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WRIT 30293: Non-Human Rhetoric and Representation

Jason Helms
jason.helms@tcu.edu 
Reed 317c
Office hours: MWF 11:00am - noon or by appointment
The flower invites the butterfly with no-mind;

The butterfly visits the flower with no-mind.

The flower opens, the butterfly comes;

The butterfly comes, the flower opens.

I don't know others,

Others don't know me.

By not-knowing we follow nature's course.

— Ryōkan
Course Description: Non-Human Rhetoric and Representation challenges students to reevaluate non-human actors by interrogating a variety of theoretical, literary and multimedia texts. Almost all of our courses in the English department focus on texts and arguments created by and about humans. This one focuses on texts and arguments created by and about everyone else: animals, plants, bacteria, even machines and bits of code. Rather than assuming rhetoric only occurs between discrete human subjects, we’ll begin the course by expanding our idea of rhetoric, thinking about how such non-humans actors communicate.  Next, we will read accounts of non-human actors and create our own account—a beastiary. Finally, you will create your own response to the ethical and philosophical topics we’ve discussed in the class. Your response will take these discussions from the classroom to the streets, and from the human to the globe, arguing for a particular policy change.

Learning outcomes for Human Experiences and Endeavors (HUM): 

Students will be able to analyze representative texts of significance and to practice critical analysis of work at the center of the humanities. 
Course specific HUM outcomes:  Students will be able to analyze representative texts in the history of writing about non-human intelligence, sentience, self-awareness, and intelligence, and to practice critical analysis of that work and its impact on our ethical choices.

HUM student action steps:  Students will critically examine and appraise diverse ideas.

Course specific HUM action steps:  Students will critically examine a wide variety of theories about the nature of human, non-human, and machine intelligence and self-awareness and evaluate the implications of each theory.  

CSV Learning Outcomes:  Citizenship and Social Values (Pending Approval)

Students will demonstrate an understanding of one or more traditions of normative inquiry and an ability to assess the ethical dimensions of individual, professional or civic life.  

Course-Specific CSV Outcomes:  Students will demonstrate an understanding of one or more traditions of representing animals and other non-human forms in literature, graphic novels and visual art, rhetoric, and film. 

CSV Student-Action Steps:  Students will examine and compare the implications that follow from the adoption of differing normative/ethical systems.  

Course-specific CSV Action Steps:  In papers, presentations, and visual rhetoric, students will articulate the ethical requirements of individual, professional or civic life governed by current and cutting-edge theoretical models of human and non-human sentience, self-awareness and intelligence.  

Required Books & Materials 

· Bennett, Jane. Vibrant Matter: A Political Ecology of Things
· Moore, Alan. Saga of the Swamp Thing, vol. 1.

· O’Reilly, David. Everything. Video game. (available online and on reserve in LIBL 1126 and LIBL 1122)

· Parrish, Alex C. Adaptive Rhetoric: Evolution, Culture, and the Art of Persuasion
· Various handouts and selected articles, videos, and games online

· Regular access to e-college and TCU e-mail

· Regular access to files on thumb drive, dropbox, or other device

Major Assignments
For each of your major projects you will have two drafts due. The first draft must meet the basic requirements (word count, etc.). The grade for the second draft will replace the grade for the first draft. For example, if you get a C on your first draft and a B on your second draft, your grade for the project would be a B. If you are happy with the grade for your first draft, you do not need to turn in a second draft. Failing to turn in a complete first draft will result in you not being able to revise. For example, if you turn in a 1000 word essay for the first draft of project 1, I will not grade it (though I will read it and offer suggestions for revision). If you then turn in a 1200 word draft, that will be your only graded draft.
Project one: talking with our texts

For your first project, you will enter into a conversation with the authors we’ve been reading. Find an outside text that cites and disagrees with one of our readings from Unit 1. Imagine yourself entering this conversation and trying to bring both sides into an agreement. You will write a 1200-1400 word essay that serves as an answer to their disagreement. In this essay, you will need to situate each of the texts and inform your reader of what text B (the one we didn’t read for class) says about text A (the one we did read for class). You’ll want to be very specific about exactly what they disagree on. Then offer a third position that answers each of the two others. You do not need any more than those two sources (though you can include others if you find it necessary. On the day you turn in your project, you will offer a quick (~3 minute) oral summary of your essay to the class.

