


Signs v.12, no.2 (Winter 1987), this
essay has been reprinted in Sex and
Scientific Inquiry, edited by Sandra
Harding and Jean F. O’Barr (Univer-
sity of Chicago Press, 1987). The
second would be Nancy Tuana’s book,
The Less Noble Sex: Scientific,
Religious and Philosophical Concep-
tions of Women s Nature (Indiana
University Press, 1993). Critiques of
the research in the areas of hormone
and brain differences as well as the
scientific construction of gender could
also be employed.

This leads to another way to use
the video in a course. Why not have
students experience the video first and
then construct an annotated bibliogra-
phy to accompany the video? This
approach would take students from a
concrete experience to the theoretical
research base as well as introduce them
to the field of Gender and Science.

There are a number of tangents
the experience of the video could
follow. What about the impact on
cultural representations of science such
as those that Saturday Night Live
presents (remember the “Mr. Know-it-
all” segment with Dana Carvey, Demi
Moore, and Phil Hartman)? What
about the representation of women’s
studies in this video? How do different
disciplines view the video? Do any
students find themselves “at home”
with the video? These are just a few of
the issues the video raises for me. I
encourage you to let the humor of
Brains on Toast entice you into
creative classroom endeavors!

[Cheryl Ney is currently Associate
Professor of Chemistry and Director,

Preprofessional Students, Capital
University, Columbus, Ohio.]
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