COM 607, #86482: Contemporary Rhetorical Methods
Tuesdays 6-8.40pm Stauffer A13
Fall Semester 2013
School of Human Communication
Arizona State University

Instructor Information

Professor Dan Brouwer Office: Stauffer 428
Office hours: Tu & Th 10am-12pm; and by appointment Office phone: 480.965.5976
Email: brouwer@asu.edu

Course Description

In communication studies, the scholarly endeavor of rhetorical criticism has transformed from
(primarily) the study of public address—analyses of ‘virtuous people (especially men) speaking
well’—to the study of the myriad ways that multiple publics are addressed and constituted through
multiple modalities. In this seminar, we investigate this disciplinary transformation and arrive at
state-of-the-art methods of rhetorical criticism. Through engagement with specific methods and
approaches of criticism (such as close textual analysis, feminist criticism, ideological criticism,
ideographic criticism, queer of color critique, and postcolonial criticism) and through engagement
with key concepts and analytics used to assess social movements, public memory, and visual rhetoric,
we will strive to assess the value of different methods and approaches; clarify the relations among
rhetorical theories, methods, and criticism; identify recurrent Zpoi (such as context, audience, and
modes of address) in the theory and practice of rhetorical criticism; practice and refine our skills as
rhetorical critics; and position ourselves in relation to ongoing scholarly conversations about
criticism. Our explorations will be framed by key questions: What constitutes a rhetorical text?
What do rhetorical texts do? What constitutes a rhetorical critic? What do critics do? What does
rhetorical criticism produce? What should be the outcomes of rhetorical criticism?

Those who are registered with the Disability Resource Center and who would benefit from
accommodations in order to achieve course goals should notify me during the first two weeks of the
semester. I will gladly work with you to accommodate your needs.

Assigned Readings

The assigned readings for the course will be delivered in four ways—handouts, a URL address, ASU
Libraries Course Reserves, and ASU Libraries online databases. Readings delivered via the latter two
media will be coded with CR (Course Reserves) or ONL (online databases) in the list of readings on
pages 3-5 of this syllabus. To proceed directly to course reserves, point your browser to
http://library.lib.asu.edu/screens/reserves.html. ‘To assist your search for readings via online databases, 1
have provided full reference information for all assigned readings on pages 6-9 of this syllabus.

Statement of Teaching Philosophy

I think of teaching in ecological terms, meaning that I value znserdependence—the ways in which we
influence each other in and out of the classroom—and contingency—the ways in which unpredictable
events provide unforeseen possibilities for learning and growth.

On Decorum, or Propriety

Aristotle, Cicero, Quintilian, and others developed and advanced the rhetorical concept of
“decorum,” or the practices and norms of what is appropriate to the speaker, subject, audience, and
occasion. While we may find ourselves exposing the ideological biases of decorum at various points




during the semester and while we will craft our own norms of decorum, I believe that we should
agree to some basic rules of decorum in the conduct of our class.
® Attendance. In honor of our scholarly interdependence as participants in a graduate
seminar, please commit to diligent, perfect attendance. I would appreciate notification of a
necessary absence involving a serious illness or other extenuating circumstances.
@ Respect for learning styles. Some of us learn best in quiet reflection, others in lively discussion,
still others in heightened, performative conflict. Each of these styles (and others) is likely to
appear in our seminar, and I ask that each of us be careful (that is, full of care) as we both
employ and perceive these styles.
® Academic honesty. The rules outlined in the university’s “Student Academic Integrity Policy”
<https://provost.asu.edu/index.php?q=academicintegrity> apply equally to graduate and
undergraduate students. With regard to graduate students, a salient concern about academic
honesty involves “double-dipping,” or turning in the same or very similar work for credit in
different courses. You are permitted to extend previous work that you have done on
materials pertaining to this course; however, please notify me if you choose to extend
previous work, and please indicate how you intend to craft a unique project for this course.