Project Two:  Beastiary  

Relying on the guidelines from Gordon, et al. (RSQ file 2) and Massumi, you will compose a rhetorical bestiary. Your bestiary will employ observation, speculation, and imagination to tell a story about rhetoric. The various beastiaries found in the RSQ issue serve as examples. The standard word count for this assignment is 1200-1400 words, but I encourage you to consider creative modes (video, comic, game, etc.). If you choose to compose in a format other than text, you will need to get your project pre-approved by me and I will help you decide on your own restrictions and guidelines. 
Project Three:  Where does rhetoric end?
Now is your chance to weigh in on the debates we’ve been reading in the class. We’ve seen arguments for considering animals, plants, and even inert matter as rhetorical agents. Where do you think we should draw the line? Why does drawing such a line matter? This final project can take the form of a 2200-2600 word paper or equivalent creative project. Talk to me about requirements if you are considering a creative project. Your project must summarize current arguments and offer your own argument, making clear what effects that argument has on our lived experience (e.g., “based on my argument that bees are capable of the same or similar rhetorical agency as humans, we need legislation protecting bees in the following ways …”). You will present a five-minute version of your project to the class during the final exam period.
Grading

Grade Breakdown

Project 1: 


20%
Project 2: 


20% 
Project 3: 


25%
Final Presentation:

5%
In-class work (quizzes, etc.): 
30%

Final Grade Point Averages

Do not ask for your grade to be “rounded up” either in person or via email.  I will automatically apply the mathematical rules for rounding without being prompted.  The fact that you “need” or “want” a specific grade does not change the rules of mathematics.  

A (93.5-100)        
designates consistently excellent work, 4 points per semester hour

A- (89.5-93.4)        
designates very good work, 3.67 points per semester hour

B+ (86.5-89.4)       
designates good work, 3.33 points per semester hour

B (83.5-86.4)         
designates good work, 3 points per semester hour

B- (79.5-83.4)        
designates fairly good work, 2.67 points per semester hour

C+ (76.5-79.4)       
designates satisfactory work 2.33 points per semester hour

C (73.5-76.4)         
designates satisfactory work, 2 points per semester hour

C- (69.5-73.4)        
designates barely satisfactory work 1.67 points per semester hour

D (59.5-69.4)         
designates poor work, 1 point per semester hour

F (0-59.4) 

designates failing work, 0 points per semester hour

Paper topics

Grading rubrics and prompts for all papers will be found on TCU Online.  Assignments must be uploaded to the dropbox or turned in on class (depending on assignment) by the deadline.  

Policies

Late Work
You must make arrangements in advance to submit late work.  If you know you will be missing class, please get your work in ahead of time. Any late work that has not been pre approved will not be accepted.
Attendance
Attendance in this class is mandatory. If you know you will be absent, please contact me beforehand. I will be reasonable and flexible in determining excused absences. You may be required to bring some kind of documentation of an excused absence.

You are allowed 3 “free” unexcused absences.  Although I would suggest saving them for times when you are too sick to attend class, you may use them however you would like.  Official university absences do not count against you.

Beyond your 3 “freebies,” every unexcused absence beyond that will result in a deduction of 1 grade level (i.e. A to A- or B+ to B).  After 4 unexcused absences, your grade would drop from an “A” to an “A-.”  After 6, from an “A” to a “B.”  In genuine, major emergencies please discuss your situation with me and I will make special arrangements for you (i.e., medical emergencies). Accumulating more than 9 unexcused absences during the semester will result in likely failure of the course.  Please see the following guidelines:

@ 6 absences – Highest final grade possible is “B”

@ 9 absences – Highest final grade possible is “C”

@ 12 absences – Likely failure of course

Disability Statement
Texas Christian University complies with the Americans with Disabilities Act and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 regarding students with disabilities.  Eligible students seeking accommodations should contact the Coordinator of Student Disabilities Services in the Center for Academic Services located in Sadler Hall, 1010.  Accommodations are not retroactive, therefore, students should contact the Coordinator as soon as possible in the term for which they are seeking accommodations. Further information can be obtained from the Center for Academic Services, TCU Box 297710, Fort Worth, TX 76129, or at (817) 257-6567.

