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Course description
The course will explore the relationship between language and society and will analyze this relationship in terms of sociological concepts, including class, status, power, gender, culture, dialects, and language and education. The course will also explore the relationship between language and the processes of the brain and mind, such as language production, language processing, and language development

Required Texts: 
Wardhaugh, R. (2006). An Introduction to Sociolinguistics. Blackwell Publishers Ltd. Oxford University Press.
 Field, J. (2003). Psycholinguistics. London and New York: Routledge.
Selected articles 
1. Castilla, A. P., Restrepo, M. A., & Perez-Leroux, A. T. (2009).  Individual differences and language interdependence: A study of sequential bilingual development in Spanish-English preschool children. International Journal of Bilingual Education & Bilingualism, 12(5), 565-580.
2. Derpmann, S. (2009). Solidarity and cosmopolitanism. Ethical Theory & Moral Practice, 12(3), 303-315.

3. Hull, R. & Vaid, J. (2006). Laterality and language experience. Laterality, 11(5), 436-464.
4. Kim, J., LaRose, P., & Peng, W. (2009). Loneliness as the cause and the effect of problematic Internet use: The relationship between Internet use and psychological well-being. CyberPsychology & Behavior, 12(4), 451-455.
5. Kovelman, I., Baker, S. A., & Petito, L-A. (2008). Bilingual and monolingual brains compared: A functional magnetic resonance imaging investigation of syntactic processing and a possible “neural signature” of bilingualism. Journal of cognitive neuroscience, 20(1), 153-169.

6. Newman, M., Trenchs-Parera, M., & Shukhan, N. (2008). Normalizing bilingualism: The effects of the Catalonian linguistic normalization policy on generation after. Journal of Sociolinguistics, 12(3), 306-333.
7. Pell, M., Monetta, L., Paulmann, S., and Kotz, S. (2009). Recognizing emotions in a foreign language. Journal of Nonverbal Behavior, 33(2), 107-120.
8. Philipp, A. M. & Koch, I. (2009). Inhibition in language switching: What is inhibited when switching between languages in naming tasks? Journal of Experimental Psychology / Learning, Memory & Cognition, 35(5), 1187-1195.
9. Robertson, M. (2009). Young ‘netizens’ creating public citizenship in cyberspace. . International Research in Geographical & Environmental Education, 18(4), 287-293.
10. Schoenemann, P. T. (2009). Evolution of brain and language. . Language Learning, 59(Supplement 1), 162-186.
11. Vasquez, C. (2009). Examining the role of face in a workplace complaint narrative. Narrative Inquiry, 19(2), 259-279.
12. Wheeler, R. S. (2008). Becoming adept at code-switching. Educational Leadership, 65(7), 54-58.
Prerequisite(s):  N/A
Student Learning Outcomes:  Upon successful completion of the course, teacher candidates will:
1. have knowledge and understanding of how language functions within society (Standards for English- As-A- Second Language Teacher Candidates, Standard 2, ) 
2. have knowledge of how language varies with respect to non-linguistic variables including region, socio-economic class, and register (Standards for English- As-A- Second Language Teacher Candidates, Standard 2, ) 

Methods of Assessment:  Throughout the course, the teacher candidates will be required to complete the following assignments: 
Article response and presentation.  Each teacher candidates will select two articles on the reading list (retrievable full text Academic Search Premier) for which they will have to write response papers to and present them to the class. A response paper will be 2 to 3 pages in length and it will include: 
a. a brief outline of the main points of the article (this may not exceed a single page)

b. comments on the relation of the article to previously discussed material (this should be detailed and make specific reference to other articles/chapters)

c. a selection of excerpts of texts for discussion which illustrate, apply, or problematize the arguments in the article

d. questions or issues related to the article for class discussion

Response papers will be due on the date on which the article is scheduled to be discussed in class and will be turned in to the instructor. APA style is required for the response papers. The presenter will be expected to lead the class discussion of that article. Other teacher candidates will also read the article, and they need to be able to respond to the issues raised during the discussion; in addition, all teacher candidates will participate in any activities prepared by the discussion leader in order to demonstrate that they have thought critically about the topics.  
 Dinner table conversation research project
Teacher candidates will be required to conduct a small research on the topic of the linguistic etiquette of dinner table conversation in two different cultures and in two specific situations, namely, family dinner table conversation (middle class OR working class), and same type of family and a guest(s). Teacher candidates are expected to collect data, analyze and interpret them by comparison/contrast between the two cultures and write up a 4-page report. The report should consist of the following parts:

