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Hours: by appointment

Recommended texts:

Hesse-Biber, S. N. (Ed.), Handbook of feminist research: Theory and praxis. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

*Selected articles will be available online through blackboard on e-reserves and under course documents.

Course Description:

Our scholarship is a Chicana critique of cultural, political, and economic conditions in the United States.  It is influenced by the traditions of advocacy scholarship, which challenges the claims of objectivity and links research to community concerns and social change.  It is driven by a passion to place the Chicana, a speaking subject, at the center of intellectual discourse. 



- Pesquera and de la Torre, 1993, p. 1  

For the Chicana feminist it is through our affiliation with the struggles of other Third World people that we find our theories and our methods.  





- Sonia Saldivar-Hull, 1991, cited in Sandoval, 1998, p. 352

Conducting meaningful inquiry is more than technique – it is most importantly about political engagements between participants, researchers, institutions, and the very notions of science. A history of scientific inquiry reveals a few truly life-altering studies, but also unveils a host of intellectual borders that have been erected along the way. Thus, it seems feminist research has done some of its best work in deconstructing intellectual borders, such as positivism versus interpretivism, and quantitative versus qualitative designs. Yet, debate continues as to just what counts as feminist analyses. In this course we will explore a) what it means to un/become researchers; b) various feminist epistemologies; and c) creative tensions between researcher, researched, institutions, and ways of knowing. Throughout the course, we will complicate categories of analysis, interrogate relationships within research contexts, ponder ethical and political issues around the production and treatment of “data”, and critique methods of re/presenting (making arguments) findings. 

Additionally, the course examines feminist approaches to philosophical and practical inquiries as it prepares students to critically read research, as well as understand the place of gender in lived experiences and institutional spaces. Most importantly this course dwells in the rules/ ideas that govern research decisions and methods. These conventions are shaped by ideologies and theories that construct what questions to ask, what problems to detect, and what analysis to produce. Too often research paradigms are glossed over, pushed behind the scenes, and obscured. One of our main goals is not only exposure of the strings which mobilize the marionette, so to speak, but to critically comprehend the nature of knowledge production and critical inquiry, to follow the metaphor, our goal is also for students to develop ways of seeing/ manipulating the strings that control movement and direction. 

Academics, traditional theory, and practice are riddled with compartmentalizations, everyday lived experiences are not immune either and suffer the same tendencies. Our intent in this course is to rupture such boundaries and dispel set categories of study and cognition while maintaining a clear focus through intended displacement.  In situating most of the course within interdisciplinary works we invite you to join us in the constructions of intellectual, research, and pragmatic, activist hybrids. 

Course Objectives:

· Identify different research paradigms and multiple methodologies appropriate for studying gender in both lived experiences and institutional spaces.

· Discuss the intersections of race, class, gender, and equity in the context of feminist approaches to qualitative, quantitative, and/ or mixed research methodology.

· Demonstrate an awareness and sensitivity to the ethical and political issues of interpreting and conducting research.

· Critically analyze the impact of feminist theory and gender studies on understanding the human condition within a global context.

· Assess various methods for data collection, analysis, and presentation.

· Evaluate the responsibility of the researcher and the relationship of the researcher to the researched.

Assignments:

*All assignments must be typed.  Please use APA style for any type of documentation and always exhibit the utmost degree of professionalism, and uphold the academic integrity policy set forth by the university.

Participation/ Dual Entry Log (30 points): Participation is necessary throughout the course to ensure inclusion of diverse perspectives. You are expected to share your ideas and analysis of the readings and themes that arise in class. Your participation is paramount, not only for your grade, but for the success, benefit, and learning of the entire class. Please be respectful of other’s ideas, as well as when you challenge someone else’s ideas.  Engage in an atmosphere that is conducive to dialogue. 

It is necessary to be prepared for discussion, so as part of your participation you will keep a running log (dual entry log) of the readings and critically reflect upon them. Since this course is intended to immerse you in feminist research literature, the log will help you situate your thinking as the course progresses.

The dual entry log will be read by the instructors during the course of the semester. The log should include comments regarding your thinking and critique of readings. The “dual entry log” format means that on left side of your page, you will select quotes from the readings that stand out for you and on the right side of the page, you will comment on these excerpts. Keep your log in a word processing file and print it with a 2 inch margin on the right, leaving space for future comments and analysis. Be sure to document dates, and times of your entries. An example of a dual entry log is provided below.


