yvonna S. (eds.).
Collecting and Interpreting Qualitative Materials, 3rd edition. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage, 351-374.
Blackboard.
Grimmer, Justin and Brandon M. Stewart. 2013. “Text as Data: The Promise and Pitfalls of Automatic
Content Analysis Methods for Political Texts” Political Analysis 21:267–297. University of Saskatchewan
Library – Online Journal.
Hewitt, Sally. 2009. Discourse Analysis and Public Policy Research. Center for Rural Economy Discussion
Paper Series 24. Blackboard.
Thies, Cameron G. 2002. “A Pragmatic Guide to Qualitative Historical Analysis in the Study of
International Relations” International Studies Perspectives 3(4): 351–372. University of Saskatchewan
Library – Online Journal.
RESEARCH EXAMPLES
Bhatia, Vandna and Michael Orsini. 2016. “Narrating Sustainability in Canadian Health Care Reform
Discourse” Social Policy & Administration 50(3): 297–315. University of Saskatchewan Library – Online
Journal.
Boothe, Katherine. 2013. “Ideas and the Limit on Program Expansion: The Failure of Nation-Wide
Pharmacare in Canada, 1944-2002” Canadian Journal of Political Science 46(2), 419-453. University of
Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal.
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PART IV: Your Research
November 28, 2017 – Session 10 – Logistics and Practicalities of Qualitative Research
Draft research proposals due
(1) Round-table with senior PhD students: pitfalls and practicalities of qualitative research
(2) Research planning: budgets, fieldwork, working with your committee
READINGS
Overviews of the round-table participants’ research projects. To be posted on Blackboard in early
November.
Brady, Henry and David Collier, eds. 2010. Rethinking Social Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards
(2nd ed.). Rowman & Littlefield. Ch 8, pp. 153-159. Blackboard.
O’Donnell, Jonathan. 2014. How to make a simple research budget. The Research Whisperer.
https://theresearchwhisperer.wordpress.com/2014/10/07/simple-research- budget/
Various Authors. 2009. Symposium on Fieldwork. PS: Political Science and Politics. 42(2): 287-328.
University of Saskatchewan Library – Online Journal. **Note: This is a series of 9 very short articles. It
is easiest to find using the “find journals and e-journals” function on the library website**

December 5, 2017 **11:30-4:00** – Session 11 – Student Presentations
***Note Extended Class***
Peer review due
No reading.

SUPPLEMENTARY READINGS
Brady, Henry and David Collier, eds. 2010. Rethinking Social Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards
(2nd ed.). Rowman & Littlefield.
Trachtenberg, Marc. 2006. The Craft of International History: A Guide to Method. Princeton: Princeton
University Press. Chapter 5 and Appendix II.
Various Authors. 2015. “Symposium: Linking Interpretation and Causal Inference” Qualitative and MultiMethod Research: Newsletter of the APSA Organized Section for Qualitative and Multi-Method Research
13(2): 3-28. Contact me directly if you want a copy of this symposium.
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ASSIGNMENTS
Assignment

Due Date

Weight

Ongoing

10%

To be determined in Week 1

15%

September 26
October 25
November 7
December 5
December 5
December 12

Total: 75%
(5%)
(10%)
(10%)
(10%)
(15%)
(25%)

Participation
Seminar Presentation
Research Proposal
 Research Question
 Conference Abstract
 Ethics Implications
 Peer Review
 Presentation
 Final Proposal

