US/W-15: Group Paper Assignment

Due date:  This paper is due Dec. 10 at 11:59 p.m. Please have at least one member of the group upload the paper to the dropbox on the course Web site.

Assignment: Make an argument of your choosing combining materials from the course and the experiences from your community contact.  Write a maximum 10-page
 paper posing and answering your question with citations from the readings and evidence from your field experience.

You will also be able to draw on the field notes from other groups, which will be posted to the course Web site, and are strongly encouraged to do so. An outstanding paper will not only provide examples from your own work, but will also provide additional evidence or address counterexamples coming from the experiences of other groups. Outside research is allowed but not necessary, and will not gain you extra points.  For the most part, focus on the readings from this course as your sources of evidence – but you may bring in some outside evidence if necessary.

Types of argument: In your first assignment, you were asked to write an analytic paper contrasting theories and evidence from the readings to develop an original thesis. This type of argument is completely acceptable for this paper. However, two additional types of argument are acceptable for this paper given the nature of the project:

Analytic: (Author) shows evidence that (phenomenon) is having these effects, while (other author) shows that (phenomenon) is having these other effects. Our experience with (organization) indicates that (other author)'s theories are a better description of (phenomenon) as (phenomenon) appears to affect the way that (organization) does their work in the following ways

Descriptive: The theories advanced by (author) and (other author) seem applicable in the real world, as the work done by (organization) is explicitly designed to overcome the challenges that these authors identify. [[note: arguments that a given theory is not applicable in the real world can also make for interesting papers]]

Normative: Our experience with (organization) indicates that if our goal is to achieve (outcome), then (solution) is the best way to achieve it, as suggested by (theory/author) and in contrast with the expectations of (other theory/author) [[note: this can be a more difficult style of paper to write, and if you do you need to be very careful about making assumptions about what the reader actually wants to achieve]]

In all instances, a strong paper will focus on a clear, defensible proposition developed supported using evidence from your group's interview, materials from the course, and from other supplementary sources (particularly, though not limited to, other groups' field notes).  

Breadth of paper: We have not specified how many of the topics from the course you will need to engage with. This will be largely dependent on the information that you gather in your organizations---which in some sense depends on the organization itself and the topics that they wish to talk about. Thus, good papers can be written that address one topic in depth or which instead need to make a few smaller arguments in order to fully utilize the information from the community contact. That being said, keep in mind that a) if you choose to focus on one argument alone, you will need to do so in adequate depth and explain potential counterarguments at greater length, and b) if you choose to focus on a number of topics, your space is limited and you will be much more likely to adequately address 2 or 3 topics in a 10-page paper than you will to adequately address 5 or 6.

A good social science question:

· has an answer (that is, your argument), but one that is not immediately obvious

· can be answered in the time and space you have available to you

· relates to some important, larger real-world problem outside of the course texts (so no close textual readings), but draws on the course texts and other materials as support for your answer/argument

· connects pieces of evidence (like lectures and readings) together in a new way

· considers to some degree the question of causation or consequences – why is a certain thing happening, why do people behave in a certain way, what are the effects of a certain policy or action, etc.

· is specific enough to allow a sustained inquiry and discussion, with specific examples, while still relating to a larger problem or issue of interest

A good essay will:

· provide descriptive details of your field experience that support your argument without simply narrating your visit

· consider evidence that runs counter to your argument, and answer it convincingly

· present the reader with clean, well-written, proofread text – the version you turn in should be a second or third draft, not the first draft you write. 

� Written in a standard 12-point font with 1” or 1¼” margins 





