Rhetorical History I 
RWS 6310
Fall Term 2015
The University of Texas at El Paso
Department of English
Instructor: Dr. Theresa Donovan
Director, Rhetoric and Writing Studies-Undergraduate Program 
Office: Hudspeth 115
Office hours:. By appointment
Office phone: 915.747.5222
Email: tldonovan@utep.edu
HUD 
Course Texts and Materials:
Books 

Abbott, Don Paul. Rhetoric in the New World.  University of South Carolina Press, 1996. 

Aristotle. On Rhetoric:  A Theory of Civil Discourse.  Trans. George A. Kennedy. Oxford University Press, 2006.  

Cicero, Marcus Tullius.  On the Ideal Orator.  Trans. James M. May and Jakob Wisse. Oxford UP (2001).2.

Lipson, Carol S. and Roberta A. Binkley, eds. Ancient Non-Greek Rhetoric.  West Lafayette, IN: Parlor Press, 2012.

**Lipson, Carol S. and Roberta A. Binkley, eds. Rhetoric Before and Beyond the Greeks. State Univ. of New York, 2004.  
Plato. Gorgias.  Robin A. Waterfield (Editor). Oxford UP, 1998. 

Plato. Phaedrus. Robin A. Waterfield (Translator) Hackett, 2008
*PDF files book chapters will be posted online; Additional article titles located at the end of the syllabus. These will be available via link to the library database. 
** This book is available for free download through Project Muse.
Catalog Description:
A detailed examination of the development of Western and non-Western rhetoric up to 1700 C.E.

Course Description: 

The goal of 6310 is to examine rhetoric from multiple perspectives including rhetoric as theory, rhetoric as performance, rhetoric as pedagogy, and rhetoric as social practice.  Because of the intercultural rhetoric emphasis of the UTEP program, we will consider ancient rhetorics “before and beyond” the Greeks and Romans including Mesopotamian, Egyptian, Chinese, Arabic, and Spanish in the colonial Americas. 

We will begin with the question, "What is Rhetoric?" or "What are Rhetorics?" There are many ways to answer this question and by the end of this course, we should have some good ideas.

This discussion will also include issues with the lens of comparative rhetorics. 

Learning Outcomes: 
At the end of this course, students will be able to:
· Gain a better understanding of Ancient Greek and Classical rhetorical theory.
· Understand a theory of comparative rhetoric. 
· Develop a knowledge of rhetoric from other cultures outside of the Greco-Roman lens. 
· Engage in dialogue about the dangers and advantages of the Greco-Roman lens.
· Broaden their conception of rhetoric.
Course Policies
Attendance: This course is cumulative, meaning the material builds on previous readings, class discussions, and assignments so your attendance every day is crucial to your success in the course. Class participation is measured not just by your presence, but also what and how much you contribute to course discussions and in-class activities, how well you are prepared during class time and on Blackboard, and the quality and volume of your participation through the course website. 
As per the graduate student regulations: “at the discretion of the instructor, a student can be dropped from a course because of excessive absences or lack of effort.” 
Communication: All students are encouraged to make use of my posted office hours, to make arrangements to meet with me during the semester, and to ask questions and raise issues related to the course in person and through email. If you are starting to slip behind or having problems understanding course material, please contact me so we can work together toward your success. I will post general announcements to the Blackboard, and I may also send updates or let you know of class cancellations, if necessary, via email. 
Academic Misconduct and Plagiarism:
The University of Texas at El Paso prides itself on its standards of academic excellence. In all matters of intellectual pursuit, UTEP faculty and students must strive to achieve excellence based on the quality of work produced by the individual. In the classroom and in all other academic activities, students are expected to uphold the highest standards of academic integrity. Any form of academic dishonesty is an affront to the pursuit of knowledge and jeopardizes the quality of the degree awarded to all graduates of UTEP. It is imperative, therefore, that the members of this academic community understand the regulations pertaining to academic integrity and that all faculty insist on adherence to these standards.

Any student who commits an act of academic dishonesty is subject to discipline. The instructor is required to report all suspected academic dishonesty to the Office of Student Conduct. 

Academic dishonesty includes, but is not limited to, cheating, plagiarism, collusion, the submission for credit of any work or materials that are attributable in whole or in part to another person, taking an examination for another person, and any act designed to give unfair advantage to a student or the attempt to commit such acts. 
Proven violations of the detailed regulations, as printed in the Handbook of Operating Procedures (HOP), and available in the Office of the Dean of Students and on the homepage of the Dean of Students at www.utep.edu/dos, may result in sanctions ranging from disciplinary probation, to a failing grade on the work in question, to a failing grade in the course, to suspension or dismissal, among others. (http://academics.utep.edu/Default.aspx?tabid=54418) 

ADA: The Americans with Disabilities Act requires that reasonable accommodations be provided for students with physical, sensory, cognitive, systemic, learning, and psychiatric disabilities. If you suspect that you have a disability and need an accommodation, please contact the Center for Accommodations and Support Services (CASS) at 747-5148 or cass@utep.edu. 
The CASS is located in Room 106, Union East Bldg. Students are responsible for presenting the instructor any CASS accommodation letters and instructions. 

