




























































































































































educationa l level, and age range. Couples were placed in a 

simulated living environment and asked to discuss several 

They were videotaped to determine kinesics, 

pleasantness, and expressiveness during the interaction . 

"Separate sets of four trained raters e valuated both members 

of the romantic couple on several dimensions of kinesic and 

vocalic precepts" (p . 301). In addition to the videotaping 

session, couples were given a questionnaire followed by an 

individual interview. Questions included themes o f parental 

involvement and romantic attachment. 

The results were measured using Confimatory Factor 

AAalysis (CFI) and separate factors were considered for gende r 

differences. All results were calculated and presented in 

three specific tables. The hypotheses were addressed 

individually with discussion following. The authors devote 

two paragraphs to the limitations of the research presented 

and address the need for further research, indicating their 

potential future research in this area. Both Honeycutt 

and Kelley address the need for future research in their 

articles; however, they do not mention limitations wi th their 

study. 

This article exhibits a masculine style of writing. The 

introduction clearly states the argument, along with 
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references to previous theories and studies. Key terms are 

presented and explained in a logical format using headings and 

sub-headings . The text of the article follows a standard 

social science format for introducing research, methods, 

participant s, pro cedures, variables, results, discussion, and 

conclusion . The data is presented systematicall y , and the 

tables contain both text and statistical information. The 

format follows an empirical structure and Le Po ire et al. 

maintain an objective voice throughout the text. The authors 

use metadiscourse strategies including text connectives, code 

glosses, and narrators as part of the organization . This 

study illustrates both traditional research with a masculine 

style . The next section draws a connection between the styles 

and research presented. 
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Evaluation 

The first section of the evaluation discusses the 

structure, style, and organization of the articles. The next 

section examines the feminine style and feminist research 

exhibited in this study. The final section explores the 

articles that present traditional research. 

In regards to the structure of the texts, all the 

articles conform somewhat to a masculine style. Even if the 

essay was written in a subjective voice or narrative format 

each contained a clear thesis and statement of purpose that 

defined its objective . All used internal citations of 

references and endnotes, and many used metadiscourse 

strategies for organization. Interestingly, even articles 

that were creatively written were able to artfully weave 

reference material smoothly into the text without losing the 

feminine style. 

In the articles where interviews or stories were 

compiled, the ethnographers (Hedge, Garner, and Schely-Newman ) 

shared their own experiences with the participants. Self

reflexi v ity and intersubjectiv ity allowed the researcher to 

actively participate by disclosing her feelings, plans, and 

research. In turn, this open discourse created an identity 

between the researcher and participant. As stated earlier, 
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self-reflexivity removes the sense of control or power the 

subject may feel the researcher holds. In these articles, 

researcher and participants became relatively equal and the 

traditional research hierarchy was subverted. In Hegde's 

article, where she interv iewed three women from South India, 

there was a class hierarchy; howev er, the women felt 

comfortable enough to open up and share their personal 

stories. 

In the articles reflecting feminist research (Warner, 

Hedge, Garner, Schely-Newman ) women's issues were addressed or 

the dominant ideology was challenged. In the cases where the 

authors or co-author were male (Goodall, Rushing & Frentz ) the 

paradigm challenged was the "ivory tower" of academia. Other 

topics concerning the social construction of gender discussed 

situations where women were the target of patriarchy, 

marginalization, or oppression within their lives, their 

communities, or their careers. 

The articles that illustrated traditional research 

(Kelley, Honeycutt, Le Poire et al. ) were chosen based on the 

subject of gender issues. From a feminist perspective "gender 

relations are constructed in a field of power" (Kimmel, 199 8 , 

p. 63 ) and feminist research strives to obliterate women's 

sense of powerlessness. However, traditional social science 

research about gendered communication in the articles 

encountered in this sample focused on the interpersonal 
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dimension of relational communication. All these articles 

were quantitative studies containing clear hypotheses, 

research questions, and data compiled into numerical reports. 

