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COMMUNICATION 372:   

THE RHETORIC OF SOCIAL MOVEMENTS 

 

Fall Semester, 2019 

12:20—1:10pm, MWF 

Global Center, Room 1009 

 

Professor Blake Faulkner       

303  Bingham Hall 

Email:  blakewf@live.unc.edu  

Office Hours:  MWF, 11-12 

 

Course Description and Objectives 

Communication Studies 372:  The Rhetoric of Social Movements seeks to explore how groups 

work to promote, and resist, social change. The term “social movement” is in itself contested 

with various perspectives about what constitutes a “movement,” how it should be studied, and 
what is most important about how it functions. We will examine some of those perspectives as 

we consider the process of social dissent and change, but we will do so focusing upon prominent 

“movements” in recent American history: the Civil Rights movement and the “Alt-Right” 

movement. As such, we will only consider movements that are functioning within democratic 

societies and within what we understand as “publics” and “counter-publics.” 

 The perspective that will guide our exploration, although we will also find others useful 

to our search, is to examine the “rhetoric” surrounding these issues. Aristotle defined rhetoric as 

the “the faculty of observing in any given case the available means of persuasion” while another, 
more contemporary description of rhetoric was offered by Professor Carole Blair and her 

colleagues, Gregg Dickinson and Brian Ott: “Rhetoric is the study of discourses, events, objects, 
and practices that attends to their character as meaningful, legible, partisan, and consequential. 

But what most clearly distinguishes rhetoric from other theoretical/critical protocols (cultural 

studies or literary criticism, for example), is that it organizes itself around the relationship of 

discourses, events, objects, and practices to ideas about what it means to be ‘public.’"  We will 
consider the ways that rhetorical practices—verbal, visual, material—are utilized to gain 

visibility, to gain adherents to the causes being promoted, to respond to counter-movement acts, 

and to reach larger audiences beyond those engaged immediately in the “movement.”  

Of course, no one course can explore this question completely, and many aspects of these 

particular movements, not to mention the entire study of movements, must remain outside the 

focus of this specific class, although these can be explored in individual work as the semester 

proceeds. Nevertheless, this course will provide a grounding that will enable students to 

understand in more complicated ways the various forces working toward and resisting social 

change. 

 Since movements address issues that are almost always considered by some in society to 

be “controversial,” it is the case that much of the rhetoric we will encounter may also be 
considered controversial, even by some in the class. Examples of rhetorical practice that we will 

examine will also be offensive and discomforting to many in the class. That is, of course, 

unfortunate, but seems necessary if we are to explore the range of discourse that has contributed 

to our memories and understanding of these events and of the strong passions they evoke in both 

supporters and opponents. 

mailto:blakewf@live.unc.edu
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By the end of this course, students should:  

 a. have an understanding of how rhetorical practice influences our perceptions of our 

individual and collective identities; 

 b. have a knowledge of the ways that rhetorical practice influences the struggle for 

social change;  

 c. be able to identify, describe, and analyze communication problems; 

 d. be aware of how to generate research materials and to find and evaluate research 

materials; and 

 e. gain experience in presenting ideas to others through class discussion. 

Texts 

No textbook will be used in this class. Instead, all readings will be posted to Sakai or will be 

available online, mostly through UNC Libraries. 

 

Assignments and Evaluation   

Assignments for this class will involve a combination of class engagement (or participation), 

three shorter papers, one longer term paper due at the end of the semester, and an oral final 

examination. While this is a heavy workload in some respects, the longer paper builds upon each 

of the three previous ones and the value is, in effect, cumulative. Likewise, the oral final exam is 

a presentation of the larger paper’s argument.  

 

Written work will be evaluated on the basis of cogency, completeness, and clarity. In accordance 

with the writing policy of the College of Arts and Sciences, grammar, style, syntax, and spelling 

will be important considerations of the grading process. Papers should look “good” and be 
proofread carefully (which means going beyond spell-check!).  They should, of course, be typed 

and double-spaced with appropriate margins and 12-point Times New Roman font. All pages 

should be numbered and submitted electronically. Any paper that does not meet these basic 

requirements will be considered unfinished, returned to the student and graded upon re-

submission as late (or “F”). Also make sure that you keep back-up copies of your work. 

 

 All late assignments will not be accepted and are considered an “F”. Late papers must 

still be turned in to fulfill course requirements, but no points will be awarded to them. References 

and notes should be prepared in accordance with MLA, APA or other accepted standards. 

 

Additionally, no questions regarding any assignment will be considered until after 24-

hours have elapsed since the assignment is returned and all questions must be raised with the 

instructor within one week after the assignment is returned. 

 

Assignments will be weighted and graded as follows: 

In-Class Participation  25% of the course grade 

Engagement with ideas, whether conducted in the academy, organizations, or the civic 

sphere is a public, interactive process. While it entails individual reflection and 

understanding, its value and effectiveness is born in public dialogue.  Inasmuch as this is 

a course in generating questions, proposing answers and subjecting them to further 

inquiry, it is also an arena for practicing critical thinking. You are expected to risk 

opinions, questions, and critique. You are expected to respect each other and the process 

of inquiry by engaging alternative perspectives, challenging others' interpretations and 
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judgments, and inviting counter-argument; and doing so with tolerance for difference and 

appreciation for points of agreement. Remember, there are very few (if any) absolutely 

"right" or "wrong" answers generated through research in this area; only those that are 

well-justified and those that are not. When dealing in the world of contingency, “Truth” 
is usually difficult to identify. Responsibility rests upon each student to decide how she 

or he will best participate in the class. That may take the form of participating in class 

discussion and “Rhetoric in the Wild” (sharing thoughts about specific material 
encountered outside of class that relates to the project). The class does not have a specific 

attendance policy, but failure to attend and to participate in class will have implications 

for your final course grade. “Rhetoric in the Wild” will occur at the beginning of class 
and will be a place where you can bring any issue relating to a social movement that you 

encounter (through personal experience, blogs, twitter, YouTube, newspapers, etc.) for 

discussion. In doing so, please focus on what the specific rhetorical act is doing and what 

strikes you as most interesting from a rhetorical perspective or in terms of what it 

“contributes” to the social movement (or in what ways it works to resist a social 
movement). If you find something that is particularly interesting, it would be helpful to 

forward that (or a web link if available) to your instructor prior to the class (preferably 

the night before). 

Participation is also demonstrated through your contributions to Discussion 

Questions/Comments. Each student will identify five class periods during the semester 

and will submit a discussion question or comment that relates to the reading(s) assigned 

for that given class period. The question/comment should not be more than 

approximately one regular type-written page. The question/comment should identify 

specifically what in the reading(s) stimulated the question and why, along with some 

justification. Additionally, the question/comment should consider possible implications 

or consequences. Again, these questions/comments should be directed toward a 

rhetorical issue. 

NOTE: All discussion questions/comments are to be submitted electronically to me and 

are due in my inbox (blakewf@live.unc.edu) no later than 8:00pm of the day prior to the 

class period. In other words, if you want to submit a question/comment for the class of 

September 9th, you must have that to me not later than 8:00pm on September 8 th. Your 

question/comment is to provide a basis for your class participation. You may be called 

upon to share your question/comment. Also note that at least three of your discussion 

questions/comments must be submitted by November 1st. 

 

Critical Analysis Assignment 50% of the course grade 

This assignment actually consists of four separate assignments with the following values: 

 Paper #1 (no more than 2 pages) 5% 

 Paper #2 (no more than 3 pages) 10% 

Paper #3 (no more than 5 pages plus an annotated bibliography of at least 5 but 

not more than 10 sources) 15% 

 Paper #4 (no more than 15 pages) 25% 

 This overall assignment requires that you present a critical analysis of the rhetoric of a 

social movement of your choosing. In doing so, each of the papers will build upon the 

others and will culminate in the longer paper, due at the end of the semester: 
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 Paper #1: This is to be a short paper in which you do several things: First, you will 

identify the rhetorical act(s) you wish to examine as well as the movement within which 

the act(s) occurred. Second, you should provide a justification as to why you made that 

selection and why it is important for us to have a greater understanding of it. In other 

words, please answer the question, “So, why does this matter to anyone?” The only 
restriction on content is that the rhetorical act(s) under analysis must relate to questions 

concerning a social movement and that you do not select any particular act(s) that is(are) 

covered in class (see schedule below).  DUE SEPTEMBER 4TH. 

 

 Paper #2:  This is to be a more extensive paper in which you will begin to analyze the 

specific rhetorical act(s) you have selected. You will do so by focusing your attention on 

the intrinsic properties of the act(s). In other words, you will pay very close attention to 

what the act does and how it does it, providing argument for your interpretation and using 

the specific properties from the rhetorical act/artifact to support your interpretation. A 

specific guide to doing this will be posted under “Resources” on Sakai and we will also 
be enacting this type of analysis during class discussions. DUE SEPTEMBER 18TH. 

 

 Paper #3: This is a paper in which you place the act(s) in context; in other words, how 

does this(these) act(s) address the issues addressed in the Simons essay (“Requirements, 
Problems, and Strategies…”) and the Bitzer essay (“The Rhetorical Situation”). You may 

use relevant parts from one or both as you believe most helpful. Additionally, you must 

provide an annotated bibliography of at least 5 and not more than 10 sources that may be 

useful to your final paper.  DUE OCTOBER 16TH. 

 

 Paper #4: This paper builds upon your work in the three preceding papers and, assuming 

that you’ve done the work previously, this paper should be relatively easy to write. In it, 
you will present your understanding of the act(s) in a complete and coherent explanation. 

DUE NOVEMBER 18TH. 

 

 PLEASE NOTE: You are expected to incorporate other scholarly research (beyond that 

contained within the syllabus) as you complete this project. A good start on this will 

come from the annotated bibliography as part of Paper #3. That means you will have to 

do additional research and to document it appropriately (a good source is the MLA 

Handbook, 8th edition). You should expect to include material from books and peer-

reviewed articles (including those that are within databases at UNC Libraries). You may 

use other materials as they are appropriate, including newspapers and periodicals (which 

you may find particularly helpful for Paper #2) and some sources on the internet. If you 

do use internet sources, please make sure that they are appropriate. In other words, do not 

use suspect websites for scholarly work, although you may find good examples of 

movement rhetoric in many places. 
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 Additionally, you should understand that the purpose of the shorter papers is to help you 

in several ways: (1) Paper #1 allows us to make sure that you are on the “right page,” so 
to speak, and that the project is actually something that is manageable and relevant to the 

course. (2) Paper #2 will assure that you have a good sense of the work that the act 

performs and, more importantly, how it does that particular work. And (3) Paper #3 

allows you to establish the context within which the act(s) occurred and of the work that 

the rhetoric performs within the movement. By having these three “preliminary” 
assignments, we will also be able to make sure that you are “on-track” for the final paper. 

 

Oral Final Examination   25% of the course grade 

 During the scheduled final examination period students will be asked to give a 5-7 minute 

presentation on their work from the semester. Treat this period as a chance to share the 

insights you have gained through your research, and practice making an extended oral 

argument. Strong presentations will only briefly describe the movement and offer 

relevant context, prioritizing making a version of the argument made in your final 

research paper. Presentations should be practiced and polished, and demonstrate 

incorporation of instructor feedback on prior written work. 

 

What Grades Mean 

Grading is a form of communication between instructors and students. This means that you 

should view each grade that you receive as part of an ongoing learning process. With that in 

mind, a grade of C means that you completed the assignment adequately and according to the 

given guidelines, demonstrating some competence with the concepts. There’s no shame in 
getting a C, but there’s no glory in it either. A B means that you executed the assignment 

thoroughly, using well-reasoned analysis, and demonstrating more than cursory understanding of 

the concepts. An A does not mean you have completed all of the requirements. That’s a C. An A 

means that your work demonstrates a deep understanding of the concepts, an attention to detail, 

and well-reasoned and well-executed analysis. Ds and Fs mean that you did not complete the 

assignment, did not follow directions, and/or did not demonstrate competence, and/or employ 

language. Many students seem surprised to find out what grades mean. If you have further 

questions read more about how UNC defines grades at this link and click on “Undergraduate 
Grade Definitions”: https://registrar.unc.edu/academic-services/grades/explanation-of-grading-

system/ 

 

Grade Disputes 

This is a class about arguments. If you seek to dispute the grade or criticism that I 

provide on any assignment, make the argument! Please draft a document according 

the following specifications. Any disputes you submit that do not follow these 

specifications will be ignored and no second appeals are permitted: 

1. Clearly indicate the item(s) you think were incorrectly assessed. 

2. Make the argument for why you believe the assessments are incorrect. 

3. State the desired outcome from this grade dispute. 

4. Don’t make any argumentative or course material errors. I 

reserve the right to lower your grade after this dispute if 

your plea is flawed in any way. 

