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Comm511:  Introduction to Graduate StudiesPRIVATE 


Dr. David Ritchie, UCB440B

Fall Quarter, 2017.  Mondays 4-7:30 pm, Dept. conference room 

Office Hours:  Monday and Wednesday, 2-4 or by appointment.  I am also usually in my office for an hour or two before my 12:00 class on Monday and Wednesday.  
Web Page: http://web.pdx.edu/~cgrd/  
(All my recent publications are found here.) 
E-mail:  cgrd@pdx.edu or ritchied@pdx.edu 
Assigned Reading:  Assigned readings will be available electronically on d2l or through the PSU library.  All readings are due at the beginning of class on the date assigned.  You are also expected to use the APA Publication Manual, 6th Edition. 
Objectives:  

· Understand the current structure of the Communication discipline. 

· Understand how concepts are defined and measured in Communication research. 

· Understand the major theoretical and research approaches represented in this department. 
· Understand and begin to prepare for writing a thesis or taking the comprehensive exam.  

Format:  The class will function as a fully interactive discussion seminar.  Discussions will be based entirely on assigned readings, so it is imperative that students keep up with the readings and be prepared to pose – and respond to – penetrating questions.  I will call on students more or less at random:  “I didn’t do the reading” is never an acceptable response.  


Attendance:  Regular attendance and full participation in every class meeting is essential both to the individual student and to the class.  Class attendance on time is mandatory:  unexcused absences or late arrival will result in a 2% deduction on the first occasion, 5% thereafter:  Repeated unexcused absences, late arrivals, or failure to keep up with assigned readings will result in a failing grade.  Absence will be excused for illness, religious holidays, or emergencies – you must inform me in advance whenever possible.  

Preparation: You are expected to prepare reading notes on each reading assignment, with attention to the relation of method to theory and critical appraisal of the argument.  These are to include at least three substantive and provocative questions for class discussion, and “real world” examples of the theories and ideas covered in the assigned readings.  These are for your use and will be collected only if there is evidence of inadequate preparation for class.

Co-presence and distractions:  A seminar format also assumes complete co-presence, and the absence of distractions.  You may bring drinks but please do not eat or chew gum in class.  There will be a brief (10-15 minute) break for bathroom and a snack (if you need one) half-way through class.  You are expected to bring print copies of all assigned readings to class:  Laptops, cell phones, etc. are not to be used in class.  
Assignments:  In addition to active engagement in class discussion, each student will take an active role in setting the context for at least one class meeting, and write a series of three papers culminating in a comprehensive literature review based on one of the concepts identified and discussed during the first class meeting.  Formal assignments are as follows:  


Concepts.  Due Sept. 25 (5%).  At the graduate orientation and/or the party on Friday Sept. 22, ask each member of the graduate faculty to identify two or three concepts that are central to their own work.  If you are unable to attend the party you can interview faculty members in their offices.  Come to class on Sept. 25 prepared to discuss these concepts, explain how they might connect with particular theories and how different researchers might define and measure them differently.  You will choose one of these for your three written assignments.  


Context-setting.  Each student will select one session, weeks 2-9 (Oct. 2- Nov. 27) and prepare a 7-10 minute background presentation to set the stage for our discussion.  (Once all topics are claimed, students may double up on any week with more than two readings assigned). Your introduction will identify the overall topic area, major figures in this area, and relevant background theories, and provide a framework for discussing topics including the following:   What current issues and controversies motivate research in this field?  How are the assigned articles positioned with respect to these issues and controversies?  How do these articles articulate with previous readings?  You will then pose a question about theory and/or method to kick off the discussion, with follow-up questions as needed.  

Written assignments:  There are three written assignments, which build on each other.  All assignments are due no later than the beginning of class on the date assigned. Work submitted late will be reduced one full grade.  I will not accept any assignment more than two days after the due date. All work is to be double spaced, in 12 point font with one inch margins.  Every paper must include a complete list of references in APA format.  Every assignment longer than two pages must have page numbers, top right corner.  


Written assignments will be graded for style, grammar, and presentation as well as content.  Clear, literate (and grammatical) writing is an assumption in this program:  You will not receive a passing grade for work that does not meet professional standards of writing.  Review the APA style manual and use it on every assignment.  If you have had problems in the past with the mechanics of writing be sure to use a good general style manual as well as a dictionary – and you may want to secure the services of a good copy editor.  

