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This course has been a turning point in my life, specifically in the way I perceive the world around me and make sense of it. I may have been experiencing those ways of knowing along my life, however, this course helped me verbalize what I have been going through. I knew before I enrolled in the Ph.D. in Education program that I will end up thinking like a scholar, but after completing the Ways of Knowing course, I felt that I have already started thinking like one. Looking back at my reflections, I have noticed that I had a misunderstanding of many concepts which were clarified to me along the way. I also noticed that my ways of inquiry have been altered or verbalized by the readings I did for this class and the discussions we had. 

In the beginning of the course, I was more of a Descartes who looks at evidence in an objective, positivist way ignoring experience and narratives. In my second journal, I mentioned that I was more of a rational person before I moved to the United States. However, reflecting back on my life prior to enrolling in this Ph.D. program, I think that I have been experiencing both positivist and nonpositivist ways of thinking without my knowledge although I believed in positivist ways more. 
To elaborate on what I mentioned above, I think that I was a nonpositivist in the sense of creating meaning from what I hear from others’ experiences, and from education. That is why I adopted many beliefs from my family and my culture which were very integral to my decisions in life. In a sense I represented the received knower in Belenkey et al.’s description of women’s ways of knowing as I described in my ways of knowing final paper. In conjunction with this way of knowing, I was the positivist who believed in evidence that comes from quantitative research as a way to make meaning of the world and draw conclusions. Therefore, my ways of knowing were a combination of both qualitative and quantitative methods of inquiry. Nevertheless, I would depend on quantitative as a principle method of inquiry and supplement it by qualitative methods to ensure its validity. Moreover, prior to this course, I had the belief that theories are fixed and cannot change and that the world around us adapts according to these theories, but all of this changed after I read Kuhn’s work and all the other philosophers’ work.
As I explained in the Ways of Knowing paper, my culture, my family, and my education had a big influence on my ways of knowing. Being from a mono-cultural society, I learned to look at one side of the coin when making sense of the world around me. I was like the fish that has never experienced life outside the water. My knowledge was built upon existing people’s constructed beliefs and theories combined by knowledge I received from books every now and then. My family also had a huge impact on my way of knowing since I was brought up in a house that believes in a culture that would not accept an individual who looks at things differently from how ideas and ways of living are perceived in this culture. Therefore, reflection was not appreciated and it’s better to follow preconceived ideas to be accepted. Even in education, reflection was not encouraged which explains why I did not consider narratives as a reliable way of knowing. The educational system in which I grew up, encouraged students to imitate the knowledge of the teacher or the books without understanding the rationale behind it. Therefore, this method of learning had a great impact on my ways of knowing in general. 

However, I believe that I was luckier than the “fish” that had never had the chance to leave the water and look at it from a distance, I had the chance to reflect on my previous ways of knowing from afar. Moving to the United States made me look at my previous beliefs from a different angle, and I realized that there isn’t one way of thinking or one truth. Truth and beliefs are relative to one’s own perceptions and culture. Cultural influences play a very important role in shaping the way individuals develop knowledge. Therefore, I strongly agree with Bruner in his discussion about “intersubjectivity” which suggests that human beings process information from the social interaction to create meaning of their own. Therefore, culture shapes the ways we come to know and our ways of knowing may differ if we are interacting in a culture or another. I also value narratives more than before because now I feel that my analysis of the world around me and our reflections all take place in the form of narratives. 

Therefore, as mentioned earlier this course was a turning point in my life; it made me understand that the world is constant and it’s up to us as human beings to understand it and make sense of it. Kuhn’s discussion of “paradigm shifts” was the first eye opener for me. He made me aware of the changes that take place in research due to anomalies and the developments as a result of different lenses that researchers apply to an existing research. So researchers think of what the next best research question could be as we discussed in our first class meeting. Therefore, rarely we can find truth or reach a theory in an every growing and changing world. Consequently, as a future scholar I should examine my research question from different angles and always be aware that someone will refute my theory or my findings.
 Not only Kuhn awakened me to this truth, but also through reading the different books for this course in which each researcher looked at ways of knowing from a different lens, I became aware of the complexity of the world which at the same time is synchronized. As Gleick (1998) suggests, “Evolution is chaos with feedback”, so the world is not linear and we tend to make sense of it as it functions in synchrony. This idea resonates with Kuhn’s explanation about anomalies and Bruner’s making meaning of the world by relating it to culture. 
At the end of this course, I learned that we cannot conduct research without taking into consideration all the variables that could affect answering a research question. I reached a conclusion that studying parts of a whole as Descartes suggested, linking them to the whole as Strogatz proposed, and studying them in relationship with a culture as Bruner explained could be my new ways of knowing. Moreover, I realized that using a mixed method of inquiry is a better approach than depending on merely quantitative methods. Bruner’s and Lyon’s and Laboskey’s discussions of narratives, especially the latter, convinced me of the power of the narrative in learning and meaning making especially when reflection is involved. 
Strogatz theory of synchrony made a lot of sense to me as a future scholar. As humans, we have the researcher’s mind of looking at patterns and drawing conclusions. An outlier in this pattern is considered an anomaly. Identifying patterns and trying to prove how they function is very important to be able to answer any research question and to form systems. However, Strogatz wants us to be aware of anomalies that could come in the way and lead to a paradigm shift as Kuhn suggested. It is good to look at all aspects affecting a certain field of study because we cannot study parts without linking them to the whole. This explanation is identical to how the human’s body functions. It functions in synchrony. A perfect example is that of a pregnant woman’s body that adapts to this new concept by going through many changes in preparation for carrying a human being inside her body and then responding to his/her needs. So in trying to give explanations to life’s cycle and phenomenon, Strogatz suggests studying patterns to explain why certain behaviors happen at a specific time in order to be able to predict future ones.
In studying patterns, I believe that using a mixed method of research as I explained earlier would be best because narratives can explain and interpret what numbers cannot. Besides, after exploring women’s ways of knowing I realized that gender differences play a very important role in differentiating between people’s ways of knowing and that every individual is unique in the way he/she processes information. Therefore, using numbers to interpret meaning from patterns may be looking at only one side of the coin which cannot be invisible except by flipping it back and forth and trying to ask more questions to reach a better understanding. By nature, narratives stimulate reflection which can explain many underlying factors to a certain behavior. 