Adequate time must be allowed to arrange accommodations and accommodations are not retroactive; therefore, students should contact the Coordinator as soon as possible in the academic term for which they are seeking accommodations.  Each eligible student is responsible for presenting relevant, verifiable, professional documentation and/or assessment reports to the Coordinator.  Guidelines for documentation may be found at http://www.acs.tcu.edu/disability_documentation.asp.


Students with emergency medical information or needing special arrangements in case a building must be evacuated should discuss this information with their instructor/professor as soon as possible.


Academic Misconduct
Any act that violates the spirit of the academic conduct policy is considered academic misconduct. Specific examples include, but are not limited to: 
A. Cheating. Includes, but is not limited to: 
1. Copying from another student's test paper, laboratory report, other report, or computer files and listings. 
2. Using in any academic exercise or academic setting, material and/or devices not authorized by the person in charge of the test. 
3. Collaborating with or seeking aid from another student during an academic exercise without the permission of the person in charge of the exercise. 
4. Knowingly using, buying, selling, stealing, transporting, or soliciting in its entirety or in part, the contents of a test or other assignment unauthorized for release. 
5. Substituting for another student, or permitting another student to substitute for oneself, in a manner that leads to misrepresentation of either or both students work. 
B. Plagiarism. The appropriation, theft, purchase, or obtaining by any means another's work, and the unacknowledged submission or incorporation of that work as one's own offered for credit. Appropriation includes the quoting or paraphrasing of another's work without giving credit therefore. 
C. Collusion. The unauthorized collaboration with another in preparing work offered for credit. 
D. Abuse of resource materials. Mutilating, destroying, concealing, or stealing such materials. 
E. Computer misuse. Unauthorized or illegal use of computer software or hardware through the TCU Computer Center or through any programs, terminals, or freestanding computers owned, leased, or operated by TCU or any of its academic units for the purpose of affecting the academic standing of a student. 
F. Fabrication and falsification. Unauthorized alteration or invention of any information or citation in an academic exercise. Falsification involves altering information for use in any academic exercise. Fabrication involves inventing or counterfeiting information for use in any academic exercise. 
G. Multiple submission. The submission by the same individual of substantial portions of the same academic work (including oral reports) for credit more than once in the same or another class without authorization. 
H. Complicity in academic misconduct. Helping another to commit an act of academic misconduct. 
I. Bearing false witness. Knowingly and falsely accusing another student of academic misconduct.
Safe Zones Statement
My goal is for each student to feel comfortable and able to connect with course content and classroom discussion. As such, on April 1, 2014, I completed the TCU Safe Zone training offered by the office of Inclusiveness and Intercultural Services. Please know that I welcome, affirm, and celebrate persons in the LGBTQIA communities of Texas Christian University. (LGBTQIA stands for Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Queer, Intersex, Asexual, Ally). I will not allow homophobic comments in class, and will strive to use inclusive language.  For more information please consult :http://www.allies.tcu.edu/training.asp.
Campus Resources

· New Media Writing Studio. | Scharbauer 2003 | www.newmedia.tcu.edu | newmedia@tcu.edu | 817‐257‐5194| The New Media Writing Studio (NMWS) is available to assist students with audio, video, multimedia, and web design projects. The Studio serves as an open lab for use by students during posted hours and has both PC and Mac computers outfitted with a range of design software. A variety of equipment is available for checkout to students whose teachers have contacted the Studio in advance. See their website for more information and a schedule of open hours.

· William L. Adams Center for Writing. | Reed 419 | www.wrt.tcu.edu | 817‐257‐7221 |An instructional service with the mission of helping improve writing. Consultants offer feedback on writing projects to students, staff, and faculty from all academic disciplines. Consultants serve as a friendly audience and address any issue a writer would like to discuss, though consultations often focus on topic generation, organization of ideas, style, clarity, and documentation. Go to their website for an appointment.

· IC Computer Lab | Mary Couts Burnett Library | www.ic.tcu.edu | The Information Commons computer lab is an open use lab available to all TCU students. Access is first come, first served, with the exception of four multimedia stations that can be reserved for use at specific times if requested. Assistance is available from the Information Commons desk staff during all open hours, with additional support from either the full‐time Computer Services Librarian or the full‐time Computer Lab Assistant during most hours.