5. Staple this document to the graded copy of the assignment in question. 

https://registrar.unc.edu/academic-services/grades/explanation-of-grading-system/
https://registrar.unc.edu/academic-services/grades/explanation-of-grading-system/
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6. Turn in the composite document to Professor Faulkner in class physically 

(not digitally). 

7. Note the “24-hour rule” which is that no inquiries or 

disputes concerning homework or exams are permitted 

until 24 hours after being turned back to you. 

8. Turn in all disputes within one week after the material is returned. 

9. Type and print this dispute. Do not write it by hand and do not email it to 

me or post it on Sakai. 

*In the event of a mathematical or technical error in grading, just simply point out that 

error to me personally and I will make the appropriate correction without the above 

procedure. 

 

 

Schedule of Class Meetings and Assignments 

The list of topics and assigned readings is subject to change depending upon current events and 

where the discussion “leads” us during the semester. Please complete readings/viewings before 
class.  

 

W 8/21 Introduction and Orientation to the Course 

 

F 8/23 Introduction to the Rhetoric of Social Movements 

King, “I Have a Dream” (1963) 
http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/mlkihaveadream.htm 

 

M 8/26 The Basics of Public(s) Vocabulary 

 Discussion of Kant, Habermas, and Dewey on the concept of “public.” No readings. 

 

W 8/28 What are social movements & how do we study them?  (“traditional” 
approaches) 

Anugwon, Edlyne, “Social Movements, Sociology Of.” in Encyclopedia of Activism and 

Social Justice, Gary L. Anderson and Lathryn G. Herr, eds.  (Sage Knowledge, 2007).  

Full text available through UNC Libraries. Within this longer essay, please read the 

following sections: 

o “Toward a Sociology of Social Movements” 

o “Types of Social Movements” 

o “Characteristics of Social Movements” 

o “The Social Structure of Social Movements” 

 

F 8/30 “Traditional” approaches (Continued) 

Power, Marcus.  “Social Movement,” in Encyclopedia of Human Geography, Barney 

Warf, ed.  (Sage Knowledge, 2006).  Full text available through UNC Libraries. 

 

M 9/2 Labor Day, No Class 

 

 

 

http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/mlkihaveadream.htm
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W 9/4 “Traditional” approaches (Continued) 

• Anugwon, Edlyne, “Social Movements, Sociology Of.” Please read the following section:  
“Theories and Approaches to the Study of Social Movements”  

• Jasper, James M. "The Art of Protest." In The Art of Moral Protest, p. 1-16. Chicago: 

University of Chicago Press, 1997. On Sakai. 

• PAPER 1 IS DUE 

 

F 9/6 Developing a Rhetorical Perspective 

Blair, Carole, Greg Dickinson and Brian L. Ott, “Introduction:  Rhetoric/Memory/Place” 
in Greg Dickinson, Carole Blair, and Brian L. Ott, eds., Places of Public Memory:  The 

Rhetoric of Museums and Memorials (Tuscaloosa:  The University of Alabama Press, 

2010). Please read pages 1-5.  On Sakai. 

 

M 9/9 Developing a Rhetorical Perspective (Continued) 

 Bitzer, Lloyd F., “The Rhetorical Situation,” Philosophy & Rhetoric, 1 (1968), p. 1-14.   

 Available through the Communication and Mass Media Complete database through UNC 

 Libraries 

 

W 9/11 Imagined Communities, Publics, and Counterpublics 

• Anderson, Benedict, Selection from Imagined Communities (London, New York:  Verso, 

2006).  On Sakai. 

• Discuss ideas for papers 

 

F 9/13 Imagined Communities, Publics, and Counterpublics (Continued) 

Warner, Michael, “Publics and Counterpublics (abbreviated version),” Quarterly Journal 

of Speech  88 (2002), p. 413-425.  Available through the Communication and Mass 

Media Complete database through the UNC Libraries. 

 

M 9/16 Imagined Communities, Publics, and Counterpublics (cont’d)  

           McGee, Michael C., “In Search of ‘The People’:  A Rhetorical Alternative,”                   
           The Quarterly Journal of Speech, 61 (1975), pp. 235-249. Available through the  

           Communication and Mass Media Complete database through the UNC Libraries. 

            

 

W 9/18 Changing Perspectives toward a “Rhetoric of Social Movements” 

            Simons, Herbert W., “Requirements, Problems, and Strategies:  A Theory of Persuasion 
for Social Movements,” Quarterly Journal of Speech 56 (1970), pp. 1-11. Available 

through the Communication and Mass Media Complete database through UNC Libraries. 

 PAPER 2 IS DUE 
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F 9/20 Changing Perspectives toward a “Rhetoric of Social Movements”  

• Stewart, Charles J., Craig Allen Smith, and Robert E. Denton, Jr., “The Life Cycle of 

Social Movements” and “Identification and Polarization in Social Movements,” in 
Stewart, Smith and Denton, Persuasion and Social Movements, 5th ed. (Prospect Heights, 

Ill: Waveland Press, 2007).  On Sakai. 

• Cathcart, Robert S., “New Approaches to the Study of Movements:  Defining Movements 
Rhetorically,” Western Speech 36 (1972), p. 82-88.  Available through the 

Communication and Mass Media Complete database through UNC Libraries. 

 

M 9/23 Case Study #1:  The Civil Rights Movement:  Laying the Foundation 

 

Condit, Celeste Michelle and Lucaites, John Louis, “The Rhetoric of Equality and the 
Expatriation of African-Americans, 1776-1826,” Communication Studies, 42 (1991), p. 

1-21.  Available through the Communication and Mass Media Complete database 

through UNC Libraries.   

 

W 9/25 Case Study #1:  The Civil Rights Movement: Discussion of Eyes on the Prize 

• WATCH Eyes on the Prize, Part I 

• Discussion of Civil Rights Movement from the sociological and rhetorical perspective 

based primarily, at this point, on viewings from Eyes on the Prize. 

 

F 9/27  Case Study #1:  The Civil Rights Movement: Discussion of Eyes on the Prize 

• WATCH Eyes on the Prize, Part II 

• Discussion of Civil Rights Movement from the sociological and rhetorical perspective 

based primarily, at this point, on viewings from Eyes on the Prize. 

 

M 9/30 Case Study #1:  The Civil Rights Movement: Discussion of Eyes on the Prize 

• WATCH Eyes on the Prize, Part III 

• Discussion of Civil Rights Movement from the sociological and rhetorical perspective 

based primarily, at this point, on viewings from Eyes on the Prize. 

 

W 10/2 Case Study #1:  The Civil Rights Movement: Discussion of Eyes on the Prize 

• WATCH Eyes on the Prize, Finish Part III 

• Discussion of Civil Rights Movement from the sociological and rhetorical perspective 

based primarily, at this point, on viewings from Eyes on the Prize. 

 

F  10/4 Case Study #1:  The Civil Rights Movement: Discussion of Eyes on the Prize 

• Discussion of Civil Rights Movement from the sociological and rhetorical perspective 

based primarily, at this point, on viewings from Eyes on the Prize. 
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M 10/7 Case Study #1: The Civil Rights Movement: The Importance of Bodies 

• Foster, Susan Leigh, “Choreographies of Protest,” Theatre Journal, 55 (2003), pp. 395-

412.  Available through JSTOR database through UNC Libraries. 

• Hendrickson, Paul, “The Ladies before Rosa:  Let Us now Praise Famous Women,” 
Rhetoric & Public Affairs, 8 (2005), pp. 287-298.  Available through the Communication 

and Mass Media Complete database through UNC Libraries.   

 

W 10/9 Case Study #1:  The Civil Rights Movement: The Importance of 

“Bombingham” (i.e., Birmingham) 

• King, Martin Luther Jr., “Letter from Birmingham Jail” (1963) http://mlk-

kpp01.stanford.edu/index.php/resources/article/annotated_letter_from_birmingham/.  

Please note the “Explanatory Note” at the bottom of the text from King’s letter. It is very 

helpful in providing information and context for many of the references within the text.  

• Berry, Edward, “Doing Time: King’s ‘Letter from Birmingham Jail,” Rhetoric & Public 

Affairs, 8 (2005), pp. 109-132.  Available through the Communication and Mass Media 

Complete database through UNC Libraries. 

 

F 10/11 Case Study #1:  The Civil Rights Movement: Revisiting King’s “I Have a 
Dream” 

• Review King’s “I Have a Dream Speech” 
http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/mlkihaveadream.htm 

• Vail, Mark, “The ‘Integrative’ Rhetoric of Martin Luther King Jr.’s ‘I Have a Dream,” 
Rhetoric & Public Affairs 9 (2006), pp.51-78. Available through the Communication and 

Mass Media Complete database through the UNC Libraries.  

 

M 10/14   Case Study #1:  The Civil Rights Movement: Exploring the Visual 

Harold, Christine and Kevin Michael DeLuca, “Behold the Corpse:  Violent Images and 
the Case of Emmett Till,” Rhetoric & Public Affairs, 8 (2005), pp. 263-286.  Available 

through the Communication and Mass Media Complete database through UNC Libraries.   

 

W 10/16 Case Study #1:  The Civil Rights Movement: It’s about more than “Rational” 
Discourse 

• Gallagher, Victoria and Kenneth S. Zagacki, “Visibility and Rhetoric:  The Power of 
Visual Images in Norman Rockwell’s Depictions of Civil Rights,”  Quarterly Journal of 

Speech, 91 (2005), pp. 175-200.  Available through the Communication and Mass Media 

Complete database through UNC Libraries.  

• Zagacki, Kenneth S. and Victoria Gallagher, “Visibility and Rhetoric:  Epiphanies and 
Transformations in the Life Photographs of the Selma Marches in 1965,” Rhetoric Society 

Quarterly, 37 (2007), pp. 113-135.  Available through the Communication and Mass 

Media Complete database through UNC Libraries. 

• PAPER 3 IS DUE 

 

F 10/18 Fall Break, No Class 

 

 

 

http://mlk-kpp01.stanford.edu/index.php/resources/article/annotated_letter_from_birmingham/
http://mlk-kpp01.stanford.edu/index.php/resources/article/annotated_letter_from_birmingham/
http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/mlkihaveadream.htm


10 
 

  

M 10/21 Case Study #1: The Civil Rights Movement: Dissenting Voices 

 

• Malcom X, “The Ballot or the Bullet,” (1964) 
http://www.edchange.org/multicultural/speeches/malcolm_x_ballot.html 

• Audio available on Youtube at: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CRNciryImqg 

• Blair, Carole and Neil Michel, “Reproducing Civil Rights:  The Rhetorical Performances 
of the Civil Rights Memorial,” Rhetoric Society Quarterly, 30 (2000), p. 31-55.  

Available through the Communication and Mass Media Complete database through UNC 

Libraries.   

 

W 10/23 Case Study #1: The Civil Rights Movement: Dissenting Voices (Cont) 

• Carmichael, Stokely, “Black Power,” (1966) 
http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/stokelycarmichaelblackpower.html  

(Note: Also has an audio link) 

• Stewart, Charles J., “The Evolution of a Revolution: Stokely Carmichael and the Rhetoric 

of Black Power,” Quarterly Journal of Speech, 83 (1997), pp. 429-446.  Available 

through the Communication and Mass Media Complete database through UNC Libraries.   

 

F 10/25 Case Study #1: The Civil Rights Movement: Voices of White Resistance 

Selection of readings on Sakai.  

 

M 10/28 Case Study #1: The Civil Rights Movement: It’s about more than “Rational” 
Discourse 

Gregg, Richard B., “The Ego-Function of Protest,” Philosophy & Rhetoric, 4 (1971), 

pp.71-91.  Available through the Academic Search Premier database through UNC 

Libraries. 

 

W 10/30 Case Study #1: The Civil Rights Movement: It’s about more than “Rational” 
Discourse (Cont) 

Jasper, James M., “The Emotions of Protest:  Affective and Reactive Emotions in and 
around Social Movements,” Sociological Forum, 13 (1998), pp. 397-424.  Available 

through the JSTOR database through UNC Libraries. 

 

F 11/1 Case Study #1: The Civil Rights Movement: It’s about more than “Rational” 
Discourse (Cont) 

Roy, William G., “How Social Movements Do Culture,” International Journal of 

Politics, Culture & Society, 23 (2010), pp. 85-98.  Available through the Academic 

Search Premier database through UNC Libraries. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.edchange.org/multicultural/speeches/malcolm_x_ballot.html
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CRNciryImqg
http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/stokelycarmichaelblackpower.html
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M 11/4 Case Study #1: The Civil Rights Movement: Bodies, Words, and the Struggle 

for Equality—Is It All about Memory? 

• Review Blair, Carole, Greg Dickinson and Brian L. Ott, “Introduction:  
Rhetoric/Memory/Place” in Greg Dickinson, Carole Blair, and Brian L. Ott, eds., Places 

of Public Memory:  The Rhetoric of Museums and Memorials (Tuscaloosa:  The 

University of Alabama Press, 2010). Please read pages 1-32.  Posted under “Resources” 
on Sakai. 

