
RHET/POL 342: The Rhetoric of the 47%: The Rhetorical Materialism of Class 
Fall 2013                          Whitman College 

Maxey Hall 104   Monday/Wednesday 2:30-3:50pm 

Instructor:   Heather Ashley Hayes        Office:            Maxey Hall 135 
Email:    hayesha@whitman.edu      Office Hours: Tuesdays 11:00am-12:00pm 
         Wednesdays 11:00am-12:00pm 
         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 
Using the presidential campaign rhetoric of Governor Mitt Romney (e.g. the rhetoric of the 47%) as its 
departure point, this course will explore the troubled status of the concept of socio-economic class in public 
discourse and culture as well as the class politics of texts that shape social relations in daily life. Students will 
be introduced to rhetorical approaches to defining and analyzing class and consider different means of drawing 
attention to class interests in public culture. In addition, we will investigate ways that rhetorics of class intersect 
with discourses of race, gender and sexuality to form and maintain relations of power in contemporary culture.  
  
Course Objectives and Student Learning Goals 
 1. Using one particular moment in the presidential campaign of 2012, begin broader consideration of a 
rhetorical perspective in defining and analyzing socio-economic class.  

2. To gain a better understanding of the role that discourse plays in class politics and the role that class 
plays in personal, political, and national identity.  

3. To develop tools for rhetorically and critically analyzing representations of class in public culture. 
4. To analyze the relationship between class and other forms of privilege or identity in  

public culture. 
 5. To examine, and analyze, the debates of rhetorical materialism. 
 
Required Readings 
Our CLEO site will contain all of the mandatory readings for this course. Please let me know as soon as 
possible if you are unable to access the site. 
 
Recommended Texts 
Graff, G. & Birkenstein, C. (2010). They Say, I Say: The Moves that Matter in Academic Writing (2nd edition).  

New York: W.W. Norton & Company. 
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 
  
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. 
 

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): 

Group Reading Responses   100 
Final Paper    
    Proposal     40 
    Annotated Bibliography     50 
    First Draft     50 
    Peer Reviewed Draft     10 
    Final Draft   100 
Class Presentation of Final Paper     50 
Final Exam   100 
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 

 
 
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 342 
1.  Group Reading Responses: For all topic area sections of our course, I will offer one “guiding question” 

to think about as we read the text and the supporting readings. Students will be expected to use this 
question to frame their thoughts as they read the assigned material. 

 
On the first day of class, students will be divided into five groups (an A, B, C, D, and E group) based on 
preference. Based on this group assignment, each group will be responsible for writing a compiled set of 
responses (one per group member) to the guiding question for their assigned topic weeks and then 
posting them to the course blog in CLEO. Students will only have to post their written responses for the 
weeks to which their group is assigned, though they are expected to prepare thoughts on the guiding 
question every week when they come to class. Postings from the assigned group must be up on the 
course blog no later than 12:00pm NOON ON SATURDAY before our Monday class meeting on that 
topic. For example, Group A students will be responsible for posting their responses to the McGee and 
McKerrow readings by 12:00pm Noon on Saturday, September 14. Group B students will be responsible 
for posting their responses to the Greene and Cloud, Macek, and Aune readings by 12:00pm Noon on 
Saturday, September 21. And, so on. 

In this model, each student in the course will write two (2) responses throughout the semester, 
one for each topic area to which their group is assigned (assignments are below). Each group member 
will be responsible for posting their own response, which should be no less than one page and no more 
than three pages (in a Word document). The topic weeks are distributed as follows: 

 
 Group A: McGee & McKerrow (September 16 & 18)  
 Group B: Greene and Cloud, Macek, and Aune (September 30-October 2) 
 Group C: Melissa V. Harris-Perry (October 7-9) 
 Group D: Althusser & Balibar (October 28-30) 
 Group E: Macek & hooks (November 11-13) 
  
When it is not a group’s assigned week to turn in written responses, they will be expected to use the 
guiding question to think about the readings AND to read all of the reading responses posted to the 
course blog on CLEO. They should also come prepared for class discussion and engagement on BOTH 
the course readings and their peer’s reading responses. 

   
 These assigned responses posted on the course blog (two per student) will count as 100 points of the 

student’s grade. The reading responses will be expected to not only engage the guiding question of the 
topic week, but also to encourage discussion among the larger class group or pose questions about the 
reading the student would like to pursue in class discussion. 

 
2.  Final Paper: Each student will produce a final piece of original rhetorical criticism or 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: 
 

Proposal (due Monday, September 23): 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 40 points of the student’s grade. 



 
Annotated Bibliography (due Monday, October 14): A list of at least six (6) sources that each student 
plans to use in the final paper, along with their full bibliographic information. In addition, between one 
to three paragraphs will be written about each source describing its use for the paper. There is a high 
expectation book length works will be a part of the bibliography. The annotated bibliography will count 
as 50 points of the student’s grade. 
 
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, October 28): 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 50 points 
of the student’s grade. 
 
Peer Review Draft (completed either Monday, November 4 or Wednesday, November 6): 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 10 points of the student’s grade. 
 
Final Draft (due Monday, December 2): Due in class, in paper form, to me. The final draft will count as 
100 points of the student’s grade. 