brief literature review of the topic in both cultures (6 references)
method

data analysis

conclusion

The report should be written in American Psychological Association (APA) style.
Research paper. Teacher candidates are expected to conduct either a sociolinguistic study—i.e., a study investigating linguistic structures in relation to the social context of their users—or a psycholinguistic one—i.e., a study investigating the relation between linguistic structures and processes in the human brain. The project may be on any topic related to course materials, but it should be approved by the instructor in advance. Teacher candidates will report their findings in a research paper. They can choose from the different research methods and techniques available, among which sociolinguistic interviews, conversation analysis, variation analysis, discourse analysis, questionnaires, and surveys. (Note: The students opting for the survey or the questionnaire will either devise a questionnaire/survey of their own or adopt and adapt an already existing one; they will then administer the survey or questionnaire.) Each research project will involve the following sections: literature review; method; results; discussion; and conclusion. In preparation for the project, students will select a research issue and conduct a thorough review of the literature on the topic. They should consult a minimum of 15 sources, of which at least 10 should be cited in their paper. These articles will provide the theoretical and/or methodical framework for the research, and they should be discussed in the literature review section of the paper. The method section should give a detailed explanation of the subjects, materials, texts, and procedures used in the study. The results-and-discussion section should present the findings using an appropriate combination of numerical data and textual examples and offer answers to the research questions raised in the literature review. The paper should be written in American Psychological Association (APA) style.
Oral presentation of the research paper. Each student will do a 10-minute power point presentation of his or her research. The presentation should be organized like a conference paper and should be supported by a handout providing key points, examples, tables (if relevant), and selected references.
Assessment Criteria:   Teacher candidates will be evaluated using the following means:  The assignments will be graded using the following rubrics:
Rubric for article response papers

	Outline of main points
	Reference to previously acquired info
	Selection of excerpts
	Questions/issues raised

	No/unclear presentation of main ideas, no chronological order, more than one page
	60
	No reference to previously acquired info
	60
	No excerpts
	60
	No questions
	60

	Somewhat clear presentation of main of main ideas, somewhat chronological order, one page
	70

75


	Some reference to previously acquired information without indicating clear connection to the article
	70

75


	Selection of irrelevant excerpts
	70

75


	Irrelevant questions, no indicative of reflective thought
	70

75



	Clear presentation of main ideas, chronological order,  one page
	80

85
	Some reference to previously acquired information indicating some connection to the article
	80

85
	Relevant excerpts, but  too long
	80

85
	Relevant questions, indicative of some reflective thought 


	80

85

	Very clear presentation of main ideas, chronological order, half a page
	90

95

100
	Clear reference to previously acquired information indicating with clear connection to the article
	90

95

100
	Relevant, concise excerpts
	90

95

100
	Relevant questions, indicative of reflective thought 


	90

95

100


Grade = _________

Rubric for oral presentation 

	Content & organization
	Fluency of delivery
	Audience awareness

	Non-informative content, poor structuring
	60
	Long pauses between ideas or words within intonation units, negatively affecting comprehensibility 
	60
	Unprofessional attitude and tone during most of the presentation; rare eye contact with (part of) audience; inappropriate responses to audience questions
	60

	Informative content, adequate structuring, somewhat concise
	70

75


	Somewhat long pauses between ideas or words within intonation units, somewhat affecting comprehensibility
	70

75


	Professional attitude and tone during most of the presentation; occasional eye contact with (part of) audience; appropriate responses to audience questions
	70

75



	Informative content, good structuring, somewhat concise
	80

85
	Some pauses between ideas or words within intonation units, with  little effect on comprehensibility, though
	80

85
	Professional attitude and tone; frequent eye contact with audience; appropriate responses to audience questions
	80

85

	Very informative content, excellent structuring, very concise
	90

95

100
	Fluent delivery, no unnecessary pauses 
	90

95

100
	Very professional attitude and tone;  very frequent eye contact with audience; appropriate responses to audience questions
	90

95

100


Grade earned for oral presentation ________ (of 100)

Additional comments

RESEARCH PAPER/research project
	Grade Section
	100       95        90

	85              80
	75              70
	60        50         40

	Introduction

	__ excellent overview of topic
__ excellent review of the literature
__ excellent indication of niche in the literature
__ excellent statement of research purpose
__ excellent research question(s), clear and concise
	__ good overview of topic
__ good review of the literature
__ good indication of existing niche in the literature
__ good statement of research purpose
__ good research question(s)
	__ acceptable overview of topic
__ acceptable review of the literature
__ acceptable indication of niche in the literature
__ acceptable statement of research purpose
__ acceptable research question(s)
	__ inadequate overview of topic
__ inadequate/chaotic review literature
__ feeble, if any, indication of niche in the literature
__ poor statement of research purpose, lacking clarity
__ inadequate, cul-de-sac research question(s)

	Method

	__ excellent selection of participants and/or texts
__ excellent description of elicitation procedures, if applicable 
__ excellent selection and description of research instrument(s), where applicable
__ excellent description of coding categories and procedures 
	__ good selection of participants and/or texts
__ good description of elicitation procedures, if applicable 
__ good selection and description of research instrument(s), where applicable
__ good description of coding categories and procedures
	__ acceptable selection of participants and/or texts
__ acceptable description of elicitation procedures, if applicable 
__ acceptable selection and description of research instrument(s), where applicable
__ limited description of coding categories and procedures
	__ inadequate selection of participants and/or texts
__ poor description of elicitation procedures, if applicable 
__ poor selection and description of research instrument(s), where applicable
__ little, if any, description of coding categories and procedures