• Lucaites, John Louis and Celeste Michelle Condit, “Reconstructing <Equality>:  
Culturetypal and Counter-Cultural Rhetorics in the Martyred  Black Vision,” 
Communication Monographs, 57 (1990), pp. 5-24. 

 

W 11/6 Case Study #1: The Civil Rights Movement: Bodies, Words, and the Struggle 

for Equality—Is It All about Memory? (Cont) 

Blair, Carole and Neil Michel, “Reproducing Civil Rights: The Rhetorical Performances 

of the Civil Rights Memorial,” Rhetoric Society Quarterly, 30 (2000), pp. 31-55.  

Available through the Communication and Mass Media Complete database through UNC 

Libraries.   

*Materials for the remainder of the course have not yet been finalized.  

 

F 11/8 Case Study #2: The “Alt-Right” Movement: Conservatism 

 Edmund Burke’s Reflections on the Revolution in France (Selections on Sakai). 

M 11/11 Case Study #2: The “Alt-Right” Movement: Conservatism (Cont) 

Russell Kirk’s Prospects for Conservatives (in 4 parts, on Sakai)  

            “Ten Conservative Principles,”  
                        “The Best form of Government,”  
              “The Essence of conservatism” 

 William F. Buckley Jr, Up from Liberalism (Selections on Sakai) 

  

 

W 11/13 National Communication Association Conference, No Class  

 

F 11/15 National Communication Association Conference, No Class 

  

 

M 11/18 Case Study #2: The “Alt-Right” Movement: Conservatism (Cont) 

 John Burtka, Various Articles TBA 

Milo Yiannopoulos, “An Establishment Conservative’s Guide to the Alt-Right” 
https://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/03/29/an-establishment-conservatives-guide-to-the-

alt-right/  

Richard Spencer, Various Speeches TBA 

FINAL PAPER (PAPER 4) IS DUE 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/03/29/an-establishment-conservatives-guide-to-the-alt-right/
https://www.breitbart.com/tech/2016/03/29/an-establishment-conservatives-guide-to-the-alt-right/
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W 11/20 Rhetoric and Coalitional Politics 

• McGrath, Conor. “Coalition Building” (from Encyclopedia of Activism and Social 

Justice) link on Sakai. 

• Chávez, Karma. “Counter-Public Enclaves and Understanding the Function of Rhetoric 

in Social Movement Coalition Building” Communication Quarterly 59.1 (2011): 1-18. 

Available through the Communication and Mass Media Complete database through UNC 

Libraries.   

 

F 11/22 The Dark Side of Public Movements 

 Lippmann’s The Phantom Public, pages 3-29 & 44-52 (chapters 1, 2, & 4).  

 Posted on Sakai. 

  

M 11/25 The Dark Side of Public Movements (Cont) 

Excerpts from Nietzsche’s Genealogy of Morals, 1st Essay Sections 2, 4, 6-8, & 10.      

2nd Essay Sections 4-6. 3rd Essay Sections 11-13. Posted on Sakai.  

Listen to an overview here: https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b087rt4z. 

 

W 11/27 Thanksgiving, No Class 

 

F 11/29 Thanksgiving, No Class 

 

M 12/2 The New Nietzsche 

Excerpts from Nietzsche’s Genealogy of Morals, 1st Essay Sections 2, 4, 6-8, & 10.  

2nd Essay Sections 4-6. 3rd Essay Sections 11-13. Posted on Sakai.  

 

W 12/4 The New Nietzsche (Cont) 

Excerpts from Nietzsche’s Genealogy of Morals, 1st Essay Sections 2, 4, 6-8, & 10.  

2nd Essay Sections 4-6. 3rd Essay Sections 11-13. Posted on Sakai. 

 

YOUR FINAL EXAMINATION PERIOD IS Friday, December 13th from 12:00-3:00pm 

No student will be permitted to be absent from or to alter the schedule of the final 

examination without appropriate University approval.  

 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b087rt4z
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Communication Studies 170 

Rhetoric and Public Issues 

Fall 2017 

10:10 AM – 11:00 AM, Mondays, Wednesdays, & Fridays 

Graham Memorial, Room 0035 

Professor: Blake Faulkner  

Office Location: 303 Bingham Hall  

Office Hours: After class from 11 AM – 1 PM or by appointment.  

Contact Information: blakewf@live.unc.edu  

 

Course Information and Objectives 

COMM 170 explores basic theoretical concepts in rhetoric and their use in understanding, analyzing, 

and evaluating verbal, visual, and material symbols in public life. The study of rhetoric has been 

committed over the course of its long history to the proposition that communication is central to the 

political life of a collective, whether the ancient Greek polis (city-state) or the contemporary nation-

state. Rhetorical education has long been understood as crucial to citizenship, not only because of the 

skills it offers in advocacy but also because of its capacity for critical analysis of political 

communication and its influences. COMM 170 is the core course in the Rhetorical Studies 

concentration of Communication, intended as an introduction that prepares you for more advanced 

courses in the concentration or that familiarizes you with a basic understanding of rhetoric, as a 

supplement to other concentrations in Communication (or to other areas of the humanities and social 

sciences). Thus, in addition to its principal focus on theoretical concepts in rhetoric, it is an entry point 

to the culture of inquiry and argument that constitutes rhetorical studies. In this course, the goals are 

for you to: 

 

-understand rhetoric’s relationships to public culture and citizenship 

-learn various theories of rhetoric and their conceptual, practical, and critical implications 

-acquire an understanding of contingency and contexts as they give rise to rhetoric  

-develop facility in using a basic vocabulary of traditional and contemporary rhetorical concepts 

-cultivate your ability to analyze and critique rhetorical practices by placing them in “conversation” 
with theoretical concepts  

-enhance your skills in conducting research (in rhetoric, but applicable beyond) 

-improve your critical reading of academic research literature (in rhetoric, but applicable beyond) 

-further your ability to construct and write critical/analytical arguments based in theory and to follow 

the guidelines of a standard style manual (in rhetoric, but applicable beyond) 

 

Whatever your future goals may be, research skills, critical/analytic proficiency, and writing excellence 

are ever more crucial determinants of success. New technologies have inundated us with information 

and messages, and thus our abilities to locate the kinds of information we need and to evaluate 

messages are more important than they’ve ever been. Equally challenging are the ethical and political 
responsibilities that accompany the work of research, rhetorical analysis, and informed advocacy in a 

time of rapid change and contingency. Today, as in antiquity, rhetoric offers us ways to take up those 

challenges and others successfully and responsibly.  

 

Readings  

You are responsible for all of the readings posted on Sakai and listed on the schedule below. All 

readings are online.  

 

 

mailto:blakewf@live.unc.edu
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In-Class Lectures and Discussions 

You are responsible for the substance of class activities, as well as reading materials. That means you 

should come to class having read carefully the assigned readings and come ready with questions, 

arguments, pen, pencil, and paper. If you must be absent from class, it is your responsibility to obtain 

that day’s notes and announcements, etc. from another student in the class. 

 

Course Assignments and Evaluation 

 

500 points are possible in this course, and they are accumulated as follows:  

 

Participation           70 

 Attendance & Class Contributions 

Homework Assignments*         150  

 Five assignments—variable points (see assignments on Sakai)    

Weekly Quizzes                                                 130  

 13 total, 10 points each        

Final Exam           150 

 Comprehensive but with a focus on Sections 3-4      

             

Total points of 460-500 = A.  450-459 = A-.  445-449 = B+.  410-444 = B.  400-409 = B-. 

395-399 =  C+.  360-394 =  C.   350-359 =  C-.  345-349 =  D+.  295-344 =  D.  294/lower =  F 

 

*Homework Assignments Point Totals 

HW 1 = 35                                  

HW 1 = 40 

HW 2 = 30 

HW 4 = 45      

 

Course Policies 

The Learning Environment 

My goal is to facilitate a positive, supportive, and interactive learning environment. In an effort to do 

so, I encourage active exchange, both in the classroom and in individual meetings. The majority of our 

classroom time will be spent in lecture and follow-up discussions in which we apply principles from 

the readings and lectures. Therefore, we should all commit to participating fully and creating a safe and 

supportive environment for analysis and argument. The latter does not mean contentiousness, but 

thoughtful, reasoned inquiry and exchange.   

 

It is also important to recognize that discussion of contemporary rhetorical practice will inevitably 

encounter controversial issues, some of which, and the ways in which they are presented to the public, 

may be potentially offensive to some.  While unfortunate, that is of necessity a function of 

understanding the role of rhetorical practice within the public sphere and the ways in which different 

audiences respond. 

  

Attendance and Participation 

I expect you to attend class, and I will take attendance every time we meet. You will lose points if you 

have more than one unexcused absence (“Excused” means you have a doctor’s note for sickness, are a 
UNC athlete at a sporting event with documentation of said event, or have a death in the family, etc. 



 3 

“Unexcused” means basically everything else or you fail to tell me why you are absent). Learning is 

about engaging, not just about listening and reading. So, it’s important that you be present and that you 
participate in discussions. It is also important that you be prepared to do so knowledgeably, having 

completed the reading and/or viewing assignments. It is far more likely that you will do well in the 

course if you heed this advice. Many in the past have failed this course due to lack of attendance. I 

recognize that it’s sometimes difficult for some people to participate in discussions, especially in a 

lecture setting. But it’s important to try, because it will aid your learning process. I also understand that 
some of the reading is difficult, but it’s hard to ask questions or take up issues with something you 
haven’t read. If you must miss a class session, please arrange with a classmate to cover any missed 

material. You are still responsible for any material discussed in class while you are absent.  

 

Homework  

Homework assignments are due at or before the beginning of class on the due date designated on the 

syllabus. I will accept writing assignments early. I will not accept any late work. Any late 

assignment will be considered incomplete, given zero points, and given a grade of “F”. All written 

work must meet the following specifications, in addition to following the instructions on Sakai, in 

order to receive a passing grade: be typed, double-spaced, in 12 point Times New Roman font, with 

one inch margins (including top and bottom margins), and be emailed to my email address on-time: 

blakewf@live.unc.edu. Please email me Word Documents only. Hand-written and physical paper 

submissions will not be graded, and are considered late. 

 

The overall quality of your submitted work, as well as grammar, punctuation, proper citation 

format, etc., is considered in each grading matrix. Work that does not reflect such quality is 

subject to a minimum of one letter grade reduction.  

 

Also, please note the “24-hour rule” which is that no inquiries concerning graded homework or 

exams are permitted until 24 hours after being turned back to you from your instructor.  

Additionally, all inquiries must be submitted within one week after the material is returned. 

 

Quizzes & and Final Examination 

You will have a quiz roughly every week on the course readings and lecture materials. The quizzes 

could cover either that day’s subject matter, or the subjects previous, or both. The reason for these 

quizzes is because many (and sometimes most) students in this course either do not do the readings or 

drastically misunderstand them. As a result, you only have one examination in this course at the end of 

the semester and the quizzes are designed to prepare you for that exam. No students may use notes or 

any kind of memory aids in any way on any of the quizzes or the final exam.  

 

Grade Disputes 

This is a class about rhetoric. If you seek to dispute the grade or criticism that I provide on any 

assignment, make the argument! Please draft a document according the following specifications. Any 

disputes you submit that do not follow these specifications will be ignored and no second appeals are 

permitted:  

1. Clearly indicate the item(s) you think were incorrectly assessed.  

2. Make the argument for why you believe the assessments are incorrect.  

3. Clearly state the desired outcome from this grade dispute.  

4. Don’t make any logical or argumentative errors. I reserve the right to lower your grade after this 

dispute if your plea is flawed in any way (such as a further misunderstanding of the course material).  

5. Staple this document to the graded copy of the assignment in question.  

6. Turn in the composite document to Professor Faulkner in class physically (not digitally).  
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7. Note the “24-hour rule” which is that no inquiries or disputes concerning homework or exams are 
permitted until 24 hours after being turned back to you.  

8. Turn in all disputes within one week after the material is returned.  

9. Type and print this dispute. Do not write it by hand and do not email it to me.  

 

In the event of a mathematical or factual error in grading, just simply point out that error to me 

personally and I will make the appropriate correction. There is no need to file a formal dispute. 

 

Office Hours and Appointments  

I am willing to meet with you to discuss anything related to the course. I have regular office hours after 

class from 11 AM – 1 PM in Bingham 303, but I am able to make an appointment with you if you have 

a schedule conflict with my office hours. If you make an appointment, please keep it or let me know as 

early as possible that you will not be able to make it. Please note that emailing, coming to office hours, 

and/or having an office appointment are far superior options to speaking with me after class. After  

class exchanges are frequently rushed and usually not very productive. 

 

Equipment  

Please turn off your phone, computer, or other technological devices before class begins, and put them 

away. If you have an emergency need to use your phone or other device, please leave the classroom to 

do so. No students may use computers, phones, tablets, or other technological devices in class. 