I expect you to take pride in your work.  If the writing on any assignment does not meet expectations for graduate-level work I will return it unread and ungraded.  In that event you will have two days to correct the problem and re-submit the assignment, with a penalty of one full grade.  Please review “Writing for the social sciences” on d2l.  This requirement applies to e-mail messages as well:  I will neither read nor respond to txt mssg abbrvs frm cl phns – or to otherwise illiterate messages.  Take pride in your work, proof-read everything, and present yourselves as professionals!  

Annotated bibliography:  assignment 1.  Due Oct. 16.  Select one concept and find at least 12 recent journal articles and chapters in refereed scholarly books that focus on your selected concept; use research older than ten years only if it is a “keystone” article (still cited by most researchers on the topic).  Summarize key points of each article in a paragraph or two, then write an overall summary and assessment of the current literature.    


Concept explication and operationalization:  assignment 2.    Due Nov. 6

You will provide a detailed explication of your chosen concept, address differences in the way the concept is defined and applied by different researchers, and explain how it is related to different theories.  You will examine and explain alternative ways to operationalize your chosen concept for use in at least two different methodological research designs (e.g., experimental, survey, content analysis).  This paper will also address issues of validity (how do you know you are measuring what you intend to measure) and discuss and compare strengths / advantages and weaknesses / limitations of the various operationalizations.  Length 10-12 pages. 


Literature review: assignment 3. Due Nov. 27.  In this paper you will build on the ideas from your annotated bibliography and concept explication to synthesize and summarize the findings of previous research on your chosen topic and pose a research question and one or more hypotheses that can be tested through empirical research and that have the potential to develop / advance theory.  Length 20-25 pages, not including abstract, title page, or reference – but including relevant material from assignment 1.  

Oral presentation:  Nov. 27 & Dec. 4.  You will have 12-20 minutes to present key ideas and findings from your term paper in a conference style talk.  You will be organized in panels of 4-5 students each, with Q&A following the panel.  You are expected to prepare and talk from PowerPoint slides – do not read your paper!  This will be graded for style as well as content.  
Grades:  
Week 1 Concepts 


  5

Context-setting


15
Annotated bibliography

10 
Concept explication 


20 

Literature review


35

Oral presentation:  


15
Total



          100.  A = 93, A- = 90; B+ = 88; B = 83; B- = 80


Incompletes:  I give incompletes and extensions rarely and only under exceptional circumstances such as health or family emergencies.  
Bio:  A first-generation college student (farm background), I graduated from Reed College in 1965 and Stanford in 1987. I have taught at PSU since 1990.  I specialize in metaphor theory and analysis, with a particular focus on metaphor use, humor, and metaphorical stories in ordinary discourse.  Recent journal articles have investigated metaphor use and the conditions of empathy in a police-community meeting in Portland, the use of grammatical metaphors in discourse, deliberate metaphors in a Romanian folk song, and President Obama’s climate change speech at Georgetown University.  I gladly coauthor research articles with students:  An article coauthored with two undergraduate students, currently under review, contrasts metaphors in the inaugural addresses of Presidents Obama and Trump.  My third monograph on the topic of metaphor, Metaphorical Stories in Discourse, will be released by Cambridge University Press this fall.  
Meetings and Assignments

1.  Sept. 25. Introduction, overview 
Reading assignment:  Chaffee, S. (1991).  Concept explication.  Sage Concepts series, Ch. 1 & 2. 

2.  Oct. 2.  Ontologies & structure of the discipline
Craig, R. T. (1999). Communication theory as a field. Communication Theory, 9(2): 119-161.

Stanfil, M. (2012).  Finding birds of a feather:  Multiple memberships and diversity without divisiveness in communication research.  Communication Theory, 22, 1-24.

3.  Oct. 9.  Information and Communication 

Dennett, D. C. (2017).  What is information?  in  From bacteria to Bach and back:  The evolution of minds, 105-136.  New York:  W. W. Norton.

Reddy, M. J. (1993).  The conduit metaphor:  A case of frame conflict in our language about language.  In Ortony, A. (ed.), Metaphor and Thought, 2nd Ed, pp. 164-201.  Cambridge, England:  Cambridge University Press.

Dunbar, R. (2003)  The social brain:  Mind, language, and society in evolutionary perspective.  Annual Review of Anthropology, 32: 163-81.

