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Analysis of Research Design, Methodology, Structure of Argument

This paper’s research design leads off from the input paper of Wright, Goodchild and Proctor paper (“GIS: Tool vs. Science”).  Pickles critiques this paper in stating that the authors refer to productive development within the context of GIS as a tool, toolmaker, and science, as well as from inputs from geographers and social theorists, problematic to GIS traditionalists and social theorists, respectively.

Pickles’ methodology aims to analyze the paper, citing specific passages, and offers his views in reply.  Pickles questions research methods and gives historical references and examples to support his critiques.  A good example of this is how he critiques the fact of modern science being “thoroughly shot though with technical apparatus”, commenting on the tool use to tool making within the three contexts that Wright, Goodchild, and Proctor propose.  He cites Galileo’s development of the telescope as an example of science or tool development.  As a result, he challenges the paper’s separation of GIS concepts by giving the Gallileo example as a federation of GIS concepts.

He finally suggests that basic GIS parameters be extended, so that the researcher / scientist replaces / compliments the practitioner or toolmaker.

In summary, Pickles’ paper serves as a point of further discussion, building upon the paper which it critiques.  Pickles then makes new suggestions, which, hopefully, foster further commentary and discussion within the discipline.

This paper is found to be difficult to comprehend in comparison to the paper, which it is critiquing.  However, it serves as an interesting paper in terms of critiquing an existing paper and opening up communication forums.