The reasons for this policy are: 

1) Students abuse the privilege and distract other students as well as themselves  

2) Much recent research demonstrates the problematic nature of computerized note-taking  

3) This course emphasizes conceptual understanding (which hand-written note-taking frequently 

facilitates) more than mere memorization (which computer note-taking frequently facilitates)  

4) Participation in class tends to increase when computers are removed 

Please speak with me if you have further questions or need special accommodations.   

 

Incompletes  

A grade of Incomplete may be assigned only if the following conditions are met: (1) you have 

completed at least 70% of the graded work for the course, (2) you have secured my agreement about 

this option, and (3) there is an unanticipated emergency and/or an insurmountable obstacle to 

completing any unfinished work by the day of the final exam. Also, please note that late work is still 

not accepted under this option unless otherwise negotiated (with any negotiation being predicated upon 

exceptional and unexpected circumstances).   

 

Academic Integrity 

In completing assignments, you are expected to follow the University Honor Code, as described in the 

University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill Undergraduate Bulletin or online.  

 

Full acknowledgment must be made when you quote, paraphrase, or use the work of others. This 

is not optional.  It is illegal, unprofessional, and unethical to represent the intellectual labor of 

others as your own.  It is illegal because most such work is copyrighted. It is unprofessional 

because your reader should be able to easily find your sources by tracking your citations of 

them. It is unethical because it is exploitative of someone else’s work, and because it 

misrepresents it as your own.  Whether you’re quoting or even just summarizing or 
paraphrasing from a newspaper, a scholarly journal article, a film, a blog, or a book (or any 

other source), you are responsible for making sure that you have cited it  properly.  Homework 

assignments will be checked for possible instances of plagiarism.  
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For guidelines on proper documentation techniques, consult the MLA Handbook (currently in its 8th 

edition). Follow its directions assiduously. If you need more help, consult websites on MLA 

documentation, including the campus’ Writing Center site. If you do so, however, please understand 
that some such sites will not have been updated to the latest edition of the MLA Handbook. Also, be 

aware that digital citation generators work well only if you already know what information needs to be 

entered and within which categories. For that you simply have to familiarize yourself with the style 

manual. You should also be aware that the citations on the library’s website are frequently incorrect, 

and many of them are in the format of other style manuals (alternatives to MLA). So, cutting and 

pasting them into your work is not a good option.  

 

Course Schedule 

 

This schedule is subject to change depending on weather conditions (i.e., canceled classes from 

snow days), contemporary events, and possible substitute readings.  Please attend to 

announcements on Sakai and in class.  It is advisable to bring copies of readings with you. You should 

always bring the supplementary reading materials that will serve as examples (handouts, speeches, 

journal articles, etc.).  The course is divided into four sections. The first of these deals with rhetoric’s 
history and some basic concepts shared by most rhetoricians. Each of the sections 2-4 focuses on a 

different major theoretical understanding of rhetoric. These final three sections will explore 

developments in rhetorical theory and practice from classical approaches to the more contemporary. 

 

Full source citations to scholarly works posted on Sakai or that you will need to find on the library’s 
website may be found at the end of the syllabus. They’re marked with an asterisk (*) in this schedule.  
 

 Section 1: Rhetoric’s Western Origin Story and Basic Concepts 

 

W 8/22 Course Orientation and Overview 

  READ: Syllabus  

 

F 8/24  Rhetoric and Public Issues—Beginning the Exploration 

  READ: Syllabus 

 

M 8/27  Introduction to Rhetoric: Definitions and Theoretical Emphases   

READ: *Hauser, “The Eventfulness of Rhetoric,” (posted on Sakai); *Blair, Dickinson, 

and Ott, “Introduction,” pp. 1-5 (posted on Sakai)  

Quiz 1 

 

W 8/29  The Origins of Rhetoric in the Ancient Greek Polis READ:  *Bizzell and Herzberg, 

  “Classical Rhetoric: Introduction,” pp. 19-25.  Posted on Sakai. 

  READ AND BRING TO CLASS: Gorgias, “Encomium of Helen.” Posted on Sakai. 

 

F 8/31   Rhetoric’s Magic and Its Ethical Dangers: Plato’s Challenges to Rhetoric 

READ AND BRING TO CLASS: “Plato on Rhetoric” [selection from Gorgias] at this 

link, and Selections from Phaedrus on Sakai 

 

M 9/3  Labor Day, No Class 

 

http://www.americanrhetoric.com/platoonrhetoric.htm
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W 9/5  (Continued) Rhetoric’s Magic and Its Ethical Dangers: Plato’s Challenges to 

Rhetoric 

READ AND BRING TO CLASS: “Plato on Rhetoric” [selection from Gorgias] at this 

link, and Selections from Phaedrus on Sakai 

  Quiz 2 

 

F 9/7  Aristotle’s Response to Plato  

  READ: Aristotle’s Rhetoric Book 1: chs. 1-3 at this link.  

 

M 9/10  (Continued) Aristotle’s Response to Plato  

  READ: Aristotle’s Rhetoric Book 1: chs. 1-3 at this link.   

  Quiz 3 

 

W 9/12 Rhetoric and Publics 

 READ: *Jasinski, “Public Sphere,” posted on Sakai; *Warner, Michael, “Publics and 
Counterpublics (abbreviated version),” Available through UNC Libraries 

database.  

 

F 9/14  Rhetoric and Publics (cont’d) 

 READ: Betty Ford’s Speech to the American Cancer Society at this link.  

 REVIEW:  Jasinski, “Public Sphere,” and Warner, “Publics and Counterpublics 
(abbreviated version) 

 

M 9/17  Contextuality and Temporality: Defining Characteristics of Rhetoric? 

 READ: *Bitzer, Lloyd F., “The Rhetorical Situation,” Philosophy & Rhetoric, 1 

(1968), pp. 1-14.   

 

READ AND BRING TO CLASS: President George W. Bush’s “9/11 Address to the 
Nation”: text available at this link. Video available at this link.  

Please Note:  Again, there are several versions of this posted. You should view the 

version from the night of 9/11 which runs about 4 minutes and 40 seconds.  

DUE: Homework Assignment #1 

Quiz 4 

  

W 9/19 (Continued) Contextuality and Temporality: Defining Characteristics of Rhetoric? 

 READ: *Bitzer, Lloyd F., “The Rhetorical Situation,” Philosophy & Rhetoric, 1 

(1968), pp. 1-14.   

 

READ AND BRING TO CLASS: President George W. Bush’s “9/11 Address to the 
Nation”: text available at this link. Video available at this link.  

Please Note:  Again, there are several versions of this posted. You should view the 

version from the night of 9/11 which runs about 4 minutes and 40 seconds.  

 

F 9/21   Genre: Recurrent Form as a Defining Characteristic of Rhetoric?  

  READ: *Campbell and Jamieson, “Form and Genre,” pp. 14-21. Posted on Sakai.  

REVIEW: Aristotle’s Rhetoric, Book 1: ch. 3 at this link.  

 

 

 

http://www.americanrhetoric.com/platoonrhetoric.htm
http://classics.mit.edu/Aristotle/rhetoric.html
http://classics.mit.edu/Aristotle/rhetoric.html
http://www.fordlibrarymuseum.gov/library/bbfspeeches/751107.asp
http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/gwbush911addresstothenation.htm
https://video.search.yahoo.com/search/video;_ylt=AwrBT.AkF3VYEbYAFSFXNyoA;_ylu=X3oDMTE0ZzkzZDk3BGNvbG8DYmYxBHBvcwMxBHZ0aWQDQjI4MjNfMQRzZWMDcGl2cw--?p=bush+9%2F11+speech&fr2=piv-web&fr=aaplw#id=9&vid=9deac1fa5ff8a0bd182e669a4b7c7bdb&action=view
http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/gwbush911addresstothenation.htm
https://video.search.yahoo.com/search/video;_ylt=AwrBT.AkF3VYEbYAFSFXNyoA;_ylu=X3oDMTE0ZzkzZDk3BGNvbG8DYmYxBHBvcwMxBHZ0aWQDQjI4MjNfMQRzZWMDcGl2cw--?p=bush+9%2F11+speech&fr2=piv-web&fr=aaplw#id=9&vid=9deac1fa5ff8a0bd182e669a4b7c7bdb&action=view
http://classics.mit.edu/Aristotle/rhetoric.html
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M 9/24  (Continued) Genre: Recurrent Form as a Defining Characteristic of Rhetoric?  

  READ: *Campbell and Jamieson, “Form and Genre,” pp. 14-21. Posted on Sakai.  

REVIEW: Aristotle’s Rhetoric, Book 1: ch. 3 at this link.  

  Quiz 5 

 

W 9/26 Roman Elaborations and Additions to Greek Rhetoric 

READ: *Bizzell and Herzberg, “Classical Rhetoric: Introduction,” pp. 32-39. Posted on 

 Sakai.  

 

F 9/28  (Continued) Roman Elaborations and Additions to Greek Rhetoric 

READ: *Bizzell and Herzberg, “Classical Rhetoric: Introduction,” pp. 32-39. Posted on 

 Sakai.  

 

Section 2: Rhetoric as Strategic Action 

 

M 10/1  Aristotle’s Means of Persuasion: Ethos 

READ: *Hauser, “Ethos and the Habits of Life,” pp. 149-159. 

(LISTEN TO OR WATCH IF YOU WISH) and BRING TO CLASS: President 

Barak Obama’s “Farewell Address to the Nation” speech delivered January 10, 2017.  

Text of the speech is available at this link. Video available at this link. 

Please Note: There are several versions available but the one from the Public 

Broadcasting Corporation is clear. The actual speech begins about 2:20 into the video. 

  

  REVIEW: Aristotle’s Rhetoric Book 1: ch. 2 at this link.       

  Quiz 6 

 

W 10/3 Aristotle’s Means of Persuasion: Pathos 

  VIEW: Kent State photograph by John Paul Filo—Google: Kent State Photograph 

  READ AND BRING TO CLASS: *Hariman and Lucaites article  

    

F 10/5  Aristotle’s Means of Persuasion: Logos 

  REVIEW: Aristotle’s Rhetoric Book 1: chs. 1 and 2 at this link. 

 

M 10/8  Aristotle’s Means of Persuasion: Logos / Toulmin’s Model of Everyday Argument 

  READ: *Hauser pp. 264-268. Posted on Sakai. 

  READ AND BRING TO CLASS: Argument Exercises worksheet on Sakai 

DUE: Homework Assignment #2 

  Quiz 7 

 

W 10/10 (Continued) Toulmin’s Model of Everyday Argument 
  REVIEW: *Hauser, pp. 264-268. Posted on Sakai. 

  READ AND BRING TO CLASS: Argument Exercises worksheet on Sakai 

 

F 10/12 University Day, No Class. Go to a ceremony? 

 

 

 

 

http://classics.mit.edu/Aristotle/rhetoric.html
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/01/10/remarks-president-farewell-address
https://video.search.yahoo.com/search/video?fr=aaplw&p=obama%27s+farewell+address#id=2&vid=5e28ecb501404aed486c20986fbffe1d&action=view
http://classics.mit.edu/Aristotle/rhetoric.html
http://classics.mit.edu/Aristotle/rhetoric.html
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Section 3: Rhetoric as Meaning Making 

 

M 10/15 Rhetoric, Language, and Meaning: Twentieth-Century Analytics 

REVIEW: *Hauser,  “The Eventfulness of Rhetoric,” especially pp. 8-11.  Posted on 

Sakai. 

  READ: *Hauser, “Metaphor,” pp. 236-241. Posted on Sakai. 

  READ & BRING TO CLASS: and Martin Luther King, Jr., “I Have a  
    Dream” on this link. 

   Also see video link as previously assigned for first homework assignment. 

  Quiz 8 

 

W 10/17 Rhetoric, Language, and Meaning: Structuralism, Myth, and Archetype 

READ: Structuralism handout on Sakai; and *Dorsey and Harlow article available 

through UNC Libraries database. 

 

F 10/19 Fall Break, No Class 

 

M 10/22 (Continued) Rhetoric, Language, and Meaning: Structuralism, Myth, and 

Archetype 

READ: Structuralism handout on Sakai; and *Dorsey and Harlow article available 

through UNC Libraries database. 

  Quiz 9 

 

W 10/24  Dramatism and Symbolic Action 

READ: *Hauser, “Acting with Language,” pp. 201-218.  Posted on Sakai.  *Solomon 

article available through UNC Libraries database. 

Due: Homework Assignment #3 

   

 

F 10/26 Dramatism and Symbolic Action 

  REVIEW: *Hauser, “Acting with Language.” 

READ AND BRING TO CLASS: *Tonn, Endress, and Diamond article available 

through UNC Libraries database  

 

Section 4: Rhetoric as Operator and/or Object of Power 

 

M 10/29 Transformations in Rhetorical Theory / Ideology and Power 

 READ: Lye, “Ideology: A Brief Guide” at this link. 

