ENG 110 (Auten)


Project 2: Experience-Based Theory Critique

Assignment: Summarize and apply a (Social Science) theory to your own observations and experience in order to explore how well the theory explains social behavior. 
Audience: Other beginning or “student” social scientists studying the same behavior. 
Sources: “The Formation of In-Groups” by Gordon Allport or “Civic Indifference in Contemporary American Politics” by Craig Rimmerman or “Facing Up to Facebook” by David Eberhardt; Survey Results; Personal Observation/Experience

Citation Style: APA Style (see NFG, pp. 477-519)
First Draft Due: March 29 (F1); March 30 (N)
Final Draft Due:  April 7 (F1); April 6 (N)
Length: 4-5 pages
Weight: 15% of final grade

Purpose and Audience: 
A common assignment in social science classes is to analyze a theory in light of your own experience/observation. This kind of analysis involves two primary parts: understanding and explaining the theory, and applying it to observation and personal experience in order to test it. This assignment will use observation, survey results, and personal experience to respond to the theory in question. In this paper, you will use your understanding of argument and social science theory to summarize and respond to an argument from Allport, Rimmerman, or Eberhardt’s text. In order to understand the author’s position and examine how it is supported, you will read critically the author’s position and overall chain of reasoning. This assignment is designed to help you practice your understanding of the basic elements of written argument as well as explore ways to bring your own observations and experience into the ongoing conversations of academic writing. Your paper should be written for an (academic and formal) audience of fellow students who are not familiar with the theory presented in the article.

Writing the Summary and Critique:
You will need to give your reader a summary of the theory, an explanation of your observation, findings, and personal experience, and an analysis of the connections between them. In addition, you’ll need to offer an assessment of how well you think the theory explains your observations and what research you believe needs to be done on this issue. Using one text (Allport, Rimmerman, or Eberhardt), identify three or four major issues.  For each issue, your task will be two-fold:  first, provide a summary of each issue.  Make sure you clearly identify the author’s main point and any other theories or arguments he addresses or refutes. Second, respond to that issue using your own observations, survey results, and life experiences as evidence. Remember, you want to try to use all three as equally as possible. 

Structure

In the Introduction:

· Introduce the issue and its importance. 

· Introduce the theoretician, the thesis of his/her article, and the part(s) of the theory you are examining in your essay. 

· Provide your thesis, which should indicate your level of satisfaction with the theory as an explanation for a behavior (total satisfaction, partial satisfaction, or total dissatisfaction with the explanation) and specify the reason for your position.
In the Body:

· Take one idea/issue per paragraph. Overall, your paper should summarize the various points of Allport, Rimmerman, or Eberhardt’s argument under discussion, being careful to capture the debate and any other/different perspectives in the essay. *Topic sentences should state your point or your position about the author’s point rather than simply reiterating the theory.
· Apply the theory, overall thread and the sub-points related to it to specific observations, experience(s) from your life, etc., as well as any relevant survey results you have gathered; be sure to use the terminology and definitions that the theoretician uses. 

· Critique the theory in light of your own sources, including both places where you think the theory provides an adequate, useful, or otherwise positive explanation and places where you find the theory lacking. 

*As you develop your paper, keep in mind that, like the author you’re describing, you are presenting an argument, too. You’re making claims about what the author’s position is and how he has explained and defended it, and you’re also putting forth your own position or response based on your own evidence. It is true that not all of Allport/Rimmerman/Eberhardt’s text consists of major and direct claims; however, you should see, based on our discussion of argument in general, that his endorsements of theories, other theorists’ explanations, as well as other information presented as reasons, etc. all double as claim material. 

In the Conclusion:
· Briefly summarize your argument about where the theory works well and where you find it lacking (be specific).

· Suggest directions for research in order to test this theory more fully. 

*The conclusion is the place to summarize all of your major points and responses.  Use this space to evaluate the results of your analysis.  Did you find you mostly agreed with the author’s claims?  Or, did your own experiences counter the ideas discussed? 

Evaluation
When I evaluate your experience-based theory critique, I will be looking to see how well you have met the goals of the assignment. That is, I will be looking for how well you analyze the theory and show relationships between the theory and your personal experience. If all you do is string summaries and descriptions together with minimal analysis and application of the theory, your critique will not be successful. 
Your critique will also need to meet the general criteria of good academic writing: a clear focus; logical and purposeful organization; strong use of supporting evidence; and thoughtful development of the ideas you are presenting. And, of course, it will need to be well-written both stylistically and grammatically.
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