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irrelevant to analysis. Papers and discussion should not address whether or not you agree with 
the host. By divorcing ourselves from factual analysis and our political opinions we will be able 
to learn a new way of listening, one that gives us training to go beyond what a blogger or 
opinion columnist can write. 
 
Course Goals: 
Students will: 

• Learn a new framework for “listening” to political media 
• Conduct analysis of political media that steps outside of evaluating facts or whether 

you agree with political platforms 
• Recognize and identify the specific rhetorical strategies used by a particular 

conservative pundit 
• Contextualize political media with respect to American conservativism 
• Collect data and become an “expert” on the language use of a particular conservative 

pundit 
 
Student Learning Outcomes: 
Upon completion of this course, students should be able to: 
• Transcribe discourse data 
• Be able to analyze political media with respect to semantic, prosodic and stylistic traits 
• Recognize and analyze different units and levels of discourse structure. 
• Demonstrate an ability to integrate existing literature into a research project 
 
Instructional Methods: 
Regular class time will be divided into 2    
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10% of the course grade is based on your oral participation in data workshops. Oral 
participation is evaluated on your speaking skills and your abilities to integrate class readings 
into your commentary and presentation.1  
 
Each student will have multiple opportunities to discuss their data in class2: 
 
1. Data Workshop Presentation: Each student will do a formal presentation of their data, the 
week of which he/she is “off the hook” for other assignments (aside from readings). The 
presentation segment should be chosen for rhetorical characteristics (i.e., not necessarily the 
first few minutes of a show) and should not include commercials, theme music, etc. Plan to 
prepare a 3-5 minute segment, to be presented in 20 minutes, with copies of transcripts for 
class to facilitate the question and answer period. Students are required to bring their data to 
discuss it with me first. 
 
2. Project Presentation:  At the end of the semester, each student will present his or her final 
paper research topic and findings. This presentation will last 20 minutes and provide an 
opportunity for peer and instructor questions and feedback.3 
 
3. Moderation: Each student will moderate another student’s data workshop presentation (#1). 
The moderator should meet with the presenter in advance and prepare comments on the data 
and discussion questions. The moderator will speak for 5 minutes and will lead discussion and 
moderate Q & A. 
 
Attendance: 
Because much of the methodological 



http://www.uaf.edu/files/uafgov/Info-to-Publicize-C_Grading-Policy-UPDATED-May-2013.pdf
http://www.uaf.edu/files/uafgov/Info-to-Publicize-C_Grading-Policy-UPDATED-May-2013.pdf
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provide reasonable accommodation to students with disabilities. 
 
5. Policies: 
 
Communication:  
Do not expect instant turn-around on emails. I do not check my email frequently on weekends 
or at night. I would prefer face-to-face interaction and I am passionate about discussing data 
and readings with you during my office hours or another pre-arranged time—please take 
advantage of this. 
 
Electronic devices: 
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George Lakoff, 2002. Moral Politics: How Liberals and Conservatives Think. University of 
Chicago Press.  ISBN 0-226-46771-6. 
 
The following books are recommended further reading for those who would like to learn more 
about conservativism in America and responses to its rise (on reserve, some chapters are 
assigned and will be on Blackboard): 
 
Diamond, Sara. 1995. Roads to dominion: Right-wing movements and political power in the  

United States. Guilford. 
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Cont’d discussion of transcription conventions 
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 Evaluation, assessments and explicit stance-taking 
 

Linde 
Optional:  
Goodwin 

Week 9 
 

Rhetorical strategies for implicit evaluative stance-taking 
  
Part 1: Changes in footing and participant roles as 
resources contributing to authority and expert status 

Wortham,  
 
Optional: Goffman, 
Matoesian 
 

Workshop 
Session 
 

Listening/viewing journals due  

 Part 2: Reported speech and double voicing Tannen 1995 
Optional:  
Voloshinov, Urban 
 

Week 10 
 

Part 3: Transposition, sarcasm and the burlesque 
 
 

Shoaps 
 
Optional: Clift 1999 
 

Workshop 
Session 
 

5 minute transcription assignment, data  
discussion 
 

bring memory stick 
with transcript and 
sound cli
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Blackboard before 
class 

 Conservative mobilization: putting rhetoric to work? 
 

Edsall Ch. 1 
 

Week 13 
 

Anger points and polarization Edsall Ch 2, 3 
 

Workshop 
Session 
 

Listening/viewing journals due,  
Student-led data discussion 
 

Student presenter 
should bring 
soundclip 