  READ AND BRING TO CLASS: *Buescher and Ono article on Sakai    

  Quiz 10 

 

W 10/31 Ideology and Power (continued) 

  READ:  *Jasinski, “Ideograph.” Posted on Sakai. 

 REVIEW: Lye, “Ideology: A Brief Guide” at this link. 

 

  REVIEW AND BRING TO CLASS: *Buescher and Ono article on Sakai    

 

http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/mlkihaveadream.htm
https://academic.uprm.edu/laviles/id218.htm
https://academic.uprm.edu/laviles/id218.htm
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F 11/2  Contesting Traditions: Poststructuralism and Its Rethinking of Symbol, Situation,  

  Work, and Author 

READ AND BRING TO CLASS: “Post-Structuralism Summary” Posted on Sakai. 
*Jasinski, “Overdetermination”; and *Barthes, “The Death of the Author” all 
posted on Sakai 

 

M 11/5  (Continued) Contesting Traditions: Poststructuralism and Its Rethinking of  

Symbol, Situation, Work, and Author 

READ AND BRING TO CLASS: “Post-Structuralism Summary” Posted on Sakai.  
*Jasinski, “Overdetermination”; and *Barthes, “The Death of the Author” all 
posted on Sakai 

Quiz 11 

 

W 11/7 National Communication Association Convention, No Class 

 

F 11/9  National Communication Association Convention, No Class 

 

M 11/12 Materialism, Materiality, and the Body 

  READ AND BRING TO CLASS: *Blair essay on Sakai 

  DUE: Homework Assignment #4 

 

W 11/14 Foucault on Power, Knowledge, and Discourse 

  READ AND BRING TO CLASS: *Foucault, “The Discourse on Language.” Posted 

   on Sakai 

 

F 11/16 (Continued) Foucault on Power, Knowledge, and Discourse 

  READ AND BRING TO CLASS: *Foucault, “The Discourse on Language.” Posted 
   on Sakai 

 

M 11/19  Old Meets New: Enthymemes, Texts, Displaced Authorship and Power  

READ and BRING TO CLASS: *Blair, Balthrop, and Michel article, available 

through UNC Libraries database. 

  Quiz 12 

 

W 11/21 Thanksgiving Break, No Class 

 

F 11/23 Thanksgiving Break, No Class 

 

M 11/26 Thanksgiving Break, No Class 

 

W 11/28 Rhetoric and Science 

READ AND BRING TO CLASS: Ceccarelli, Leah, “Manufactured Scientific 
Controversy: Science, Rhetoric, and Public Debate” –UNC Library Database  

 

F 11/30 The Phantom Public: Questioning “The Public” 

READ AND BRING TO CLASS: Lippmann’s The Phantom Public, pages 3-29 & 44-

52 (chapters 1, 2, & 4). 
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M 12/3  Review for Final Exam 

  Quiz 13 

 

W 12/5 Review for Final Exam 

 

F 12/14 8:00 AM Final Examination. Same room. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Publication Information for Journal Articles and Book Chapters 

 

Barthes, Roland. “The Death of the Author.” Image-Music-Text. Ed. and Trans. Stephen Heath. New 

York: Hill and Wang, 1977. 142-148. Print. [posted on Sakai] 

 

Bitzer, Lloyd F., “The Rhetorical Situation,” Philosophy & Rhetoric, 1 (1968), pp. 1-14.  [Locate on 

library website]. 

 

Bizzell, Patricia and Bruce Herzberg. The Rhetorical Tradition: Readings from Classical Times to the 

Present. 2d Ed. Boston: Bedford/St. Martin’s, 2001. [posted on Sakai] 

 

Blair, Carole. "Contemporary U.S. Memorial Sites as Exemplars of Rhetoric's Materiality." Rhetorical 

Bodies. Ed. Jack Selzer and Sharon Crowley. Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 1999. 16-

57. Print. [posted on Sakai] 

 

Blair, Carole, V. William Balthrop, and Neil Michel. “The Arguments of the Tombs of the Unknown: 
Relationality and National Legitimation.” Argumentation 25.4 (2011): 449-468.  [Locate on 

library website]. 

 

Blair, Carole, Greg Dickinson, and Brian L. Ott, “Introduction: Rhetoric/Memory/Place.” Places of 

Public Memory: The Rhetoric of Museums and Memorials. Ed. Greg Dickinson, Carole Blair, 

and Brian L. Ott. Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama Press, 2010. [posted on Sakai] 

 

Buescher, Derek T., and Kent A. Ono.  “Civilized Colonialism: Pocahontas as Neocolonial Rhetoric.”  
Women’s Studies in Communication 19.2 (1996): 127-153. Print.  [posted on Sakai] 

 

Campbell, Karlyn Kohrs, and Kathleen Hall Jamieson. "Form and Genre in Rhetorical Criticism: An 

Introduction."  Form and Genre: Shaping Rhetorical Action. Ed. Karlyn Kohrs Campbell and 
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Kathleen Hall Jamieson. Falls Church, VA: Speech Communication Association. 1977. [posted 

on Sakai] 

 

Dorsey, Leroy G., and Rachel M. Harlow. “’We Want Americans Pure and Simple’: Theodore 
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COMM 171: Argumentation and Debate 

Spring 2018 – Professor Blake Faulkner | blakewf@live.unc.edu 

Class time: M/W/F 10:10 am – 11:00 am Class location: Murphy 104 

Office hours: M/W/F 11:00 am – 1 pm Office location: Bingham 303 

Purpose of the Course 

Public debate is a political and educational tradition with roots in Ancient Greece and the earliest 

European universities. Advocates of public debate stress its importance to democracy and good 

decision-making, while detractors argue that it is a practice in sophistry and nihilism. The 

purpose of this class is to explore the theory and practice of argumentation and debate as an 

instrument of discourse and intellect, a method for improved deliberation and decision-making, 

and a template for portable skills useful in other academic and professional pursuits. 

Textbook and Class Readings 

There is no required textbook for this class. All readings will be found on SAKAI, on the UNC 

article database, or online. It is important that you come to class having read all assigned 

material since class time will be focused on discussion and exercises. I reserve the right to give 

pop quizzes periodically if I detect the class isn’t doing the reading. 

Attendance and Participation 15% 

I expect you to attend class, and I will take attendance every time we meet. You will lose points 

if you have more than one unexcused absence (“Excused” means you have a doctor’s note for 
sickness, are a UNC athlete at a sporting event, have a death in the family, etcetera. “Unexcused” 
means basically everything else or you fail to tell me why you are absent). Especially for the 

debates, you will be severely penalized if you miss class because it hurts your other classmates 

that show up. When we are discussing ideas, you are expected to participate by having read the 

materials, ask questions, respond to the lectures, take notes, etcetera. Everyone in the class will 

receive the same discussion grade (which is based on class experience), but attendance and 

activities will of course vary from person to person. Many in the past have failed this course 

due to lack of attendance. You are still responsible for any material discussed in class while 

you were absent. I will sometimes have extra-credit opportunities for those who attend class. 

7.5% of this grade is simply showing up to class and discussing the readings, participating in 

general. The other half, 7.5%, is doing the In-Class Argument, discussed below.  

In-Class Argument: You must choose a day in which you will not only do the readings assigned 

to everyone, but also do some additional reading on the subject. You will then use that extra 

reading to make an argument in class about the material. You can agree with the material, 

disagree with it, take it into a different direction, or you can take issue with my interpretation of 

the readings and have an argument with me (I will not mind in the slightest). I enjoy civil 

argumentative clash in the classroom, and this is your opportunity to create and direct such clash 

such that it is productive for everyone. You may not choose any day before the Aristotle 

readings (because we’ll have no readings before that) or any day after the Nietzsche readings 

(because then we’ll be done with the content portion of the class). No more than two people 

may do this assignment on the same day. This is a first-come-first-serve assignment in 

terms of who takes which days. Please let me know as soon as possible. If I do not know 

mailto:blakewf@live.unc.edu
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what day you choose, and slots run out, you will receive zero points for this assignment.  

Impromptu Debates: These will be class periods where you will debate with each other (or 

myself), but you will not know ahead of time what you are arguing about. I will provide the 

parameters, time-limits, subjects, and propositions. The point of these exercises is to get you 

used to debating and thinking on your feet, and making quick use of what you already know. 

These will mostly be used to if we get through the material faster than the syllabus indicates. 

Assignments and Evaluation 

 

 Attendance & Participation 15% Argument Analysis Paper 10% 

Case and Refutation Paper 15% Midterm Exam 15% 

Fallacy Quiz 10% Short Debate 15% 

Parliamentary Debate (Final) 20%   

 

Assignment Guidelines 

   

Homework assignments are due at or before the beginning of class on the due date designated 

on the syllabus. I will accept writing assignments early. Late work will be subject to a 

reduction of one letter grade per day. I will accept nothing that is 7 days late or more. All 

written work must meet the following specifications, in addition to following the instructions 

on Sakai, in order to receive a passing grade: be typed, double-spaced, in 12 point Times New 

Roman font, with one inch margins (including top and bottom margins), and be emailed to my 

email address on-time: blakewf@live.unc.edu. Please email me Word Documents only. 

Hand-written and physical paper submissions will not be graded, and are considered late. 

The overall quality of your submitted work, as well as grammar, punctuation, proper citation 

format, etc., is considered in each grading matrix. Work that does not reflect such quality is 

subject to a minimum of one letter grade reduction.  

Argument & Analysis Paper 10% 

Identify an argument that you have encountered in a newspaper, magazine, website, or other 

source and provide an analysis and evaluation of that argument. This paper should be 5 pages 

(excluding citations) and will focus upon how the argument is constructed and on the materials 

used for support. It should also consider the audience as well as the specific sphere within which 

the argument occurs. Finally, provide your assessment as to the quality of the argument using the 

concepts from the course. 

Case & Refutation Paper 15% 

Select a public issue and outline the case you would make to support it and identify the audience 

you are seeking to influence. This paper should be 5 pages (excluding citations). In doing so, you 

should also indicate briefly the evidence you would incorporate into the case for support. Finally, 

you should also construct the counter-arguments (or refutation) that you anticipate would be 

made in response—along with a brief indication of how you would respond to that refutation. 

Your grade will be based upon the quality of the case and evidence you provide as well as the 

thoroughness of counter-arguments. 

 

mailto:blakewf@live.unc.edu
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Grade Disputes 

This is a class about arguments. If you seek to dispute the grade or criticism that I provide on any 

assignment, make the argument! Please draft a document according the following specifications. 

Any disputes you submit that do not follow these specifications will be ignored and no second 

appeals are permitted: 

1. Clearly indicate the item(s) you think were incorrectly assessed. 

2. Make the argument for why you believe the assessments are incorrect. 

3. State the desired outcome from this grade dispute. 

4. Don’t make any logical or argumentative errors. I reserve the right to lower your grade 

after this dispute if your plea is flawed in any way (logical or otherwise). 

5. Staple this document to the graded copy of the assignment in question. 

6. Turn in the composite document to Professor Faulkner in class physically (not digitally). 

7. Note the “24-hour rule” which is that no inquiries or disputes concerning homework or 

exams are permitted until 24 hours after being turned back to you. 

8. Turn in all disputes within one week after the material is returned. 

9. Type and print this dispute. Do not write it by hand and do not email it to me. 

*In the event of a mathematical or technical error in grading, just simply point out that error to me personally 

and I will make the appropriate correction without the above procedure. 

 

Midterm Exam 15% 

This is the only exam you will have in the course because your “final exam” is your 
parliamentary debate discussed below. You may not use any notes or aids of any kind for this 

exam. The midterm will be on the first half of the course in which we discuss the nature of 

argumentation, propositions, audience analysis, and the like. It will consist of multiple choice, 

short answer, and essay questions. Please bring bluebooks to this exam. 

Logic Quiz 10% 

This large quiz will test your comprehension and understanding of formal reasoning (logic) and 

your ability to recognize errors in that reasoning (fallacies). You may not use any notes or aids of 

any kind for this quiz. It will consist of a list of words that you must define in a couple of 

sentences, and a list of statements that you must briefly identify as sound or unsound and then 

explain why in a paragraph or less. 

Short Debate 15%  

In this assignment, students will break into groups of four. Together, the groups will come up 

with a single controversy, phrased as a debatable resolution/proposition. The controversy should 

be balanced, timely, and clearly defined. Each student should choose a partner and then choose 

either Pro or Con for their team to argue about the resolution. They will debate their group’s 
controversy in front of the class. The debate format will proceed as follows: 

• 3 minute pro first speech 

• 3 minute con first speech 

• 2 minute pro rebuttal 

• 2 minute con rebuttal 
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Parliamentary Debate: 20% 

The whole course builds up to this debate, so it will act as your “final exam”. I will be looking to 
see if you make use/misuse of any of the ideas in our course materials, whether intentional or 

not. For example, you could lose points by committing a fallacy that we’ve discussed, but you 
could also lose points by misusing a fallacy to dismiss someone else’s argument. On the flip 
side, you will clearly demonstrate understanding of the material if you use ideas well. Real tests 

of debate and argument are actual instances of debates and arguments, so it makes more sense to 

me to make your final exam a real debate, rather than a traditional examination.  