Assignments
200pts 1) Critical Essay. Writing is a process. Writing well requires careful attention and diligent
effort at multiple stages in the process. In a series of writing events, you will present the results of
your semester-long engagement with course-related material. The critical essay should strive to
summarize, apply, extend, and/or critique concepts and issues relevant to rhetorical criticism. The
essay should arrive in three different stages of development:

25pts  a) Proposal with preliminary bibliography (2-3 pages; 20 sources minimum)

75pts b)) Advanced draft (12-15 pages, not including cover page, abstract, endnotes, and
references; 20 sources minimum)

100pts c¢) Final manuscript (25-30 pages, not including cover page, abstract, endnotes, and
references; 25 sources minimum). For the final manuscript, you should strive to create a manuscript
that has a high potential for being accepted to a regional or national communication (or allied field)
conference or a manuscript that you could submit to a journal that publishes rhetorical criticism.

100pts 2) Short papers. Several times during the semester, each of you will be called upon to craft
short essays.

50pts a) Method Preview: Toward the beginning of the semester, we all might benefit
from brief summaries of the different methods and approaches that we will study throughout the
semester and that are available to you as you design your Critical Essay project. To that end, the
method preview paper asks you to craft a summary of a specific method or approach to rhetorical
criticism. In the paper, you should answer the following: Who are the key figures who crafted,
significantly contributed to, and currently employ this method? How does this method proceed?
What are the major warrants or justifications for this approach? What are the goals or outcomes of
this method? And, in your view, what are two-to-three advantages of this method? This paper
should fall between 5-6 pages (not including cover page, abstract, endnotes, and references).

20pts b) Peer Critique: To facilitate the process of writing the Critical Essay, each seminar
participant will offer a written critique of a peer’s advanced draft. This critique should demonstrate
your careful reading of your peer’s advanced draft, and comments should be directed toward both
content and expression. This paper should fall between 3-4 pages (not including cover page,
abstract, endnotes, and references).

30pts c) Practicing Criticism: Three times during the semester, each of you will be asked to
craft and submit one-page papers in which you practice criticism through the encounter of a specific
approach/method with a common text—Martin Luther King, Jr.’s “Letter from Birmingham Jail.”
For each encounter, please respond to the following prompts: Based on the assigned readings, isolate
what you think are three distinct principles or “rules” or critical “norms” of this approach/method.



Then, indicate how—specifically—you would proceed in your effort to connect this
approach/method to this text. That is, what would you do first? What would you do next? Then
what? Finally, what might this method/approach uniquely or distinctly illuminate about this text?
Specify two distinct illuminations.

100pts 3) Participation. For participation, I will measure the quantity and quality of your engagement
with course materials. In this course, your participation should take two distinct forms:

75pts a) Commentary about coutse matetials in and/or out of class: During class, your
commentary can take the form of responses to questions, question-posing, syntheses and analyses of
course materials, and summaries of current events. Outside of class, commentary can take the form
of electronic communications (private emails and public postings to Blackboard discussion boards),
phone calls, and office visits about course-related materials.

25pts  b) Leadership of discussion: Each member of the seminar will be asked to choose
one assigned reading for which to lead discussion. The discussion should range between 20-30
minutes. In preparation for discussion, the leader should post in a Blackboard discussion board four
discussion questions by 6pm on the Monday before the reading is assigned.

Grading

Generally in this seminar, “excellent” work earns “A”-range grades, “good” work earns “B”-range
grades, and “unsatisfactory” work earns “C”-range grades or lower. More specifically, I employ the
following grading scale:

A+ = 99-100% (396-400 pts) B- = 80-82.9% (320-331.5 pts)
A =93-98.9% (372-395.5 pts) C+ =77-79.9% (308-319.5 pts)
A-=90-92.9% (360-371.5 pts) C =70-76.9% (280-307.5 pts)
B+ = 87-89.9% (348-359.5 pts) D = 60-69.9% (240-279.5 pts)
B = 83-86.9% (332-347.5 pts) E = 0-59.9% (0-239.5 pts)
Schedule of Topics, Readings, and Events
August 27 Historical Survey of Issues in Rhetorical Criticism
Readings:

