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The Attribution of Action Research and Its
Future: Quantitative, Qualitative, or Others

Thie-Tzuen Pan*

ABSTRACT

The main purpose of this articleisto clarify the attribution of action research.

What level does action research belong to among methodology, method, and
technique? It’ s the first one question discussed by this article. After attributing action
research to the level of method, the article tries to explore what type of method does
action research belong to? Isit quantitative, qualitative, or other type of method? The
article thinks that action research is different from quantitative and qualitative
research. Then, the article tries to analyze the probable development of action
research. Three possible directions are proposed: 1. Action research becomes a new
paradigm containing some different methods. 2. Action research becomes one method
of anew paradigm. 3. Action research is clearly identified as one method of the
paradigm, the diaectical-historical theory.

However, the attribution of action research differs from that of quantitative and
qualitative research. So, the final of this article suggests that action researchers need

to hold the characteristic to avoid adopting inappropriate viewpoints.

Key words: action resear ch, quantitative resear ch, qualitative resear ch

* Thie-Tzuen Pan: Assistant Professor, Department of Early Child Care and
Education, Hung kuang University of Science and Technology.
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