• 7 minute pro speech (Prime Minister) 

• 8 minute con speech (Leader of the Opposition) 

• 8 minute pro speech (Member of the Government) 

• 8 minute con speech (Member of the Opposition) 

• 4 minute con rebuttal (Leader of the Opposition) 

• 5 minute pro rebuttal (Prime Minister) 

Grading Scale 

 
94-100% A 90-93% A- 87-89% B+ 84-86% B 80-83% B- 77-79% C+ 
74-76% C 70-73% C- 67-69% D+ 64-66% D 60-63% D- 0-60% F 

What Grades Mean 

Grading is a form of communication between instructors and students. This means that you 

should view each grade that you receive as part of an ongoing learning process. With that in 

mind, a grade of C means that you completed the assignment adequately and according to the 

given guidelines, demonstrating some competence with the concepts. A B means that you 

executed the assignment thoroughly, using well-reasoned analysis, and demonstrating more than 

cursory understanding of the concepts. An A does not mean you have completed all of the 

requirements. That’s a C. An A means that your work demonstrates a deep understanding of the 

concepts, an attention to detail, and well-reasoned and well-executed analysis. Ds and Fs mean 

that you did not complete the assignment, did not follow directions, and/or did not demonstrate 

competence, and/or employ language. Many students seem surprised to find out what grades 

mean. If you have further questions read more about how UNC defines grades at this link and 

click on “Undergraduate Grade Definitions”: https://registrar.unc.edu/academic-

services/grades/explanation-of-grading-system/  

Course Policies 

• Be polite and respectful to other students. The class encourages argument, of course, but 

argument and abuse are not the same thing. 

• Electronics of any kind are not permitted (phone, laptop, tablet, iPod, etcetera), and 

use of electronics will hurt your participation grade. The ONLY time electronics are 

permitted in the course is during some of our class periods in which you will do research 

for a debate, and only after you have received explicit permission from the instructor to 

do so. If you have a learning/physical need that requires the use of an electronic 

device to take notes in class, then speak with me and I will reserve a seat in the first 

row of the classroom for you. 

• The UNC honor code will be in effect for the duration of this course 

 

https://registrar.unc.edu/academic-services/grades/explanation-of-grading-system/
https://registrar.unc.edu/academic-services/grades/explanation-of-grading-system/
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• At UNC, plagiarism is defined as the “deliberate or reckless representation of another’s 
words, thoughts, or ideas as one’s own without attribution in connection with submission 
of academic work, whether graded or otherwise.” Please be sure that you have read and 
understand the UNC-CH writing center’s handout on plagiarism. If you have any 
questions concerning this document or plagiarism in general, be certain that you get them 

answered. Please note that plagiarism is grounds for automatic failure of this course. 

http://writingcenter.unc.edu/handouts/plagiarism 

• The instructor will facilitate the accommodation of this course to make it more accessible 

for students who use Accessibility Resources. UNC-CH facilitates the implementation of 

reasonable accommodations, including resources and services for students with 

disabilities, chronic medical conditions, a temporary disability or pregnancy 

complications resulting in difficulties with accessing learning opportunities. All 

accommodations are coordinated through the Accessibility Resources and Service Office. 

A student is welcome to initiate the registration process at any time, however, the process 

can take time. ARS is particularly busy in the run-up to final exams. Students submitting 

Self-ID forms at that time are unlikely to have their accommodations honored until the 

next semester. Visit their website at http://accessibility.unc.edu for more information. 

• This course has a heavy emphasis on speaking in public. If a student requires assistance 

or accommodation due to any range of issues including speaking English as a foreign 

language, speech impediments like stuttering, and/or public anxiety please see the 

instructor to ensure that the student receives the necessary accommodations. 
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Course Schedule 

 

Day Subject Reading/Notes 

W 1/9 Course Introduction This syllabus 

F 1/11 Basic Argument 1 No reading 

M 1/14 Basic Argument 2 No reading 

W 1/16 Ancient Argument 1 Aristotle’s Rhetoric: Book I, Sections 1-3: 
http://classics.mit.edu/Aristotle/rhetoric.1.i.html 

F 1/18 Ancient Argument 2 Logos 
Finish Aristotle reading if you haven’t already 

                      M 1/21  No Class No Class. MLK Day 

W 1/23 The Toulmin Model 1 Toulmin, The Uses of Argument, pgs. 1-15, 87-100 

F 1/25 The Toulmin Model 2 Toulmin, The Uses of Argument, pgs. 1-15, 87-100 

M 1/28 Public Argument 1 Warner, Michael, “Publics and Counterpublics 
(abbreviated version),” Quarterly Journal of Speech 88 

(2002), pp. 413-425. Available through the 

Communication and Mass Media 
Complete database through the UNC Libraries. 

W 1/30 Public Argument 2 Warner, Michael, “Publics and Counterpublics 
(abbreviated version),” Quarterly Journal of Speech 88 

(2002), pp. 413-425. Available through the 

Communication and Mass Media 

Complete database through the UNC Libraries. 

F 2/1 Political Argument 1 Asen, Robert, et al, “’The Research Says’: Definitions 
and Uses of a Key Policy Term in Federal Law and Local 
School Board Deliberations” – UNC Library Database 

M 2/4 Political Argument 2 Asen, Robert, et al, “’The Research Says’: Definitions 
and Uses of a Key Policy Term in Federal Law and Local 
School Board Deliberations” – UNC Library Database 

W 2/6 Scientific Argument 1 Ceccarelli, Leah, “Manufactured Scientific Controversy: 
Science, Rhetoric, and Public Debate” –UNC Library 

Database 

F 2/8 Scientific Argument 2 

A & A Paper Due 

Ceccarelli, Leah, “Manufactured Scientific Controversy: 
Science, Rhetoric, and Public Debate” –UNC Library 

Database 

M 2/11 The Phantom Public 1  Lippmann’s The Phantom Public, pages 3-29 & 44-52     

 (chapters 1, 2, & 4). Posted on Sakai. 
W 2/13 The Phantom Public 2  Lippmann’s The Phantom Public, pages 3-29 & 44-52  

 (chapters 1, 2, & 4). Posted on Sakai. 

F 2/15  The Phantom Public 3 Seife, 1-38; 223-242 
Ellenberg, “There Is no such Thing as Public Opinion” 
Posted on Sakai. 

                  M 2/18     The Phantom Public 4   Seife, 1-38; 223-242. Ellenberg, “There Is no such Thing   
  as Public Opinion” Posted on Sakai. 

http://classics.mit.edu/Aristotle/rhetoric.1.i.html
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W 2/20     Contextual Argument Bitzser, Loyd F., “The Rhetorical Situation,” 1968. UNC 
Library Database.  

F 2/22     Contextual Argument   Bitzser, Loyd F., “The Rhetorical Situation,” 1968. UNC    
  Library Database. 

M 2/25 Smart Argument Richard Weaver’s two chapters from The Ethics of 
Rhetoric. Posted on Sakai.  

W 2/27          Smart Argument   Richard Weaver’s two chapters from The Ethics of   

  Rhetoric. Posted on Sakai. 
F 3/1       Moral Argument Excerpts from Nietzsche’s Genealogy of Morals, 1st Essay 

Sections 2, 4, 6-8, & 10. 2nd Essay Sections 4-6.  
3rd Essay Sections 11-13. Posted on Sakai.  
Listen to an overview here: 
https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b087rt4z. 

M 3/4      Moral Argument  
  Choose Short Debate Date    

 Excerpts from Nietzsche’s Genealogy of Morals, 1st Essay    
 Sections 2, 4, 6-8, & 10. 2nd Essay Sections 4-6.  
 3rd Essay Sections 11-13. Posted on Sakai.  

W 3/6 Moral Argument 
         C & F Paper Due 

 Excerpts from Nietzsche’s Genealogy of Morals, 1st Essay    

 Sections 2, 4, 6-8, & 10. 2nd Essay Sections 4-6.  

 3rd Essay Sections 11-13. Posted on Sakai. 
       F,MWF, 8th-15th No class, Spring Break No class, Spring Break 

M 3/18 Review for Midterm & 
Logic Quiz 

 

W 3/20 Midterm Exam  

F 3/22 Midterm Exam  

M 3/25 Logic Quiz  

W 3/27 Logic Quiz 

  Choose Parli Debate Date  

 

F 3/29  Research/Practice Day Bring electronic devices (laptop, tablet, etc) 

M 4/1   Research/Practice Day Bring electronic devices (laptop, tablet, etc) 

W 4/3 Research/Practice Day Bring electronic devices (laptop, tablet, etc) 

F 4/5 Short Debates  

M 4/8     Short Debates  

W 4/10     Short Debates  

                     F 4/12 Research/Practice Day Bring electronic devices (laptop, tablet, etc) 

M 4/15 Research/Practice Day Bring electronic devices (laptop, tablet, etc) 

W 4/17 Research/Practice Day Bring electronic devices (laptop, tablet, etc) 

F 4/19 Holiday No Class Holliday No Class 

M 4/22 Final Exam  

W 4/24 Final Exam  

F 4/26 Final Exam  

Monday 4/29 8:00AM 11:00AM Final Exam  

 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b087rt4z
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Public Speaking 

Communication Studies 113.003 

Summer II 2018 Monday-Friday, 8-9:30 a.m. 

Room: Bingham Hall, Room 208  

Professor: Blake Faulkner  

Email: blakewf@live.unc.edu  

Office Hours: By appointment, but generally anytime in the morning after class. Bingham 303. 

Course Rationale 

Strong public speaking skills will greatly benefit you in virtually any enterprise. Whether it be an 

academic presentation, job interview, or business meeting, you will find the ability to cogently 

argue and compellingly present yourself is an invaluable and practical skill. The goal of this class 

is to prepare you to be a better speaker so that you will be able to express yourself in a clear and 

persuasive manner. The class will cover the whole process of giving a public speech, from 

picking and researching a topic to organizing, composing, and finally delivering speeches. But 

on a deeper level, I intend for this course to give you just a taste of what it means to think 

rhetorically, rather than scientifically.  

Objectives 

To improve public speaking skills by: 1) Thinking about persuasive speaking in relation to both 

audience and individual exigencies. 2) Equipping speakers to understand the choices that they 

make in engaging an audience. 3) Preparing speakers to make effective and ethical persuasive 

choices in the composition and delivery of speeches.  

Required Textbook  

Public Speaking: Choices and Responsibility. William Keith and Christian Lundberg, Cengage 

Publishers, Second Edition.  

Evaluation  

Your grade in this class is dependent on three things: 1) participation and attendance; 2) 

demonstrated mastery of the materials on quizzes and tests; and 3) giving thoughtful, well 

researched, and competently delivered speeches.  

More specifically, you will be graded on:  

1) Four speeches on four different topics delivered in class. Ideally 5-8 minutes long, these 

speeches should be composed as outlined in this syllabus, the lectures, and the textbook.  

2) Outlines for each of the three speeches you write, excluding the declamation, should have at 

least three sources that you cite in the body of your speech. This outline should be typed, printed, 

and handed in to me just before and on the day you deliver the speech. For your first speech, the 

declamation (which is you reciting someone else’s speech), you should hand in your 

speech/excerpt to me on the day you recite the speech instead of an outline.  

mailto:blakewf@live.unc.edu
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3) Peer feedback on other students’ speeches. Feedback should be given orally after each speech. 
This oral feedback plus your attendance and contributions during the lecture periods constitutes 

the entirety of your participation grade in the course. You must be willing to complement and 

criticize (constructively!) your fellow students. If you are not willing to do so, especially as a 

group, I will be forced to do pop-quizzes on the textbook/lecture material for participation 

grades.  

4) Fallacy Quiz: Throughout the class I will provide a basic primer on logic and identify the most 

common logical fallacies that you will encounter. The quiz will be at the end of the course and 

will test your ability to recognize valid and sound propositions as well as invalid, unsound, and 

fallacious propositions. You may not use any kind of notes or memory aids during this quiz. 

5) A comprehensive final exam, composed of identification questions and short essays. By 

“comprehensive” I mean that everything in all of the readings and lectures if fair game for me to 
test you on, but I will not actually test you on everything. Please do not ask me whether 

something will be on the test, or whether you “need to know” something or “Is this important?” 

If I am saying something, or if I assign something, it is because I think it’s important. You may 

not use any kind of notes or memory aids during this exam.  

6) Attendance and participation/discussion in lecture: this is a course about learning to argue 

responsibly in public life, and you need to take this portion of the course very seriously.  

