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Methods in Cultural Research S ALFFZEITT3E
CUS505

3 credits

3 hours of lecture/seminar

3 hours per week, 42 hours for the whole course

Core course

Cultural Studies

This core course enhances the students to develop a reflexive attitude
about and critical abilities of different methods used by cultural
researchers. Method here is understood not only as research techniques,
procedures, and practices, but also as involving the theories and
perspectives that inform the production of a particular kind of research
and justify it in terms of knowledge-making. Practical examples will be
used to illustrate diverse cultural studies methods such as textual analysis,
ethnographic methods (participatory action research, interviews, focus
groups and story-telling), oral history, archival work, etc. Discussion of
methodological issues involved in those examples will help students map
out the trajectories in which cultural studies as a discipline developed in

the past and the implications they have nowadays.



Aims : 1. To guide students to pay critical attentions to the techniques and
procedures of doing cultural research in such different areas, such as
literature, film and media, popular culture, postcolonial studies,
commons, and community economies.

2. To provide a platform for students to discuss different perspectives on
research methods and related issues such as research ethics,
knowledge, and power.

Learning On completion of the course, students will able to :

Outcomes(LOs 1. LO1:apply at least one of the methods learnt in the course to handle

) a practical or research problem;

2. LO2: present a critical reflection of the research method(s) used and
the process of research based on methodological issues discussed in
class.

Indicative 1. Philosophical basis of cultural research

Contents 2. Studying lived experience and resistance

3. Ethnographyand understanding the Other

4. Reading discourse and ideology

5. Semiotics and genealogy

6. Methods of commoning

Teaching The delivery of the course is informed by the philosophy and pedagogical

Method principles of flipped classroom and action strategies. Students will take

S part in lectures, seminars, group and discussion of readings and practical

work. The emphasis is on student participation in the analysis of issues,

relating their own views, experience and observations to the critical

guestions addressed in the course framework.

Measurement of Learning Outcomes:

Assessment: Group Discussion | Group Presentations Individual Essay
LO: (Commentary (Two Group
and Reflections Presentations)
on Reading, CRR)
(20%) (40%) (40%)
LO1 % % %
LO2 v v %




Measurement :  Students will be assessed on their ability to apply at least one of the
of Learning methods learnt to handle a chosen topic in cultural research and to reflect
Outcomes critically upon the research method(s) used and the process of research.

The learning outcomes will be measured in the following ways.



Assessment

Assessment

Group Discussion (Commentary and Reflections on Reading, CRR)
Participation in discussion of assigned materials requires that students
review concepts and theories learnt and preview materials in
preparation for class. (LO1, LO2)

Group Presentations (Two Group Presentations)

Group presentations on selected topics aim to test students’
understanding of assigned readings, grasp of theoretical materials, and
application of conceptual framework to local examples. Students
would demonstrate their abilities in applying research methods to
reflect and solve practical or academic problems. (LO1, LO2)
Individual Essay

Individual paper requires that students understand the research
methods chosen and reflect on the process of applying them in

researching the contexts that concern them. (LO1, LO2)

The course adopts 100% continuous assessment basing on the following

types of assessment.

Assessment Type (%)

1. Group Discussion
(Commentary and Reflections
on Readings, CRR) (20%)

2. Group Presentations (40%)

Description

4 assigned readings for group
discussions to review topics learnt

and preview topics to cover

2 group presentations of 2 topics

in class

Individual Essay (40%) 1
individual Essay (Around
4,500 words in Chinese, or
3,500 in English)

1. Commentary and Reflection on Readings (CRR) (Group work) (20%, 4

assigned course materials, 5% @)

Throughout the course, students will engage in four guided group
reading exercises to develop understanding of various issues in cultural
research. The guiding questions should prepare students to review the
theories and concepts learnt and preview new ones.

Schedule of the assigned readings and guiding questions will be given



Assessment Rubrics

in due course.

Two Group Presentations (40% = 1st, 15% + 2nd, 25%)

In groups, students will present two topics chosen from “Topics for
Group Presentation and Individual Paper” in class.*

a. 1st presentation carries 15% and will be conducted at the mid-term.
b. 2nd presentation carries 25% and will be conducted in the last
lesson.

