
RHET/POL 343: The Rhetoric of Weapons of the State 
Spring 2014                          Whitman College 

Maxey Hall 108   Monday/Wednesday 2:30-3:50pm 

Instructor:   Heather Ashley Hayes        Office:            Maxey Hall 135 
Email:    hayesha@whitman.edu      Office Hours: Tuesdays 1:00-2:00pm 
         Wednesdays 5:30pm-6:30pm 
         Also, by appointment 
Office Phone:  (509) 527-5245      
NOTE: Email is the best way to contact me, but do not count on me checking email after 10pm. Please allow 
up to 24 hours for a response. My office phone will work as well; I check messages every day. 

 
Course Description 
  In the moments after September 11, 2001, the conflicts in Iraq and Afghanistan alongside the 
increasingly enduring "war on terror" have prompted new discourses of security, transnational alliances, and 
strategic weaponry. This course will trace the history and discourses of weapons of the state, beginning with 
discussion of the development of nuclear technology and a rhetorical strategy Edward Schiappa terms 
"nukespeak" alongside the suggestion from Louis Althusser that armies represent “repressive state appartuses.” 
The course will trace these histories through the current debates over technological innovations in weaponry, 
specifically pilotless aerial weapons known as drones. In tracing these histories and discourses, we will focus on 
the following questions: what political discourses and strategies animate new forms of state controlled 
weaponry? How do these new forms of state weaponry get circulated, discussed, and critiqued? Finally, how do 
state forms of violence become understood in contrast to forms of violence produced by individuals in the quest 
for social justice and change? Course requirements include class discussion, a final paper, and weekly blog 
posts and/or discussion prompts by students. May be elected as Politics 343. 
 
Course Objectives and Student Learning Goals 
 1. To examine and analyze significant forms of state controlled weaponry, chiefly in the aftermath of 
September 11, 2001. 
 2. To critique the circulation and discourse of violence enacted by the state via new and developing 
forms of weaponry. 
 3. To contrast forms of violence generated by state weapons against forms of violence pursued by 
individuals in either protest or support of the state’s weapons systems. 
 4. To evaluate the role of rhetoric of state weaponry in the ongoing “war on terror” post September 11, 
2001. 
 
Required Texts and Readings 
 Benjamin, Medea. Drone Warfare: Killing by Remote Control. New York: Verso, 2013. (New edition) 
 Butler, Judith. Precarious Life: The Powers of Mourning and Violence. New York: Verso, 2006. 
 
Our CLEO site will contain additional mandatory readings for this course. Please let me know as soon as 
possible if you are unable to access the site. 
 
Recommended Texts 
Graff, Gerald & Cathy Birkenstein. They Say, I Say: The Moves that Matter in Academic Writing (2nd edition).  

New York: W.W. Norton & Company, 2010. 
You should use a writing style guide to assist your writing in this course. I prefer Chicago style and will 
encourage you to write in it, but will consider accepting any of three formats depending on your major. These 
include: 
 American Psychological Association Style Manual 
 Modern Language Association Style Manual 
 The Chicago Manual of Style 
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Learning Accommodations 
If you are a student with a disability who will need accommodations in this course, please meet with Julia 
Dunn, Director of Academic Resources in Memorial Hall 205, x5213. Her email is dunnjl@whitman.edu. She 
will assist you in developing a plan to address your academic needs. All information about disabilities is 
considered private. If I receive notification from the Director of Academic Resources that you are eligible to 
receive an accommodation, I will provide it in as discrete a manner as possible. 
 
Course Policies and Expectations 
Class time will center on the learning and practice of reading material. Students will have many opportunities to 
speak in a non-graded, informal manner. There is a high expectation for discussion and group conversation, 
which will be emphasized some days. I expect that you will attend class every week, be on time, do the 
assigned readings, and engage with class discussions. You are expected to think critically about your own 
communicative practice and that of others.  
 
1.  Syllabus: Use the syllabus as your guide. You will refer to it throughout the course; however, I reserve 

the right to modify it as necessary in rare cases of schedule changes.   
 
2.  Assignments:  If you are sick the day an assignment is due, please have a friend or roommate drop the 

assignment off in class or during my office hours. I do not accept late work. Assignments are due at the 
beginning of class on their respective due dates and will be counted overdue immediately thereafter. I do 
my best to return all assignments within one to two weeks; it is your responsibility to keep them as 
records of your grade in the case of any confusion.  

 
3. Academic Honesty:  Academic honesty is crucial to the integrity of the program of learning in a college. 

Any form of falsification, misrepresentation of another's work as one's own (such as cheating on 
examinations, reports, or quizzes), or plagiarism from the work of others is academic dishonesty and is a 
serious offense. It is therefore important for you to understand what constitutes plagiarism, and how to 
avoid it. 