Wichelns, “The Literary Criticism of Oratory,” 27-60 (CR)
Wrage, “Public Address,” 451-457 (ONL)

Stewart, “Historical Survey,” 1-31 (CR)

Hart, “The Critical Perspective,” 21-36 (CR)

September 3 Challenges in Contemporary Rhetorical Criticism
Readings:

Darsey, “Must We all Be Rhetorical Theorists,” 164-181 (ONL)
Jasinski, “The Status of Theory and Method,” 249-270 (ONL)
Zdenek, “Charting a Course Between,” 188-211 (ONL)
Allen, “Heavy Lies the Editor’s Fingers,” 354-58 (handout)
Brummett, “Double Binds,” 364-69 (handout)
Palczewski, “What is ‘Good Criticism’?,” 385-91 (handout)
Jordan, Olson, and Goldzwig, “Continuing,” 392-402 (handout)

September 10 Preview of Methods and Approaches to Rhetorical Criticism
Due: Method Preview



September 17

Close Textual Analysis

Readings:

King, Jr., “Letter from Birmingham Jail” bs#p:/ / mik-
kpp01.stanford.edu/ index.php/ encyclopedia/ documentsentry/ annotated letter from birmingham

Leff, “Things Made by Words,” 223-231 (ONL)

Leff and Utley, “Instrumental and Constitutive Rhetoric,” 37-52 (ONL)
Watson, “The Issue is Justice,” 1-22 (ONL)

Johnson, “Martin Luther King J1’s,” 1-25 (ONL)

Due: Critical Essay Proposal

September 24 Social Movement Criticism
Readings:

October 1

DeLuca, “The Rhetoric of Social Movements,” 25-44 (CR)
Cox and Foust, “Social Movement Rhetoric,” 605-627 (CR)
Stewart, “The Evolution of a Revolution,” 429-446 (ONL)
Enck-Wanzer, “Trashing the System,” 174-201 (ONL)
Endres and Senda-Cook, “Location Matters,” 257-282 (ONL)

Feminist Criticism

Readings:

October 8

Ramsey, “Addressing Issues of Context,” 352-376 (ONL)

Zittlow Rogness and Foust, “Beyond Rights and Virtues,” 148-167 (ONL)
Palczewski, “Bodies, Borders, and Letters,” 1-16 (ONL)

Carrillo Rowe, “Subject to Power,” 12-35 (ONL)

Landau, “Reproducing and Transgressing Masculinity,” 178-203 (ONL)

Ideological Criticism

Readings:

October 15

October 22

Wander, “The Third Persona,” 197-216 (ONL)

Crowley, “Reflections on an Argument,” 450-465 (ONL)

Dicochea, “Chicana Critical Rhetoric,” 77-92 (ONL)

Brouwer and Hess, “Making Sense of ‘God Hates Fags’,” 69-90 (ONL)
Middleton, Senda-Cook, and Endres, “Articulating,” 386-406 (ONL)

No Class Meeting. Fall Break Observed.

Writing and Publishing Rhetorical Criticism

Due: Advanced Draft of Critical Essay

October 29

Ideographic Criticism

Readings:

McGee, “The ‘Ideograph’,” 1-16 (ONL)

Delgado, “Chicano Movement Rhetoric,” 446-455 (ONL)

Palczewski, “The Male Madonna,” 365-394 (ONL)

Ewalt, “A Colonialist Celebration of National <Heritage>,” 367-385 (ONL)

Due: Peer Critigne



November 5
Readings:

November 12
Readings:

November 19

November 26
Readings:

December 3

Queer of Color Critique

Ferguson, “Introduction: Queer of Color Critique,” 1-29 (CR)
Villarejo, “Tarrying with the Normative,” 69-84 (ONL)

Driskill, “Doubleweaving Two-Spirit Critiques,” 69-92 (ONL)
Chavez, “Coming Out as Coalitional Gesture?,” 79-111 (handout)

Postcolonial Criticism

Campbell, “Cultural Challenges to Rhetorical Criticism,” 358-361 (ONL)
Shome, “Postcolonial Interventions,” 40-59 (ONL)