Due: March 21 

Critical Literature Review (30 points): This paper critiques a journal article discussing or employing any singular or multiple research design. Summarize the study, parameters of research, theoretical framework, analysis and interpretation and whether these are examples of feminist research methodologies. The article may also exemplify different types of re/presentations of findings (film, drama, art, poetry, essay). Consider the consequences of re/presentation choices? Do the authors articulate particular political struggles that lead to their choices? What ought to be the ultimate product of feminist research? 
Un/Becoming Researchers – (60 points)

Given our colonial histories, many scholars now describe a need to “un/become” colonized subjects in various ways – that is, we must re-imagine the social spaces and places in which we live. These are crucial skills for anyone who expects to conduct well-crafted feminist inquiry. Thus, the following assignments provide students with experiences that are highly relevant to impactful inquiry projects. Each assignment stands alone in its particular intellectual challenge, but they also cohere around an integrated approach to making intentional research choices.

*Epistemological Choices (10) – Due Jan. 31
You will construct a table or model that helps you to distinguish between the various epistemologies available to you. The key is identifying distinguishing characteristics of the epistemologies across conceptual foci, typical study design(s), participant – researcher interaction, methods of data generation, data treatment and analyses, and re/presentation of findings. Which of these epistemologies resonates most with your own perspectives on the world? 

*Subjectivity Statement (10) – Due Feb. 14
You will develop a written subjectivity statement based on your particular epistemological stance and reflecting other considerations regarding your personal history, gender, race, ethnicity, cultural history, particular interests, biases (politics of rejection and recognition), and so forth. This is your chance to situate your SELF as a researcher, and consider what you bring to your inquiry agendas. How will your SELF be consequential in your research?
*Learning to Look/Indigenizing Knowledge (10) – Due Feb 28

Consider something that is ordinary or familiar to you – something you do everyday, some place you go everyday, something you observe everyday. Now, observe it as if it were novel, or completely new to you. Do your best during your observation to take it all in – to get a sense of not just what the space, event, or activity looks like, but truly how this cultural space is inhabited. Make a list of 4 or more sensory details of the space (sights, sounds, smells), and make a corresponding list of reflections about each sensory detail. Finally, consider your presence in this space. How might you best come to know this space in an authentic way? How does this space change by your mere presence/absence? How is your “look” consequential to what you see?
*Proposing Feminist Inquiry (30) – Due April 25
An integration of work throughout the semester will result in a proposal for a particular feminist inquiry, including an explanation of epistemological choices, a statement of subjectivity, and a critique of tactics for expressing realities. It is expected that students will offer theoretically informed discussion of their own researcher choices relevant to broader politics such as context and location; intellectual legitimacy; position as knowers; and representational strategies. Additionally, students will include a reflection regarding how said research intervenes in the social context through activism, praxis, or policy initiatives. Students will prepare a 10 minute presentation/discussion of the feminist inquiry proposal. What will you undertake and how does it matter?
Schedule:

*Readings are to be completed prior to the class in which they will be discussed.

Jan 10: Introduction to course, syllabus overview, discussion of research paradigms 

Jan  17: Investigating Epistemologies  

Hesse-Biber, S. N. (2006). Feminist research: exploring the interconnections of epistemology, 
methodology, and method. In Hesse-Biber, S. N. (Ed.), Handbook of feminist research: Theory and 
Praxis. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications. (ch.1)


Sandoval, C. (2000). Methodology of the oppressed. Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press.  



Pp.53-63

Jan 24: Investigating Epistemologies


Gannon, S.  & Davies, B. (2006). Postmodern, Poststructural, and Critical Theories. In  Hesse-Biber, S. 
N. (Ed.), Handbook of feminist research: Theory and Praxis. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications. 
(ch.4)


Mendez, J. B. & Wolf, D. L. (2007). Feminizing global research/Globalizing feminist research: Methods 



and practice under globalization. In Hesse-Biber, S. N.(Ed.), Handbook of feminist research: Theory 




and Praxis. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications. (ch. 38)

Mies, M. (2007). A global feminist perspective on research. In Hesse-Biber, S. N. (Ed.), Handbook of 
feminist research: Theory and Praxis. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications. (ch. 39)
Jan 31: Investigating Epistemologies (EC due)


Weber, L. (2007). Future directions of feminist research: New directions in social policy – the case of 
women’s health. In Hesse-Biber, S. N. (Ed.), Handbook of feminist research: Theory and Praxis. 
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications. (ch. 40)

Kim, H. S. (2007). The politics of border crossings: Black, postcolonial and transnational feminist 
perspectives. In Hesse-Biber, S. N. (Ed.), Handbook of feminist research: Theory and Praxis. Thousand 
Oaks, CA: Sage Publications. (ch. 5)
Feb 07: Researcher Positionality


Khan, S. (2005). Reconfiguring the Native informant: Positionality in the global age. Signs, 30(4), 2017-



2035.


Lather, P. (1991). Deconstructing/ Deconstructive Inquiry: The politics of knowing and being known. In 



Getting Smart: Feminist research and pedagogy with/in postmodern. NY: Routledge. Pp. 86-101 
Feb 14: Indigenizing Knowledge (SS due)


Lykes, M. B. & Coquillon, E. (2007). Participatory and action research and feminisms: Toward 
transformative praxis. In Hesse-Biber, S. N. (Ed.), Handbook of feminist research: Theory and Praxis. 



Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications. (ch.14)


Wong, Y. R. (2002). Reclaiming Chinese women’s subjectivities: Indigenizing “social work with women” 
in China through postcolonial ethnography. Women’s Studies International Forum 25 (1), 67-77.
Feb 21: Analyzing Contexts 


Hesse-Biber, S. N. & Piatelli, D. (2007). Holistic reflexivity: The feminist practice of reflexivity. In Hesse-



Biber, S. N. (Ed.), Handbook of feminist research: Theory and Praxis. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage 
Publications. (ch.25)


Nazir Chaudhry, L. (2000). Researching “my people,” researching myself: fragments of a reflexive tale. 



In E. A. St. Pierre and W. S. Pillow (Eds.), Working the ruins: feminist poststructural theory and 
methods in education. NY: Routledge.

Feb 28: Analyzing Writing and Discourse (LTL due)


Alvermann, D.E. (2000). Researching, Libraries, Literacies, and Lives: A Rhizoanalysis. In E. A. St. 
Pierre and W. S. Pillow (Eds.), Working the ruins: Feminist poststructural theory and methods in 
education. NY: Routledge.


Levins Morales, A. (2001). Certified Organic Intellectual. In The Latina Feminist Group’s Telling to Live: 



Latina Feminist Testimonios.NC: Duke University Press.
Mar 07:  No class, Spring Break

Mar 14: Analyzing Writing and Discourse


Richardson, L. (2000). New writing practices in qualitative research. Sociology of Sport Journal, 17, 5-



20.


Weis, L and Fine, M. (2000). Speed bumps: A student-friendly guide to qualitative research. NY: 
Teachers College Press. (pp. 63-65 “Upon Reflections”; pp.77-80 McFarlane’s “(Dis)regarding Race”; 



pp.90-93 Massey’s “Critical Implications of the Mundane”; pp.102-105 Ayala’s “Across Dialects”).

Mar 21: Critical literature reviews – discussions of student-selected readings 
Mar 28: Quantifying Feminist Inquiry


Miner-Rubino, K., Jayaratne, T. E., & Konik, J. (2007). Using survey research as quantitative method 
for feminist social change. In Hesse-Biber, S. N. (Ed.), Handbook of feminist research: Theory and 
Praxis. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications. (ch.10).

Westmarland, N. (2001, February). The quantitative/ qualitative debate and feminist research: a 
subjective view of objectivity. Forum Qualitative Sozialforschung / Forum: Qualitative Social Research 



[online journal], 2(1).  Available at: http://qualitative-research.net/fqs-fqs-eng.htm.
Apr 04: Statistical Research and Treatment of Data


Sprague, J. (2005). How feminists count: Critical strategies for quantitative methods. In Feminist 
methodologies for critical researchers: Bridging differences. MD: Alta Mira Press.


Wilkinson, S. (1996). Appropriating questionnaires and rating scales for a feminist psychology: A Multi-



method approach to gender and emotion. In Feminist social psychologies: International perspectives. 



NJ: McGraw-Hill.
Apr 11: Mixed Methodology


Stewart, A. J. & Cole, E. R. (2007). Narratives and Numbers: Feminist multiple methods research. In 
Hesse-Biber, S. N. (Ed.), Handbook of feminist research: Theory and praxis. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage 
Publications. (ch.15)


Rosser, S. V. (2007). The link between theory and methods; feminist experimental research. 
In Hesse-



Biber, S. N. (Ed.), Handbook of feminist research: Theory and praxis. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage 
Publications. (ch.11). 
Apr 18: Interpretive Dilemmas/ Synthesis


Anzaldua, G. E. (2002). Now let us shift…the path of conocimiento…inner work, public acts. In G. E. 



Anzaldua and A. Keating’s this bridge we call home: radical visions for transformation. NY: Routledge.

Apr 25: projects and presentations due (PFI due)

*schedule is subject to change

Attendance/ Tardy Policy: Your attendance and participation are essential to your success in this course.  Not only do you miss out in case of an absence, but so does the entire class as each person’s participation contributes to the learning taking place each session.  Be present, on time, and prepared. If any problems arise, please feel free to discuss them with either of us.