Speeches  

You will be preparing and delivering four speeches that really are the bulk of your efforts in this 

course. Since this is a basic course designed to give you broad proficiency in public speaking, 

each speech is specifically designed to give you different types of situations, audiences, and 

needs you must address just like speakers frequently encounter outside of this insulated academic 

sphere.  

Speech 1: Declamation  

The first speech is a declamation. You will select a speech someone else has written and 

delivered in the past and you will give it yourself. This speech, just like all of the others, should 

be between 5 and 8 minutes in length, so you will probably need to cut and edit and practice your 

declamation accordingly to fit those requirements. The purpose of this speech is to allow you to 

focus on body language, memorization, vocal variety, and all of the other physical demands that 

go into public speaking. Since you do not have to do any writing, come up with arguments, 

evidence, or do any research, this speech will allow you to focus on how you speak, rather than 

just what you speak, and carry your development in delivery into your other speeches you 

actually write. I expect you all to find your speeches on this website: americanrhetoric.com. 

Please hand in a copy of your cut/edited speech/notes (whatever you are using to speak) to me 

before you speak on the day that you speak.  

Speech 2: Persuasive  

The second speech is a solid persuasive speech. You will select a subject or issue of your 

choosing that you would like to persuade the general public about, specifically your immediate 

audience of UNC students. As we will discuss in class, you need to have a thesis (central 

argument), and everyone in your audience needs to know what it is. You also need to have a 
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justification for that thesis. Basically, convince us that we should care about your argument or 

why anyone should listen. I truly do not care about what you address or argue. In terms of topic 

selection, as long as you convince the audience and myself that what you are talking about is 

important, then you should consider your subject appropriate. If you choose to speak about an 

offensive subject, that is your call. I will not stop you, but if you fail to convince the audience 

and myself that this subject is important and worth taking seriously, I will grade you accordingly. 

Likewise, if you choose a subject and justify it properly then I will grade you based upon your 

successful justification, not based upon whether I would speak on that subject or not. This goes 

for all of the speeches, not just this persuasive one. Again, I do not grade you on whether you 

agree with me or not, or whether I like your subject, but rather if you make the subject interesting 

and make a compelling case for your thesis through argument, evidence, style, poise, and 

vocality. Please hand in a copy of your cut/edited speech/notes (whatever you are using to speak) 

to me before you speak on the day that you speak. 

Speech 3: Policy  

Your third speech will be a persuasive speech, but one regarding some kind of policy. By 

“policy” I mean some kind of proposal for action that you try to convince an institution to put 
into practice. For example, students frequently go before the student government here at UNC to 

make a proposal for more money, or to change the structure of the student government. 

Corporations listen to advisors, and supervisors argue for better business strategies. 

Representatives both at the state and federal level frequently propose bills for adoption into the 

legal code. These are just a few examples of policy speeches that you can deliver. You have the 

opportunity to imagine your audience is the institution you want to implement the policy. In 

other words, pretend the classroom is the legislative assembly, board of trustees, or committee 

members, etcetera, rather than UNC students. You can also pretend that you are a person who 

can propose this policy, be it a supervisor, politician, student leader, etcetera. In every policy 

speech, in addition to the usual expectations like argumentation and style and delivery, I expect 

you to clearly identify the institution you are speaking to (such as the UNC student senate, board 

of trustees, Congress, etcetera), who the agent of action is (the institution or group or person who 

will put the policy into practice), and why the policy is preferable to the status quo (the way 

things are currently). You can also argue that a policy that is already in place should be struck 

down or made illegal, but you still have to show how the status quo is better off without that 

policy. If you do not at least attempt to show how and why your policy proposal improves the 

current state of things, then you will receive at least one letter grade lower than you would 

otherwise have earned for that speech. Please hand in a copy of your cut/edited speech/notes 

(whatever you are using to speak) to me before you speak on the day that you speak. 

Speech 4: Tribute  

Your fourth and final speech is a tribute speech; a speech in which you praise someone or 

something. The best (and worst) examples of these speeches are the toast speeches at weddings 

typically given by the Maid of Honor and the Best Man, but you can also find them at award 

ceremonies, reunions, anniversaries, and retirement parties. Technically, memorial and funeral 

services also have tribute speech, since they are principally focused on praising the deceased 

person(s), but we will not be doing funeral or memorial speeches in this course not only because 

of their difficulty, but also their severely circumstantial character. This is a basic public speaking 

course, and memorial speeches are more suited for advanced public speaking courses. Instead, I 
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want you to pick a pleasant occasion (i.e. not a solemn one) and praise someone or something for 

some happy circumstance. Similar to the policy speech, I expect you to make the event clear in 

which you are speaking (wedding, anniversary, award ceremony, etcetera), and the person or 

group clear that you are praising (a couple, parent, friend, colleague, etcetera). You again should 

imagine that your audience is not a group of UNC students but rather guests surrounding the 

praiseworthy person(s). In some ways, tribute speeches follow and break all of the “rules” in 
public speaking. You will find that traditional argumentation very appropriate for persuasion and 

policy-making is not appropriate in tribute speeches. That isn’t to say you don’t have arguments, 
but you will argue differently and present “evidence” differently. The frequent use of humor and 
elegant narrative is often a good approach, but we will discuss the character of the tribute speech 

more in class through videos and examples. The purpose of this speech is to give you some 

minimal experience with the frustrating dance of ceremonial rhetoric. It is to show you how the 

“rules” of rhetoric are not entirely set in stone. Consequently, I will still grade you based upon 
the ideas we have used all semester, but I will allow for much more creativity and innovation 

because, frankly, good tribute speeches take many different forms and are rarely the same. I hope 

to demonstrate to you in this exercise that much of public speaking is about learning the rules 

and then, when and only when you have learned them well, be willing to carefully and cleverly 

break them. Please hand in a copy of your cut/edited speech/notes (whatever you are using to 

speak) to me before you speak on the day that you speak. 

*Note: For your policy and tribute speeches please try to be at least somewhat realistic. Don’t 
come in and pretend to be the president of the United States, or Miss America, or the like, since 

that will probably not be very helpful to you. Try to imagine a circumstance that you intend to 

actually speak in, rather than a purely imaginary environment.  

 

Grading Breakdown  

Speech 1 10%  

Speech 2 10%  

Speech 3 10%  

Speech 4 10%  

Fallacy Quiz 15%  

Final Exam 25%  

Participation 20%  

Scale  

A 94-100%, A- 90-93%, B+ 86-89%, B 83-85%, B- 80-82%, C+ 76-79%, C 73-75%, C- 70-

72%, D 60-69%, F 0-59.  

Participation and Attendance 

Speak up in class! This course requires student participation. In a humanities course, in 

Communication Studies, and especially in a course like this one, participation is an essential part 

of the course content and the learning process. The smallest part of course participation is 

attending class. Participation also means coming to class prepared: readings and other 
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assignments completed, ready to explore ideas in an informed fashion. The mode of learning is, 

ideally, collaborative and experiential. Such collaboration necessarily involves your completing 

assigned readings and analyses prior to class because these will be the basis for developing 

course concepts. I reserve the right to distribute pop quizzes if in-class participation is lacking. In 

other words, if the class is not responding or dialoguing with myself, other students, and the 

course concepts, if the class is unwilling to offer constructive criticism of and complements 

towards student speeches out loud, I will be forced to quiz the class and get participation grades 

in that way. In order to avoid this alternative, it is in your interest to make as many informed and 

incisive contributions to the class discussion as possible  

What does a grade mean?  

Your effort does not factor into your grade in any way. If it did, then I would have to give you, 

for example, an F for doing an assignment well but easily, and an A for doing an assignment 

badly but with difficulty. I grade you by what you produce and how it meets the expectations in 

the syllabus, readings, and lectures.  

An “A” means that you did excellent work—that you did work that reflects the best of Carolina’s 
proud tradition of undergraduate education. You do not receive an A in this course simply 

because you complete the assignment. If you received an A your work was clear, insightful, 

creative, and it needs very little if any revision. A “B” means that you did good work. This work 
reflects a solid engagement with the material and an admirable execution of the concepts of the 

course. B work is a little less clear, perhaps not insightful, but certainly competent. Some 

revision on key themes would move this into the “A” realm. A “C” is average. C work is 
hurriedly produced in a computer lab a few hours before class. If I had a pile of all the work I 

have received from undergraduates and I pulled something from this pile to read, it would be a 

C. This work does not fail massively in any significant respect, but it does not distinguish itself 

in terms of analytical clarity or presentation: there’s no shame in receiving a C, but there is no 

glory in it either.  

***we need to have a serious heart-to-heart if you are producing “D” or “F” work.  

Miscellaneous Issues  

Course Standards and Policies 

Besides the fact that you obviously agree to adhere to the university’s honor code:  

1. Bring your textbook, paper and pen, and all the other materials that you need to class each 

week. I do not allow students to use computers in this class. Please speak with me if you have 

questions about this policy or need some kind of special accommodations.  

2. Punctual, consistent attendance and regular class participation are important. We will start on 

time. In consideration of your classmates, please be in your seat and ready to go right at the 

beginning of class. This is especially important on speaking days, because we would like to have 

as much post-speech discussion as possible.  

3. Long-term planning and preparation are other keys to successful undergraduate and graduate 

study. The readings assigned for a date should be read and reflected upon before classtime 

(skimming won’t cut it). You need to have your outlines prepared beforehand.  
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4. Academic dishonesty is strictly prohibited. Academic dishonesty includes, but is not limited 

to: turning in as your own any individually-graded work that you did not produce entirely on 

your own; cheating during or before exams; turning in an assignment for which you have 

received or will receive credit in another course; and failure to document references completely 

and properly (including appropriate use of quotation marks, presenting full citations, and abiding 

by the boundaries for paraphrasing and quoting another author’s work, words and ideas). Any 
student who uses, without proper acknowledgement, all or part of another’s work as if it were his 

or her own, or who allows others to use his or her work as if their own, will face severe penalties 

(e.g. grade reduction; course failure; being reported for college disciplinary action).  

5. I am committed to having a supportive instruction climate. Achieving such a climate means 

that all class members: a) should attack arguments, not people, b) are responsible for the 

evidence and reasons they use to uphold claims c) should support in practice equality of access to 

opportunities in the course d) show respect for differences based on religion, ethnicity, culture, 

gender, sexual orientation, and physical challenges.  

6. If religious observances will prevent you from completing assigned work on a schedule date, 

you are responsible for notifying the instructor on the first day of class and making appropriate 

arrangements.  

7. If a physical challenge or documented learning problem will prevent you from performing 

course assignments, you are responsible to discuss this with your professor on the first day of 

class to make appropriate arrangements.  

8. Information on departmental and university policies on topics including drop procedures, 

incompletes, sexual harassment, safety, grade appeal procedures, and degree requirements are 

available at www.unc.edu, or just ask at the department office. 
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Day Subject Assignments 

M 6/25 Introduction to the Course Read this syllabus 

T 6/26 Canons, Proofs, & Stasis Read this syllabus 

W 6/27 Delivering a Good Speech Read Chapter 9 of Textbook, 

“Delivery.” William 
Faulkner’s speech, and Dr. 

King’s “I Have a Dream.” 

TH 6/28 Picking a Topic and 

Researching It.   

Fallacy of the Day: 

Arguments 

Read Chapter 6 of Textbook, 

“Research.”  
 

F 6/29 Organizing a Speech Read Chapter 1 of Textbook, 

“Organization.” Outlining 
and Framing Speeches 

M 7/2 Speech 1 – Declamation 

10 Students 

Bring 2 copies of your 

outline. 

T 7/3 Speech 1 – Declamation  

5 Students 

Beginning of Lecture. 

Thinking about the audience.  

 Fallacy of the Day:  

Ad Hominem 

Bring 2 copies of your 

outline.  

Read Chapter 2 of Textbook, 

“Understanding Audiences 
and Publics.”  

W 7/4 4th of July 

No Class 

4th of July 

No Class 

TH 7/5 Being Persuasive I – 

Workshopping topics and 

arguments. Stasis Theory.  

Fallacy of the Day:  

Ad Populum 

Read Chapter 12 of 

Textbook, “Being 
Persuasive.” 

Bring ideas/drafts for your 

persuasive speeches. 

F 7/6 Being Persuasive II 

Fallacy of the Day:  

Ad Consequentiam 

Read Chapter 12 of 

Textbook, “Being 
Persuasive.” 

M 7/9 Speech 2 – Persuasive  

10 Students 

Bring 2 copies of your 

outline. 

T 7/10 Speech 2 – Persuasive 

5 Students. Beginning of 

Lecture:  Verbal Style I 

Fallacy of the Day:  

Appeal to Authority 

Bring 2 copies of your 

outline.  Read Chapter 8 of 

Textbook, “Verbal Style.” 

W 7/11 Verbal Style II. 