Garlough, “Transfiguring Criminality,” 253-278 (ONL)

Ayotte and Husain, “Securing Afghan Women,” 112-133 (ONL)
Enck-Wanzer, “Decolonizing Imaginaries,” 1-23 (ONL)

No Class Meeting. National Communication Association Annual Convention.
Public Memory Criticism

Phillips, “Introduction,” 1-14 (CR)

Blair, Dickinson, and Ott, “Rhetoric/Memory/Place,” 1-54 (CR)
Biesecker, “Remembering World War I1,” 393-409 (ONL)
Dickinson, Ott, and Aoki, “Spaces of Remembering,” 27-47 (ONL)

Visual Rhetorical Criticism

Readings:

December 10

Olson, Finnegan, and Hope, “Visual Rhetoric,” 1-14 (CR)

Blair, Jeppeson, and Pucci, Jr., “Public Memorializing,” 263-288 (ONL)
Cloud, “To Veil the Threat,” 285-306 (ONL)

Cram, ““Angie was Our Sister’,” 411-438 (ONL)

Final Exam Meeting Period (6-7.50pm)

Due: Critical Essay
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Full Reference Information for COM 607 Readings

Historical Survey of Issues in Rhetorical Criticism (27 August 2013)

Wichelns, H. A. (1972). The literary criticism of oratory. In R. L. Scott & B. L. Brock (Eds.), Methods
of rbetorical criticism: A twentieth-century perspective (pp. 27-60). New York, NY: Harper & Row,
Publishers. (CR)

Wrage, E. J. (1947). Public address: A study in social and intellectual history. Quarterly Journal of Speech,
33(4), 451-457. (ONL)

Stewart, C. J. (1973). Historical survey: Rhetorical criticism in twentieth century America. In G. P.
Mohrmann, C. J. Stewart, & D. J. Ochs (Eds.), Explorations in rhetorical criticism (pp. 1-31).
University Park, PA: The Pennsylvania State University Press. (CR)

Hart, R. P. (1997). The critical perspective. In Modern rhetorical criticism (pp. 21-36). Boston, MA: Allyn
and Bacon. (CR)

Challenges in Contemporary Rhetorical Criticism (3 September 2013)
Darsey, J. (1994). Must we all be rhetorical theorists? An anti-democratic inquiry. Western Journal of
Communication, 58(3), 164-181. (ONL)

Jasinski, J. (2001). The status of theory and method in rhetorical criticism. Western Journal of
Communication, 65(3), 249-270. (ONL)

Zdenek, S. (2009). Charting a course between methodological formalism and eclecticism: Pedagogical
tensions in three rhetorical analysis textbooks. The Review of Communication, 9(2), 188-211.
(ONL)

Allen, M. (2003). Heavy lies the editor’s fingers on the keyboard. Communication Studies, 54(3), 354-
358. (handout)

Brummett, B. (2003). Double binds in publishing rhetorical studies. Communication Studies, 54(3), 364-
369. (handout)

Palczewski, C. H. (2003). What is “good criticism”? A conversation in progress. Communication Studies,
54(3), 385-391. (handout)

Jordan, J. W., Olson, K. M., & Goldzwig, S. R. (2003). Continuing the conversation on “what
constitutes publishable rhetorical criticism?” A response. Communication Studies, 54(3), 392-
402. (handout)



Close Textual Analysis (17 September 2013)
Leff, M. (1992). Things made by words: Reflections on textual criticism. Quarterly Journal of Speech,
78(2), 223-231. (ONL)

Leff, M., & Utley, E. A. (2004). Instrumental and constitutive rhetoric in Martin Luther King Jr.’s
“Letter from Birmingham Jail.” Rbetoric & Public Affairs, 7(1), 37-52. (ONL)

Watson, M. S. (2004). The issue is justice: Martin Luther King Jr.’s response to the Birmingham
clergy. Rhbetoric & Public Affairs, 7(1), 1-22. (ONL)

