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Project Description 

A sixteen-year old boy and girl in a romantic relationship exchange nude pictures of 

themselves via their cell phones.  Should this cyber version of “playing doctor” be treated as 

criminal activity, i.e., child pornography – a felony, with the resultant harsh consequences of 

possible jail time and being labeled as sex offenders for much of their adult life?  On the other 

hand, should we view this activity as part of a teen’s normal sexual curiosity and development 

and only bring it to the attention of law enforcement when some other criminal activity 

connected to the image is involved? 

The federal government and the states enacted child pornography laws to protect minors 

from profit-driven, predatory behavior by adults.  These laws against the manufacture, 

possession or distribution of lewd images of minors – child pornography -- are felonies, carrying 

long prison sentences, and usually requiring registration as a sex offender upon release from 

prison.  At the time legislatures enacted these child pornography laws, no one envisioned that 

those manufacturing, possessing, and distributing the images would be the children themselves.   

Children are now being prosecuted under the laws intended to protect them.  For 

example, in 2008, prosecutors charged a fifteen-year old Ohio girl who texted nude images of 

herself to friends with felony child pornography (Nunziato 63).  In 2009, the State of New Jersey 

prosecuted a fourteen-year old girl for possession and distribution of child pornography for her 

self-produced nude pictures that she posted on social media to share with her boyfriend 
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(Nunziato 63).  In another case three fifteen-year old Pennsylvania girls texted nude pictures of 

themselves to three sixteen and seventeen-year old boys.  Nunziato recounts how “The girls were 

charged with manufacturing, disseminating or possessing child pornography while the boys 

faced charges of possession of child pornography” (Nunziato 64).  Prosecutions such as these 

make consensual teen activity public, and the criminal prosecution can result in punishment that 

will cause irreparable harm to the minors the laws were intended to protect. 

Aside from prosecution for child pornography, teens may be either the victim or 

perpetrator of bullying and harassment when the consensual images created and sent to a 

boyfriend or girlfriend are forwarded to others – either as a form of bragging or with malicious 

intent.  Often the subsequent distribution occurs when a relationship ends or ends badly, and one 

party disseminates the images out of revenge.  The subject may find himself/herself (usually 

herself) the target of name-calling and humiliating encounters from other students.  Once the 

image is out there, there is no way to retrieve it. 

As with many things, the news media first brought the dangers of teen sexting to the 

public’s attention.  In 2008, many newspapers carried the story of an eighteen-year old Ohio girl 

who committed suicide when her ex-boyfriend forwarded nude pictures of her to other students 

in her high school, which resulted in bullying and harassment (Huffington Post).  The New York 

Times printed an early article on the topic on March 26, 2009, with the ominous headline, 

“Sexting May Place Teens at Legal Risk.”  In a Loudoun County, Virginia incident in 2014, the 

headlines in the Washington Post announced, “Teen’s Lawyer Says Police Want Explicit Photo 

in ‘Sexting’ Case” (Washington Post).  A sexting article “Why Kids Sext” made the cover of a 

recent issue of Atlantic Magazine. Since early 2009, print and broadcast media have attempted to 

report on and explain the unexpected things young people were doing with their cell phones.  
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According to the U.S. Census Bureau, there are approximately 21 million young people 

in the United States between ages fourteen and seventeen (U.S. Census Bureau).  In addition, 

according to Mary Madden et al’s. study for the Pew Research Center, 71% of boys and 78% of 

girls in that age bracket have access to the internet through a cell phone or other device (Madden 

4).  Over twelve million young people have access to a device that has both the capability to take 

photos and the ability to transmit those photos to others.  It should be no surprise that some teens 

will make poor choices and behave irresponsibly with their electronic devices. 

My BIS concentration is in Sociology and Legal Studies, and my research project is titled 

“Teen Sexting:  How Do We Protect Our Children from Themselves?”  This research project 

will look at the current legal landscape of sexting; how the activity is treated by law 

enforcement; and how different states have tried to craft an exception to their laws that both 

protects teens from adults who would do them harm and at the same time protect them from 

themselves.  In addition, this project will explore the side effect of sexting that may pose an even 

greater threat than legal prosecution; the shame, humiliation, bullying and harassment that may 

ensue when consensually produced, private images are made public. This author will attempt to 

separate facts from panic and try to answer the questions:  (i) how the law should differentiate 

harmful criminal behavior from that which is merely young people exploring their sexuality 

using new and readily available technology, and (ii) how do we help juveniles who experience 

negative consequences of the public exposure of their images. 

