Workshop


Gilligan/Zimbardo

1.  First of all, make sure the writer isn’t summarizing the experiment in general.  Remember, the assignment sheet notes that the reader will already be familiar with the experiment.

2.  Sum up the writer’s argument in a paragraph or so.  The first sentence should be either a.  The Stanford experiment demonstrates Gilligan is correct   OR

b.  The Stanford experiment demonstrates Gilligan is incorrect   

Follow this with three or four of the main pieces of evidence that the writer provides.  This evidence should be specific incidents from the experiment, analyzed in terms of Gilligan’s theory.

3.  What are some other specific incidents that the writer might consider using as evidence?

4.  Where do you need to (or want to) know more?  Where are areas where the paper could be expanded?  

5.  Rank from best to worst the writer’s analyses of how a particular incident during the SPE shows male or female behavior.  Explain your ranking.  Note: these analyses may begin using phrases like, “The guards were acting male because ...”
6.  Raise as many counterarguments to the paper's points as you can, not to discourage the writer but to point out areas where further explanation is needed.

7.  Help the writer’s work flow use good transitions from one point to another, using the “given/new” principle discussed last week.