Consistent with quantitativ e research, the studies 

derived their hypotheses from prev i ousl y published research 

and theories. It has been argued that some qualitative 

researchers prefer the "theory to emerge from the data itself" 

(Filstead, 1983 , p. 38 ) . Both are accepted forms of research 

and widely acclaimed in this discipline. 
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CHAPTER 5: SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

We are softer, more poetic, feminine; we display 

emotions and are openly vulnerable . We welcome 

multiple approaches to inquiry. We tell stories 

and examine narratives for metaphors. We are, in 

the reported words of a major social scientist, 

merely "muddle-headed ancecdotalists" 

(Goodall, 1999, p. 474 ) . 

During the past few decades, gender issues have become 

the subject of many communication researchers. Women's 

Studies has become a course of study in campuses all around 

the country . Feminist scholarship is an important part of the 

growing need for diversity in the education process and 

curriculum. Thirty years ago, when feminist scholarship 

became a reality, its primary purpose was to locate an 

identity that had been long since forgotten. Women felt an 

urgency to create a space for their concerns. Issues such as 

abortion, domestic violence, sexual harassment, and equality 

are some of the topics of early feminist scholarship. 

Feminist communication scholars continue to promote research 
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of value to women and "the primary goal has been to explore 

and create a new symbolic framework in which women are 

represented" (Spender, 1980, p . 229). 

Traditionally women's research was classified as 

inferior. This made it difficult to publish and many had "to 

use forms made available by their particular rhetorical 

situation" (Merrill, 1996, p. 158). For example, when 

researching the characteristics associated to women's writing, 

many analysts attributed a feminine style to the biological 

differences between male and female, relegating the role of 

nurturer and care-giver to women, delegating the role of power 

and leader to men . This is a common assumption that crosses 

over in all areas of women's lives. By narrowing the 

definitions, we can better distinguish and categorize the 

articles according to a gendered style of writing and 

methodology, and correlate these with the gender of the 

researchers in order to anticipate future trends in the 

development and publication of communication research. 

This study has shown that traditional research employs a 

masculine style of writing that has contributed to the 

difficulty many women have encountered. Academic publication 

adheres to specific guidelines and institutional standards are 

upheld. This study has also shown that there is a feminine 

style of writing that differs from its masculine counterpart 

in structure and format . It employs language that is 
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intuitive/ reflexive/ and demonstrative. When examining 

feminist research/ this study has shown that not all feminist 

scholarship is written in a feminist style. Therefore/ are 

feminist scholars writing in a masculine sty le in order t o 

have their work published? 

As the articles reveal/ many feminist scholars use both a 

feminine and masculine style of writing in qualitative 

research. Whereas the masculine sty le exemplifies a 

traditional format in academic writing/ the feminine voice is 

present in some articles/ especially those that deal with 

feminist topics. In addition/ some female scholars prefer a 

masculine sty le and traditional research topics. For example/ 

the articles in this study that involve relationship theories 

may prove better suited to quantitative research. Howe v er/ in 

the sample o f articles published in mainstream communicati o n 

journals during 1999 1 feminine style and feminist research are 

still in the minorit y in many journals/ including 

Communication Monographs/ Communication Theory/ and Quarterly 

Journal of Speech. Prev ious studies have argued that women 

comply with the d ominant standards in publication (Blair/ 

Brown/ & Baxter/ 1 9 94; Fo ss & Fo ss/ 1989; Hawkins/ 1989; 

Spender/ 1980 ) and this study supports their research. 

Nevertheless/ as more women appear to be publishing more 

frequentl y / future research could examine this area e v en more 

closely. 
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As this study presented characteristics of both a 

feminine and masculine style of writing in academic 

publications, we would expect that all feminist research would 

be written in a feminine style . As Table 4 notes, the 

majority of the articles published are traditional research 

and written in a masculine style. This study shows that 

although feminist research represents a portion of the 

publications, feminine style remains in the minority . In 

addition, the majority of the mainstream journals in this 

study publish essentially traditional research. Table 4 

indicates a total of the types of research and styles 

presented in this study. 