This research project will be of interest to and use by lawmakers, since they are the ones 

who have the power to make the changes in the laws that are necessary to recognize the 

difference between child pornographers who prey upon minors and normal, consensual sexual 

exploration by teens.  In addition, parents and educators may find the information contained in 
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this research helpful in understanding their children and students and reduce some of the fear and 

anxiety they feel when their children’s and students’ sexting activities are brought to their 

attention. 

Background Literature Review 

Definitions 

Before comparing the results of various studies, we must first examine how these studies 

and the law define sexting.  The Merriam-Webster online dictionary defines sexting as “the 

sending of sexually explicit messages or images by cell phone,” and according to the dictionary, 

it was added in 2007, although the word was appearing in newspaper accounts as early as 2004.  

The first cell phones with both a camera and texting features, and hence the capability for 

sexting, appeared in the United States in the early 2000’s.  It took a few years before the 

explosive combination of teenage hormone overload, impaired teen judgment, cell phone camera 

and texting technology, and high rates of teen ownership to manifest itself in what we have 

labeled today as “teen sexting.” 

 A widely-quoted study conducted by Kimberly Mitchell, et al., defined sexting as 

sending, receiving or posting “nude or nearly nude images” (Mitchell 15) or “images that depict 

the breasts, genitals, or bottom of a minor” (Mitchell 17).  On the other hand, the Englander 

survey defined sexting as “as sending nude pictures of yourself” (Englander 2).  In the study by 

Joseph Dake, et al. sexting was defined as “sending, receiving, or forwarding sexually explicit 

messages or nude, partially nude, or sexually suggestive digital images of one’s self or others” 

(Dake 2).  Nancy Willard applied the term sexting to “sending self-created nude or semi-nude 

sexually provocative images or sexually explicit text” (Willard 542).   
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 The federal courts have also tried to define sexting and in one widely-publicized case 

defined it as “the practice of sending or posting sexually suggestive text messages and images, 

including nude or semi-nude photographs via cellular telephones or over the internet” (Miller v. 

Skumanick at 637).  Joanna Lampke reports on a proposed model statute that defines sexting as 

“the transmission of sexually explicit or sexually suggestive images or video, intended for 

private use via a digital medium which affords a reasonable expectation of privacy” (Lampke 

726).   

 Almost all nude or nearly nude images of minors meet the definition of child 

pornography as promulgated by the federal and state governments.  While no known laws define 

sexting per se, there are many laws that govern the manufacture, possession and distribution of 

child pornography, the definition of which often applies to the images teens are creating and 

sending to others.  For instance, the federal child pornography law -- the Anti-Exploitation of 

Children Statute (18 U.S. Code §2256) defines sexually explicit conduct by minors, in part, as 

images containing:  “. . . actual or simulated . . . lascivious exhibition of the genitals or pubic 

area of any person. . .”  State law definitions vary from state to state, but one example is the 

Commonwealth of Virginia which defines child pornography as sexually explicit visual material 

of a minor that contains a “. . . lewd exhibition of nudity. . .”  (VA code 18.2-374). 

Obviously, there is a wide disparity in definitions; however, there seems to be a 

consensus that sexting requires the sending or receiving of at least one photograph that involves 

full or partial nudity.  The terms “sexually explicit” and “sexually suggestive” such used in the 

model law proposed by Lampke do not require nudity and may include pictures of scantily clad 

subjects in provocative poses that might not show any more skin than we could easily see at a 

public beach or pool anywhere in the United States.  Although not a scientific definition, Hannah 
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Rosin defined sexting in her Atlantic article as sending “provocative selfies you wouldn’t want 

your mother to see – not words, but pictures” (Rosin 68).  For consistency, when used in this 

review, the term “sexting” will refer to nude or semi-nude images of minors transmitted digitally 

either by the subject in the image or by other minors to underage recipients.    

Prevalence and What the Studies Show 

 Since it is one of the most widely-quoted, the Mitchell, et al. study conducted in 2011 

gives a good initial overview of the rates of sexting activity among America’s teens.  The 

Mitchell, et al. study of ten to seventeen-year olds found that “9.6% reported appearing in or 

creating nude or nearly nude images or receiving such images in the past year” (Mitchell 16).  

