B: EnglishDeptTeaching
English 402: Rhetoric

Ralph Cintron (tel.: 312-583-1331) and Deirdre McCloskey (tel.: 312-435-1479, anytime)

Fall, 2001: 11:00-12:15, Tuesdays and Thursdays, 104 SH

The readings are mainly selections from larger works.  The only ordinary books for purchase are Zeyl’s [and only Zeyl’s!] translation of Plato’s Gorgias (in paper, cheap), for the first week and half of class, and Richard Lanham, A Handbook of Rhetorical Terms, 2nd ed., for reference and constant use, both available at Chicago Textbook, on 1076 W. Taylor St. at the corner of Taylor and Aberdeen.  We will be keeping the readings down to about 30-40 pages for each session, and so we will expect you to have mastered them when you arrive in class.  Really!  At the beginning of each class, please turn in a half-page or so of comments, on a subject we will sometimes assign, sometimes leave to you.  Pick an issue that puzzles you, stirs you to elaborate, encourages you to ask a question—if all else fails, lucidly summarize a key point.  The Comments will serve to get you engaged in the reading in a critical, creative way, and will help in class as discussion-starters (they will be read out loud by their authors, including the two instructors) and as on-going assessment.  We will assign a longer paper towards the end of the semester (there are no exams).  The readings will be available by the end of the first week xeroxed for purchase at cost for your personal use at Comet Press, 812 W. Van Buren (close to Giordano’s).  Notice we start with the Gorgias, so go get that right away for Thursday.
Week 1: Tuesday, Aug 21: Mutual Introductions; The Four Themes of the Course 
Beginnings in Greece

Thursday, Aug 23: Plato, Gorgias, trans. Donald J. Zeyl (Indianapolis: Hackett Publishing Company, 1987)  $6.95: first half.
Week 2: Tues, Aug. 28:  Gorgias, second half.
Latin Elaboration

Thurs, Aug 30: Cicero, de Oratore, selections from Bk. I.
Week 3:  Tues, Sept 4: Augustine, De Doctrina Christiana, selections from Bk. IV (sections I. thru IXX.) 
Dissociation of Sensibilities

Thurs, Sept 6: Sister Miriam Joseph, Rhetoric in Shakespeare’s Time (1947), pp. 8-40. 
Week 4: Tues, Sept 11: Bacon, The New Organon, Book I, Aphorisms, ii, x, xxxix-xliv [The Idols], ciii-cv; plus selections from Thomas Sprat’s History of the Royal Society.

Thurs, Sept 13: Shapin and Schaeffer, Leviathan and the Air Pump, pp. 49-47.



The Revival of Rhetoric: Literature 
Week 5: Tues, Sept 18: Nietzsche (1873), “On Truth and Lies in a Nonmoral Sense.”
Thurs, Sept 20: Wayne Booth, Chp. 1, “Motivism and the Loss of Good Reasons,” 37 pages [Prof. Booth visits for lunch]
Week 6: Tues, Sept 25 [McCloskey out of town]: Mikhail Bakhtin, from “Discourse in the Novel,” from The Dialogic Imagination (1930s [trans. 1981]) in Hazard Abrams and Leroy Searle, eds., Critical Theory Since 1965, pp. 665-678. 
Thurs, Sept 27: Walker Gibson, “Authors, Speakers, Readers, and Mock Readers” (1950), reprinted in Jane Tompkins, ed., Reader Response (1980), pp. 1-6.
Week 7: Tues, Oct 2: Paul de Man, “Semiology and Rhetoric,” from Allegories of Reading (1979), pp. 222-230 in Adams and Searle, eds. Critical Theory since 1975
Thurs, Oct 4:  TBA 
Week 8: Tues, Oct 9: Jean François Lyotard, selections from The Postmodern Condition: A Report on Knowledge.

Thurs, Oct 11: John Bender and David E. Wellbery, “Rhetoricality: On the Modernist Return of Rhetoric” in The Ends of Rhetoric: History, Theory, Practice.
Week 9: Tues, Oct 16:  Dwight McBride, “Can the Queen Speak?  Racial Essentialism, Sexuality, and the Problem of Authority” in Black Men on Race, Gender, and Sexuality.  (Visit from Professor McBride.)

Thurs, Oct 18: Stanley Fish, selections from The Trouble with Principle,  [Professor Fish will attend the class towards its end].
Visual Rhetorics

Week 10: Tues, Oct 23: Lupton, Ellen, “Reading Isotype,” pp. 145-156, in Victor   Margolin, ed., Design Discourse, 1989.  
Thurs, Oct 25: Brent Brolin, The Failure of Modern Architecture, Chp. II, “Cultural Roots of Modern Architecture,” pp. 14-60 [lots of pix!]
The Rhetoric of Economics

Week 11: Tues, Oct 30: Deirdre McCloskey, “How to Do a Rhetorical Analysis of Economics, and Why,” pp. 3-19 in The Rhetoric of Economics, 2nd ed. (1998).