Technology and 6310: This course makes heavy use of technology and multimedia.  It is strongly recommended that students have access to the Internet from home and are comfortable using a computer. Students must create a PIN to access articles via the database when not using the UTEP hub. 
Submitting Work: Since we will are in a computer classroom all work will be submitted via our course shell on Blackboard unless otherwise noted. 

All major assignments will be due by Monday at 11:30 p.m. Assignments due on our class meeting times will be due before class. All assigned readings are to be done before our meeting time. 

More details about the assignments will also be posted on Blackboard. 

Late Work: You may not submit assignments late. 
If you have extenuating circumstances regarding deadlines and submission of work, you will need to speak with me in person. 
In-class work cannot be “made” up. 
Grades reflect my best and fairest judgment of the overall quality of your work, taking into account how well it fulfills the assignment and its purpose, how focused and organized it is, how well it uses evidence and cites sources, how well it communicates with an audience, and to what extent it engages the reader’s intellect, imagination, and understanding. 

The grading scale is based on a 1000-point scale
Points

Letter Grade

1000-900  

A
899-800  

B
899-700    

C
699-600

D
<599
 

F
Assignments:
Reflection Responses


300
Trace Paper 



200

Research Paper



300
Leading Discussion


100
Practice Exam Question


100
TOTAL=




1000 pts.






Assignment Descriptions: 
Reading, responses, and discussion (30 pts. each/for a total of 300 pts.):  The readings will be the gateways to our investigation of rhetorical theory.  I will divide the class into two groups; beginning the second week of class, individuals in these two groups will alternate in writing thoughtful responses to the assigned readings for a particular class. Responses must be posted by noon on the class day. Your response may introduce a new subject, or you can reply to another person’s posting. Everyone in the class should read these responses before class, if possible, as these responses will be springboards to our in-class discussion. “Response” means exactly that, not summary. Some questions to consider include: what do you think of the author’s argument and its presentation? The scholarship? The relevance of the work to rhetoric? to your own work? What issues are raised that we should address in this forum? How do these ideas compare with other readings? Length should be 300-400 words approximately. Please post them in the thread related to that day’s reading. 
Trace Papers (100 pts. each) Throughout the course we will track, or trace, various rhetorical concepts across theorists and time. At two points in the semester, you will write a short paper (3-4 pages) annotating and discussing the concept you choose.

Leading discussions (100 pts.)  You will work with a partner in taking the lead for one class session during the semester, planning ahead of time the topics or questions to discuss, and being prepared to answer questions about the reading.  These should be days that you are posting a response (see above).  As part of this assignment, you will also research the theme for the week and report on whether any new research has been published and its contribution to the discussion).
Research Paper (300 pts. approximately 15-20 pages)—You will write a documented research paper in the style of one of the rhetoric journals (refer to separate assignment sheet).  The intent is that you write a draft paper that you can use as a start for submission to a journal for publication or shorten to present at a conference. 

Practice Exam Question (optional) Instead of a trace paper, the class will have the option to respond to practice exam question. 
Syllabus:

Note: This syllabus represents a plan. Deviations may be necessary. I may make changes to the syllabus as the semester progresses to take into account expressed student interests, and to meet
the class’ needs. All changes to the syllabus will be announced in class and or on the class website
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Readings in Alphabetical Order
Books 

Abbott, Don Paul. Rhetoric in the New World.  University of South Carolina Press, 1996. 

Aristotle. On Rhetoric:  A Theory of Civil Discourse.  Trans. George A. Kennedy. Oxford University Press, 2006.  

Cicero, Marcus Tullius.  On the Ideal Orator.  Trans. James M. May and Jakob Wisse. Oxford UP (2001).2.

*Lipson, Carol S. and Roberta A. Binkley, eds. Ancient Non-Greek Rhetoric.  West Lafayette, IN: Parlor Press, 2012.

Lipson, Carol S. and Roberta A. Binkley, eds. Rhetoric Before and Beyond the Greeks. State Univ. of New York, 2004.  
Plato. Gorgias.  Robin A. Waterfield (Editor). Oxford UP, 1998. 

Plato. Phaedrus. Robin A. Waterfield (Translator) Hackett, 200
Book Chapters and Articles  (posted on Blackboard)

“Aspasia” from Bizzell, Patricia, and Bruce Herzberg, eds. The Rhetorical Tradition: Readings from Classical 

Times to the Present. 2nd ed. Boston: Bedford/St. Martins, 2001. 56-66. 

Averroes (Ibn Rushd). “The Teaching of the Text” and “The Speech about Rhetorical Arguments.” Averroës' 
Three Short Commentaries on Aristotle's "Topics," "Rhetoric," and "Poetics."  ed. and trans. Charles E. Butterworth. Albany: State University of New York Press, 1977. 

Borrowman, Shane. “The Islamization of Rhetoric: Ibn Rushd and the Reintroduction of Aristotle into 

Medieval Europe.”  Rhetoric Review. 27.4 (2007) 341-360.  

