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   Language and Power
Fall 2007 





  
Prof. Michael J. Sheridan
Meets:  MWF  1:45 pm -2:35 pm


 
Office hours:  MWF 11:15-12:15
   
 Main library, room 230




or by appointment






Office:  Warner 403









Phone/voicemail:  443-5582




       

Email: msherida@middlebury.edu
Course Description:  This seminar course is an introduction to both linguistic anthropology and political anthropology.  Communication patterns are always mediated by cultural processes, social inequality, and power, so this course will investigate cross-cultural examples of how language, discourse, and representation relate to inequality, power, and resistance.  In recent years, “power” has increasingly become a keyword in cultural anthropology, so that for some it has come to eclipse “culture.”  How should anthropologists conceptualize power if it pervades everything?  This course addresses these issues by examining the linkages between language, meaning, social organization, and inequality.  Topics will include historical linguistics, ethnolinguistics, gendered language practices, political discourse, and theoretical approaches to power.
Requirements: 

	Grade item
	due date
	% of grade

	Reading and participation
	Throughout
	5%

	Response questions/comments
	Throughout, on Wednesdays in class
	15%

	Fieldwork #1 – speech acts, 3 pp.
	Sept. 24
	10%

	Fieldwork #2 – political buzzwords, 3 pp.
	Oct. 8
	10%

	Fieldwork #3 – ads, 3 pp.
	Oct. 24
	10%

	Fieldwork #4 – gender, 3 pp.
	Nov. 5
	10%

	Fieldwork #5 – institutions, 3 pp.
	Nov. 19
	10%

	Research presentations and peer feedback
	Nov. 26 – Dec. 7
	10%

	Research paper, 12-15 pp. 
	Topic due Sept. 24th 
Annotated bibliography due Oct. 29th 
Final paper due Dec. 14th 
	20%


Participation:  We have a lot of material to cover, so it is essential that you keep up with your reading.  I assume that all of you will read the day’s assignment before class, and I’m not going to summarize the reading for you.  The reading prepares you for classroom discussions, and if you can’t use the texts to engage and discuss the lecture material, you will not do well in this class.  Our weekly format will include lectures and discussions.  Most Mondays will be lectures, and Wednesdays and Fridays will be for discussion.  See section on “response questions” below for details of these discussions.  You have to come to class.  I will take attendance and deduct points from your participation grade for every class you miss.  If you cannot make it to class, it is your responsibility to contact me by phone or email before the missed class.  

Response questions:  Every Wednesday you must turn in three responses to that week’s readings (including the readings for that Friday).  Please type these.  Do not summarize the readings.  Instead you should follow this procedure:  do the readings, and take notes on their main themes, mode of analysis, and logic.  Prepare three questions and/or comments that do NOT have simple factual or yes/no answers – asking, for example, “is Foucault dead?” will not be satisfactory (and yes, he is).  I expect that each response will be about 100 – 150 words.  I will use your comments and questions to set the agenda for our discussion that Friday.  I may start these discussions by reading your response and asking you why you think it’s a good question, so be prepared to talk about your comments and questions.  I will grade these responses with a three-point system (0 = did not turn anything in, 1 = unsatisfactory or incomplete, 2 = satisfactory, 3 = well done), and return them to you the subsequent Monday.  I will distinguish satisfactory and unsatisfactory responses based on your demonstrating that you did the reading and thought about it carefully.  A grade of ‘well done’ requires insightful analysis, logic, and innovative synthesis of course themes.  Late responses drop by one point per day of lateness.  You can email me your responses before class if you wish – please get them to me by 9 am Wednesdays.  You only have to do 10 of these responses in total, so you can plan your work accordingly.  If you do more than 10 responses, I will drop your lowest-graded response(s). These 10 count for 15% of your grade for the semester. 

Fieldwork assignments #1 – 5:  Our interest in language and power centers on human relationships, so I want you to learn about linguistic and political anthropology by doing it.  I have designed five short assignments that will ask you to investigate some aspect of language by observing, interviewing, or doing exercises with people.  The choice of research participants is up to you.  For example, you could do all of these assignments with a particular population, such as Chinese speakers on campus.  Or you can do these assignments with your roommates and friends.  Each fieldwork assignment will take several hours to perform and write notes on, and then I will expect a brief summary (double spaced) of your findings and their significance.  For high marks, be sure to integrate course readings into these assignments, and include a bibliography!  