Johnson, D. (2007). Martin Luther King Jr.’s 1963 Birmingham campaign as image event. Rhbetoric &
Public Affairs, 10(1), 1-25. (ONL)

Social Movement Criticism (24 September 2013)

DeLuca, K. M. (1999). The rhetoric of social movements: A theoretical diagnostics and overhaul. In
Image politics: The new rhetoric of environmental activism (pp. 25-44). New York, NY: Guilford
Press. (CR)

Cox, J. R, & Foust, C. R. (2009). Social movement rhetoric. In A. A. Lunsford, K. Wilson, & R.
Eberly (Eds.), The SAGE Handbook of Rhetorical Studies (pp. 605-627). Thousand Oaks,
CA: Sage Publications. (CR)

Stewart, C. J. (1997). The evolution of a revolution: Stokely Carmichael and the rhetoric of black
power. Quarterly Journal of Speech 83(4), 429-446. (ONL)

Enck-Wanzer, D. (20006). Trashing the system: Social movement, intersectional rhetoric, and
collective agency in the Young Lords Organization’s garbage offensive. Quarterly Journal of
Speech, 92(2), 174-201. (ONL)

Endres, D., & Senda-Cook, S. (2011). Location matters: The rhetoric of place in protest. Quarterly
Journal of Speech, 97(3), 257-282. (ONL)

Feminist Criticism (1 October 2013)
Ramsey, E. M. (2004). Addressing issues of context in historical women’s public address. Women’s
Studies in Communication, 27(3), 352-376. (ONL)

Zittlow Rogness, K., & Foust, C. R. (2011). Beyond rights and virtues as foundation for women’s
agency: Emma Goldman's rhetotic of free love. Western Journal of Communication,
75(2), 148-167. (ONL)

Palczewski, C. H. (1996). Bodies, borders, and letters: Gloria Anzaldia’s “Speaking in Tongues: A
Letter to Third World Women Writers.” Southern Communication Journal, 62(1), 1-16. (ONL)

Carrillo Rowe, A. (2009). Subject to power—feminism without victims. Women’s Studies in
Communication, 32(1), 12-35. (ONL)

Landau, J. (2012). Reproducing and transgressing masculinity: A rhetorical analysis of women
interacting with digital photographs of Thomas Beatie. Women'’s Studies in Communication,
35(2), 178-203. (ONL)



Ideological Criticism (8 October 2013)
Wander, P. (1984). The third persona: An ideological turn in rhetorical theory. Communication Studies
[formerly Central States Speech Journal], 35(4), 197-216. (ONL)

Crowley, S. (1992). Reflections on an argument that won’t go away: Or, a turn of the ideological
screw. Quarterly Journal of Speech, 78(4), 450-465. (ONL)

Dicochea, P. R. (2004). Chicana critical thetoric. Frontiers: A Journal of Women Studies, 25(1), 77-92.
(ONL)

Brouwer, D. C., & Hess, A. (2007). Making sense of ‘God Hates Fags’ and ‘Thank God for 9/11%: A
thematic analysis of milbloggers’ responses to Reverend Fred Phelps and the Westboro
Baptist Church. Western Journal of Communication, 71(1), 69-90. (ONL)

Middleton, M. K., Senda-Cook, S., & Endres, D. (2011). Articulating rhetorical field methods:
Challenges and tensions. Western Journal of Communication, 75(4), 386-406. (ONL)

Ideographic Analysis (29 October 2013)
McGee, M. C. (1980). The “ideograph”: A link between rhetoric and ideology. Quarterly Journal of
Speech, 66(1), 1-16. (ONL)

Delgado, F. P. (1995). Chicano movement rhetoric: An ideographic interpretation. Communication
Quarterly, 43(4), 446-455. (ONL)

Palczewski, C. H. (2005). The male Madonna and the feminine Uncle Sam: Visual argument, icons,
and ideographs in 1909 anti-woman suffrage postcards. Quarterly Journal of Speech, 91(4), 365-
394. (ONL)