Clark, Carol Lea. “Aristotle and Averroes:  The Influences of Aristotle’s Arabic Commentator upon Western 

European and Arabic Rhetoric.”  Review of Communication 7.3 (Oct. 2007). 

Clark, Carol Lea. “The New York Times’ Defense of its Coverage of the Gaza War:  An Apologia.” Yigal Levin, ed.  

Routledge Publishing, 2012.
Confucius. The Analects of Confucius:  A Philosophical Translation. Trans. Roger T. Ames and Henry 

Rosemont, Jr. (Selected readings)

Conley, Thomas M. Rhetoric in the European Tradition.  Chicago: U. of Chicago Press, 1990. Chapter 1: 1-28.

Conley, Thomas M.  Rhetoric in the European Tradition.  Chicago: U. of Chicago Press, 1990. Part of Ch. 2, 

pages 13-25, especially section on Aristotle.

Dillon, John and Tania Gergel, trans. The Greek Sophists.  New York:  Penguin, 2003. Introduction, x-xxii, and 

Gorgias of Leontini, 43-97.
Ding, Huiling. “Confucius’s Virtue-Centered Rhetoric:  A Case Study of Mixed Research Methods in 

Comparative Rhetoric.” Rhetoric Review.  26, 2 (2007) 142–59. 
Downey, Sharon D. “The Evolution of the Rhetorical Genre of Apologia” Western Journal of Communication, 

57 (Winter 1993) 43-44, 46-48. 

Glenn, Cheryl.  Rhetoric Retold:  Regendering the Tradition from Antiquity Through the Renaissance.  

Carbondale: Southern Illinois University Press, 1997. 18-73. 

Görler, Woldemar.  From Athens to Tusculum: Gleaning the Background of Cicero's "De oratore" Rhetorica, 6. 

3 (1988) 215-35. 

Haladen, Philip.  “What is Arab Islamic Rhetoric?  Rethinking the History of Muslim Oratory Art and 

Homiletics,” International Journal of Middle East Studies 37 (2005): 19-38. 

Hallo, William W. The Context of Scripture:  Canonical Compositions from the Biblical World.  Vol. 1. Boston:  

Brill, 2003.  

Hawhee, Debra. “Performing Ancient Rhetorics: A Symposium” Rhetoric Society Quarterly. 36.2 (2006). 135-

142. 

Hutto, David.  “Ancient Egyptian Rhetoric in the Old and Middle Kingdoms.”  Rhetorica 20.3 (Summer 2002) 

213-38. 
Iliad.  Book II (selected pages)

Jarratt, Susan.  Rereading the Sophists.  Chapter 1, “The First Sophists:  History and Historiography” 1-29. 

Kennedy, George A.  Comparative Rhetoric: an Historical and Cross-cultural Introduction.  Prologue, Chapter 

6, “Literacy and Rhetoric in the Ancient Near East.” 115-40.
Kinneavy, James L. and Carherine R. Eskin.  “Kairos in Aristotle’s Rhetoric.”  Written Communication. 17.3 

(July 2000) 432-444. 

Lynch, Paul. “Not to Shy Away: Barack Obama’s Rhetoric of Friendship. Present Tense, 2. 1 (2011) 1-7. 
Meadoe, Betty DeShong. Ianna, Lady of the Largest Heart:  Poems of the Summerian High Priestess 

Enheduanna. U. of Texas P., 2000.  (Chapters to be announced). 

McAdon, Brad. “Plato’s Denunciation of Rhetoric in the Phaedrus.”  Rhetoric Review.  23.1 (2004) 21-39. 
McAdon.  Brad. “Reconsidering the Intention or Purpose of Aristotle’s Rhetoric.”  Rhetoric Review. 23.3 

(2004) 216-34. 
McComiskey, Bruce. Gorgias and the New Sophistic Rhetoric. Southern Illinois University Press, 2002.  Ch. 1 

and 2.  
Sappho (Selected Texts) 

Parkinson, Richard B.  The Story of Sinuhe and other Ancient Egyptian Poems 1940-1640 B.C.E. Oxford UP, 

1997.  (Introduction, “The Tale of Sinuhe,” and “The Tale of the Eloquent Peasant”) 

Pericles “Funeral Oration” (Internet text)

“Pericles’s Funeral Oration” (from Thucydides, The Peloponnesian War, text from Internet). 

Royster, Jacqueline Jones.  “Disciplinary Landscaping, or Contemporary Challenges in the History of Rhetoric.”  

Philosophy and Rhetoric 36.2 (2003) 148-67.

Scenters-Zapico. John. “The Case for the Sophists.”  Rhetoric Review 2.2 (Spring 1993) 352-67. 

Socrates. “Apology of Socrates” (Internet text)

 Zappen. James P. Rev. of. The Unity of Plato’s Gorgias: Rhetoric, Justice, and the Philosophic Life by Devin
 Stauffer.  Rhetoric Review  26.3  (2007) 326–338.
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