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Sociology 4411 FA: Problems and Issues in Theory
Sociology Web Page:  http://sociology.lakeheadu.ca/
Pre-requisites: Soc 2111, 3410, 3411



Instructor: Dr. T. Puddephatt
Class Location: Centennial Building 4048


Office: Ryan Building 2034

Class Time: Tues, 11:30-2:30 pm



Email: apuddeph@lakeheadu.ca

3-0; or 3-0






Office Phone: 343-8091

 






Office Hours: Wednesday 9-11 AM

Introduction to the Course

Rather than providing a broad overview of sociological theory, this weekly seminar course will focus on a narrower range of theoretical problems and issues. This course will explore the contours, theoretical debates, and future directions of pragmatist social theory by reading a range of sources and drawing contrasts to competing approaches. Since this is a seminar course, students will be expected to read, summarize and discuss the weekly readings. Writing assignments will test students’ ability to summarize, evaluate, and analytically compare the course material. 
Evaluation Criteria:
1. Weekly summaries


50%

2. Seminar Participation


10%
3. Writing Assignments


(2 x 20%) = 40%
Course Readings:

All course readings are available electronically through Lakehead library. Those not available by these means are marked ON RESERVE, and can be requested at the Paterson circulation desk.  
Explanation of Evaluation:

1. Weekly Summaries: Each week, you will hand in a 1 page maximum, single-spaced, 12pt font (Times New Roman) summary of the assigned readings. These are due in my email inbox by midnight of the evening before class, which gives me time to assess where the class is in terms of understanding before the seminar discussion begins. How well you can pick out the key ideas (i.e., not the less important details), will determine your grade each week. Since there are 11 weeks of readings, I will count the best 7 toward your grade (i.e. you get to miss 4 weeks in case you are sick, strapped for time, etc). You will find this is a great deal of work, but it ensures you are staying on top of the material, and so should also help with your writing assignments and participation in the seminars. 
2. Seminar Participation: As a senior seminar course, it is vital that students come to class prepared and willing to discuss the assigned readings. This grade is not based on attendance, but rather the quality of participation (i.e. demonstrating knowledge of the content of the weekly readings and contributing to class discussion). Distracting behaviour that does not help, but makes us lose focus in the class, is costly to your participation grade.
3. Writing Assignments: These will be handed out as the course progresses, and will be evenly spaced to reflect the topics we are covering. The assignments should be well written, well organized, and direct. They should be double spaced, 12pt font times new roman, with ASA format (see department webpage).  Please DON’T PLAGIARIZE under any circumstances – the bare minimum penalty is zero on the assignment (see p 4 of this outline).
COURSE SCHEDULE:

September 15: Introduction

An explanation of the course & expectations of students
September 22: Mind, Self, and Society

1. Mead, George Herbert. 1934. Excerpts from ‘Mind,’ (pp 357-365), ‘Self,’ (pp 369-381), ‘Society,’ (383-390), taken from L.D. Edles and S. Appelrouth (eds.) Sociological Theory in the Classical Era: Text and Readings. Thousand Oaks, CA: Pine Forge Press. ON RESERVE.
September 29: Herbert Blumer’s Interpretation of G.H. Mead
1. Blumer, Herbert. 1969. “Sociological Implications of the Thought of George Herbert Mead,” pp 61-77 in Blumer’s Symbolic Interactionism: Perspective and Method. Berkeley, CA: University of California Press. ON RESERVE.
2. Puddephatt, Antony. 2009. “The Search for Meaning: Revisiting Herbert Blumer’s interpretation of G.H. Mead,” The American Sociologist, 40(1-2): 89-105.

October 6: Debates about Mind and Language

1. Bergesen, Albert J. 2004. “Chomsky vs. Mead,” in Sociological Theory, 22(3): 357-370.
2. Puddephatt, Antony & Aaron Segaert. 2005. “Mead vs. Chomsky,” in Perspectives: Theory Newsletter for the American Sociological Association, 28(1): 8-12. ON RESERVE.
3. Bergesen, Albert J. 2005. “Chomsky vs. Mead: Albert J. Bergesen Replies,” Perspectives: Theory Newsletter for the American Sociological Association, 29(2): 10-13. ON RESERVE.
October 13: Contemporary Debates about the Self

1. Norbert Wiley. 2008. “The 2007 Couch-Stone Distinguished Lecture: The Pragmatists’ Theory of the Self,” Studies in Symbolic Interaction, 31: 7-29. ON RESERVE.
2. Robert G. Dunn, 1995. “Self, Identity, and Difference: Mead and the Poststructuralists,” The Sociological Quarterly, 38(4): 687-705.