4.  Oct. 16.  Cognitive basis of communication. Annotated bibliography is due.

Barsalou, L. W. (2008).  Grounded cognition.  Annual Review of Psychology, 59, 617-45.
Zwaan, R. A. (2014).  Embodiment and language comprehension:  Reframing the discussion.  Trends in Cognitive Sciences. 
5.  Oct. 23.  Concept explication; social capital. 
Chaffee, Ch. 3-7.     

Kikuchi, M., and Coleman, C.-L. (2012).  Explicating and measuring social relationships in social capital research.  Communication Theory, 22, 187-203. 
Manata, B.,  Miller, V. D., DeAngelis, B. N. & Paik, J. E. (2016) Newcomer Socialization research: The Importance and Application of Multilevel Theory and Communication, Annals of the International Communication Association, 40:1, 307-340.   http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/23808985.2015.11735264 

Ritchie, L. D. A note about meta-metaphors:  Considering the theoretical implications of terms used to discuss metaphor.  Metaphor and the Social World, forthcoming.   
6.  Oct. 30.  Communication and Knowledge. 

Shaker, L. (2009).  Citizens’ local political knowledge and the role of media access.  J&MC Quarterly, 86, 809-826. 

Suldovsky, B. (2017). The Information Deficit Model & Climate Change Communication.  Oxford Encyclopedia of Climate Change Communication.  (In press.)  

Robinson, J. D., Venetis, M.,  Street, R. L., jr., and Kearney, T. (2017).  Breast cancer patients’ information seeking during surgical consultations: A qualitative, videotape-based analysis of patients’ questions.  Journal of Surgical Oncology.  
7.  Nov. 6.  Operationalization. Concept explication is due.  

Chaffee, Ch. 8-10

Baezconde-Garbanati, L. A., Chatterjee J. S., Frank, L. B., Murphy, S. T., Moran, M. B., Werth, L. N., Zhao, N., de Herrera, P. A., Mayer, D., Kagan, J., and O’Brien, D. (2014).  Tamale Lesson: A case study of a narrative health communication intervention.  Journal of Communication in Healthcare, 7, 82-91. 
Suldovsky, B., McGreavy, B., and Lindenfeld, L. (2017).  Science communication and stakeholder expertise: Insights from sustainability science.  Environmental Communication.

Ritchie, L. D.  (2003) Statistical probability as a metaphor for epistemological probability.  Metaphor and Symbol, 18(1), 1-11. 

8.  Nov. 13.   Frame theory / Testing theories.  

Thibodeau P.H., and Boroditsky L. (2011) Metaphors We Think With: The Role of Metaphor in Reasoning. PLoS ONE 6(2): e16782. doi:10.1371/journal.  http://www-psych.stanford.edu/~lera/papers/crime-metaphors.pdf. 

Steen, G. S., Reijnierse, W. G., and Burgers, C. (2013).  When Do Natural Language Metaphors Influence Reasoning? A Follow-Up Study to Thibodeau and Boroditsky.  PLOS One.  http://www.plosone.org/article/info%3Adoi%2F10.1371%2Fjournal.pone.0113536. 

Thibodeau, P. H. & Boroditsky, L. (2015).  Measuring Effects of Metaphor in a Dynamic Opinion Landscape.  PLoS ONE. Jul 28 ;10(7):e0133939.  
9.  Nov. 20.  Intersections:  Interpersonal and media
Frank, L. B., Chatterjee, J. S., Chaudhuri, S., Lapsansky, C., Bhanot, A., & Murphy, S. T. (2012). Conversation and compliance: The role of interpersonal discussion and social norms in public communication campaigns. Journal of Health Communication 17:1050–1067.  
Spottswood, E. L. and Hancock, J. T. (2016).  The positivity bias and prosocial deception on facebook. Computers in Human Behavior 65, 252-259.  
Ritchie, L. D., & Negrea-Busuioc, E. (2014). “Now everyone knows I’m a serial killer.”  Spontaneous intentionality in conversational metaphor and story-telling.  Metaphor and the Social World 4, 171–195.  Fall 2014
Nov. 27 & Dec. 4.  In-class presentations of term papers.  20 minutes each.  
Ritchie, L. D.  (2003) Statistical probability as a metaphor for epistemological probability.  Metaphor and Symbol, 18(1), 1-11. 