Table 4. Research and Styles 

Traditional Feminist 
Research Research 

Masculine 
Style 69 19 

Feminine 
Style 2 10 

Total 71 29 

The question is not whether an article is feminine or 

masculine. It has to do with the legitimacy of the research. 

Does it warran t f naxng ? -s £ re~e;·~- ~ ~r ~ es i~ ser e a 

purpose? If the power structure in place i s biased for or 
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against that research, there is a problem . As this study has 

shown, some scholars (Goodall, Rushing & Frentz ) are 

disenchanted with the hierarchical s y stem in academia. And 

it's not just women wh o are concerned. The paradigm shift i n 

communication research over the past several decades has 

enabled researchers to reevaluate some of the theories in the 

past and move forward. Feminist research in communication 

seeks to devel op its own framework in which to operate in 

order to create theories and enrich our discipline. The 

ultimate objective is social change. Whereas traditional 

science translates into predicting behavior, feminist research 

seeks to understand behavior and works to change social 

constructions that control and restrict women's issues. The 

goal is to empower human beings through research and 

education. 

Limitations and Future Direction 

The limits of this study suggest the need for further 

research. As this study provides a relatively small sample 

representing a short period of time, a more comprehensive 

search over a longer time period could prove beneficial. In 

addition, other communication journals could be added and 

included i n the research. If future researchers examine 

trends in academic publicat ions over a long range span, t h e 

criteria presented in this study c o uld be u tilized t o enhanc e 
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understanding and predict future outcomes. Moreover, this 

study was conducted from a feminist perspectivei therefore , it 

is limited in its point o f v iew. Future research could 

address other perspectives to contribute additional 

interpretations, approaches, and various areas of study. 

As Table 4 indicates, one-third of the articles were 

feminist research. As two-thirds of the research produced was 

traditional scho larship, future scholars could examine the 

subject matter in that remaining research. One aspec t I 

noticed when rev iewing the journals was that each issue 

contained a theme. For example, if the topic was gender, all 

the articles reflected a gendered theme, including the reviews 

o r c ommentary. If the topic was culture, all the articles 

were centered around cultural issues. In the issues where 

gender was the theme, more women authors were published that 

quarter. As cultural studies in communication is a growing 

area of t his discipline, future research could examine its 

growth in relation t o feminist scholarship. These are 

congruent areas of study where hybrid discourse and non-

traditi onal t opics fl ourish. Moreover, research might compare 

content and sty le ov er time to track whether change is 

occurring, in wh i ch journals, and at what rate. 

Contempo rary research in communication studies embrac e s a 

gend er d i vers i t y perspec tiv e t hat draws much of i t s hi sto r y 

from the femini s t approach but merits it s own sty le. Research 
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utilizing this perspective takes into account "race, gender, 

class, sexual orientation and personal characteristics" 

(Condit, 1997, p . 97 ) . Its objective is to promote a 

culturally balanced, humanistic approach to the study of 

communication, rather than call upon a separate gender 

distinction (male vs . female ) . 

The humanistic approach suggests that we are connected as 

people through shared commitments and fundamental values in a 

community and as part of a collectivity. Regardless of the 

fact that our moral principles are grounded in areas of 

philosophy and religion, the underlying principles of ethics 

as part of our human condition. As communication scholars, 

the next step forward may be to focus our studies away from 

gender differences . Condit states "there is actuall y more 

overlap in a male and female population than difference" 

(1997 f p. 98 ) . 

This study has shown that while there is a difference ln 

the style of research between traditional scholarship and 

feminist scholarship that should not be the issue . Neither 

one is more valuable than the other . They both serve the same 

purpose: to promote growth within the educational system of 

our society . As researchers in the twenty-first century, a 

gender diversity perspective retains heuristic value as it 
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"invites a broader consideration of the range of human issues 

because it seeks to discover the important topics in human 

lives, across a variety of gender concerns" (Condit, 1997, p. 

