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1. According to studies about data collection: “The strategic stance on gathering information is asking a question multiple ways to ensure the person is providing the best truth possible, the credibility of a witness could make or break any case in an instant.”. What are your thoughts on this? Do you agree or disagree that this a reputable strategy for data collection procedures, especially within the criminal justice/law enforcement profession? Thoroughly explain and provide a reference to support your view. (185 Words Minimum)
Question 1 answer 
Asking them in multiple ways ensures that the person or the interviewee provides information that is needed. For example, in the criminal law profession, the interrogation of suspects requires the researcher to gather information through interviewing or questioning and the structuring of the questions in multiple ways ought to be objective, and aim to discover the truth (Richard, 2013). The structuring of the questions should involve policing techniques such as third degree which involves; intimidation, threats. Asking questions in multiple ways is also known as flawed interviewing or questioning and it is not ethical when doing data collection that would aid on research. However, it is regarded as a proper way to gather information when policing (Hagan, & Hagan, 2017). 
I agree that police investigations must be dynamic and this calls for use of multiple dimensions to question the interviewee in order to gather the right information. The criminal justice needs different ways of questioning that the confession is garnered and can be used to demonstrate any fabrication in the criminal offense itself. Using multiple ways of question is can help the researcher or the investigator to determine the transition point and discover who the main suspect is whilst using reasonable grounds obtained (Denscombe, 2017).
2. In regard to the various data-collection strategies that are often used in case studies, what do you see as pitfalls or problems if the correct amount of rigor in the collection is not achieved? (185 Words Minimum)
Question 2 answer
There are various ways of collecting data depending on the intent or the field/profession. When conducting survey research the amount of rigor determines whether the goals in data collection will be achieved or not. The pitfalls or issues which come up when the correct amount of rigor is not achieved include;
· Poor quality data collected. 
When the data collection strategies fail, the collection of data is flawed. Data collected might not be enough to construct a strong argument of the research problem (Richard, 2013). 
· Theoretical void
When the data collection strategies fail, the research framework is most likely going to fail or poorly thought out. The research conducted is reductive in generic conception and fails to reflect on the broader state of the research (Richard, 2013). 
· Inadequate debate or a robust literature 
Data collection void comes in handy with poor development of the research framework. This will result in issues of congruence in the research design and a theoretical fail. The issue will also lead to contradictions in the results or findings of the research (Richard, 2013). 
· Method slurring 
When the methods of data collection fail, qualitative research will definitely lack rigor. The mix up will violate the data collection techniques as well as the methods of analysis used in the research (Sapsford, & Jupp, 2016). 
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