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EDE 516 Communicating science: multiple audiences and purposes (2 credits)
Warner Graduate School of Education & Human Development

University of Rochester, 182 LeChase Hall
2 – 5 p.m., Fridays, January 16, 23, 31; February 13, 20; March 13, 27 
Instructor: Dr. Mary Jane Curry

Office: Room 474 LeChase Hall
Tel: 585-273-5934 (o); 585-469-1809 (c)—M-F before 9 p.m.

Email: mjcurry@warner.rochester.edu. Office hours by appointment.
Course objectives

Students will:

· Learn to identify and understand a range of types of texts (genres) produced for scientific purposes and audiences, including fellow scientists, students, and the general public

· Analyze the structure of these texts and how it relates to textual purpose and specific audiences (e.g., persuasion, illustration, demonstration)

· Do micro-analyses to understand how language constitutes these texts to achieve the goals of the writer in relation to particular purposes and audiences
· Gain practice in creating textual genres from the same base scientific/ technical content for multiple audiences/purposes

Course texts
· Readings are available on the course Blackboard site.

· You will receive a binder containing three sets of documents by UR professors. Except for the published articles and press releases included, please treat the other materials confidentially —do not copy or circulate unpublished texts to anyone outside the course.
Assignments/Grading (scale of 100 points)
· Attendance and participation (50%): This is an intensive course that will involve students in hands-on analysis of texts. There will be very little lecturing and no chance to make up material if any classes are missed. Please arrive on time prepared to participate fully. If you have conflicts with laboratory group meetings or other commitments, you must resolve these so you are able to attend. Your advisors are aware of this IGERT course requirement.
· Text analysis (30%): Two teams will be formed to analyze the faculty text sets provided; each team will present its analyses to lead off discussion. It is therefore expected that some text analysis work will need to take place outside of class.

· Final writing assignment (20%): Using the course concepts about writing for different audiences, write two versions of an abstract or proposal for the research you hope to undertake as a PhD student. The audience for first version is your advisor or research group leader. The audience for the second version is your family or other non-technical audience. This task is likely to be very tentative for many of you, but previous students have found it worthwhile. Drafts of both texts due in class on March 13 for peer review. Revised texts due March 27 by email (no late assignments).
GRADING SCHEME
A: 96-100; A-: 91-95; B+: 87-90; B: 84-86; B-: 81-83; C: 71-80; F: (71
Warner’s Diversity and Inclusion Goals and Values
The Warner Graduate School of Education and Human Development is dedicated to fostering a learning community that represents and builds on the rich diversity of human experiences, backgrounds, cultures, histories, ideas, and ways of living. Consistent with our dedication to education, leadership, counseling, and human development that can transform lives and make the world more just and humane, we recruit, support and learn with and from students, staff, and faculty from the broadest spectrum of human diversity. Likewise, we seek the same through our interactions with the broader local and global community (http://www.rochester.edu/warner/warnerataglance/diversity.html). See http://www.rochester.edu/diversity/philosophy.html for the University of Rochester’s statements about diversity. 

It is expected that class meetings are supportive environments. A fundamental part of class work is committing to fostering an inclusive, anti-oppressive environment where each person takes responsibility for her/his language, actions and interactions.  In this course, an anti-oppressive environment means that we work against language, actions, interactions and ideologies that hurt people.
SCHEDULE & ASSIGNMENTS
	Date
	Topics
	Due for class

	1/16
	Introductions, course goals and approach
Exploring genre—Binder of Text Sets
Focus: Communicating with the public

Video: Dr Todd Krauss at URMSC
	Stilgoe, Citizen scientists: Reconnecting science with civil society. Demos. 

Available at: http://www.demos.co.uk/files/Citizen_Scientists_-_web.pdf?1243869835


	Date
	Topics
	Due for class

	1/23
	The role of communication in science
	Gregory (2009) Scientists communicating 

Doubleday (2009) Ethical codes & scientific norms 

Schummer (2009) Science communication across disciplines

(all 3 on Blackboard: from R. Holliman, J. Thomas, S. Smidt, E. Scanlon, & E. Whitelegg, (Eds.), Practising scientific communication in the information age: Theorising professional practices. Oxford/Milton Keynes, UK: Oxford University Press/Open University Press). 

	1/30
	Focus: grant proposals

Analyzing text structure/ moves in grants


Voice and stance in scientific texts
	Connor & Mauranen, “Linguistic Analysis of Grant Proposals” (on Blackboard)

Hicks, “Beginnings—How to write your first grant proposal” (on BB)

NSF grant proposal guidelines (on BB)



	2/13
	Focus: research articles and related genres

Purpose, format, register/voice
	Ford, E. (2013). Defining and characterizing open peer review: A review of the literature. Journal of Scholarly Publishing, 44(4), 311-326. (on BB)
Nature. (2008). Working double blind. (on BB)

Evans & Reimer (2009). Open access and global participation in science (on BB)
Gibbs, Lost science in the third world (on BB)

King, Scientific impact (on BB)

Optional: Hengl & Gould (see URL below)


	2/20
	Focus: Press releases

Constructing an audience

Guest speaker: Peter Iglinski, Senior Press Officer, Science & Public Media, UR
	Standing up for Science and Standing up for Science II, on Blackboard




	Date
	Topics
	Due for class


	 3/13
	Guest speaker: Dr Todd Krauss
Guidelines for peer review

Peer review of final project


	Group A presentation on Krauss texts: What are key differences across genres? How do you identify them in the text sets?



	3/27
	Guest speaker: Dr Wendi Heinzelman
Final assignment due
Course evaluations
	Group B Presentation on Heinzelman texts: What are key differences across genres? How do you identify them in the text sets?




Selected Reference Books (there are many more!)
Alley, M. (1996). The craft of scientific writing, 3rd ed. New York: Springer.

Curry, M.J. & Lillis, T. (2013). A scholar’s guide to getting published in English: Critical choices and practical strategies. Bristol, UK & Buffalo, NY: Multilingual Matters.

Glasman-Deal, H. (2010). Science research writing for non-native speakers of English. London: Imperial College.
Hengl, T. & Gould, M. (2012). The unofficial guide for authors (or how to produce research articles worth citing) 2nd ed. Luxembourg: Office for Official Publications of the European Communities. Available at: http://www.archive.org/details/TheUnofficialGuideForAuthors
Robinson, M., Stoller, F., Costanza-Robinson, M. & Jones, J.K. (2008). Write like a chemist: A guide and a resource. Oxford/New York: Oxford University Press.

Skern, T. (2009). Writing scientific English: A workbook. Vienna: Facultas Verlags-und Buchandels AG. 