This overall percentage includes respondents aged ten to twelve who reported very low rates of 

activity thereby lowering the overall percentage than if the study were limited to those in the 

thirteen to seventeen-year age bracket.  In fact, when looking at older teens in the study (sixteen 

and seventeen year olds) the rates were “31% and 41%, respectively” (Mitchell 16). 

 A study that resulted in comparable higher rates of activity was the Englander study in 

2011 and 2012 of college freshmen reporting on sexting activity when they were in high school.  

Thirty percent of those interviewed in the Englander study reported sending “nude pictures at 

some point during the four years of high school, and 45% said they had received such pictures on 

their cell phones” (Englander 2).  In a 2012 survey of high school and middle school students 

Dake, et al. reported that 28% of seventeen-year old students, 33% of sixteen-year old students, 

22% of fifteen-year old students, 15% of fourteen-year old students and 7% of thirteen-year old 

students reported that they participated in sexting activities (Dake 7).  Dake’s overall percentage 

of all age groups surveyed was 17% (Dake 12). 
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 Temple’s longitudinal study of public high school students in Texas reported that over 

27% of respondents had sent a sext; 31% had asked for a sext and 60% had been asked for a sext.  

This study, which was limited to high school students, would most likely include larger numbers 

of those in the sixteen and seventeen-year old age group in which other researchers found higher 

rates of sexting activity.    

 While at first glance there seems to be a disparity in the results of these studies, we can 

better understand those inconsistencies when we examine the differences in the definitions used, 

the ages of groups surveyed and survey methods.  What is consistent among the studies is that 

the rates of sexting increase with age with older teens reporting higher frequencies.  In addition, 

looking at the studies in total, it is safe to generalize that of high school age students between 

25% and 30% of students have sent or received a nude or semi-nude image of themselves or 

someone else.  When those percentages are applied to the approximately 21 million teens in the 

United States between ages fourteen and seventeen, there are between 4 million and 6 million 

teens creating, sending and receiving images that under the definition in the laws of most states 

and the federal government qualify as child pornography.   

Who is Sexting? 

 All of the studies cited above and Englander’s research report comparable rates of sexting 

by males and females (Englander 5).  In addition, a consistent showing of all surveys was the 

fact that generally sexting increases with age with seventeen-year olds reporting the highest rates 

of activity.  While one of the studies showed higher percentages among African-Americans, 

(Dake 7) the absolute numbers of African-Americans included in the survey was not high enough 

to make any viable conclusions.  
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Why Do They Sext? 

 Englander’s study raised one of the most troubling motivations for sexting.  For females, 

Englander found that “girls [were] more likely than boys to report that they had been pressured, 

coerced, blackmailed, or threatened into sexting” with twice as many females reporting this 

element of sexting than boys and “that for girls about half of all sexting may be coercive” 

(Englander 3).  Once coercion is removed from the list of motivations, the next most common 

reason for sexting was “because a date or boyfriend/girlfriend wanted the picture (66%)” 

(Englander 5).  Englander reported the second most common motivating factor was “the idea that 

sexting will attract someone you’re interested in (65%)”  (Englander 5).  Lesser motivating 

factors were to “increase your popularity” (22%) and proving “to a boyfriend or girlfriend that 

you completely trust him or her” (17%) (Englander 5).   

Englander’s reasons for sexting were supported by Nunziato’s research in which she 

found that “sexting usually occurs between (i) teens who are romantic partners, (ii) teens who 

were initially romantic partners with the images subsequently distributed to others, and (iii) teens 

hoping to commence a relationship with another teen” (Nunziato 59).  Dake, et al.’s research 

also concluded that, “Peer pressure seems to be an important reason for sexting . . . and that the 

sexualization of young women has created an environment which may be conducive to engaging 

in sexting behaviors” (Dake 3).   

Viewing sexting as developmentally normal, Nancy Willard observes that, “These 

activities are similar to what young people have engaged in, throughout time, in the course of 

normal sexual development-but before digital media technologies were available for recording 

and transmitting evidence of this behavior” (Willard 544).  She describes sexting as normal 

sexual development in the context of a “romantic relationship or a desired romantic partnership” 
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with no pressure involved or the cyber version of “show me yours and I’ll show you mine.” In 

both cases, there is no intent to disseminate further the images although actual limited 

distribution may occur, but the distribution is not malicious nor is it intended to cause harm 

(Willard 544). 

