ATPS 09
Framing and Reasoning Workshop

Defined: We frame our initial responses to readings or issues based upon the world view we’ve formed over time (our epistemology). After that first reaction, we then reason through readings or issues based upon where we deem “t”ruth comes from (our paradigm). Our frames of reference and our lines of reasoning inform each other in a continuous feedback loop as we process information, craft arguments, and make decisions.  

Skill development objective: Vigilance in the recognition of various frames of reference and lines of reasoning present in the work of public service. Requires the ability to be both self aware and aware of how others frame and reason issues in public administration. Develop your own analytic technique.

Instruction: Faculty will guide the class to count off into groups of five.  You are going to seminar in these small groups on the Kirlin article: Big Questions for a Significant Public Administration.  You also are encouraged to relate the other readings for week one to this article. You will not report out to the large group. Your conversations and observations will stay in your small group format.

Seminar Questions: 
1) What problem does Kirlin address? Do you see this as a “problem” too?
2) What is Kirlin’s main argument? What does he base it on?
3) It is difficult to research what the significant questions of PA should be. How would you do it?
4) Is it better to have specific OR general questions guiding the study and practice of PA? 
5) If you had to place Kirlin into a social science paradigm, which one would he fit in (if at all)?  

First 15 minutes 

Three Speakers: will discuss the article together while the other two members of the group observe their conversation. Be aware of what catches your attention about the reading, where your reactions come from, how you reason through the seminar questions, and try to really hear each speaker’s response. 

Two Observers: will listen and take notes about what framing and reasoning is used by the members of the group who are discussing the case. Some questions to consider as you listen: What information do the speakers consider valuable? What information do they consider to be of little consequence? If they propose a solution to an issue, what frames do they use and what is their line of reasoning?




Next 15 minutes 

Switch roles. If you were a speaker in the first round, you are an observer in this round. Read the instructions for your new role above. (Yes, this means now there are just two speakers and three observers.)

Last 15 minutes 

All members of the group may share their observations with each other at this time. Some questions you may want to consider:
 
1) Did the frames and reasoning in the group differ? If so, why? What were they?
2) Were the frames and reasoning used by the group members similar? If so, why? 
	What were they?
3) Did the framing and reasoning of others change your approach to the reading?
4) Should we incorporate the skill of framing and reasoning awareness into research? 	Why? 
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