Ewalt, J. (2011). A colonialist celebration of national <heritage>: Verbal, visual, and landscape
ideographs at Homestead National Monument of America. Western Journal of Communication,
75(4), 367-385. (ONL)

Queer of Color Critique (5 November 2013)

Ferguson, R. A. (2004). Introduction: Queer of color critique, historical materialism, and canonical
sociology. In Aberrations in black: Toward a queer of color critique (pp. 1-29). Minneapolis, MN:
University of Minnesota Press. (CR)

Villarejo, A. (2005). Tarrying with the normative: Queer theory and black history. Social Text, 23(3/4),
69-84. (ONL)

Driskill, Q.-L. (2010). Doubleweaving two-spitit critiques: Building alliances between native and
queer studies. GLQ: A Journal of Lesbian and Gay Studies, 16(1/2), 69-92. (ONL)

Chavez, K. R. (2013). Coming out as coalitional gesture? In Queer migration politics: Activist rbetoric and
coalitional possibilities (pp. 79-111). Urbana, IL: University of Illinois Press. (handout)



Postcolonial Criticism (12 November 2013)
Campbell, K. K. (2006). Cultural challenges to rhetorical criticism. Rhbetoric Review, 25(4), 358-361.
(ONL)

Shome, R. (1996). Postcolonial interventions in the rhetorical canon: An ‘other’ view. Communication

Theory, 6(1), 40-59. (ONL)

Gatlough, C. (2007). Transfiguring criminality: Eclectic representations of a female bandit in Indian
nationalist and feminist rhetoric. Quarterly Jonrnal of Speech, 93(3), 253-278. (ONL)

Ayotte, K. J., & Husain, M. E. (2005). Securing Afghan women: Neocolonialism, epistemic violence
and the rhetoric of the veil. NWSA Journal, 17(3), 112-133. (ONL)

Enck-Wanzer, D. (2012). Decolonizing imaginaries: Rethinking ‘the people’ in the Young Lords’
church offensive. Quarterly Journal of Speech, 98(1), 1-23. (ONL)

Public Memory Criticism (26 November 2013)
Phillips, K. R. (2004). Introduction. In K. R. Phillips (Ed.), Framing public memory (pp. 1-14).
Tuscaloosa, AL: University of Alabama Press. (CR)

Blair, C., Dickinson, G., & Ott, B. L. (2010). Rhetoric/memory/place. In G. Dickinson, C. Blair, &
B. L. Ott (Eds.), Places of public memory: The rhetoric of musenms and memorials (pp. 1-54).
Tuscaloosa, AL: University of Alabama Press. (CR)

Biesecker, B. A. (2002). Remembering World War II: The rhetoric and politics of national
commemoration at the turn of the 21t century. Quarterly Journal of Speech, §8(4), 393-409.
(ONL)

Dickinson, G., Ott, B, L., & Aoki, E. (20006). Spaces of remembering and forgetting: The reverent
eye/I at the Plains Indian Museum. Communication and Critical/ Cultural Studies, 3(1), 27-47.
(ONL)

Visual Rhetorical Criticism (3 December 2013)

Olson, L. C., Finnegan, C. A., & Hope, D. S. (2008). Visual rhetoric in communication: Continuing
questions and contemporary issues. In L. C. Olson, C. A. Finnegan, & D. S. Hope (Eds.),
Visual rhetorie: A reader in communication and American culture (pp. 1-14). Los Angeles, CA: Sage
Publications. (CR)

Blair, C., Jeppeson, M. S., & Pucci, E., Jr. (1991). Public memorializing in postmodernity: The
Vietnam Veterans Memorial as prototype. Quarterly Journal of Speech, 77(3), 263-288. (ONL)

Cloud, D. L. (2004). “To veil the threat of terror:” Afghan women and the clash of civilizations in
the imagery of the U.S. war on terrorism. Quarterly Journal of Speech, 90(3), 285-306. (ONL)

Cram, E. D. (2012). “Angie was our sister”: Witnessing the trans-formation of disgust in the citizenry
of photography. Quarterly Journal of Speech, 98(4), 411-438. (ONL)



