
Podcast Assignment 
For this assignment, students will choose one podcast from the list to listen to and respond to according to 

instructions below. Regarding the podcasts: 

• Podcasts must come from the list provided 

• Please be aware that, unless noted, all podcasts include a transcript on the linked webpage in accordance 

with ADA guidelines. 

Podcast Options: 

• Public Universal Friend  

•  Eat Locally: The Archaeology of Indigenous American Food  (no transcript)  

• God and Morality in Early American Politics  

• Bittersweet: Sugar, Slavery, Empire, and Consumerism in the Atlantic World  

 

Assignment Instructions 

1. Students will identify three (3) specific things that they learned, found interesting, or that contradicted 

previously held knowledge/beliefs. These should be explained (specifically) in no less than 3 sentences 

each. This is NOT simply an account of what the podcast says - do not plagiarize the podcast. 

2. Students will identify at least one (1) specific way that the podcast correlates to their outside reading 

book for this semester. For example, students may find that a law, event, etc. is extremely similar to one 

noted in their book. The student must explain specifically the instance from both the podcast and their 

book (please cite page number or range of pages). OR student may detail specifically how an 

overarching concept or specific incident from the podcast would likely influence someone from their 

book (backed up by evidence). All examples must be from the same general time period as the podcast 

(ex: I don’t want to see examples from the colonial era or Civil War in the 1960s).  

3. Students will create/ask two (2) questions that they either thought while listening to the podcast, or wish 

they could ask the individual(s) recording the podcast. The purpose of these questions is to think like a 

social scientist; therefore, questions must be complex in nature. Questions should be those that require a 

complex understanding of the topic at hand to answer. Questions that could be answered by Google will 

not count! 

 

See the following page for an example of the Podcast Assignment. 

  

https://www.npr.org/transcripts/812092399
https://thedirtpod.com/episodes/episode-80-eat-locally-the-archaeology-of-indigenous-american-food
https://cafe.com/now-and-then/god-morality-in-american-politics/
https://digpodcast.org/2020/01/19/bittersweet-sugar-slavery-empire-and-consumerism-in-the-atlantic-world/


Name 

 

You’re Wrong About: Why Didn’t Anyone Go to Prison for the Financial Crisis? 

 

Observations: 

1. If you want to have repercussions for actions, there needs to be a clear-cut and widely used vocabulary 

to describe the wrong being done. The terms Michael Hobbs uses like Elite Deviance, Learned 

Helplessness, and the Sporting Theory of Justice are used really only by social scientists and legal 

specialists. This makes it really hard to keep people and companies accountable to the general public, 

who are a lot less aware of the language of white-collar crime than they are of other crimes that you see 

on TV all the time.  

2. Some government agencies seem to be stuck in a system (within the idea of Learned Helplessness) of 

cyclical arguments where the public (and other parts of the government) tell them they need to to a 

better job in order to get more money, but they need more money in order to do a better job. When it 

comes to a lot of the government, but especially regulating and law enforcement agencies, this doesn’t 

really work. Agencies like the Consumer Product Safety Commission and the Securities and Exchange 

Commission require massive funding to be effective at their jobs - and once they are effective at their 

jobs, that money will eventually be able to funnel back to the government in the form of an improved 

economy or taxes actually being paid (rather than sheltered, etc.).  

3. The facts in white-collar cases are hardly ever in dispute. There are usually mile-long paper trails of 

facts that people are “guilty.” The problem is that because of the way that the courts have chipped away 

at laws over time, prosecutors now have to prove that bankers, corporations, etc. intended to defraud or 

harm consumers. It is incredibly difficult to prove intent because people simply claim they didn’t realize 

what they were doing. Stupidity makes a great defense.   

 

Book Connection 

1. [Answers here will vary depending on the book. See me if you have questions about the expectations on 

this section.]  

 

Questions:  

1. According to Michael Hobbs, prosecution for white collar crime is at its lowest level ever. If this is the 

case, why is that? If we have more technology and resources now than ever before, what social, 

economic, and political reasons are there for not harnessing those resources behind busting white-collar 

crime that truly hurts American consumers? 

2. If so much of our broken justice system is based on the premise that wealthy people can cheat the 

system with their lawyers, why don’t we at least attempt to even the playing field by offering or 

requiring rudimentary law classes or legal classes in high schools and colleges? 

 

 

 

 

 

  



Podcast Assignment Rubric 

Criteria Ratings Points 

Interesting/New 

Info 

12 to >6.0 pts 

Full Marks 

Section includes required 3 points 

of new information or contradictory 

new facts. These may meet the 

requirements fully, or be slightly 

vague as to not render quite full 

credit. However, it is clear that the 

student made an intentional attempt 

to synthesize information from the 

podcast to learn new things. 

6 to >0 pts 

No Marks 

Section may include the 3 

required points of information, 

but those points may be too 

vague and render only partial 

credit. Alternatively, response 

may not include all 3 required 

points of information. OR some 

points may be too similar (really 

repeating one point over again). 

12pts 

Book Connection 6 to >3.0 pts 

Full Marks 

Connection to book is specific and 

appropriate to the time period. OR 

Connection to the book may be 

specific in one half (explaining very 

specifically the podcast or the 

book), but not necessarily 

connecting to the other half - this 

may render partial credit. 

3 to >0 pts 

No Marks 

Connection between the book 

and the podcast is either not time 

appropriate or entirely too 

vague. 

6pts 

Questions 12 to >6.0 pts 

Full Marks 

Questions are both sufficiently 

complex and thoughtful. OR one 

question is sufficient and another is 

not quite at the level of complexity 

required for the assignment, 

rendering partial credit. 

6 to >0 pts 

No Marks 

Questions are not both present 

OR questions are too vague or 

easily researchable online or 

with widely available resources. 

12pts 

 