 It is well documented that teens lack the same decision-making capability as adults, 

which often leads to risky behaviors.  David Arredondo observed that research analyzing brain 

development shows that teens “tend to be more intensely emotional, impulsive, and willing to 

take risks” and use a different part of their brains in that decision making process than do adults 

(Arredondo 15).  This inability of teens to make good choices is recognized by our court system 

which is divided into juvenile and adult divisions.  In 2005, the U.S. Supreme Court in Roper v. 

Simmons exempted from the death penalty those under the age of eighteen when they committed 

their crimes because they are less culpable than adults are.  The Court observed that juveniles are 

immature and are susceptible to peer and environmental influences (Roper 569).   

The Kaiser Foundation survey reported in 2013 that “Nearly half (47%) of all high school 

students report ever having sexual intercourse”(Kaiser 1).  When teens’ immaturity and lack of 

adult level decision-making ability is combined with normal sexual development, as documented 

by the Kaiser survey, sexting combines the teen’s “need for sexual exploration and the new 

technology [which] allows teens to explore their sexual relationships via private photographs 

shared in real-time” (Arcabascio 13).  Joanna Barry echoes this view of sexting as a normal part 

of teen sexual development when she observes that, “Sexting is the newest expression of 

teenager’s urge to examine their developing sexual identity” (133).   
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Legal Issues 

The most often cited legal danger of teen sexting is the potential for prosecution of a teen 

for manufacturing, possessing or distributing images that under many state laws constitutes child 

pornography – a felony.  These laws often carry lengthy prison sentences and may require 

registration as a sex offender for years and possibly for life.  Child pornography statutes apply to 

images of anyone under the age of eighteen and can be enforced against sexting teens despite the 

fact that in many states the age of consent for sexual activity is sixteen.  

As reported by Nunziato, “Prosecutors throughout the nation have subjected teens who 

engaged in similar conduct to the draconian regime of state child pornography laws” (Nunziato 

63).  She goes on to recount that teens have been prosecuted as child pornographers for their 

sexting activities in at least twelve states (Nunziato 60).  

Joanna Barry observes that prosecutors have tremendous power in deciding whether to 

bring charges in adult court or in juvenile court, which could impress upon the teen the gravity of 

their behavior but avoid a criminal conviction on their record (Barry 141).  Although there have 

been numerous instances in which teens have been prosecuted as adults under state child 

pornography statutes, Janis Wolak, et al. reports that her study showed that most teen sexting 

never comes to the attention of law enforcement, and when it does law enforcement and 

prosecutors often show restraint in sexting cases.  Wolak, et al.’s research concluded that, “Most 

youth were not arrested and, of the few youth who were subject to sex offender registration laws, 

most had committed additional sex crimes, such as sexual assault” (Wolak 10).   

Social Issues 

The research by Dake, et al. explored the connection between sexting and other risky 

behaviors and found a correlation between sexting and “high-risk sexual behaviors” (Dake 12).  
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Dake, et al. also found sexting associated with “substance use activities, including alcohol, 

cigarettes and marijuana” (Dake 13).  Finally, Dake, et al. observed that, compared to non-

sexting teens, juveniles engaged in sexting reported higher rates of “emotional health issues, 

including being depressed, having contemplated or attempted suicide in the past year” and 

sexting teens also experienced higher rates of issues relating to being bullied or the victim of 

boyfriend/girlfriend abuse (Dake 13). 

Most of the emotional damage from sexting arises when the subject's nude images are 

forwarded to others.  The double standard is alive and well even in the 21
st
 century, and females 

are apt to face more pressure to provide images and face more shame and humiliation when the 

initial recipient circulates those images.  As reported by Nancy Willard, both sexes participate in 

the activity at equal rates, but girls are more likely to feel pressured to provide images, and, aside 

from legal consequences, are more likely to suffer harm from a damaged reputation when the 

images become widely disseminated, and may open themselves to exploitation and bullying 

(Willard 546).  Furthermore, she points out the risks of sexting are inherently related to the 

unstable nature of teens’ personal relationships, the susceptibility of teens to peer pressure to 

provide images, the ease with which these images can be disseminated, and the harm that can 

result to one’s reputation and the potential for exploitation and bullying (Willard 542). 

