Project Guidelines

Communication Technologies and Politics

COM 407/POLSCI 451

Winter 2008
Presentations

During the last week of class, each group will make a 7 minute (1-person), 10 minute (2-person), or 15 minute (3-person) oral/visual presentation on your project to class. To make the most of this presentation/feedback opportunity, view it as an unveiling of the penultimate version or “dress rehearsal” of what you will turn in on the last day of class. 

 

Working alone or in groups of 2 or 3 people, select one of the following three formats for your final project that is appropriate for your topic and goals. Send a one-page proposal to Professor Foot by 10:30am on Wednesday, 2/20 by email, describing your intended topic, format, methods and key ideas. 

Research Papers

1. Select a topic related to the course themes regarding politics and digital technologies that interests you and research it more broadly & deeply (i.e. go way beyond the course readings).

2. Present your topic clearly and explain why you think this topic is worth studying and how it fits with course themes. Provide details on whether you are identifying general patterns and relationships, testing and refining theories (e.g. about the public sphere, civic engagement, the changing relationship between government & citizens), making predictions, interpreting culturally or historically significant phenomena (e.g. changes in a set of Web sites over time), or advancing new theories.  State some clear hypotheses, and provide evidence to back up your answer. 
3. Include some critical commentary about the condition of democracy in the U.S. (or another country if appropriate), civic engagement, or the changing relationship between political elites (i.e. elected officials, campaigns/parties, or political professionals) & citizens in relation to your topic.  For a research paper, this will mean defining how you think a healthy democracy should function and analyzing how some online content and current Web practices by political actors may (or does) degrade or support your democratic ideals. 
4. Writing technique:  The completed version of this paper should be 3500-4500 words in length (double spaced, one-inch margins, 12 point font).

5. Citations: Evaluate Internet resources carefully using the Internet resource evaluation guidelines from the University of British Columbia, and employ only credible ones. Take care to cite the literature you use, including literature you find online and Web sites; citations and bibliography should be formatted according to the Chicago Manual of Style. 

 

Personal Advocacy/Protest Web Site

1. Select a social or policy issue, candidate campaign, or a political party, and create a Web site advocating for or protesting against that issue/entity (i.e. become a citizen site producer – a contributor to the U.S. political Web sphere).

2. Include some critical commentary about the condition of democracy in the U.S. (or another country if appropriate), civic engagement, or the changing relationship between political elites (i.e. elected officials, campaigns/parties, or political professionals) & citizens in relation to the issue/entity that is the focus of your site. This will mean situating your Web site in the context of the other high-traffic Web sites in your issue/election area.  You should assess the good and bad qualities of the other content you find online and the Web practices of other political actors in relation to your issue/entity, responding substantively to the political points others raise but also to the online communication tools that other political actors use. 
3. In designing your site, employ the Internet resource evaluation guidelines from the University of British Columbia AND the ‘best practices’ spelled out in IPDI’s “Online Campaigning 2002: A Primer” (if your site promotes a candidate or political party) or “Nonpartisan Political Web Sites: Best Practices Primer” (if your site advocates for/against an issue). There should be no typos or broken links or dead images.  Treat this as if it were a ‘live’ contribution that will have real visitors.  If it stays up for long, it probably will have real visitors.  

4. The completed version of the Web site should have at least 2500 words of your own analytical writing.  Take care to cite the literature you use, including literature you find online and Web sites; citations and bibliography should be formatted according to the Chicago Manual of Style.

 

Digital Portfolios/Collection & Analysis

1. Select a set of political Web sites for analysis and critique. For example, you might identify 5-7 current sites that are oriented around a particular issue, and analyze the differing aims of their respective site producers, the contributions they make to the Web sphere around this issue, the linking practices of the site producers, etc. As another example, you might use a Web archive to analyze changes in a set of 3-5 sites (using several archival impressions each) over a relevant time period (e.g. the development of party sites over 3 years, or the development of multiple candidate sites produced by candidates running for the same office during a campaign season). Create screenshots of the relevant pages from the sites you analyze, using SnagIt (available in the lab) or the Scrapbook extension for Firefox (which you can download & install freely on any computer.)  Use the “artifact” function on Catalyst’s digital portfolio tool to insert jpegs of the relevant pages from these sites (or entire saved sites) in your portfolio as illustrations of your analysis, or any of the blog platforms available on the Web.

2. Present your topic clearly and explain why you think this topic is worth studying and how it fits with course themes. Explain your rationale and method for selecting the set of sites you are analyzing. Provide details on whether you are identifying general patterns and relationships, testing and refining theories (e.g. about the public sphere, civic engagement, and/or the changing relationship between government & citizens), making predictions, interpreting culturally or historically significant phenomena or advancing new theories.  State some clear hypotheses, and provide evidence to back up your answer. 
3. The front pages should have clear summary statements of your research questions, the kind of evidence you will be assessing, and a hint at your conclusions.  There should be a distinct page of conclusions in which you sum up your findings or results, and relate these findings to the research goals and substantive or formal theory you initially developed. 
4. Include some critical commentary about the condition of democracy in the U.S. (or another country if appropriate), civic engagement, or the changing relationship between political elites (i.e. elected officials, campaigns/parties, or political professionals) & citizens in relation to the issue/entity that is the focus of your portfolio.  In general, how did the sites you analyzed enhance or detract from your ideal type of democracy? If you analyzed a particular issue area, was online debate rigorous and constructive?  

5. You should use good design techniques.  There should be no typos or broken links.  The completed version of the digital portfolio should have at least 2500 words of your own analytical writing.  Take care to cite the literature you use, including literature you find online and Web sites; citations and bibliography should be formatted according to the Chicago Manual of Style.

 

 