 
Plagiarism occurs when you, either intentionally or due to your own negligence, use someone else's 
words, ideas, or data without proper acknowledgement. To avoid plagiarism, whenever you use exact 
wording of another author in your written text, you must enclose the words in quotation marks, whether 
it be a paragraph, a sentence, or merely a well-turned phrase. You must then acknowledge the source in 
a precise and complete footnote. It is not enough to footnote the source without indicating by quotation 
marks that the words are someone else's. It is also not enough to change one or two words in a sentence; 
that does not make it your own sentence. Another common error is to use another person's ideas or data 
without indicating the source; even if you paraphrase the ideas, you must give credit in a footnote to 
their originators. In oral presentations the original source also should be given proper credit in the form 
of internal source references and in bibliographic entries. While all of the above applies primarily to 
plagiarism from texts, scholarly articles, review, handbooks, encyclopedias, etc., it also applies to the 
use, either wholly or in part, of another student's paper. Use of another student's ideas or words on an 
examination or report constitutes plagiarism. Similarly, giving your ideas or words to another student to 
represent as his or her own is considered cheating and is therefore also a violation of the Academic 
Dishonesty policy. 
 
Please refer to the Student Handbook for additional information regarding the policies and procedures in 
place for cases of academic dishonesty or academic negligence. In this course, plagiarism violations will 
lead to an F in the course, and the student who has plagiarized will also be referred to the office of the 
Dean of Students. 
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4. Attendance Policy: You are expected to attend class on a regular basis, and be prepared for class time. 
Unless you have made specific arrangements with me (or have a documented family or medical 
emergency), I reserve the right to lower your course grade after your third absence. When you are 
absent, it is your responsibility to get the course notes, announcements, and information from a peer 
and/or CLEO.  

 
5. Grading Procedure:  Specific guidelines for the grading of assignments will be outlined below or in 

additional documents distributed in class or class discussions. If you are uncertain about any assignment 
criteria it is your responsibility to ask either in class or by email at least several weeks prior to the due 
date. If you are confused about a grade you received, please contact me and I can offer clarification and 
further direction on how to improve in the future.  

 
6.  Graded Written Assignments: Written assignments will be graded primarily for content. Everything 

turned in must be typed and must adhere to these three guidelines. 
1. 8 ½ x 11 in. paper, stapled in upper left-hand corner 
2. Typed, double-spaced, 12-inch font, one-inch margins, Times New Roman font 
3. APA, MLA, or Chicago style format for citation 

For specific assistance in citation, refer to the style guides for the style you will use for your written 
work in this class. 
 
Other Points to Consider: 
• Be on time for class.  
• Make thoughtful contributions to class discussion by doing the assigned readings,  it will only  

make the course richer for you, and all of the community of students with whom you occupy the 
classroom space this semester. 

• Make sure to check your Whitman email daily for notices from me. 
 
Course Assignments and Evaluation 
Each student will complete the following assignments: 
 Assignments (and their respective point value): 

Blog Responses/Questions     50 
Mid Term Examination     75 
Book Review     50 
Final Paper    
     Proposal     50 
     First Draft                75 
     Peer Review Draft                25 
     Final Draft   100 
Class Conference Presentation     75 
TOTAL POINTS   500 
 

Grading: 
Points      Grade 
463-500  A  363-387  C 
450-462  A-  350-362  C- 
438-449  B+  338-349  D+ 
413-437  B  313-337  D 
400-412  B-  300-312  D- 
388-399  C+  Under 300  F 
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All coursework is graded on a system that adheres to the following guidelines: 
 
A Achievement outstanding relative to level necessary to meet course requirements 
B Achievement significantly above the level necessary to meet course requirements 
C Achievement meeting the basic course requirements 
D Achievement worthy of credit even though it does not fully meet the basic course  

  requirements in every respect 
F Performance failing to meet the basic course requirements 
 

Required projects for RHET 343 
1.  Blog Reading Responses/Questions: In this course we all hope to demonstrate thoughtful contributions 

to the course conversation and to the community of the classroom we have assembled. Your assessment 
here will be based on a series of blog post questions offered before class each week. 

 
For these blog posts, each week, every student will be expected to log onto CLEO and post at least 
TWO questions they have from the readings, or the topic area of the readings for that week. Questions 
must be posted to the CLEO blog by 12:00pm Noon on Saturday of the week of class where they 
will be discussed. All members of the class are then expected to read each other’s questions, and see if 
themes emerge. The instructor will then compile some of the questions in her opening remarks for the 
week. The expectation is that these questions will help guide the discussion of reading in the course. 
Quoting text from the readings in your questions is not mandatory for credit, but is strongly encouraged. 
If a student wishes to respond or piggyback off of another student’s posted questions, they are welcome 
to do so rather than author their own. The main requirement here is to be an active member of the 
discussion, both in class and on the blog, which means posting each week on the CLEO blog. These 
posts will constitute 50 points of the student’s final grade. 