 
3. Presentation of Final Paper: During one of the following class days: December 2, December 4, 

December 9, or December 11, each student will offer a roughly ten minute presentation of the work they 
did in their final paper. After each presentation, students will take questions from the audience for 
approximately five minutes. These presentations will count as 50 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. 

 
4.  Final Examination: On December 20 from 9:00-11:00am, students will take a final examination. It will 

be a two-hour essay and short answer based exam covering the class material throughout the semester 
and summarizing some of the major course themes. This final examination will count as 100 points of 
the student’s course grade. 

 
 
 
 
 
 



Tentative Schedule for RHET 342: 
DATE TOPIC READINGS  

(On CLEO or distributed in 
class) 

WEEK ONE 
Wednesday, September 4 

Introduction to Rhetoric of the 
47% 

1. Romney video and response 
 

WEEK TWO 
Monday, September 9 
Wednesday, September 11 

The Rhetoric of Capital, 
Entitlement, and Opportunity 

1. Mary E. Triece (2013) 
“Opportunity versus 
Entitlement: False Dilemma and 
the Myth of the Autonomous 
Man”, manuscript under review 
– currently unpublished 

WEEK THREE 
Monday, September 16 
Wednesday, September 18 

Rhetoric Begins to Engage 
Questions of Materialism (or) 
What Does Rhetoric Have to 
Say About Socio-Economic 
Class Theory? 

1. Michael Calvin McGee 
(1982) “A Materialist’s 
Conception of Rhetoric” in 
Explorations in Rhetoric: 
Studies in Honor of Douglas 
Ehninger. Scott, Foresman Press 
(Glenview, IL) 
2. Raymie McKerrow (1989) 
“Critical Rhetoric: Theory and 
Praxis” Communication 
Monographs 56:91-111 

WEEK FOUR 
Monday, September 23 
Wednesday, September 25 

Rhetorical Materialism 
Emerges  

1. Dana L. Cloud (1994) "The 
Materiality of Discourse as 
Oxymoron: A Challenge to 
Critical Rhetoric" Western 
Journal of 
Communication 58:141–63 

WEEK FIVE 
Monday, September 30 
Wednesday, October 2 

The Rhetorical Materialism 
Debates Continue 

1. Ronald Walter Greene (1998) 
“Another Materialist Rhetoric” 
Critical Studies in Mass 
Communication 15:21-41 
2. Dana L. Cloud, Steve Macek, 
& James Arnt Aune (2006) “The 
Limbo of Ethical Simulacra: A 
Reply to Ron Greene” 
Philosophy and Rhetoric 39:72-
84 

WEEK SIX 
Monday, October 7 
Wednesday, October 9 

Race, Sex, and Socio-
Economic Class  

1. Melissa V. Harris-Parry 
(2011) “Chapter One: Crooked 
Room” and “Chapter Two: 
Myth” from Sister Citizen: 
Shame, Stereotypes, and Black 
Women in America. New 
Haven, CT: Yale University 
Press. 

WEEK SEVEN 
Wednesday, October 16 

CASE STUDY: Food 
Insecurity and the Rhetoric of 
Socio-Economic Class 

1. Watch A Place at the Table 
(84 minutes, will run from 2:30-
3:54pm) 
 



WEEK EIGHT 
Monday, October 21 
Wednesday, October 23 

Unpacking A Place at the 
Table: The Political Economy 
of Food Insecurity Rhetoric 

1. Vincent Mosco (2006) 
“Revisiting the Political 
Economy of Communication” in 
Marxism and Communication 
Studies: The Point it to Change 
It. London: Peter Lang. 
2. Read and Take Notes on the 
New York City Coalition 
Against Hunger website, found 
at: 
http://www.hungervolunteer.org/ 

WEEK NINE 
Monday, October 28 
Wednesday, October 30 

Re-Discovering Marx’s Role in 
the Rhetoric and Theorizing of 
Socio-Economic Class 

1. Althusser & Balibar (1968) 
“Marx’s Immense Theoretical 
Revolution” from Reading 
Capital. First published: by 
Librairie François Maspero, 
(Paris). 

WEEK TEN 
Monday, November 4 
Wednesday, November 6 

PEER REVIEW MEETINGS  

WEEK ELEVEN 
Monday, November 11 
Wednesday, November 13 

Rhetoric and Power: Re-
negotiating Socio-Economic 
Class Discourse 

1. Steve Macek (2006) “From 
the Weapons of Criticism to 
Criticism by Weapons: Critical 
Communication Scholarship, 
Marxism, and Political 
Activism” in Marxism and 
Communication Studies: The 
Point it to Change It. London: 
Peter Lang. 
2. bell hooks (2000) “Class 
Claims: Real Estate Racism”, 
“Crossing Class Boundaries”, 
and “Living Without Class 
Hierarchy” in Where We: 
Routledge. 

WEEK TWELVE 
Monday, November 18 
Wednesday, November 20 

Rhetoric and Power: Re-
negotiating Socio-Economic 
Class Discourse 

1. Kenneth Surin (1996) “The 
Continued Relevance of 
Marxism as a Question” in 
Marxism Beyond Marxism 
London: Routledge. 

WEEK THIRTEEN 
Monday, December 2 
Wednesday, December 4 

Student presentations   

WEEK FOURTEEN 
Monday, December 9 
Wednesday, December 11 

Student presentations  

Friday, December 20  
(9:00-11:00am) 

FINAL EXAM  

 
 