All written assignments must be submitted by 1pm
in hard copy AND online, via the course Blackboard site
1. Participation (10%)
Participation will be peer-evaluated. Participation includes seminar discussions of readings and
contributions to small group discussions. It is the quality, not the quantity of your comments that is
important – i.e., showing knowledge of the readings, responding to and building on comments made
by others and offering constructive suggestions about your peers’ work. While you are expected to
prepare for seminars and do your best to understand the assigned readings, it is not expected that
you will already be an expert in all of the topics discussed. Seminar discussions are intended to help
all students better understand the material and so asking questions that help to identify elements
that are unclear to you can be a useful contribution to the course.
2. Seminar Presentation and Leading Discussion (15%)
In Sessions 2-9 (September 26 to November 21), one or more students will be responsible for
presenting the week’s readings and then leading the seminar discussion (approximately 1 hour in
total). Students will sign up for topics during Week 1.
You are encouraged to make connections to readings and discussions in earlier weeks, but the focus
is to remain on the current session’s material. DO NOT SUMMARIZE THE READINGS!!!! Assume that
all students have read the assigned readings. Your job is to present an argument that synthesizes
the readings. For example, you may:
 set out your own stance on one of the debates in that week’s readings;
 evaluate the research examples using that week’s conceptual readings;
 point out a gap in the week’s readings: for instance, what areas of that week’s topic are not
addressed by the authors?
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The presentation portion of your session should be a maximum of 15 minutes long. Should you
choose to use a slide show, you should have no more than 5 slides.
Send your slides (if using) to me by email by noon of the day you present. Slides should be in .ppt,
.pptx, or .pdf format
Create four discussion questions to spark seminar discussion. These questions should be posted to
the course’s Blackboard website 24 hours before the class in which you present (by midday of the
day before you present). This will give your colleagues an opportunity to reflect on the questions
before the seminar itself. You should be ready to facilitate discussion. This means making sure
everyone is involved and being ready to start a new thread of conversation once one topic is
exhausted.
3. Research Proposal (Total of 75% of grade - See above for break down)
This assignment is designed to help you develop a proposal you can use for your Masters or PhD
research. I therefore encourage you to pick a topic which you think will be the focus of your thesis or
dissertation research, and to discuss this with your current supervisor. If you aren’t sure of your
eventual topic yet, use this course to explore a topic that interests you. We will discuss the
requirements for each stage in class.
The due dates for each stage of the research proposal are below. All assignments must be
submitted in hard copy and online by 1:00pm on the due date.
All assignments must include appropriate citations and a bibliography.
All written assignments must be formatted as follows:
 Double-spaced
 One inch margins
 Times New Roman font, 12pt
 Pages numbered
Due September 26; 5%
Research question and justification (2 pages). After consulting with your supervisor, present a
research question that will shape your research proposal for this class. Identify the type of question
(descriptive, causal, prescriptive/normative) and the research approach you will pursue (i.e.,
positivist, interpretivist, critical, Indigenous, etc.); situate your question within existing research;
explain the contribution that you will make by answering this question.
Due October 25; 10%
Conference proposal (1 page). Provide a tentative paper title, your research question, an
explanation of the intellectual and/or substantive contribution of the research, a discussion of the
10
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research design (e.g., within case or comparative design) and criteria for case selection. The
proposal should be written such that it excites the reader about the project. Why should they give
your research space on a conference panel?
Due November 7; 10%
Ethics Implications (4-5 pages). With reference to the Tri-Council Policy Statement, identify the
ethical implications and risks of your proposed research, in terms of both process and outcomes.
How will you address these risks and implications? Discuss whether you will need approval from a
Research Ethics Board, and the degree to which that process will mitigate the risks you have
identified.
Due November 28; not graded
Draft research proposal (12-15 pages)
Note: Penalty of 2 points from final grade per day late. Submit your draft on time even if you are
not happy with it. You will have time to revise it before the final graded version is due on December
12th.
This draft should include:
Introduction: (1-2 pages) Your research question and expected contributions of the research.
Literature review: (maximum 3 pages) This should be brief, but should set out how your work fits
with and extends or challenges existing scholarship in your field.
Theoretical Framework: (1-2 pages) Explanation of your approach to qualitative methodology (i.e.,
positivist, interpretivist, critical, or Indigenous); discussion of theoretical approaches drawn from
existing literature or the ways in which you have drawn on existing theory/research to create your
own theory; presentation and justification of your argument and/or hypotheses; defining key
concepts and how you will measure them.
Research Design and Methodology: (8-10 pages) This should be the longest section of the proposal. I
recommend breaking it up into sub-sections, as you need to address the following points:
 explaining choice of comparative or within-case design;
 presenting and justifying case selection;
 setting out sources of data and methods of analysis;
 explaining how you will draw inferences from your data (i.e., what you expect to see if your
argument/hypothesis was correct; what would you expect to see if it was wrong?);
 justifying the trade-offs you are making in your research design.
Conclusion: (maximum 1 page) Concluding remarks including discussion of policy implications
Due December 5; 10%
Peer review of two other students’ draft proposals (3 pages each). You will have one week to read
two of your fellow students’ proposals and to write a peer review of each (a template will be
provided). Your review should summarize the author’s theoretical model and contribution, and
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critically assess the proposed methodology, pointing out the strengths and limitations of the
research design. You should make suggestions for changes which the author can realistically carry
out in a week.
Due December 5; 15%
Presentation of your research proposal. Present your proposal/project in 15 minutes. Introduce your
research question and explain its importance, but concentrate on your methodology. I will sort the
presentations into panels. Be prepared to answer questions, and be open to suggestions. One core
purpose of this assignment is to help you improve your final written proposal. Send me your slides
(maximum 5 slides) by noon.
Due 12 December; 25%
Final research proposal (12-15 pages). Your proposal must include all the elements required for the
draft proposal, but should be redrafted to take into account of the peer reviews you received and
the discussion after your presentation. You must also include a 1-2 page cover memo setting out
the most significant pieces of feedback you received, and how you have responded. You do not need
to take everyone’s advice, but you should show that you have considered it. If you decide not to
pursue a reviewer’s suggestion, explain why not.