Research paper:  You must give me a general topic for your research paper (ca. 12-15 pages) by Sept. 24th, and an annotated bibliography (of at least 10 sources) by Oct. 29th.  The final paper is due Dec. 14th in my mailbox in Munroe 201.  I suggest you generate topics by following your own interests, and then ask a “how” or “why” question about your topic.  So if you’ve always wanted to know more about gender symbolism in bathroom graffiti on campus, you should ask (and try to answer) a question like “how and why does the graffiti in male and female bathrooms relate to gender inequality and cultural domains of taboo and sexuality?”  One way to put this into practice is to ask questions that require you to ask how two (or more) topics fit together in a particular context.  More simple questions (like “which bathrooms have a lot of graffiti?”) will not generate as much analysis, and will not therefore lead to satisfactory grades.  The point of the term paper is for you to prove to yourself that your brain has been working throughout the term, and also to convince me that this is the case.  You shouldn’t just repeat ideas I’ve presented to you or you’ve found in the texts.  Be critical – of everything.  The term paper should reflect both your own interests and what you’ve thought about during the semester, and what that thought shows.  You must, however, integrate concepts from course readings, lectures, your classmates’ research presentations (see below), and peer feedback into your paper.  Failure to do so will result in even the most brilliant paper getting a C at best.  Please note that I will be happy to read drafts of your paper, but that the quality and quantity of my comments will decline as the due date approaches.  

Research presentation:  From Nov. 26th to Dec. 7th, you will give brief presentations of your research in class.  Plan for a 10-15 minute summary of the topic, the data, the methods, and your analysis, and then about 5-10 minutes of questions and comments from the class.  I will grade your presentations based on the quality of the ethnographic description and analysis.  You should take notes on these presentations for citation in your research paper (see above).  You will also be required to give written feedback on your classmates’ presentations, and this will constitute half of your presentation grade.
General policies:
I will only accept late papers at face value with documentation from your Commons Dean.  Any unexcused late assignments will be penalized by a full letter grade for every day of lateness.  I expect you to be aware of and adhere to the College Honor Code and its policies on responsible citation practices.  I will explain standard anthropological citation procedures at the beginning of the semester.  If you ever want to know how you’re doing in the class, just ask.
Required texts: 

Bonvillain, Nancy

2003 Language, Culture, and Communication:  The Meaning of Messages, 4e.  Upper Saddle River, NJ:  Prentice Hall.
Barrett, Stanley  

2002
Culture Meets Power.  Westport, CT:  Praeger.

Kilbourne, Jean

1999
Can't Buy My Love: How Advertising Changes the Way We Think and Feel.  New York: Simon and Schuster. 

Other required readings will be available via electronic reserve: http://eres.middlebury.edu/eres/coursepage.aspx?cid=1272   (Password 1693ms)
Barrett, Stanley, Sean Stokholm, and Jeanette Burke 
2001 “The idea of power and the power of ideas: A review essay,” American Anthropologist 103(2):468-480.
Cherrington, Mark

2007 “The language of success,” Cultural Survival Quarterly 31(2): 30-35.

Coe, Kevin, David Domke, Erica S. Graham, Sue Lockett John, Victor W. Pickard 
2004 
 “No shades of gray: The binary discourse of George W. Bush and an echoing press,” 
Journal of Communication 54(2):234–252.
Comaroff, Jean and John L. Comaroff

1999 “Occult economies and the violence of abstraction:  Notes from the South African 
postcolony,” American Ethnologist 26(2):279-303.

Conley, John, and William O’Barr

1998a  “The politics of law and the science of talk,” in Just Words:  Law, Language, and Power. Chicago:  University of Chicago Press, pp. 1-14.

1998b 
“The revictimization of rape victims,” in Just Words:  Law, Language, and Power. 

Chicago:  University of Chicago Press, pp. 15-38.

Cutler, Cecilia


2003
“’Keepin' it real’: White hip-hoppers' discourses of language, race, and authenticity,” Journal of Linguistic Anthropology 13(2):211-233.

Diamond, Jared, and Peter Bellwood 

2003 
“Farmers and their languages:  The first expansions,” Science 300:597-603.  

Fillingham, Lydia

1993
“Discipline and punish,” in Foucault for Beginners, pp. 111-132.  London:  Writers and Readers Ltd.
Grounds, Richard
2007
“Small talk,” Cultural Survival Quarterly 31(2): 24-29.

Hanson, Paul W.


2007
“Governmentality, language ideology, and the production of needs in Malagasy conservation and development,” Cultural Anthropology 22(2):244-284.

Lakoff, George
2004
“Framing 101,” in Don’t Think of an Elephant!.  White River Junction, VT:  Chelsea Green Publishing, pp.3-34.  
Lakoff, Robin
1990a
“Language, politics, and power,” in Talking Power: The Politics of Language.  New York:  Basic Books, pp. 11-23.