 
2. Mid Term Examination: In class on Wednesday, March 12, students will take a mid term examination 

for the course. It is worth 75 points of the student’s final grade. 
 
3. Book Review: Each student in the course will choose a recent, or older, book on the topic of weapons, 

violence, rhetoric, and the state. It will be the student’s job to not only read this book but to produce a 
two to four page review of the book. This book review should proceed in three parts: a) a summary of 
the book, including an understanding of the overall argument and chapter themes, b) an analysis of the 
book and its argument for clarity and usefulness, and c) a suggestion of whether the book would be 
interesting for scholars of rhetoric or politics who wish to deepen their understanding of weapons of the 
state. The instructor should approve book selections by Monday, March 3. Full book reviews will be due 
in class on Monday, April 21. This book review is worth 50 points of the student’s final grade. 

 
4.  Final Paper: Each student will produce a final piece of original rhetorical criticism, theory, or political 

theory for the course. These papers will be twelve to fifteen pages in length and will be expected to do 
the following: 

  A) Using a concept from the course material, select an artifact or text to discuss and analyze. The 
artifact can be from popular culture, news discourses, public address, etc. 

  B) Apply and analyze concepts from the course material alongside the artifact/text. 
  C) Draw some conclusions about the new insights your rhetorical analysis offers for those 

consumers of the artifact you have chosen. 
 
 We will discuss this paper at length in the first two weeks of class. In addition, each student will produce 

the paper in the following stages: 
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Proposal (due Wednesday, February 26): Two to four full pages proposing the concepts and arguments 
to be pursued in the paper. After the deadline for the proposal, each student will be required to meet with 
me during office hours or during a scheduled time to be determined in class. Sign ups for those one-on-
one meetings will happen in class. The proposal will count as 50 points of the student’s grade. It should 
include at least four preliminary sources that will be used in the paper. 
 
Some key journals of note in rhetorical studies, communication, and other relevant fields that might be helpful in this project 
include (but are not limited to): 

 Argumentation and Advocacy 
 Communication and Critical/Cultural Studies 
 Communication Monographs 
 Controversia 
 Critical Studies in Media Communication 
 International Journal of Communication 
 Philosophy and Rhetoric 
 Rhetoric and Public Affairs 
 Rhetoric Society Quarterly 
 Southern Communication Journal 
 Quarterly Journal of Speech 
 Western Journal of Communication 
 

First Draft (due Monday, March 31): First full draft of the twelve to fifteen page final paper. This will be 
turned in BOTH to me and to the peer reviewer of your paper. The first draft will count as 75 points of 
the student’s grade. 
 
Peer Review Draft (completed in class either Monday, March 31 or Wednesday, April 2): On these days 
in class, you will meet with your peer reviewer. One class period will be spent on one paper and then 
you will switch and spend the second class period talking about the other paper. This will be done in 
pairs insofar as that is possible (e.g. we have an even number of students in the class). You will be 
expected to have a marked up/corrected draft from your peer reviewer to turn in with the final paper. 
The peer review draft will count as 25 points of the student’s grade. 
 
Final Draft (due Monday, April 28): Due in class, in paper form, to me. The final draft will count as 100 
points of the student’s grade. 

 
4.  Class Conference Presentation: During one of the following class days: April 30, May 5, May 7, or May 

12, each student will offer a no more than seven (7) minute presentation of the work they did in their 
final paper. The presentations will be grouped into panels of three or four students, based on subject 
area. After each presentation, students will take questions from the audience for approximately three to 
five (3-5) minutes. These presentations will count as 75 points of the student’s grade. Visual aids may be 
used for the presentation, but are not required. The main focus of the presentation is for the presenter to 
introduce their topic to the class, discuss their theoretical foundations of the paper, and share some of 
their conclusions with the group as well as effectively field questions about the project. This 
presentation should mirror what a student would present in a thesis defense, or at an academic 
conference. Participation in this conference, including both the presentation and responses to questions 
from classmates will constitute 75 points of the student’s final grade. 
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Tentative Schedule for RHET 343: 
DATE TOPIC READINGS  