Thurs, Nov 1: McCloskey, “The Rhetoric of Scientism: How John Muth Persuades,” pp. 52-73 in The Rhetoric.
 Rhetoric in the Economy

Week 12: Tues, Nov 6:
A few pages of Adam Smith on language, etc,  TBA
Thurs, Nov 8:  TBA
The Rhetoric of Anthropology

Week 13: Tues, Nov. 13: Clifford Geertz, selections from Works and Lives: The Anthropologist as Author

Thurs, Nov 15: Ralph Cintron, selections from Angels’ Town: Chero Ways, Gang Life and Rhetorics of the Everyday.
Rhetoric in Culture

Week 14: Tues, Nov 20: Charles Hirschkind, “Civic Virtue and Religious Reason: An Islamic Counterpublic.” 
[Nov 22 Thanksgiving]
Week 15: Tues, Nov 27: TBA
Concluding Reflections

Thurs: TBA

What’s Rhetoric?

Some of you are wondering out loud what this “rhetoric” is.  Good.  Keep wondering, but let me try:

Simply, all the available means of peaceful persuasion (which is Aristotle’s definition in the only surviving book of his we have on the subject).  That is, rhetoric declares that all the access we have to truth (small T, mind you) is from persuasion.  It’s rhetoric all the way down.  In science.  In politics.  In personal relations.  Everything.

I call it Big Rhetoric (all the available means of peaceful persuasion, which would include logic and experiments, metaphors and stories, appeals to authority and to style) as against Little Rhetoric ( = merely the part of Big Rhetoric that is ornament, fancy talk; thus the Ramists, and the modern world, including you before you were enlightened by Cintron and McCloskey!).

Of course, we have faiths that come without reflection.  But even these, the rhetorician would observe can often be traced to particular persuasive contexts—for example the commonplace analogies we use in thinking about cooking: “Olive oil is just another form of oil, so substitutes for butter.”  (I know this is insanely academic.  But rhetoricians and philosophers both agree at least on the desirability of reflection—on being academic.) 
Having said that rhetoric is “everything” you can see why the rhetoricians are so crazy for classification, analysis, breaking the available means down into this or that figure.  They believe that arguments are persuasive for this or that particular, situation-specific reason (“special” or “general” topics, topoi, places [as in “commonplaces”]), not because they partake of a transcendent quality called Truth which is perceived in a flash by the mind’s eye.  So the rhetoricians want to know what these topoi are.

The reason one has to say such a thing is that starting in Plato (or for that matter in revealed religion), and revived again and again—e.g. in the Ramists, and in modern scientific so-called Method---is a counterclaim: that Truth or God or whatever does not come to us by little bits of metaphor and authority and style and this or that, but comes in that flash onto the mind’s eye.  Agreement is conviction (from the Latin for “conquered”; as against sweet “persuasion,” from the same Indo-European root as our “sweet”).  In its nice form the agreement achieved by intelligibility, achieved freely.  Remember the Pythagorean Theorem.  In its very common nasty form the agreement in achieved by burning people at the stake, or in other ways being very cross that those other people don’t perceive exactly what I do in my [inspired, God-like] mind’s eye.

Dawn-Michelle Baude speaks in her paper of a “terrible need” in the Renaissance to classify seven ways to Sunday.  That’s exactly right.  The central figure is Erasmus of Rotterdam (1466-1536).

But the denial of persuasion—which is the Baconian and modern Scientific Method view has a terrible need to conceal the means of persuasion, to deny that we need rhetoric or any self-consciousness about it.  We need merely EXPERIMENT.  Or REVELATION.  Or LOGIC.  And these will compel conviction.
Some Reading Notes on Simon and Schaeffer, Bacon, Nietzsche

An odd linguistic fact is that the word “fact” comes from Latin facio, factum, and means “I do; the thing done or made.”  “Data” means in Latin “things given,” which seems closer to the modern spirit of the Fact, things that are supposed to lie around to be discovered.  (They do.  But meanings do not lie around: these are ours.)

Prose cannot re-present reality, literally.  It evokes.  Reema Hamdan touches on the point in her response on Shapin and Schaeffer.  “Realism” is in this extreme sense quite impossible in prose.  One can describe or represent or evoke a scene, but you cannot say in words what the scene itself says to your eyes and ears.  People who witnessed the World Trade disaster remark on this.  Being There is particular.  Even the videos we have all watched and watched are once removed.

That is, Bacon’s “naked writing,” the “undistorted mirror of nature,” a writing without rhetoric, is impossible.

Brian Laule in his piece on the air pump introduces the word “ecphrasis,” which is just Greek for “description.”  So: the act of “translating” a painting into words.  A week ago I listened to Sister Wendy taking us around the Chicago Art Institute, and it was brilliant.  She pointed out, for example, that the restaurant in “Night Hawks” has no way out.  But Sister Wendy, useful as she is to us artistic idiots, would never claim to be able to  “translate” completely a painting into words.  (What, after all, would be the point?)  Nor can the experience of your favorite rock song be translated into words.  Nor can your favorite poem—which may be the same as the rock song—be translated into paint.

Nietzsche.: The idea that this highly indignant man actually wished to discuss anything in an “extra-moral sense” is amusing.  He enacts morality in writing against it.  He is indignant to discover that. . .  humans are the measure of all things.  Instead of merely acknowledging this Protagorian truth and moving on, he shouts it, and seems oddly annoyed.  The problem is revealed in the words “just” individual perceptions and “mere” metaphors.  N. is a strange and angry rediscovery of rhetoric in a world that had forgotten it.  Were you deceived at age 6 by ads on kid TV?  

Intuitive > peasant

Rational > bourgeois

Stoic > aristocrat: the persona Nietzsche in the end adopts and admires.
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