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FROM THE GUESTEDITOR

The papers published here were
presented at the 1998 Association
of American Geographers Annual
Meeting in a session on Qualitative
Methods and Reasoning in Carto-
graphic Research, sponsored by the
Cartography Specialty Group. The
AAG session featured current
qualitative research on carto-
graphic topics and cartographic
materials: interviews by telephone
and in person, focus groups for
map critique, and critical analysis
of both maps as components of
corporate annual reports and
projects that share geographic data
on the Web.

Specifically, the participants in
the AAG session and topics they
presented were: Mark Monmonier
on “Probing the Practices of
Experienced Map Authors with
Partly-Structured Telephone
Interviews;” Trudy Suchan, “It’s
only my OpinionBut...Interviews
on Everyday Conceptions of
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Rural;” Judy Olson on “Teaching
and Learning Focus Group Skills: A
Classroom Example;” Myke Gluck,
“Content Analysis, Semiotics, and
Social Semiotics for Cartographic
Analysis: Interpreting Geospatial
Representations; and Barbara
Poore, “What are the Benefits of
Sharing Geographic Data? Qualita-
tive Approaches.” :
Barbara’s paper was a specula-
tive piece that she has not yet
pursued further. Mark’s how-to for
telephone interviews with subject
experts who are map users but not
cartographers is covered in part
elsewhere (Monmonier and
Johnson 1991). Myke’s paper is the
lead article in this issue of Carto-
graphic Perspectives. Myke proposes
methods for analyzing maps as
images in corporate annual reports,
and is an example of research
studying diverse forms of represen-
tation for diverse audiences. Judy’s
paper, with nine student co-
authors, also is presented in this
issue. Itis a how-to for classroom
use of focus groups, with a map as
the object of study. My own AAG
presentation included an anecdotal
portion onin-person interviews
plus a discussion of analysis tools
for non-numeric data. In lieu of the
anecdotal portion, which did not
lend itself to formalization for print,
I'provide (at the end of this intro-
duction) published resources that
give practical guidance in conduct-
ing interviews. The latter part of my

AAG presentation has been de-
veloped into a lengthy qualitative-
data-analyis software review, co-
authored with JoAnn Vender, for
this issue of CP.

Qualitative methods garner data
that are words or images, not

_numbers. Qualitative analysis also

most often are done on, and pre-
sented with, words or images. As1
have pursued the topic of qualita-
tive methods in cartographic
research, I have heard both criticism
that qualitative methods used by
cartographers are too casual to
“count” as research and that
cartographers using qualitative
methods in research “count” too
much, meaning that we rely too
much on the quantitative paradigm
for rules of evidence and validity in
analysis. Further criticism focuses
on failing to situate our qualitative
research within a specific philo-
sophical or political paradigm.

But debate on “proper” qualita-
tive research, occurring in any
discipline where qualitative meth-
ods are being broached, should not
discourage use of qualitative
methodsin ourresearch. Together,
the papers at the AAG session in
Boston demonstrated that qualita-
tive research methods can help us
develop and conduct cartographic
research in expanded real-world
environments, with both novice and
expert—and especially non-
cartographic—participants, in
natural settings. L hope the growing
body of qualitative research in
cartography, in this issue of Carto-
graphic Perspectives and elsewhere

in the geographic literature
(Suchan and Brewer 1999), will
prompt you to think about incorpo-
rating non-numeric data, real-
world materials and situations,
and participants beyond the
readily-available students, in your
research tool kit.
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