1990b
“Talking about language,” in Talking Power: The Politics of Language.  New York:  Basic Books, pp. 24-39.

1990c
“Talking politics,” in Talking Power: The Politics of Language.  New York:  Basic Books, pp. 40-55.

1990d
“Life and language in court,” in Talking Power: The Politics of Language.  New York:  Basic Books, pp. 85-106.

1990e
“We, the Jury” in Talking Power: The Politics of Language.  New York:  Basic Books, pp. 107-126.
1990f
“Why can’t a woman be less like a man?” in Talking Power: The Politics of Language.  New York:  Basic Books, pp. 198-214
Luntz, Frank

2003
Interview.  PBS Frontline, “The Persuaders.” http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/pages/frontline/shows/persuaders/interviews/luntz.html 
Manzo, Kathleen Kennedy


2002
“Language lessons,” Education Week 21(31):30-35. 

Monaghan, Leila, ed.

1997a
“Views of linguists and anthropologists on the Ebonics issue (Part 1),” online document, http://www.stanford.edu/~rickford/ebonics/LingAnthro1.html 

1997b 
“Views of linguists and anthropologists on the Ebonics issue (Part 2),” online document,

http://www.stanford.edu/~rickford/ebonics/LingAnthro2.html 

Morgan, Marcyliena H.

2001
“The African-American speech community: Reality and sociolinguists,” in Linguistic Anthropology: A Reader, Alessandro Duranti, ed., pp. 78-94.  Malden, MA:  Blackwell. 

Nämähoe, Luahiwa, and Kaimana Barcarse 

2007 
“’Aha pünana leo,” Cultural Survival Quarterly 31(2):44-47. 
Oakland School Board 

1996 “Original Oakland Resolution on Ebonics,” online document, http://linguist.emich.edu/topics/ebonics/ebonics-res1.html 
O’Barr, William, and Bowman Atkins
1998
“Women’s language or powerless language?” in Jennifer Coates, ed., Language and Gender: A Reader.  Oxford:  Blackwell, pp. 377-387.

Ochs, Elinor, and Carolyn Taylor
2001
“The ‘father knows best’ dynamic in dinnertime narratives,” in Linguistic Anthropology: A Reader, Alessandro Duranti, ed., pp. 431-449. Malden, MA:  Blackwell.
Phillips, Kevin

2006
“Church, state, and national decline,” in American Theocracy: The Peril and Politics of Radical Religion, Oil, and Borrowed Money in the 21st Century, pp. 218-262.  New York:  Viking. 
Rushdie, Salman

2006
“Ugly phrase conceals an uglier truth.”  Sydney Morning Herald. Available online at http://www.commondreams.org/views06/0109-25.htm 
Schoenbrun, David L.

2006
“Conjuring the modern in Africa: Durability and rupture in the history of healing between the Great Lakes of East Africa,” American Historical Review 111(5):1403-1439.
Scott, James

1990a
“Behind the official story,” in Domination and the Arts of Resistance: Hidden Transcripts.  New Haven:  Yale University Press, pp. 1-16.

1990b
“Domination, acting, and fantasy,” in Domination and the Arts of Resistance: Hidden Transcripts.  New Haven:  Yale University Press, pp. 17-44.
Smith, Gavin
2004
“Hegemony,” in A Companion to the Anthropology of Politics, David Nugent and Joan Vincent, eds., pp. 216-230. Malden, MA:  Blackwell. 
Tenthani, Raphael.  
2002.  ‘Vampires’ strike Malawi Villages.  BBC News. http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/2602461.stm 

Thompson, John

1991
“Editor’s introduction,” in John Thompson, ed., Language and Symbolic Power:  Pierre Bourdieu.  Cambridge:  Harvard University Press, pp. 1-31.
Thomson, David

2006 
“The Sapir-Whorf hypothesis: Worlds shaped by words,” in James Spradley and David McCurdy, eds., Conformity and Conflict, 12e. Boston: Pearson Education, pp. 63-75.
Urla, Jacqueline

2003
“Euskara: The ‘terror’ of a European minority language.”  Anthropology Today 19(4):1-3.
Wallace, Anthony 
2001
“Revitalization movements,” in Arthur C. Lehmann and James E. Myers, eds., Magic, Witchcraft, and Religion: An Anthropological Study of the Supernatural, 3e. Mountain View, CA: Mayfield, pp. 348-353.

