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For this paper, you are expected either to choose one of the sets of readings provided in class or readings you select (and have approved by me).   You are to write a critique of the research, using the materials from class, particularly including the readings from Jan. 23, 2002 (2 papers by Lorber, West & Zimmerman, and Friedman) to inform your critique.  Your paper should be 10-15 typed, double-spaced pages, submitted on plain white paper, with a title page. DO NOT SUBMIT YOUR PAPER IN A PLASTIC FOLDER, A DUOTANG OR A CERLOX BINDER.  I WOULD LIKE PLAIN PAPER, STAPLED IN THE UPPER LEFT-HAND CORNER.  THE DUE DATE FOR THIS PAPER IS March 27, 2002.

There are two aspects to discussion of the expectations of this paper.  

1.
Format issues

First there are the issues of spelling, grammar, sentence and paragraph structuring and flow of ideas.  You are expected to present your paper with proper spelling (try using a spell checking programme on your word processor!).  Your paper should also contain good paragraph structuring.  This means that paragraphs should neither be too long (if it goes on for more than half a typed page, it's too long) nor too short (i.e., one or two sentences does not a paragraph make).  There should be one central idea conveyed in each paragraph, not more.  There should also be continuity in the flow of ideas from paragraph to paragraph.  The ideas should be related to one another in a sequential fashion, and not jump from concept to concept.  What you might find useful is an outline, in which you use one sentence to describe the central idea of each paragraph and list these for your whole paper.  All these sentences should follow one from another in presenting a logical sequence of ideas.


Be aware of the following common errors:


a.
Disagreement between noun and verb in the sentence



e.g.,  "A person who has traditional gender roles is more likely to be homophobic than their



androgynous counterparts."  Here, the noun in the sentence (a person) is singular and the pronoun 



(their) is plural.


b.
Use of sexist language



Generic use of male pronouns to designate all people is not acceptable.



e.g., "A person who has traditional gender roles is more likely to be homophobic than his



androgynous counterparts."  Here, "a person" is a generic, referring both to males and females.  This 



is coupled with a male pronoun (his).


c.
Verb tense agreement



e.g., "The researchers found that younger women had more egalitarian relationships than their



mothers, who have more unbalanced relationships."  Here, the first phrase is in the past tense 



(women had) while the second phrase is in the present tense (who have).


d.
Incomplete sentences



e.g., "And the findings apply to men as well."


e.
Proper use of verbs



e.g., "impact" is NOT a verb.  Nothing can impact on something else.  Impact can be a noun (i.e., 



"The impact of attitudes towards women is clear in this study"), or occasionally it can be an 



adjective (i.e., an impacted wisdom tooth).


f.
Prepositions




Avoid ending sentences with prepositions.



e.g., "This is the comparison group working women will be compared to."  "to" is the preposition - 



try "This is the comparison group to which working will be compared."


g.
Split infinitives



The infinitive form of the verb is, for example, "to demonstrate".  You should generally avoid 



splitting the infinitive with an adverb (e.g., "to clearly demonstrate).


h.
Active voice



Use the active rather than the passive voice (e.g., " It was found that..." is passive; try "The authors 



found that ...").

2.
Content

Second, there are issues related to the content.  You are expected to deal with the issues raised in the papers in a substantive way.  That is, you should identify the key points raised by the authors of the papers and clearly critique the issues of interest to you.  You need to think about the following things.


a.
What is the author saying in the paper?  What is the main point and what are the secondary points



made?  What are the assumptions made by the authors?  Do they have a clear theoretical position?  



What is their main interest?  Do they have one?


b.
What is the evidence used by the authors in reaching their conclusions or in deriving hypotheses to



be studied in a research paper?  Critically evaluate this research - ask yourself questions about the 



samples used, the measurements used, the statistical analyses, the conclusions reached.  How would 



measuring differently, or sampling differently produce different results?  What isn't asked in the 



research?  What's missing?  Who is missing?  It's not enough to critique a paper by saying the sample 



consisted only of undergraduate university students.  You must explain how a different sample might 



produce different results.  


c.
How does your perspective differ from that presented in the readings?  Would your perspective lead 



you to ask different questions?  Would it lead you to ask similar questions?  Would it influence your 



choice or evaluation of methods?  How does it bias your reading of the material?


d.
What is your response to the points presented?  You are perfectly free to disagree or agree with the 



material presented, but I need to understand WHY you disagree or agree.  What is the basis of your 



disagreement or agreement?  It is not sufficient to state simply that you don't like something - you 



must develop a rationale for your opinion that encompasses the material with which you are dealing.


e.
There is a difference between an argument and an assertion of fact.  If you say "Most heterosexuals 



respond to parenting differently than most gays or lesbians.", you are making an assertion of fact, 



which requires substantiation.  In contrast, if you make the statement "Perhaps being a member of a 



minority group shapes parenting experiences.", you are making an argument.  This doesn't require 



substantiation.


f.
You can use personal experience to shape your critique of the readings but this paper isn't intended to 



be a description of your experience.  Think about how your experiences might differ if you were, for 



example, from a different culture, gender or historical period.


g.
Be very, very careful of the following words when presenting your position: always, never, none, all 



or even the word most.  To invalidate an argument such as "Heterosexuality is never associated with 



deviance, as homosexuality has been so associated.", all I would need to do is point out the



substantial literature on, for example, heterosexual paedophilia, or rape or paraphilias.   


h.
Look at how the research deals with sex/gender.  How might looking at it differently lead one to ask 



different questions or ask the same questions a different way?  


i.
Look at the conclusions the researchers reach.  Are they warranted given the findings?  How might 



someone with a different position interpret the findings?  Are they equally compelling explanations? 



Are they acknowledged?

