	Environmental Planning and Policy

Explaining and Assessing Articles


Introduction

The attached article needs to be reviewed for next week’s session.  I want you to give a brief explanation, description and review of the allocated article.  It is vital you develop the skill of reviewing material at post-graduate level.  
I have given you 3 options.  I have numbered the articles and have allocated you a selection.  Alternatively you could look in the journal and select an article of interest to you/your assignment (https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/01959255). The journal is the one chosen to format your assignment so you can familiarise yourself with the journal format.   Upload your chosen article to Teams.
All read 5.  Background to EIA

Here are some guidelines of how to review your article.

1. Consider the Article as a Whole
Examine the article as a whole. Try to determine something about the purpose, audience and content of the paper before you start reading. Look for clues in the title and/ or subtitle, the acknowledgements (if any), the first foot- or endnote, the author's biographical note. Ask yourself:
1. Who is writing the article?

2. What are the author’s experience/knowledge to make such claims?

3. What audience is the author addressing? 

4. What sources does the author use?

2. What is the Purpose, Structure and Direction of the Article
1. What is the author’s main point, or thesis?
2. What evidence has the author used?
3. What limits did the author place on the study?
4. What is the author’s point of view?
 3. The Writing and the Presentation
As you read, watch not only for what the author is saying, but how it is said. This step requires that you read the article to gain an understanding of how the author presents the evidence and makes it fit into the argument. 

Although you are somewhat off the hook critically in this stage, you should be aware that there are tricks the author can use to make sure you’re following the argument. Some of them are standard ways to keep the author’s argument separate from the evidence. Look for clues like: “for example,” “as Professor Source said,” or “in my study area (or time), I found that.” Also, look for transition words and phrases (“however,” “despite,” “in addition,” etc.) and the various words clues writers leave when they switch from their own voice to that of their sources. Others may be less honest attempts to make you agree.

Try to take notice of the language an author will sometimes use when she or he is speculating about things or hoping you won’t realise that the evidence is weak: “it is probable or likely that,” (is it probable?) “clearly, this is so” (is it clear?), “it should be obvious by now” (is it obvious?), “ this undoubtedly means” (is it undoubtable?) Remember that forceful words don’t necessarily make a weak argument any more convincing.

Look, too, to see how the author switches from explaining how the evidence supports her or his argument to the summary of the paper. The last few paragraphs should tidy up the discussion, show how it all fits together neatly, point out where more research is needed, or explain how this article has advanced learning in this discipline. The conventions also require that there be some reference to the thesis statement and perhaps even an echo of the title, especially if there was a catchy phrase in it.

4. Criticism and Evaluation of the Article
1. Was there anything that was left unfinished? Did the author raise questions or make points that were left orphaned in the paper?
2. Did it make sense?
3. What does the point made by the argument mean in or to the larger context of the discipline and of contemporary society?
4. Is the organisation of the article clear? Does it reflect the organisation of the abstract? 

5. Does the author’s disciplinary focus lead her or him to ignore other ideas?
6. Were there any problems with grammar, sentence structure, or word usage?
Good luck.  
Chris
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