Each group needs to submit the PowerPoint slides and a 2-page
summary + a reference list one day ahead of the presentation date. No
written report is required.

Peer assessment will be conducted as a reference for the assessment

of an individual’s contribution to the group presentation.

Individual Essay (40%)

Students will write an individual paper (Around 4,500 words in Chinese,
or 3,500 in English) on a topic chosen from “Topics for Group
Presentation and Individual Paper”.*

The paper should contain two parts:

a. A preliminary but comprehensive, critical and analytical account
derived from the materials; and

b. A critical self-reflection upon the methodological issues adopted.

* The submission due dates and “Topics for Group Presentation and

Individual Paper” will be given in due course.

1. Group Discussion: Commentary and Reflection on Readings (CRR)(20%, 5%x4)

Criterion Excellent (90-100%) | Good (60-89%) Pass (30%-59%) Failure (O-
29%)
Personal Ability to proficiently Only includes

Reflection (5%)

demonstrate
reflection and deep

Shows satisfactory

ability to relate

Demonstrates
attempt to analyze

mere
descriptions of

thinking of acquired | acquired issues from multiple | theoretical
knowledge/concepts, | knowledge to perspectives; knowledge; no
integrating them into | previous includes event reflection is
issues from wide experiences with | descriptions with demonstrated
perspectives (e.g., some insight. limited beyond the

contexts, cultures,
disciplines); creative
solutions and critical
thinking evident.

consideration in
descriptive style;
minimal deeper
analysis.

descriptions

2. Two Group Presentations (40%=1st, 15%+2nd, 25%)




Criterion Excellent (90- Good (60-89%) Pass (30%-59%) Failure (0-29%)
100%)
Content Identifies Identifies most Identifies an Fail to identify an
(15%) clearly the of issue issue area and the
main issues to the main issues | area, but main issues to be
be addressed to without addressed No
Examines the be addressed specific critical
issues from all Examines the delineation engagement with
important issue of the main issues, and
perspectives. / problem from issues to themes.
Overall logic is most of the be addressed Presentation
clear. important Examines the characterized by
perspectives but | question/ issue/ | serious
not problem from inaccuracies and
all relevant some misunderstanding
arguments and of the important
counter perspectives.
arguments
are fully
examined.
Presenter(s) Presenter(s) Presenter(s) Presenter(s) seem
engage the engage attempts to make little
audience at all the audience to engage the attempt to
times, actively most audience, tries engage the
seeking for of the time, to audience.
suggestions consistently seek for
from the seeking suggestions
audiences and for suggestions from the
incorporate from the audiences,
these insights audiences, and to
into the final and incorporate | incorporate
project in these insights these insights
thoughtful into into the
ways the final project | final project
Team-work Excellent Good Fair performance | Poor performance
(5%) performance of | performance of | of teamwork. of teamwork.
teamwork. teamwork. Demonstrates Demonstrates no
Demonstrates Demonstrates limited communication
full some communication | with unclear roles

communication
with formal roles
for each group
member.

Equal
distribution of
workload.

communication
with roles for
each group
member.
Moderate
distribution of
workload.

with informal
roles for each
group member.
Some
distribution of
workload.

for each group
member.
Unequal
distribution of
workload.

3. Individual Essay (40%)




Criterion

Excellent (90-
100%)

Good (60-89%)

Pass (30%-59%)

Failure (0-
29%)

Understanding of
Topic (10%)

Comprehensive

understanding

Clear discussion of

relevant issues.

Shows some

coverage and

Very little or no

understanding of

and coverage of Shows good understanding of the issues.
issues. insight into the main issues. Does not answer
Insightful and subject. Does not answer the question.
well-informed. Answers the the question
Clearly answers question. fully/directly
the question. enough.
Use of evidence Wide range of Good use of Adequate range of | Inadequate use of
(13.5%) evidence used to evidence to evidence used. evidence to
support support Could have drawn | support
arguments. arguments. on more suitable argument.
Thoroughly Have researched evidence. No use of
researched. and drawn on evidence to

Use of primary

sources.

some evidence.

support argument

Critical analysis
(13.5%)

Excellent critical
awareness of

subject matter

Goes beyond
description.