LATE ASSIGNMENTS
All assignments must be submitted by the due date. Late assignments will not be accepted, except by
prior arrangement with the instructor.
Exception: The draft for peer review is not graded, but because it is essential for everyone to submit a
paper on time for the peer review system to work, there will be a penalty of 2 points from your final
grade for every day your draft is late, including weekends (i.e., if you had a final grade of 100%, a draft
that is one day late will result in a final grade of 98%. Two days late = 96%, etc.).

EMAIL, OFFICE HOURS AND CONCERNS
Please drop by office hours early on in the course so I can get to know you. If you have any concerns with
the course, your assignments, or questions about the readings, office hours are the best place to discuss
those. If you cannot make the posted times (see top of syllabus), email me to set up an appointment at
a mutually convenient time. I will try to respond to emails within 24 hours (on weekdays), but do not
leave urgent queries until the weekend/evening before a due date.
Note: I will not be holding office hours the week of September 12 (JSGS 883 Block Course) or November
14 (Reading Week). Office hours for the week of September 19 will be held on THURSDAY SEPTEMBER
20 from 10am-11am.

STUDENTS WITH SPECIAL NEEDS
University of Regina (U of R): Students in this course who, because of a disability, may have a need for
accommodations are encouraged to discuss this need with the instructor and to contact the Centre for
Student Accessibility (https://www.uregina.ca/student/accessibility/).
12
www.schoolofpublicpolicy.sk.ca

U of S: Students in this course who, because of a disability, may have a need for accommodations are
encouraged to discuss this need with the instructor and to contact Access and Equity Services (AES) at
306-966-7273 or aes@usask.ca.

Students Experiencing Stress
U of R: Students in this course who are experiencing stress can seek assistance from the University of
Regina Counselling Services. For more information, visit
http://www.uregina.ca/student/counselling/contact.html, or call (306) 585-4491 between 8:30 a.m. to
4:30 p.m. Saskatchewan time Monday to Friday.
U of S: Students in this course who are experiencing stress or need mental health support can seek
assistance from the University of Saskatchewan Student Wellness Centre. For more information, visit
https://students.usask.ca/health/centres/wellness-centre.php, or call (306) 966-5768 between 8:30
a.m. to 4:30 p.m. Saskatchewan time Monday to Friday.

ACADEMIC INTEGRITY AND CONDUCT
U of R: Ensuring that you understand and follow the principles of academic integrity and conduct as laid
out by the University of Regina (available at https://www.uregina.ca/president/executive-team/edgovernance-univ-secretary/student-appeals/student-behaviour.html) is vital to your success in graduate
school. Ensuring that your work is your own and reflects both your own ideas and those of others
incorporated in your work is important: ensuring that you acknowledge the ideas, words, and phrases of
others that you use is a vital part of the scholarly endeavour. If you have any questions at all about
academic integrity in general or about specific issues, contact your course instructor to discuss your
questions.
U of S: Understanding and following the principles of academic integrity and conduct as laid out in the
University of Saskatchewan’s Guidelines for Academic Conduct is vital to your success in graduate school
(available at www.usask.ca/university_secretary/council/reports_forms/reports/guide_conduct.php).
Ensuring that your work is your own and reflects both your own ideas and those of others incorporated
in your work is important: ensuring that you acknowledge the ideas, words, and phrases of others that
you use is a vital part of the scholarly endeavour. If you have any questions at all about academic
integrity in general or about specific issues, contact any faculty member and we can discuss your
questions.
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