October 20: A Pragmatist Theory of Creative Action
1. Hans Joas. 1996. “Situation – Corporeality – Sociality: The Fundamentals of a Theory of the Creativity of Action,” pp 145-195 in The Creativity of Action, Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press. ON RESERVE.
October 27: An Interactionist Approach to Society
1. Lonnie Athens, 2005. “Mead’s Lost Conception of Society” Symbolic Interaction, 28(3): 305-325.

2. Johannes Han-Ying Chang, 2004. “Mead’s Theory of Emergence as a Framework for Multi-level Sociological Inquiry,” Symbolic Interaction, 27(3): 405-427.

November 3: Power and Tactical Interchange 
1. Prus, Robert. 1999. “Attending to Human Interchange,” pp 123-159 in R. Prus’ Beyond the Power Mystique: Power as Intersubjective Accomplishment, Albany, NY: SUNY Press. ON RESERVE.
*** WRITING ASSIGNMENT #1 DUE ***
November 10: Social Status, Conflict, and Domination
1. Lonnie Athens, 2008. “Radical Interactionism: Going Beyond Mead,” Journal for the Theory of Social Behaviour, 37(2): 137-165.

2. Sauder, Michael. 2005. “Symbols and Contexts: An Interactionist Approach to the Study of Social Status,” The Sociological Quarterly, 46: 279-298.

November 17: Interactionist Approaches to Social Structure 
1. Fine, Gary Alan. 1991. “The Macro-Foundations of Micro-sociology: Constraint and the Exterior Reality of Structure,” The Sociological Quarterly, 32(2): 161-177.

2. Maines, David R. 1999. “Information Pools and Racialized Narrative Structures,” The Sociological Quarterly, 40(2): 317-326.
November 24: Finding Structure in Micro-sociological Contexts 
1. Fine, Gary Alan. 2003. “Dust: A Study in Sociological Miniaturism,” The Sociological Quarterly, 44(1): 1-15.
2. Puddephatt, Antony J. 2008. “Incorporating Ritual into Greedy Institution Theory: The Case of Devotion in Amateur Chess,” The Sociological Quarterly, 49(1): 155-180. 

December 1: Approaches to Causality and Social Mechanisms
1. Lindesmith, Alfred R. 1981. “Symbolic Interactionism and Causality,” Symbolic Interaction, 4(1): 87-96.

2. Gross, Neil. 2009. “A Pragmatist theory of Social Mechanisms,” American Sociological Review, 74: 358-379.
December 10: *** WRITING ASSIGNMENT #2 DUE ***
HAVE A NICE BREAK!!
Lakehead University Regulations:

IX Academic Dishonesty

 The University takes a most serious view of offences against academic honesty such as plagiarism, cheating and impersonation. Penalties for dealing with such offences will be strictly enforced.

A copy of the "Code of Student Behaviour and Disciplinary Procedures" including sections on plagiarism and other forms of misconduct may be obtained from the Office of the Registrar.

The following rules shall govern the treatment of candidates who have been found guilty of attempting to obtain academic credit dishonestly.
(a) The minimum penalty for a candidate found guilty of plagiarism, or of cheating on any part of a course will be a zero for the work concerned.
(b) A candidate found guilty of cheating on a formal examination or a test, or of serious or repeated plagiarism, or of unofficially obtaining a copy of an examination paper before the examination is scheduled to be written, will receive zero for the course and may be expelled from the University.

Students disciplined under the Code of Student Behaviour and Disciplinary Procedures may appeal their case through the Judicial Panel.

Note: "Plagiarism" shall be deemed to include:

1. Plagiarism of ideas as where an idea of an author or speaker is incorporated into the body of an assignment as though it were the writer's idea, i.e. no credit is given the person through referencing or footnoting or endnoting.

2. Plagiarism of words occurs when phrases, sentences, tables or illustrations of an author or speaker are incorporated into the body of a writer's own, i.e. no quotations or indentations (depending on the format followed) are present but referencing or footnoting or endnoting is given.

3. Plagiarism of ideas and words as where words and an idea(s) of an author or speaker are incorporated into the body of a written assignment as though they were the writer's own words and ideas, i.e. no quotations or indentations (depending on format followed) are present and no referencing or footnoting or endnoting is given.