In her National Institute of Justice discussion paper, Miranda Jolicoeur observed that the 

greatest source of harm was the public shame and humiliation endured when the images were 

viewed by unintended recipients, parents, teachers, law enforcement and other authority figures 

(Jolicoeur 4).  This shame and humiliation is only compounded if the teen’s sexting becomes 

criminalized which raises the greater potential for exposure in the media, a criminal record and 

registry as a sex offender. 
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Reporting mixed outcomes, Elizabeth Englander documented that those teens (both boys 

and girls) who were pressured or coerced into sending an image “were also more likely to have a 

history of excessive anxiety, [and] dating violence. . .” (Englander 10).  However, she also 

recounted that for those who did not feel the requests for images were coercive or who wanted to 

provide them, “Their rates of discovery or troubles were very, very low” (Englander 10).  In fact, 

Englander documents that 79% of those surveyed did not view the experience in a negative way 

(Englander 4). 

Many experts warn that nude and seminude images of a minor can make their way from 

cell phones onto the internet and have the potential to interfere with college admission and future 

job prospects.  In fact, the National Crime Prevention Council produced a widely distributed 

leaflet that warns, “Once the picture is out there, it will never go away.  Don’t risk your future 

college or employment hopes” (National Crime 1).  

Jolicoeur also raises the prospect of future harm and long-term consequences.  She points 

out that “a conviction for a felony or serious misdemeanor . . . may create obstacles to college 

admissions.  Sexually explicit photos on social media pages may come to the attention of 

prospective employers.  Such photos may also prove embarrassing for future romantic 

relationships” (Jolicoeur 4).  

However, Steven Angelides discounts the potential for such future damage.  Mr. 

Angelides asks the question,  “What are the chances of an unnamed sext of a nude [teenager] 

landing on the desk of an employer or university committee, let alone being identifiable . . . 

when the child has turned 18. . .?” (Angelides 671).  Most university admissions are based on 

grade point averages, SAT or ACT scores, essays, and extracurricular activities and 

accomplishments, not from internet searches for the presence of sexually explicit images 
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(Angelides 671).  The greatest danger to college admission and employment lies when such 

consensual behavior on the part of teens becomes criminalized, which raises the greater potential 

for exposure in the media, a criminal record and registry as a sex offender (Angelides 671). 

Changes on the Horizon 

 Many states have recognized that consensual exchanges of self-produced sexual images 

by and among teens are not the kinds of activity for which they enacted their child pornography 

laws.  These legislatures recognize that sexting behaviors by teens are more foolish than 

criminal.  Joanna Lampke reports that by 2012 “Seventeen states have enacted laws dealing 

specifically with teen sexting” and “fifteen other states have proposed teen sexting legislation” 

(Lampke 711).  These new laws and proposed laws have a variety of ways of carving out teen 

sexting behavior from child pornography.  Some treat the first instance by a minor as 

noncriminal, but subsequent offenses are subject to prosecution.  Others have reduced or 

proposed to reduce teen sexting to a misdemeanor, and still others attempt to have all teen 

sexting cases heard in juvenile and family courts (Lampke 712). 

 Joanna Barry agrees with the legislation described by Lampke.  However, Barry proposes 

that penalties for those who “share sexts as a way of bullying” or who “viciously distribute sexts 

for the purpose of tormenting a peer” should be more severe but still not as draconian as the 

penalties provided by laws governing child pornography which require registration as a sex 

offender upon conviction (Barry 150).   

Despite the accounts of prosecution of teens as child pornographers, law enforcement and 

prosecutors may be taking a more reasoned approach and do not always view the behavior as 

deviant or abnormal.  As Wolak, et al. found in her study of 3,200-law enforcement departments, 
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few teens are prosecuted, and of those who are, they have committed some other crime of which 

the sexting was only a part (Wolak 10).   

 Taking a different approach, Nunziato raises a Constitutional challenge to child 

pornography laws as they are applied to teens engaged in sexting.  Looking at historical Supreme 

Court rulings on child pornography, she posits that prosecutions of teens for sexting are 

unconstitutional for four reasons that are required to pass constitutional scrutiny.  Nunziato’s 

research points out that, “Typical acts of sexting do not depict sexual abuse or exploitation of 

children . . . acts of sexting typically occur in a noncommercial context . . . many incidents of 

sexting involve mere depictions of nudity or partial nudity . . . [and] some instances of sexting . . 

. involve minors at or near the age of consent, which the Court has made clear are particularly 

problematic” (Nunziato 76).  

