Seeds of Change: Food, Culture, and Work

Winter 2008

Analysis of Scholarly Articles

Learning Objective: To analyze the arguments in three scholarly articles, which you will summarize and critique, then compare and contrast.  

Due Dates: 

(1) Please sign up for at least one appointment(s) with your writing tutor to discuss your work before the final due date; you should attach a note recounting what you learned from the tutoring session with your final draft of this analysis paper.

(2) Bring six copies of your solidly-written 3-5-page draft to workshop for peer review on Monday January 28 (bring with you to class at 9 am). You will need to attach your first draft, and a list of the peer feedback you received on your paper, with the final draft. 

(3) Your final draft, with first draft and feedback sheets, is due by 3pm Thursday, January 31, to your seminar leader.  You may turn your work in at her/his office door (or in door envelope) or in faculty mailbox (Sem 2 A2117 is the mailbox location for Tony or Alice; first floor of Lab 1 for Martha).  

(4) Remember: Partial drafts and feedback sheets, plus the final draft with faculty comments, will go in your program portfolio once returned to you by faculty.

Format: 3-5 pages, typed, double-spaced, 12-point type, 1” margins, paginated, stapled. 

Finding Scholarly Articles

During the library workshops, Sarah Pedersen showed us how to access library databases of various types.  Some databases included journalistic sources such as The Nation or Time Magazine or The New York Times; while these may contain useful information for your project, they are not the focus of this essay assignment.  Instead, this essay should be based on three scholarly articles that have been through a peer review process, meaning that before publication, scholars in the field have read and selected the article as meritorious of publication as new research in the field.  Many of the TESC library databases we explored, such as JSTOR, are collections of peer-reviewed scholarly articles; other databases, such as Proquest, combine scholarly and journalistic sources.

So how can you tell the difference between journalistic and scholarly articles?  As long as you are working within the library databases (as opposed to the web in general; Google and Dogpile don’t count as scholarly databases), a good rule of thumb is that the journalistic sources are relatively short (a couple of pages) and have no footnotes citing sources; by contrast, scholarly articles will be long (20 pages or more) and will have extensive footnotes and/or a bibliography of works cited.  Please make a note of the Evergreen library database you used for finding each of your three scholarly articles and include that information after each citation in your works cited list.

Summary/Critique of Articles

Once you have found three scholarly articles that seem useful for your research project, you will need to read them carefully.  (Note: you may have to assess more than three articles in order to wind up with three useful ones, as some might turn out to be irrelevant on closer examination).  As you read, pay attention not only to the information conveyed but also how the argument is put together.  Prepare a written summary of the article’s major points (much like the MPPs you prepare for seminar, but with the luxury that you can use more words here if you need them).  Then assess the strengths and weaknesses of the argument.  What does it do well?  What does it leave out that it  should have addressed?  Is the evidence convincing?  Why does the work matter?  Write out this information, in turn, for all three articles.  

Compare/Contrast/Synthesis of Information

Once you have written the summary/critiques of all three scholarly articles, you have the raw material for beginning your essay. Your essay should assess all three articles together, making points of comparison or contrast among the three and bringing together the information into one discussion.  (Remember our synthesis papers?  The point was to bring the different elements of the program together to form an integrated whole.  Here you will be making an integrated whole by pulling together your analysis of the three articles).  Taken together, what do these three articles tell us?  

Structure:

This is an argumentative, thesis-driven essay, so make sure you have an engaging introduction that sets up your clearly focused thesis.  Remember a thesis statement includes a topic + assertion + context within which you will prove that assertion.  Avoid general statements here: the more specific your thesis statement, the better.  For this essay, your thesis should address the three articles and their arguments in one statement.

The body should offer a well focused, in-depth argument illustrated and supported with evidence drawn from the articles.  When you introduce each article in the body, offer the summary of its main points right away before moving into critique or comparison with other works.  You might structure your discussion as: Intro combining ABC, Body on Article A, Article B, Article C, Comparisons ABC, Conclusion ABC.  Another option would be: Intro ABC, Topic 1 in ABC, Topic 2 in ABC, Topic 3 in ABC, Conclusion ABC.

Be selective and strategic about your use of quotes, including only those most important to your argument.  Remember that quotes don’t speak for themselves; you must make them speak to your argument.  To that end, use the following strategies for incorporating and analyzing quotations: (1) introduce the quotation; (2) offer the quotation itself;
(3) after quotation, paraphrase the important ideas in your own words and analyze key words, symbols, and/or the logic of the quote’s argument; (4) state the significance of the point in terms of your own thesis/argument.   

The conclusion should restate your argument about all three articles and discuss its implications (why it matters).

As always, use the MLA citation format and include a bibliography of works cited.  Remember to note the name of the Evergreen library database where you found your scholarly article as part of each citation! For example: 


Tandeciarz, Silvia R.  “Citizens of Memory: Refiguring the Past in Postdictatorship 

Argentina.” PMLA 122.1 (January 2007): 151-169.  Found in JSTOR.

We’re fortunate to have a holiday this Monday.  In addition to celebrating Dr. King’s legacy, make space to work carefully on your research.  Give yourself ample time to consolidate and develop your ideas, and to revise and refine your prose.