(Butler, Benjamin, or CLEO designated below) 
WEEK ONE 
Wednesday, January 22 

“Reading Weapons as Text”: 
Introduction to Rhetoric of 
Weapons of the State 

1. Maurice Charland, “Rhetoric as Constitutive” 
2. Ronald Walter Greene, “Another Materialist 
Rhetoric” 
3. Heather Ashley Hayes, “Violent Subjects: A 
Rhetorical Cartography of Bodies, Spaces, and 
Technologies in the Global War on Terror” 
(These pieces will serve as reference for the first day’s 
lecture/discussion) 

WEEK TWO 
Monday, January 27 
Wednesday, January 29 

Rhetoric and Weaponry Schiappa, “The Rhetoric of Nukespeak” 
(CLEO) 
 

WEEK THREE 
Monday, February 3 
Wednesday, February 5 

The Politics of State 
Weaponry as Repressive 
and/or Ideological 

Louis Althusser, “Ideology and Ideological 
State Apparatuses” (CLEO) 

WEEK FOUR 
Monday, February 10 
Wednesday, February 12 

The Post September 11, 2001 
Landscape 

Butler: “Explanation and Exoneration, Or What 
We Can Hear” 

WEEK FIVE 
Wednesday, February 19 

The State, Violence, and 
Public Reaction 

Butler: “Violence, Mourning, and Politics” 
 

WEEK SIX 
Monday, February 24 
Wednesday, February 26 

1. The History of Drone 
Development 
2. Drone Use and Effects 

1. Benjamin: “A Sordid Love Affair with Killer 
Drones” and “It’s a Growth Market” 
2. Stanford/NYU Report “Living Under 
Drones” available at 
http://www.livingunderdrones.org/report/ 

WEEK SEVEN 
Monday, March 3 
Wednesday, March 5 

Case Study of Drone Effect: 
Waziristan 

Ahmed, “Waziristan: The Most Dangerous 
Place in the World” from The Thistle and Drone 
(CLEO) 

WEEK EIGHT 
Monday, March 10 
Wednesday, March 12 

1. Drone Deployment and 
Control 
2. Wednesday: Mid Term 
Examination 

1. Turse, “The Forty Year Drone War” from 
Terminator Planet (CLEO) 
2. Benjamin: “Pilots Without a Cockpit” and 
“Remote-Controlled Victims” 

WEEK NINE 
Monday, March 31 
Wednesday, April 2 

Can Drones Argue? 
 
 
Peer Review Draft Work to 
be Completed 

1. Goodnight, “The Personal, Technical, and 
Public Spheres of Argument” (CLEO) 
2. Hayes, “Don’t Fear the Reaper” (CLEO) 

WEEK TEN 
Monday, April 7 
Wednesday, April 9 

1. The Curious Case of JSOC 
and Obama’s Expansion of 
Secret War 

1. Watch “Dirty Wars” by Jeremy Scahill, in 
class April 7 from 2:30-3:57pm 
2. Moss, “Jeremy Scahill: The Man Exposing 
the U.S. Dirty War” (CLEO) 
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Tuesday, April 8 WHITMAN 

UNDERGRADUATE 
CONFERENCE: No class, 
but a number of RHET 
students are presenting; there 
will be many excellent panels 
to attend! 
 
 

 

WEEK ELEVEN 
Monday, April 14 
Wednesday, April 16 

Transparency, Legality, 
Efficiency, Morality, and 
Weapons 

1. Greenwald, “America’s Drone Sickness” 
(CLEO) 
2. Hastings, “The Rise of Killer Drones” 
(CLEO) 
3. Friedersdorf, “The Case for a Moratorium on 
Drone Strikes” (CLEO) 
4. Anderson, “The Case for Drones” (CLEO) 

WEEK TWELVE 
Monday, April 21 
Wednesday, April 23 

Indefinite Detention as a 
Weapon of the State 

1. Butler, “Indefinite Detention” 
2. Mos Def Force Feeding Video available at 
http://www.theguardian.com/world/video/2013/ 
jul/08/mos-def-force-fed-guantanamo-bay-
video 
3. Moqbel, “GitMo is Killing Me” (CLEO) 

WEEK THIRTEEN 
Monday, April 28 
Wednesday, April 30 

1. The Efforts at Global 
Resistance of State Weaponry 
2. Wednesday: “Weapons of 
the State” Class Conference 
begins 

1. Benjamin, “The Activists Strike Back” and 
“Opposition to Drones Goes Local” 
2. Imran Khan, Interview with Democracy Now 
available at 
http://www.democracynow.org/2009/6/24/ 
pakistani_opposition_politician_imran_khan_on 

WEEK FOURTEEN 
Monday, May 5 
Wednesday, May 7 

“Weapons of the State” Class 
Conference 

 

WEEK FIFTEEN 
Monday, May 12 

“Weapons of the State” Class 
Conference 

 

 
 