Methods 

 This research project will analyze the existing academic discussion of consensual teen 

sexting from a legal perspective as well as from a sociological perspective.  First, in order to 

provide consistency, the project must review the academic discussion to arrive at a working 

definition of sexting.  With each author using different parameters for determining what a sexual 

image is, the project will need to arrive at a working definition that is neither too broad nor too 

narrow. 

Second, in order to establish the scope of the problem, studies of middle and high school 

students between the ages of thirteen and eighteen who were questioned about their sexting 

activities were evaluated.  However, studies prior to 2010 were eliminated because in the fast 

changing world of teens and technology data more than five years old loses its relevance.  
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Evaluation of those studies will also help to determine who is sexting and whether there are 

differences between boys and girls and racial groups.   

 Third, the project will examine the academic literature to understand better why teenagers 

are engaging in sexting activity.  This examination will include sociological writings that explore 

teen’s social interactions with each other and how those interactions merge with their changing 

sexual development and their desire to find ways to express themselves sexually within their peer 

group.  In addition, the academic review will include articles that address the impaired decision-

making capabilities of teens and how that leads to risky behaviors including sexting. 

 Fourth, the project will explore the legal consequences of teen sexting by reviewing 

articles, which discuss the legal dangers teens face, the most serious of which include being 

prosecuted for the manufacture, possession and distribution of child pornography.  Sexting has 

become a subject addressed by many academic legal publications, which examine the nature of 

existing state and federal child pornography laws as applied to sexting teens as well as proposals 

to change those laws to carve out exceptions for consensual sexting by teens without the harsh 

prison sentences and sex offender registration currently in effect. 

 Fifth, the research will examine the existing literature to determine the social, emotion 

and psychological damage teen sexting can cause.  In addition, the research will evaluate the 

connection between sexting and other risky behaviors.  The academic review will also include 

articles that discuss the element of social coercion and pressure by peers to engage in sexting and 

how that coercion and pressure affects teens’ views of the experience.   

 Finally, the research will review the opinions of writers on the potential for sexting to 

cause problems with job searches and college applications.  The project will review the existing 

literature to gather opinions on whether or not those concerns are warranted.   
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Conclusion 

 Teens do not always exercise good judgment in using today’s technology.  That poor 

judgment, combined with an active sex drive can lead them to create and transmit sexually 

explicit images of themselves to others.  This transmission can lead to a series of negative legal, 

emotional and psychological consequences that can have long-lasting effects on the teen and his 

or her future.   

 As a research paper prepared for the Advocates for Youth website observes, teenage 

sexuality makes many adults uncomfortable, and parents and others in authority may overreact 

when they discover teens’ sexting activities (Advocates 1).  However, absent other criminal acts 

such as sexual assault, blackmail or harassment, the response to sexting activity does not have to 

be the responsibility of law enforcement.  Since consensual teen sexting does not have a 

monetary component, does not depict sexual abuse, and only involves nudity or partial nudity it 

should not be categorized as child pornography.   

 With an estimated 4 to 6 million teens engaging in consensual sexting, is prosecution of 

these teens the best use of society’s resources and the best treatment of our young people?  As 

Nancy Willard so aptly observed, “Is our country prepared to prosecute one-fourth of the 

American teen population for creating, possessing, or distributing nude images?” (Willard 548). 

These teens are not sexual predators and pose no threat to children or other teens.  Does sex 

offender registration of sexting teens make our children any safer?  As a society, we need to 

accept that sexting has become the new “normal” for the way teens express their sexuality.  

Rather than prosecute and jail our teens, greater concern should be shown to those teens that are 

bullied and harassed when their sexual images are forwarded to others either out of revenge or as 

misplaced ego boost.   
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 We cannot turn back the clock to a time when teens were not glued to their digital 

devices, and we did not have to worry about “sexting.”  That genie is already out of the bottle, 

and all we can do is to find ways to protect our children from themselves and lessen the damage 

their fearlessness and poor judgment can cause. 

Timeline 

December 2014 

 Incorporate mentor and instructor comments to draft Project Description. 

 Revisit and refine research question to insure it reflects the desired outcome. 

 Submit final Project Proposal on December 15. 

January, February 2015 

 Continue research on topic. 

 Begin outline of final Project. 

March 2015 

 Begin drafting final Project. 

 Communicate with mentor for ongoing input and comments. 

April, May 2015 

 Finalize research project document. 

 Prepare Powerpoint slides for presentation.
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