Communication Theory

COMM
7/8321

Course Description
This course will survey ways of theorizing communi
theoreticalframework. Students will learn the phile

and how specific communication theories a
traditions.

Textbooks and Readings
Littlejohn & Foss, Theories of Human
Craig & Muller, Theorizing Communica
Other readings on eCou

aterial will be more or less familiar to you,
ortant to focus on the big picture (major claims and
ff. We can work through the details together in

phis.edu/x/p4B3Ag). Specific discussion questions will be posted
pne should contribute to the discussion (at least one comment, ~100-

ies and Discussion (20% of final grade)

ill be assigned a certain number of articles (tbd, based on enrollment) to
arize and lead the class discussion. For each assigned article, you will

ize—in no more than 5 minutes—the major theoretical arguments from the article.
Please do not rehearse the contents of the article (i.e., “First it talks about this, and then it
talks about that, etc.). Then you will lead a discussion on the article, involving your
classmates in a conversation (and/or other activities) on how the article exemplifies a
specific theoretical tradition, how the theory contributes to knowledge in communication,
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and/or how the theory can be applied to specific examples of communication data, artifacts,
or contexts.

Final Paper (40% of final grade)
Your final paper will be a 20-25 page (double-spaced) literature review and/or ap
of a communication theory. This paper can (a) select a specific theory and revie
scholarly literature developing and applying the theory; or, (b) select a specifi
outline its details and relevant literature, and then (i) apply the theory to a
some data, or (ii) apply it to a proposed research project.

Academic Honesty/Plagiarism

those who are responsible for the research and ideas that
not inappropriately take credit for research and ideas that ar
makes honest mistakes, and [ am willing to help corre

more than one course without permission)
reported to the Office of Judicial Affairs. ht

“Your written work may be submitt a similar electronic detection
method, for an evaluation of the ori S and proper use and attribution of
sources. As part of this process, you bmit electronic as well as hard
copies of your written work, or be giv 1 p follow. By taking this course,
you agree that all assignments may un s and that the assignment
may be included asa s 's restricted access database solely

for the purpose of de
according to the proce
accepted at all.” (Office of

ctor may be penalized or may not be
17,2005)

ing Center: http://www.memphis.edu/esp/centers.php
chological Counseling: http://www.mempbhis.edu/cpcc/
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Weekly Reading Schedule
L & F = Littlejohn & Foss
C & M = Craig & Muller

Week 1 (1/18): Introductions/Syllabus

Week 2 (1/25): What is Communication (Studies)?
L&F, Ch.1
Dance, F. E. X. (1970). The “concept” of communication. Journal o unicati
20, 201-210.
C&M,Ch. 4
C&M, Ch. 30

Week 3 (2/1): What is Communication Theory?
L &F,Ch.2

Bostrom, R., & Donohew, L. (1992). The case foigen

issues in communication theory. Cg

Frey, L. R. (1994). The naturalistic parag

Week 4 (2/8): Traditions of Commun
L&F,Ch.3
C&M,Ch.5

Week 5 (2/15): Theorizi
L&F,Ch. 4

Beatty, M. ]., McCro
temperament ion: munibiological paradigm. Communication

ging proba v and value, ambiguity, ambivalence, and impossibility.
inication Theory, 2, 95-130.

.Journal of Communication, 55, 508-52_.
Indit, C. M. (2005). The state of the art in feminist scholarship in

,Ch. 5
emiotic:
C&M,Chs. 11 & 12
Phenomenological:

C&M,Ch.17
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Rhetorical:

C&M,Ch.8

Sociocultural:

Joseph, ]. E,, Love, N., & Taylor, T.]. (2001). Austin on language as action. In
Landmarks in linguistic thought II: The western tradition in the twentj
century (pp- 91-105). New York: Routledge.

Social Psychological:

O’Keefe, B.]. (1988). The logic of message design: Individual differe
reasoning about communication. Communication Monogr

Week 7 (2/29): Theorizing Conversations

L&F,Ch.6

Social Psychological:

C&M,Ch. 24

Sociocultural:

Ting-Toomey, S., & Kurogi, A. (1998). Facewor
An updated face-negotiation theor
Relations, 22, 187-225.

Rhetorical:

C&M,Ch.9

Cybernetic:

Pearce, W. B, & Pearce, K. A.
management of me
Communication Theo

Critical:

Orbe, M. P. (1998). From the sta

. & Fitzpatrick, M. A. (2002). Toward a theory of family communication.
imunication Theory, 12, 70-91.

: Theorizing Groups

F,Ch.8

Social Psychological:

C&M,Ch. 26

Bales, R. F,, Strodtbeck, F. L., Mills, T. M., & Roseborough, M. E. (1951). Channels of
communication in small groups. American Sociological Review, 16, 461-468.
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Cybernetic:

Putman, L. L., & Stohl, C. (1990). Bona fide groups: A reconceptualization of groups
in context. Communication Studies, 41, 248-265.

Sociocultural:

C&M, Ch. 29

Critical:

Meyers, R. A, et al. (2005). Understanding groups from a feminist per
S. Poole & A. B. Hollingshead (Eds.), Theories of small group
Interdisciplinary perspectives (pp. 241-276). Thousand Oa

Week 10 (3/28): Theorizing Organizations

L&F,Ch.9

Cybernetic:

Taylor, ]. R, Cooren, F., Giroux, N., & Robichaud, D. (¢
basis of organization: Between the conversati
Communication Theory, 6, 1-39.

Sociocultural:

Pacanowsky, M. E., & O’'Donnell-Trujillo
as cultural performance. Co cation Mo

. The communicationa
the text.

Critical
C&M,Ch. 34

Week 11 (4/4): Theorizing Media
L&F,Ch.10
Semiotic:

Sociocultural:
C&M, Ch. 28

spirals: The mutual influence of media selectivity
their impact on individual behavior and social

Joseph, ]. E,, Love, N., & Taylor, T.]. (2001). Whorf on language and thought. In
Landmarks in linguistic thought II: The western tradition in the twentieth
century (pp. 43-56). New York: Routledge.
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Cybernetic:

Kim, Y. Y. (2006). From ethnic to interethnic: The case for identity adaptation and
transformation. Journal of Language & Social Psychology, 25, 283-300.

Phenomenological:

Carbaugh, D., & Hastings, S. 0. (1992). A role for communication theory in
ethnography and cultural analysis. Communication Theory, 2, 156

Sociocultural:

Philipsen, G. (1975). Speaking ‘like a man’ in Teamsterville: Culture

Critical/Rhetorical:
McKerrow, R. E. (1989). Critical rhetoric: Theory and praxis. Communi
Monographs, 56, 91-111.

Week 14 (4/25): Wrapping Up
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