113 ). Presently there are still questions as to the role of 

the dominant masculinist ideology in respect to publication 

and the advancement of women in academia. Communication 

research pursuing a gender diverse direction may help to 

overcome barriers and continue to promote academic discourse 

that is embracing, innovative, novel, and inclusive. 

81 



NOTES 

1 Many of these early feminist publications began in the local 

community and popular press in the early 1970s and remained there 

for several years until they achieved academic status. 

"In November 1986, Spectra, the newsletter of the Speech 

Communication Association, published a guest editorial on 

"Communication Theory in the 1990's," by Ronald D. Gordon" (Hawkins, 

1986, p. 40 ) . His findings were from the 1986 Pennsylvania State 

Conference on Gender and Communication. 

3 Reviewing this history is beyond the scope of the current 

project; please see Brody, 1993; Crowley, 1994; Gill, 1994; Stieg, 

1986 for further information. 

4 "Kuhn argues that the process of scientific discovery is not 

linear, objective and progressive, rather, the history of science is 

comprised of "paradigm shifts" which occur when competing paradigms 

within the scientific community battle for supremacy and one 

paradigm emerges as the temporary vicLor" (Carter & Spitzack, 1989, 

p. 14 ) . 

Chesebro,J. (1993 ) How to Get Published. Communication 

Quarterly 41, 373-382. 

6 In 1997, Omar Swartz, editor of the Forum section of the 

Southern Communication Journal called for commentary on the Blair, 

Brown, Baxter essay. Farmer was one of the three scholars who 

responded to the discussion. 
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7 Shortly thereafter, Elizabeth Stuart Phelps wrote the book 

Sex and Education: A Reply to Dr . E.H. Clarke's "Sex in Education" 

disproving his theory (Leone, 1996, p . 127) 

8 This article is a compilation of an original response to a 

study done by Hickson, Stack and Amsbary (1993) entitled "Active 

Prolific Female Scholars in Communication: An Analysis of Research 

Productivity, II." It includes an excerpt from an original essay 

which was rejected, along with a summation and analysis of two 

anonymous critical reviews that accompanied the rejection . The 

article critically examines issues of repressive power and 

dominati on in the area of academic discipline. 

9 Richardson's husband, the novelist Ernest Lockridge wrote the 

dialogue based on her description of the situation and his knowledge 

of the characters. She reveals this information within the text of 

her essay in the conclusion. 

10 Popular e-zines include www.minx.mag; www.busc.com; and 

www . maximag.com. 

1 1 For more information on couple types see Fitzpatrick, M.A . 

Between Husbands and Wives: Communication in Marriage. Newbury Park, 

CA: Sage. 

1 2 Pandi's husband allegedly killed the baby by sprinkling hot 

curry down her throat; Kumari attempted to kill her daughter but her 

mother-in-law prevented it, and Jaya gave the baby (her sixth girl ) 

up for adoption (p. 3 0 -34 ) . 
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13 The deaths are a simple procedure, usually a drop of milk 

from a poisonous plant or a little spoon of steaming hot curry is 

poured down the baby's throat (p. 28 ) . 

14 Cherland, M.R. (1994 ) Private Practices Girls Reading 

Fiction and Constructing Identity . Bristal, PA: Taylor & Frances. 

15 This article was written by Corey, F. & Nakayama, T. (1997 ) 

in Text and Performance Quarterly, 17, 58-68. It is a fictional 

narrative about the pornographic life style of a gay male. The 

publication of this essay produced heated discussion within the 

academic community. 

16 See Rodden, J. (1993 ) Field of Dreams. Western Journal of 

Communication,57, 111-138. 

17 Rushing and Frentz sojourn back to Ancient Greece by 

interpreting Nietzche's (1993 / 1988 ) Trans. The Birth of Tragedy: Out 

of the Spirit of Music, Ed. M. Tanner. London: Penguin. 

1 8 Lakoff, G., Johnson, M. (1980 ) 

University of Chicago Press, 14-24. 

Metaphors We Live By. IL: 

19 "We-ness" signifies a bonding or sharing between couples as 

opposed to I or you which relates to distance or difference in the 

relationship. 
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