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Course Description

This seminar draws attention to the close analysis of videorecorded and
transcribed interactions. We will focus on the interactional organization
of “embodied actions”, built and shaped by participants as they produce
and rely upon vocal, nonvocal, and nonverbal communication resources. By
expanding analysis from vocal to visible forms of interaction, we seek a
holistic understanding of how communication evolves “scenically”.
Participants’ bodies become the primary site for the interplay of
personal and social sensitivities, i.e. what speakers orient to and treat
as relevant as they configure their involvements, achieve co-presence,
and secure visual and auditory access. In real time, co-present speakers
continually draw upon their affordances of a visibly built and material
environment — for example, speaking and moving in ways that communicate
personal troubles and evidence bodily discomforts - as enacted animations
are visibly made available for viewing, understanding, and possible
response. Specific attention will thus be drawn to participants’ facial
expressions, eye gaze, hand gestures, posture, and shifting orientations
(head, torso, pelvis, knees) as these body parts get collectively
coordinated throughout the examined excerpt. Speakers’ use of objects
(e.g., pens, documents, food) will also be shown to be communicatively
relevant to managing scenes and settings.

Text (s)

One xeroxed package of initial readings is available at Aztec Book Store
(second floor); reserve readings on first floor of Love Library. Readings
may also emerge as class progresses, and will be made available as the
semester evolves - either on check-out from me in my office, and or on
reserve.

Projects & Evaluation

Data Analysis #1: 15%
Data Collection/Digitization: 20%
Final Research Project: 50%
Seminar Participation: 15%

100%



Fifteen percent of your final grade will emerge from analysis of data
handed out to you during the second seminar. An excerpt, transcription,
and brief handout will be provided at that time.

Twenty percent of your final grade will involve the collection of
videorecorded data of naturally occurring interactions. These data
collection procedures will be discussed in advance, beginning with the
initial seminar. These data may be of your choosing. Following review,
selected data excerpts will be digitized, and ‘frame grabs’ will be
generated. Instruction on these technologies will be an integral part of
the seminar, used and relied upon for completion of the final research
project.

Your final research project will comprise fifty percent of your final
grade. A handout will be provided later in the seminar which describes
the goals of this investigation - an inquiry offering close analysis of
the sequential organization of videorecorded and digitized interactions.

Finally, fifteen percent of the final grade will be based on seminar
participation: Regular and prompt attendance; preparation (i.e., critical
examination of readings, data analysis); constructive, thoughtful, and
detailed involvements in class discussions and activities (including
assigned presentations and independent research); initiative revealed
through individual innovativeness and displayed motivation.
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