Fallacy of the Day:  

Complex Question 

False Dilemma 

Read Chapter 8 of Textbook, 

“Verbal Style.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/williamfaulknernobelprizeaddress.htm
http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/mlkihaveadream.htm
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TH 7/12 Speech Analysis: 

Deliberative Speaking  

Fallacy of the Day: 

Post Hoc 

Read H.L. Mencken’s “On 
the Penalty of Death” & 

Letter to the Vice Chancellor: 

Posted on Sakai. 

F 7/13 Speech Analysis:  

Epideictic Speaking 

Fallacy of the Day: 

Strawman 

Read Earl Spencer’s Eulogy. 

We’ll watch excerpts in class.   

M 7/16 Speech 3 – Policy 

10 Students 

Bring 2 Copies of your 

Outline 

T 7/17 Speech 3 – Policy 

5 Students & Begin Wallace 

Bring 2 Copies of your 

outline.  

Read Wallace’s speech, 
“This is Water.” We’ll listen 

to excerpts in class. 

W 7/18 Being Humorous 

Finish Wallace 

 

TH 7/19 Workshop Tribute Speeches Bring ideas/drafts for your 

tribute speech 

F 7/20 Who is “the public”? Read excerpts from The 

Phantom Public. Posted on 

Sakai Resources 

M 7/23 Speech 4 – Tribute 

10 Students 

 

T 7/24 Speech 4 – Tribute 

5 Students. Review for Logic 

Quiz 

Practice Quiz posted on Sakai 

Resources 

W 7/25 Logic Quiz Practice Quiz posted on Sakai 

TH 7/26 Review for Final Exam Bring notes and Questions 

T 7/31 Final Examination 8-11 AM Bring 100% Blank 

Bluebooks 

https://www.thoughtco.com/the-penalty-of-death-by-mencken-1690267
https://www.thoughtco.com/the-penalty-of-death-by-mencken-1690267
http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/9thearlspencerdianaeulogy.htm
https://fs.blog/2012/04/david-foster-wallace-this-is-water/


























































































































































































Student Evaluation of Teaching, Fall 2018
Blake Faulkner, COMM 170-003 RHET PUBL ISSUES
Raters Students
Responded 7
Invited 25
Response Ratio 28.0%

Overall

Mean Median SD N Strongly
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly

Agree
1. Overall, this course was excellent. 2.43 2.00 0.98 7 14.3 % 42.9 % 28.6 % 14.3 % 0.0 %
2. Overall, I learned a great deal from this course. 2.67 3.00 1.03 6 16.7 % 16.7 % 50.0 % 16.7 % 0.0 %
3. Overall, this instructor was an effective teacher. 3.14 3.00 1.07 7 14.3 % 0.0 % 42.9 % 42.9 % 0.0 %
4. The instructor was one of the best I have had at

Carolina, fully deserving of a teaching award. 2.43 2.00 0.98 7 14.3 % 42.9 % 28.6 % 14.3 % 0.0 %

Instructor

Mean Median SD N Strongly
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly

Agree
1. The instructor clearly communicated what was

expected of me in this class. 3.43 4.00 1.13 7 14.3 % 0.0 % 14.3 % 71.4 % 0.0 %

2. I was able to get individual help when I needed it. 3.67 4.00 0.82 6 0.0 % 16.7 % 0.0 % 83.3 % 0.0 %
3. The instructor evaluated my work fairly. 3.29 4.00 1.11 7 14.3 % 0.0 % 28.6 % 57.1 % 0.0 %
4. The instructor showed concern about whether

students learned the material. 3.29 4.00 1.25 7 14.3 % 14.3 % 0.0 % 71.4 % 0.0 %

5. The instructor expressed ideas clearly. 3.14 4.00 1.21 7 14.3 % 14.3 % 14.3 % 57.1 % 0.0 %
6. The instructor showed enthusiasm for the subject

matter. 4.29 4.00 0.49 7 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 71.4 % 28.6 %

7. The instructor showed enthusiasm for teaching the
class. 4.00 4.00 0.58 7 0.0 % 0.0 % 14.3 % 71.4 % 14.3 %

8. The instructor treated all students with respect. 3.86 4.00 0.90 7 0.0 % 14.3 % 0.0 % 71.4 % 14.3 %
9. The instructional techniques engaged me with the

subject matter. 2.86 3.00 1.07 7 14.3 % 14.3 % 42.9 % 28.6 % 0.0 %

10. The instructor provided me with helpful feedback on
my performance. 3.43 4.00 1.13 7 14.3 % 0.0 % 14.3 % 71.4 % 0.0 %

11. The instructor handled questions well. 3.57 4.00 1.13 7 14.3 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 85.7 % 0.0 %
12. The instructor used examples that had relevance for

me. 3.57 4.00 1.13 7 14.3 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 85.7 % 0.0 %

13. The instructor used class time well. 3.29 4.00 1.38 7 14.3 % 14.3 % 14.3 % 42.9 % 14.3 %
14. The instructor encouraged students to participate in

this class. 3.43 4.00 1.13 7 0.0 % 28.6 % 14.3 % 42.9 % 14.3 %

N Yes
1. The instructor provided regular assessment of my work throughout the semester. 7 85.7 %
2. The instructor held class meetings consistent with the course syllabus and the official schedule published for this

course. 7 85.7 %

3. Is this a required course for you? 7 14.3 %
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Course

Mean Median SD N Strongly
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly

Agree
1. The course challenged me to think deeply about the

subject matter. 3.57 4.00 0.79 7 0.0 % 14.3 % 14.3 % 71.4 % 0.0 %

2. The course material (e.g., coursepack, website, texts)
helped me better understand the subject matter. 3.67 4.00 0.82 6 0.0 % 16.7 % 0.0 % 83.3 % 0.0 %

3. The course assignments helped me better understand
the subject matter. 3.43 4.00 1.13 7 14.3 % 0.0 % 14.3 % 71.4 % 0.0 %

4. This course was very exciting to me intellectually. 2.71 3.00 1.11 7 14.3 % 28.6 % 28.6 % 28.6 % 0.0 %
5. This course was designed to keep me engaged in

learning. 2.71 2.00 1.25 7 14.3 % 42.9 % 0.0 % 42.9 % 0.0 %

6. The workload was appropriate for what I gained from
this class. 3.43 4.00 1.13 7 14.3 % 0.0 % 14.3 % 71.4 % 0.0 %

Mean Median SD N Very
Easy Easy Average More

Rigorous
Most

Rigorous
1. Rate the grading standards of this course compared with

others you have taken at UNC. 3.43 3.00 0.79 7 0.0 % 0.0 % 71.4 % 14.3 % 14.3 %

2. Rate the workload required in this course compared with
others you have taken at UNC. 3.29 3.00 0.95 7 0.0 % 14.3 % 57.1 % 14.3 % 14.3 %

Reported Engagement

N 0 1-3 4-6 7-9 10-
12 12+

1. Please estimate the average number of hours per week that you spent outside
of class on work related to this course. 7 0.0 % 42.9 % 57.1 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 %

2. About how many times this semester have you met with the instructor outside
of class? 7 57.1 % 28.6 % 14.3 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 %

Expected Grade

N A- or A B or
B+

C+ or
B-

C- or
C

F or
D Pass Fail H P L

1. What grade do you think you will get in this
course? 7 28.6 % 71.4 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 %

Diversity and Inclusion

Mean Median SD N Strongly
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly

Agree
1. The diversity of my classmates enriched my learning in

this course. 3.00 3.00 0.63 6 0.0 % 16.7 % 66.7 % 16.7 % 0.0 %

2. I increased my ability to work on a team with students
from different backgrounds and perspectives. 3.17 3.50 0.98 6 0.0 % 33.3 % 16.7 % 50.0 % 0.0 %

3. This course exposed me to points of view different from
my own. 3.29 4.00 0.95 7 0.0 % 28.6 % 14.3 % 57.1 % 0.0 %

4. I became more aware of multiple perspectives on
issues of diversity. 3.17 3.50 0.98 6 0.0 % 33.3 % 16.7 % 50.0 % 0.0 %

5. The instructor, Blake Faulkner, valued the diversity of
life experiences among students. 3.17 3.50 0.98 6 0.0 % 33.3 % 16.7 % 50.0 % 0.0 %

6. The instructor, Blake Faulkner, saw cultural and
personal differences as assets. 3.33 3.50 0.82 6 0.0 % 16.7 % 33.3 % 50.0 % 0.0 %

7. In-class activities were organized to value the diversity
of life experiences among students. 3.17 3.50 0.98 6 0.0 % 33.3 % 16.7 % 50.0 % 0.0 %
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Open-Ended Responses
Comments on Overall Assessment of This Course.

Comments
The course assessment was hard but interesting.

Comments on Overall Assessment of This Instructor.

Comments
Helpful outside of class and very knowledgeable of the material.

How Did the Diversity of Your Classmates Contribute to Your Learning in This Course?

Comments
Diversity aided in understanding of the course.

How Might the Class Climate Be Made More Inclusive of Diverse Students?

Comments
It was inclusive.
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Student Evaluation of Teaching, Summer I 2017
Blake Faulkner, COMM 113-001 PUBLIC SPEAKING
Raters Students
Responded 3
Invited 7
Response Ratio 42.9%

Overall

Mean Median SD N Strongly
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly

Agree
1. Overall, this course was excellent. 4.33 4.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3%
2. Overall, I learned a great deal from this course. 4.33 4.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3%
3. Overall, this instructor was an effective teacher. 4.33 4.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3%
4. The instructor was one of the best I have had at

Carolina, fully deserving of a teaching award. 3.67 4.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7% 0.0%

Instructor

Mean Median SD N Strongly
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly

Agree
1. The instructor clearly communicated what was

expected of me in this class. 4.67 5.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7%

2. I was able to get individual help when I needed it. 4.67 5.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7%
3. The instructor evaluated my work fairly. 4.33 4.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3%
4. The instructor showed concern about whether

students learned the material. 4.33 4.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3%

5. The instructor expressed ideas clearly. 4.67 5.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7%
6. The instructor showed enthusiasm for the subject

matter. 4.67 5.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7%

7. The instructor showed enthusiasm for teaching the
class. 4.67 5.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7%

8. The instructor treated all students with respect. 4.67 5.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7%
9. The instructional techniques engaged me with the

subject matter. 4.33 4.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3%

10. The instructor provided me with helpful feedback on
my performance. 5.00 5.00 0.00 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

11. The instructor handled questions well. 5.00 5.00 0.00 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
12. The instructor used examples that had relevance for

me. 4.67 5.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7%

13. The instructor used class time well. 5.00 5.00 0.00 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
14. The instructor encouraged students to participate in

this class. 5.00 5.00 0.00 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Mean Median SD N Strongly
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly

Agree
1. The instructor provided regular assessment of my work

throughout the semester. 4.67 5.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7%

2. The instructor held class meetings consistent with the
official schedule published for this course. 4.67 5.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7%

3. Is this a required course for you? 1.33 1.00 0.58 3 66.7% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Course

Mean Median SD N Strongly
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly

Agree
1. The course challenged me to think deeply about the

subject matter. 4.33 4.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3%

2. The course material (e.g., coursepack, website, texts)
helped me better understand the subject matter. 4.33 4.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3%

3. The course assignments helped me better understand
the subject matter. 5.00 5.00 0.00 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

4. This course was very exciting to me intellectually. 4.33 4.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3%
5. This course was designed to keep me engaged in

learning. 4.33 4.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3%

6. The workload was appropriate for what I gained from
this class. 4.33 4.00 0.58 3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3%

Mean Median SD N Very
Easy Easy Average More

Rigorous
Most

Rigorous
1. Rate the grading standards of this course compared with

others you have taken at UNC. 3.00 3.00 0.00 3 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%

2. Rate the workload required in this course compared with
others you have taken at UNC. 3.00 3.00 0.00 3 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Reported Engagement

N 0 1-3 4-6 7-9 10-
12 12+

1. Please estimate the average number of hours per week that you spent outside
of class on work related to this course. 3 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 33.3%

2. About how many times this semester have you met with the instructor outside of
class? 3 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Expected Grade

N A- or A B or
B+

C+ or
B-

C- or
C F or D Pass Fail H P L

1. What grade do you think you will get in this
course? 3 33.3% 66.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Open-Ended Responses
Comments on Overall Assessment of This Course.

Comments
Overall, this public speaking course provided a strong foundation for different types of public speaking. I feel I will come away with a
greater consideration of what it means to make a logical argument as well as common fallacies associated with rhetoric.

Comments on Overall Assessment of This Instructor.

Comments
Overall effective instructor. The coursework was average from UNC standards.
Great instructor, extremely interesting class, learnt a lot
Professor Faulkner demonstrated enthusiasm for the material and about teaching it. His methods were effective and engaging, and
it was clear he cared about students' engagement with the subject matter. I learned so much and am so glad I took this course!
Thanks for a great class.
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