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Discussion 6 Planning 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Research and statistics are quite paramount disciplines whose applicability can never be questioned in every field of study, and hence the field of criminology is not exceptional. Notably, statistics in the context of criminal justice paves the way for assessing, designing research, analyzing case facts, and making the most appropriate conclusions as key tools for judgments (Mertens & Wilson, 2018). In most cases, qualitative and quantitative research approaches are applied in practical program evaluation for criminal justice. Herein, the primary focus of this study is to differentiate between qualitative and quantitative data analysis. 
From a statistical point of view, there exist fundamental differences amid qualitative and quantitative types of data analysis. As evident, quantitative data analysis entails data about quantities as well as numbers (Mertens & Wilson, 2018). The affiliated information can be applied for numerical computations and statistical data analysis to inform real-life choices. Qualitative data is descriptive and is concerned about a phenomenon that can be accurately observed but not measured.  
The quantitative data analysis approach entails core factors such as numeric values with numeric properties featured with a standardized order scale. According to (Mertens & Wilson, 2018), the quantitative data analysis approach is sanctioned into two, and these include descriptive and inferential statistics. Herein, the quantitative approaches are quite oriented in performing mean and median analysis. During ordinal analyses, the mean and standard deviation analyses can be accurately performed. On the other hand, qualitative data analysis relies on the varied trend analysis and text analysis, among other analytical practices. 
During the harvesting of quantitative data analysis, criminal justice researchers apply tools focused on recording numerical values (Mertens & Wilson, 2018). The attached data mining steps pave the way for recording numerical measures that accurately define and explain the case in detail. In other words, quantitative material facts are collected via the closed-ended approaches. On the contrary, the collection of qualitative data applies open-ended research questions, and in most cases, multiple-choice questions are applied, making it a broader collection mode (Vito & Higgins, 2014). 
Quantitative and qualitative data analysis approaches differ in terms of advantages. Analytically, quantitative data is quite compatible with most statistical analysis approaches and is highly applied by researchers. In contrast, qualitative data is only compatible with measures of central tendencies, and hence it has restricted applications (Vito & Higgins, 2014). Also, quantitative data analysis does not occur in natural settings, unlike qualitative data analysis, which accurately draws samples for natural settings. 
Regardless of the differences, quantitative and qualitative data analysis approaches are highly related to each other. Vito and Higgins (2014) described that the quantitative analysis approach states the data to assess the hypotheses while qualitative data analysis aims at getting a deeper meaning as to why some big things occur. Also, quantitative analysis is based on data harvested from observation, well-conducted experiments, and measurements, unlike qualitative data approaches. Notably, the qualitative analysis focuses on exploratory and subjective practices, while quantitative analysis is aimed at providing conclusive and objective data facts.
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