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7-7:30 p.m. 
Hollywood’s Hegemonic Representations of Gender in Movie Posters 
Anna Randolph & Ashley Virgin 
Faculty Advisor: Dr. Erin Pryor 
 
Since the release of the first moving picture, cinematic movies have become both an important 
social ritual and a commanding presence in media. Despite its commercial growth, film - 
specifically print advertisements for films (“movie posters”) - has attracted little attention from 
scholars. While there has been a tremendous amount of research pertaining to the portrayal of 
gender roles in various media sources and the effects of these portrayals on the social 
construction of gender (Baker 2005; Collins 2011; Doring and Poschl 2006; Erchull 2013; Furia 
2006; Gilpatric 2010; McArthur and Resko 1975; Meyer 2009; Paek, Nelson, and Vilela 2011; 
Rohlinger 2002; Taylor and Setters 2011; Welsh 2010), the portrayal of male and female 
characters in movie posters is a topic that has been virtually ignored by scholars. Our analysis 
intends to fill the gap in the existing literature. As cultural products, films are social 
constructions that embody cultural beliefs, values, attitudes, and stereotypes. In the process of 
working through different social research methods for Dr. Pryor’s class, we reviewed existing 
literature regarding gender representations in media, conducted a survey completed by an 
Introduction to Sociology class at Belmont University, ran analyses on existing secondary data, 
conducted a content analysis of the twelve top grossing movie posters from the year 2011, and 
interviewed a media professional. In utilizing these methods, our research explores how male 
and female characters in movie posters are utilized to affirm the patriarchal culture that defines 
gender as a social institution. 
 
 
7:30 – 8 p.m. 
“Religion, Politics and the Gay Rights Movement” 
Sarah Burke & Tanyr Seay 
Faculty Advisor: Dr. Erin Pryor 
 
During the past twenty years, we have seen a drastic shift in opinion among the American public 
regarding LGBT issues (Baunach 2012). The early legislation proposed in state legislatures and 
the United States Congress drew on religious sentiments and moral convictions (Campbell 2008; 
Lewis 2011). Legislation concerning homosexuality and LGBT couples still makes headlines 
daily in the U.S as new laws are sought and old ones overturned. While we know that religious 
groups have contributed greatly to the passing of gay rights legislation, it is unclear exactly how 
this has taken place (Sherkat et al. 2010). We examine the ways in which religious groups have 



shaped these laws and the implications that may have on future legislation. Through Dr. Pryor’s 
Social Research Methods course, we have used a literature review, content analysis, surveys, 
secondary research, and an interview in order to gain a better understanding of this relationship 
between religion and the legislation at the center of the Gay Rights Movement and have been 
able to make several interesting findings and arrive at proposal for further research.  
 
 
8-8:30 p.m. 
“Public Knowledge and Attitudes Pertaining to Low-Income Assistantship 
Programs” 
Meredith Beck, Sarah Gilmore, & Josh Kaltenbach 
Faculty Advisor: Dr. Erin Pryor 
 
Much of the American public has misinformed opinions about low-income assistantship 
programs (Sotirovic 2001). Our study looked at individual's knowledge, experience and attitudes 
towards homelessness, public housing, and welfare. We studied the role political affiliation, 
media, income level and education plays in shaping one's attitude towards these programs and 
the users of them through a variety of ways.  We first began with a literature review in which we 
synthesized relevant research in this area. We also conducted a survey on Dr. Pryor's 
Introduction to Sociology class, analyzed secondary research with the use of ICPSR, performed 
content analysis on the social media site, Tumblr, and interviewed an individual who works 
directly with low-income assistantship programs. These different research methods allowed us to 
gain a greater perspective on the American public's attitude toward low-income programs as well 
as how these attitudes are shaped. 
 
 