Special Needs: please notify us of any special needs in order to best suit your learning experience

Grading Rubric/ Criteria:

"A" work (excellent): "A" work is memorable, not only responds to the assignment by presenting a strong thesis that is tightly focused and fully explained, but offers perceptive insight and careful analysis. The work plainly exhibits a deep understanding of the readings and course content. The writing is clear, the ideas are logically organized, the transitions are appropriate, and the details are concrete, substantial, and relevant to the central argument. The writer's voice is strong and guides the reader through a carefully planned text that describes, narrates, explains, and offers creative or original thinking.  The reader can feel, see, and read a mind and soul at work as the words and ideas are woven together. When required the work uses appropriate parenthetical documentation and is well researched. The work is cohesive even if it branches out in different tangential ideas (the relationships among the points raised must be evident). The work is consistently compelling to read or experience. (100 - 91 Points)

In direct relation to the “A” description above:

"B" work responds to the assignment competently, although it lacks the consistently high-level delivery of the "A" work. (90 - 81 points)

“C” work addresses the assignment and demonstrates the student understands how to formulate ideas, organize supporting material, and present an argument, yet lacks clarity, integration, and/or detail of analysis. (80 - 71 points)

**According to the Graduate School, a graduate student at the masters level can only have 6 semester hours with a C counting towards their degree, a doctoral student cannot have any credit hours below a B. Consider this given your particular situation and consult the graduate bulletin for further information.

Other Reading Sources:

Books:

Bar On, B. and Ferguson, A. (1998). Daring to be good: Essays in feminist ethico-politics. NY: Routledge.

Bejar, R. (1996). The vulnerable observer: Anthropology that breaks your heart. Boston: Beacon Press. 

Collins, P. H. (1990). Black feminist thought: Knowledge, consciousness, and the politics of empowerment. NY: Routledge. 

Harding, S. (1987). Feminism and methodology. Bloomington, IN: Indiana University Press.

Hesse-Biber, S., Gilmartin, C., Lydengerg, R. (1999). Feminst approaches to theory and methodology: An interdisciplinary reader. NY: Oxford University Press.

Hesse-Biber, S. N., & Yaiser, M. L. (2004). Feminist perspectives on social research. NY: Oxford University Press 

Lather, P. (1991). Getting smart: Feminist research and pedagogy with/in the postmodern. NY: Routledge.

Mason, J. (2002). Qualitative researching (2nd ed). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

Merriam, S. B. & Associates (2002). Qualitative research in practice: Examples of discussion and analysis. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass

Naples, N. A. (2003). Feminism and method: ethnography, discourse analysis, and activist research. NY: Routledge.

Reinharz, S. (1992). Feminist methods in social research. NY: Oxford University Press.

Sandoval, C. (2003). Methodology of the oppressed. Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press.

Stanley, L. & Wise, S. (1993). Breaking out again: Feminist ontology and epistemology (New edition). NY: Routledge.

Articles:

Fine, M. (1992). Passions, politics, and power: Feminist research possibilities. In M. Fine (Ed). Disruptive voices: The possibilities of feminist research. Ann Arbor, MI: The University of Michigan Press. Pp. 205-231. 

Gorelick, S. (1991). Contradictions of feminist methodology. Gender & Society 5(4), 459-477.

Hall, M.A. (1996). The doing of feminist research. In Feminism and sporting bodies: Essays on theory and practice. IL: Human Kinetics, pp. 69-79.

Henderson, K. A. (1991). Dimensions of choice: A qualitative approach to recreation, parks, and leisure research, CA: Sage, pp. 1-9. 

Lather, P. (2001). Postbook: Working the ruins of feminist ethnography. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society, 27(1), 199-227. 

Maddison, S. (2007). Feminist perspectives on social movement research. In Hesse-Biber, S. N. (Ed.), Handbook of feminist research: Theory and praxis. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications. (ch.18) 

Russel Y Rodriguez, M. (2002). Confronting anthropology’s silencing praxis: Speaking of/from a Chicana consciousness. In N. K. Denzin & Y. S. Lincoln (Eds). The qualitative inquiry reader. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. Pp. 347-376.

8-9





Gets at the complexity of anthropology – I see it being in line with the complexity of all research, but especially interpretive processes. There is always this mix of “going Native”, and yet maintaining one’s “objectivity” – and of course the ever-important “dissemination of findings” in ways that often-times further colonize the very people with whom you have sought to engage from a point of equity. Includes cites of other relevant work – Clifford Geertz and various sociologists.





Here Bejar makes me think about subjectivity and objectivity – and more importantly, she sort of calls for wrestling with what I bring to any research setting, and what I take away with me, not only in my notes, but also in my SELF. She seems also to both celebrate and denigrate this movement to include the self in ethnographic writing – I’ll need to read on . . . may be related to traditions/types of QR
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Jan. 8, 2006 – noon


Behar, R. (1996). The vulnerable observer.


 “Anthropology, to give my Aunt Rebecca a grandiose reply, is . . .and you’re on your way to doing anthroplogy”




















“But just how public an activity is the work of the anthropologist? . . . justice in our representations.”





Response to Readings – (new thinking, (dis)agreement, relation to other material, etc.)





Citations from Readings