Whorf, Benjamin

2001
“The relation of habitual thought and behavior to language” in Alessandro Duranti, ed., Linguistic Anthropology: A Reader.  Malden, MA:  Blackwell, pp.363-381.
Working Group on AAE 


1999 
“Working Group Position Statement on Ebonics (also known as African American English),” online document, http://www.umass.edu/aae/position_statement_.htm 

Class schedule

	Week #
	Dates
	Topics
	Readings
	Notes 

	1
	M Sept. 10
	Introduction

	Bonvillain 2003, ch 1
	

	
	W Sept. 12
	Defining language
	R. Lakoff 1990a, 1990b, 1990c
	Hand out exercise #1

	
	F Sept. 14
	Defining power
	Barrett 2002:1-17

	

	2
	M Sept. 17
	How language works

	Bonvillain 2003, ch 2
	

	
	W Sept. 19
	Historical linguistics
	Diamond and Bellwood 2003
Schoenbrun 2006
	 

	
	F Sept. 21
	Discussion

	
	

	3
	M Sept. 24
	Ethnolinguistics
	Whorf 2001
Bonvillain 2003, ch 3

Thomson 2006
	Research topic due  
Exercise #1 due

Hand out exercise #2 

	
	W Sept. 26
	Sapir-Whorf, ‘framing,’ and politics
	G. Lakoff  2004
Luntz 2003 (interview, to be screened in class)

Rushdie 2006 
	

	
	F Sept. 28
	Discussion
	
	

	4
	M Oct. 1
	Theoretical perspectives on ‘power’: Mills, Parsons, and Foucault
	Barrett 2002:19-44

Fillingham 1993 


	

	
	W Oct. 3
	Theoretical perspectives on ‘power’: Gramsci and Bourdieu
	Scott 1990a and 1990b 

Smith 2004 

Thompson 1991
	

	
	F Oct. 5
	Discussion 

	
	

	5
	M Oct. 8
	Power in everyday life:  Advertising
	Kilbourne 1999:33-94
	Exercise #2 due

Hand out exercise #3

	
	W Oct. 10
	Film: The ad and the ego (MCTR 7309V)  
	Kilbourne 1999:217-269, 292-314
	

	
	F Oct. 12
	Discussion


	
	

	6
	M Oct. 15
	Language and gender 


	Bonvillain 2003, ch. 7 

R. Lakoff 1990f  
	

	
	W Oct. 17
	Gender and power in everyday life
	Kilbourne 1999: 128-154, 270-291

Ochs and Taylor 2001
	

	
	F Oct. 19
	Discussion


	
	

	7
	M Oct. 22
	NO CLASS – MIDTERM RECESS 
	
	

	
	W Oct. 24
	Language and inequality
	Bonvillain 2003 ch. 6 

Cutler 2003
	Exercise #3 due 

Hand out Exercise #4 

	
	F Oct. 26
	Discussion: The ebonics debate
	Manzo 2002

Monaghan 1997a and 1997b Morgan 2001

Oakland School Board 1996

Working Group on AAE 1999
	

	8
	M Oct. 29
	Religion, language, and power
	Wallace 2001 
Comaroff and Comaroff 1999

Tenthani 2002
	Annotated bibliography due 

	
	W Oct. 31
	The language of revitalization in America?
	Phillips 2006
	

	
	F Nov.1
	Discussion
	
	

	9
	M Nov. 5
	Legal institutions
	Conley and O’Barr 1998a 

Conley and O’Barr 1998b Lakoff 1990d
	Exercise #4 due

Hand out exercise #5

	
	W Nov. 7
	Women in court
	Lakoff 1990e 
O’Barr and Atkins 1998
	

	
	F Nov. 9
	Discussion

	
	

	10
	M Nov. 12
	The state, language, and power
	Barrett 2002:45-64

Hanson 2007
	

	
	W Nov. 14
	Language extinction and revitalization 
	Grounds 2007

Cherrington 2007 

Nämähoe and Barcarse 2007
	

	
	F Nov. 16
	Discussion


	
	

	11
	M Nov. 19
	Language and power after 9/11
	Coe et al. 2004 
Urla 2003
	Exercise #5 due

	12
	M Nov. 26
	Student research presentations
	Barrett et al. 2001

Barrett 2002:115-128
	

	
	W Nov. 28
	Student research presentations
	
	

	
	F Nov. 30
	Student research presentations
	
	

	13
	M Dec. 3
	Student research presentations
	
	

	
	W Dec. 5
	Student research presentations
	
	

	
	F Dec 7
	Student research presentations
	
	

	
	F Dec 14
	
	
	Research papers due by 3 pm in Munroe 201
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