	Grade Section
	100       95        90

	85              80
	75              70
	60        50         40

	Results/

Discussion

	__ very good description and interpretation of results
__ outstanding justification of methodology
__ clear, straightforward indication of agreement/disagreement with previous studies
	__ good description and interpretation of results
__ good justification of methodology
__ good indication of agreement/ disagreement with previous studies
	__ acceptable description and interpretation of results
__ acceptable justification of methodology
__ limited indication of agreement/ disagreement with previous studies
	__ poor description and interpretation of results
__ poor justification of methodology
__ no indication of agreement/ disagreement with previous studies

	Conclusion

	__ excellent summary of research findings
__ overt/direct admittance to difficulties/limitations in interpretation of findings
__ excellent indication of need for further research
	__ good summary of research findings
__ some admittance to difficulties/limitations in interpretation of findings
__ good indication of need for further research
	__ acceptable summary of research findings
__ little admittance to difficulties/limitations in interpretation of findings
__ some reference to need for further research
	__ inadequate summary of research findings
__ no admittance to difficulties/limitations in interpretation of findings
__ little, if any, reference to need for further research

	Organization
	__ excellent organization of material
__ excellent transitions
__ mastery of APA style 
	__ good organization of material
__ good transitions
__ good usage of APA style, rare errors
	__ acceptable organization of material
__ acceptable transitions
__ acceptable usage of APA style, some errors  
	__ poor/inadequate organization of material
__ poor transitions
__ poor command of APA style, frequent errors


Methods of Teaching:  The instructor will utilize the following means to disseminate information:

1.  Lectures


                3. In-class discussions
     

2. Power-point presentations

Evaluation of performance

Response papers & presentation

20%

Article #1 =

Response =

Presentation =

Article #2= 


Response =

Presentation =
Dinner table project 



15%




Oral presentation of the dinner table project   
  5%


Research paper




20%

Oral presentation of the research paper
               5%

Midterm




15%

Final exam




20%

Grading Scale
Grading for this class will reflect a 10 point scale.

100-91

A

90-81

B

80-71

C

Course Expectations: Regular attendance of class is expected.
Late work policy: The assignments must be turned in on the day they are due in order to for the student to get full credit. The assignments may be turned in up to two calendar days late, with a penalty of 5% per calendar day. However, they will not be accepted after that time (i.e., two calendar days late). Any curriculum unit submitted after the due date will be assessed a penalty of 10 points (out of 100) for each calendar day the paper is late. If teacher candidates are absent or unprepared on the day when the oral presentation of their curriculum unit is scheduled, they will receive a zero for that assignment.

Plagiary: Plagiary is a serious offense, especially for students in a graduate program. Students are responsible for familiarizing themselves with the appropriate documentation standards in the field in order to avoid plagiarizing ideas or language from their sources. If any assignment is found to be plagiarized, the student who submitted it will receive a grade of zero for the assignment and for the course. The student may also be expelled from the graduate program.

Disability Statement 

Students with a documented disability must register with the WSSU Disability Services Office each semester to receive consideration for any accommodations in this course.  Accommodations are not retroactive.  You may reach the Disability Services Office by emailing waddellm@wssu.edu
	Date
	Subject

	August 25
	Introduction (Wardhaugh)

	September 1
	Ch. 2— Languages, Dialects, and Varieties (Wardhaugh)

	September 8
	Ch. 3— Pidgins and creoles (Wardhaugh)

	September 15
	Ch. 4— Codes (Wardhaugh)

Castilla et al. (2009)

Newman et al. (2008)
Phillipp & Koch (2009)

	September 22
	Ch. 5—Speech Communities (Wardhaugh)

	September 29
	Ch. 6— Language Variation (Wardhaugh)

Wheeler (2008)

	October 6
	Review for the midterm exam

Ch. 11—Solidarity and  politeness (Wardhaugh)

Derpmann, (2009)

Kim et al. (2009)

Vasquez (2009)

	October 13
	Midterm

	October 20
	Psycholinguistics: An introduction (Field)
A1, B1, C1, D1, A2, B2, C2

Presentation of dinner table conversation project DUE


	October 27
	Language and the brain (Field)

A3, B3, C3, D3

Hull & Vaid (2006)

Kovelman et al. (2008)

	November 3
	Knowing a word (Field)
A4, B4, C4,D4

A5, B5, C5, D5

	November 10
	Information  processing (Field) 
A6,b6,C6,D6
Schoenemann (2009)

Pell et al. (2009)

Robertson (2009)

	November 17
	Writing & reading (Field)
A7, B7, C7, D7, A8, B8, C8, D8

Listening and speaking

A10, B10 C10, D10, A11, B11, C11, D11

	November 24
	THANKSGIVING—No classes

	December 1 Last day of instruction

(December 5—University last day of instruction)
	Research paper and presentation of research paper DUE.

Last day of instruction for the course/last day to turn in any work.

	December 14
	FINAL EXAM 


Legend: Wardhaugh =   Wardhaugh, R. (2006). An Introduction to Sociolinguistics. Blackwell Publishers Ltd. Oxford University Press.

               Field 
=   Field, J. (2003). Psycholinguistics. London and New York: Routledge