Analyses material

More description
than analysis in

content.

Describes the
issues but shows

significant

and current to develop Needs to draw misunderstanding
issues. argument. material together of basic issues.
Shows original to develop
thinking and argument.
analysis.
Structure of Clear structure. Clear structure. Argument needs Poor structure.
Argument (1.5%) | Presentsa Develops a sound further No clear
convincing and argument. development. argument.

well developed
argument.

Structure needs
more clarity.

No clear linkage
from point to point.

Writing &
Referencing (1.5%)

Uses references
correctly.
Demonstrates
excellent writing
skills.

Generally uses
references
correctly but
some parts less
well referenced.
Competent
writing skills.

Some parts not
referenced
correctly. Writing
skills could be
improved.

Not referenced
correctly.

Poor writing skills.
Needed proof
reading.




Important : 1. Students are expected to spend a total of 9 hours (i.e. 3 hours of class

Notes contact and 6 hours of personal study) per week to achieve the course



Required/Essential
Readings:

learning outcomes.

. Students shall be aware of the University regulations about dishonest

practice in course work, tests and examinations, and the possible
consequences as stipulated in the Regulations Governing University
Examinations and Course Work. In particular, plagiarism, being a kind of
dishonest practice, is “the presentation of another person’s work without
proper acknowledgement of the source, including exact

phrases, or summarised ideas, or even footnotes/citations, whether
protected by copyright or not, as the student’s own work”. Students are
required to strictly follow university regulations governing
academicintegrity and honesty.

Students are required to submit writing assignment(s) using Turnitin.

. To enhance students’ understanding of plagiarism, a mini-course
4. “Online Tutorial on Plagiarism Awareness” is available on

https://pla.In.edu.hk/.

. Students must adhere to the University’s guidelines and practices when

using Generative Artificial Intelligence (Al) tools. The official documents
“Guidelines for Using GAI Tools at Lingnan University” and “Best Practices
for Ethical and Responsible Use of GAI Tools in Course Assessments” can be
found here: https://www.In.edu.hk/tlc/generative-artificial-

intelligence/gai-guidelines-best-practices.



https://pla.ln.edu.hk/
https://www.ln.edu.hk/tlc/generative-artificial-intelligence/gai-guidelines-best-practices
https://www.ln.edu.hk/tlc/generative-artificial-intelligence/gai-guidelines-best-practices
https://www.ln.edu.hk/tlc/generative-artificial-intelligence/gai-guidelines-best-practices
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Recommended/Supplementary Readings :

Chinese references
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Journal article and encyclopedia entry
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Lai, R. Y. S., & Choi, S. Y. P. (2019). Premarital sexuality, abortion, and intergenerational dynamics in
China. Modern China, 1-27.

Leung, D. S.-c. (2021). Convivial agriculture: Evolving food and farming activism in South China. China
Perspectives, (2), 29-38.

Martin, F. (2017). Mobile self-fashioning and gendered risk: Rethinking Chinese students’ motivations for
overseas education. Globalizations, Societies and Education, 15(5), 706—720.

Moran, J. (2005). Introduction: Waiting, cultural studies and the quotidian. In Reading the everyday (pp. 1-
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Web / encyclopedia entries
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Peer Assessment Form
Team:



https://doi.org/10.1080/13569783.2016.1220247
https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/fall2021/entries/hermeneutics/
https://eprints.qut.edu.au/2689

Instruction: Evaluate your peer team members on their participation in the course group
work. This is due on the submission day along with the group work.

Name Criterion Ratings (1-10) Further
comments
(optional)
Participation in
1 project activities

Fulfilment of her/his roles

Leadership

Overall

2 Participation in
project activities

Fulfilment of her/his roles

Leadership

Overall

3 Participation in
project activities

Fulfilment of her/his roles

Leadership

Overall

4 Participation in
project activities




Fulfilment of her/his roles

Leadership

Overall

5 Participation in
project activities

Fulfilment of her/his roles

Leadership

Overall

** peer assessment will be counted into the final mark.
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