· TCU Computer Help Desk | Mary Couts Burnett Library (first floor) | www.help.tcu.edu | 817‐257‐5855. The Help Desk provides support for TCU computing accounts and services.

· Mary Couts Burnett Library | www.lib.tcu.edu | reference@tcu.edu | 817‐257‐7117 | The Library provides resources and services for the research and information needs of the TCU community.

Schedule 

Note:  All readings are due by class on the date assigned.   
UNIT ONE: EXPANDING RHETORIC

Week 1

Jan. 17

Course Introductions

Setting up e-Learning

Introduction to Non-Human Rhetorics

Jan. 19

Introduction to Rhetoric

Bitzer, “The Rhetorical Situation”

Week 2

Jan. 22

What else might rhetoric be?

Kennedy, “A Hoot in the Dark”

Jan. 24

Rhetorical ecologies 

Edbauer, “Unframing Models of Public Distribution: From Rhetorical Situation to Rhetorical Ecology”
Jan. 26

Derrida, “The Animal that Therefore I Am” (369-392)

Week 3

Jan. 29

Derrida, “The Animal that Therefore I Am” (392-418)
Jan. 31
Doxtader, “Addressing Animals”

Hawhee, “Toward a Bestial Rhetoric”

Feb. 2

Davis, “Creaturely Rhetorics”

Muckelbauer, “Domesticating Animal Theory”

Week 4

Feb. 5

Parris, Adaptive Rhetoric, Intro and Ch. 1
Feb. 7

Parris, Adaptive Rhetoric, Ch. 2 and 3
Feb. 9 
Parris, Adaptive Rhetoric, Ch. 4
Week 5

Feb. 12

Parris, Adaptive Rhetoric, Ch. 5 (long chapter, consider getting a head start)
Feb. 14

Parris, Adaptive Rhetoric, Ch. 6
Feb. 16

Parris, Adaptive Rhetoric, Ch. 7 and Conclusion
UNIT TWO: BEASTIARIES
Week 6

Feb. 19

Moore, Saga of the Swamp Thing, issues 20-22
***Project one due (draft 1)***

Feb. 21

Moore, Saga of the Swamp Thing, issues 23-25
Feb. 23

Moore, Saga of the Swamp Thing, issues 26-27

Week 7
Feb. 26
Finish playing Everything 
***Project 1 due (final draft)***

Feb. 28

Deleuze and Guattari, “Rhizome”
Mar. 2
Deleuze and Guattari, “Becoming-Animal” part one (232-265)
Week 8:
Mar. 5

Deleuze and Guattari, “Becoming-Animal” part two (265-309)
Mar. 7
Massumi, “The Supernormal Animal”
Mar. 9
RSQ files 1 and 2

Spring Break March 9-18

Week 9

Mar. 19 
Annihilation

***Topics for Project 2***
Mar. 21

RSQ files 3 and 4
Mar. 23

RSQ file 5
Week 10

Mar. 26

RSQ files 6 and 7
Mar. 28
RSQ files 8 and 9
Mar. 30
No class

UNIT THREE: NON-ANIMAL RHETORICS

Week 11

Apr. 2

Bennett, preface 
***Project two due (draft 1)***
Apr. 4
Bennett, chapter one

Apr. 6

Bennett, chapter two

Week 12
Apr. 9
Bennett, chapter three
Last Day to Drop Course April 9
Apr. 11

Bennett, chapter four

Apr. 13

Bennett, chapter five

Week 13

Apr. 16

Bennett, chapter six

Apr. 18

Bennett, chapter seven

Apr. 20

Bennett, chapter eight

Week 14

Apr. 23

Colebrook, “We Have Always Been Post-Anthropocene: the Anthropocene Counterfactual”

Apr. 25

Barad “Posthumanist Perfomativity”

Apr. 27

Hallenbeck, “Toward a Posthuman Perspective”

Week 15

Apr. 30

Braidotti, “Posthuman, All Too Human” (read the pdf or watch via these links)
Part 1: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OjxelMWLGCo
***Project 3 due (draft 1)*** 
May. 2

Braidotti, “Posthuman, All Too Human” (read the pdf or watch via these links)

Part 2: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LNIYOKfRQks 

May. 4

Study Day

Final

Wednesday, May 9, 8:00-10:30

***Project 3 Presented During Exam***
