Mahoney ENG 230 Fall 2004

10

Kutztown University

ENG 230 Advanced Composition

Fall 2004
Professor:
Dr. Kevin Mahoney

Office: 
LY 237

Phone:
3-4337

Email:

mahoney@kutztown.edu

Hours:
Monday:
1:30-3:30pm



Wednesday:
11am-12:00pm



Friday:
11am-1pm 

Web:

faculty.kutztown.edu/mahoney

Global Literacies

Introduction:

In this class we will be considering how the era we are living in—what I’ll refer to as the era of “neoliberal” or “corporate” globalization—demands new literacies for the extension and expansion of democracy.  From ancient Greece through the founding American democracy people have recognized the need for new forms of literacy to meet the challenge of new social formations.  In the era of globalization, we are experiencing rapid changes in patterns of work, language, travel, space, and time.  How can we begin to make sense of these changes?  What kind of demands does globalization place upon us as students, workers, family members, and citizens?  How can we develop critical literacies to examine, explain, accept, or resist such changes?  

This class will build upon the skills you practiced in ENG 023 (formally, ENG 001).  In particular, we will focus on the production of knowledge and independent research.  While the required texts will be the basis for critical analysis, evaluation, and discussion of debates over the meaning of globalization, you will also be working individually and with other students developing your own independent research projects.  You will also gain experience writing in multiple and mixed genres, considering layout and form as components of argumentation, and writing for both academic and “public” contexts.  I am looking forward to a great semester! 

Structure of the Course

Attached to the end of this syllabus you will find a “call for papers” for a “book” on globalization.  This call for papers will be the framework for all the writing you will do in this class.  The purpose of structuring the class in this way is to deal with a very specific writing context that is quite common in academic environments.  The “book” is not posed here as an abstract context.  Over the course of this semester you and the other students in class will also serve as an editorial collective.  You will be considering issues of content, form, presentation, copyright, and a host of other issues that are part of the material process of publication.  Finally, we will be striving to complete the book by the end of the semester (hopefully!), have it bound, and have a copy deposited in the Kutztown University library.  This will give us a very concrete sense of audience.

The course is divided into four units.  Each unit focuses on a different aspect of engaging in a sustained research project.  I am assuming that most students in this class have not rigorously studied issues of globalization.  That’s a good thing.  It’s good because it gives us an opportunity to consider research as a process of inquiry—that is, a process of finding out, not simply reporting on an issue you already know quite a bit about.  While learning arguments and concepts related to globalization, we will also be closely examining how writers are constructing a discursive context of their own to make their ideas and practices intelligible to a broader community.  During the final part of the course, you will be using the strategies we developed during the semester to define your own discursive context and research agenda.  
Required Textbooks and Supplies:
· Klein, Naomi. No Logo. New York: Picador, 2002.
· Shepard, Benjamin and Ronald Hayduk, eds. From ACT UP to the WTO: Urban Protest and Community Building in the Era of Globalization. London: Verso, 2002.
· Research/Terminology Notebook

· An additional notebook for class notes

· Some of the readings listed on the syllabus are on eReserve in the library.  To access these readings, refer to the directions attached at the end of the syllabus.

· Folder to keep copies of all your papers, assignment sheets, and syllabus

Major Writing Assignments and Grading:
Your grade in this class will be based on the following projects.  I will give you more specific information on each of the assignments in the next couple of weeks.

Working Paper #1: 






10% 

Working Paper #2:






10%

Working Paper #3:






10%
Annotated Bibliography





10%
Research Paper






40%

Oral Presentation based on original research


10%

Class participation and short writing assignments

10%









100%

Note on Grading:
You will be graded on a plus/minus system on each paper.  However, Kutztown University does not currently use a plus/minus grading system for calculating your GPA.  I use the plus/minus system throughout the semester to provide you with a better sense of your performance in the class. 

General Guidelines for Papers:
· All papers must be word-processed or typed, double-spaced, stapled (not paper-clipped or folded), and follow MLA style guidelines.  I will not accept papers that are not stapled.

· For each paper you hand in you should include a title page with the following information: 

· your name

· the assignment name/paper number

· the date you are handing in the paper

· a title

· course name and section number

· my name

· Save all your work!  I can’t stress this point enough.

Late Papers and Email Copies:
· To receive full-credit you must hand in your papers in class on the due date.  If you hand in your paper late, you will be graded down for that paper.  For each day your paper is late, you will be graded down by a third of a letter grade.  In other words, an “A” becomes an “A-;” an “A-” becomes a “B+,” and so on.  If you do not hand in a paper, you will receive a zero (0) for that assignment.

· Emailing papers.  If you cannot make it to class on the date a paper is due, or if you need to hand in a paper on a non-class day, you may email me your paper.  To be accepted, you must send your paper as an attached Microsoft Word file.  DO NOT copy your paper in the body of an email message, and DO NOT send your paper as a Microsoft Works file.  Make sure your name is on your paper and you “sign” your email.  Never send an email copy of your paper without a short message telling me what you are sending.  Papers received by 5pm on the due date will not be marked late.

· YOU MUST provide me with a hard copy of your paper the next class period.  I will not consider your paper handed in until I receive a hard copy from you in the format outlined above.  

· The only purpose of emailing me the paper is to avoid any additional late penalties.  I will not read your paper until you give me a hard copy.

Class Policies:
· It is crucial that you attend every class to do well.  Unlike a lecture class, this course depends on active discussion and in-class work.  In addition, I will frequently give short assignments in class that are not listed on the syllabus.  If you need to be absent, it is your responsibility to find out what happened in class from another student.  

· If you are not in class when I hand out paper assignments you will need to go to the course website to download a copy of the assignment or come to my office to pick up a hard copy of the assignment.  I WILL NOT carry extra copies of assignment sheets around with me.  To download assignment sheets, go to the course website at <http://faculty.kutztown.edu/mahoney/Courses/ENG230.htm>.

· If you are not in class when I hand back your papers, you must pick up your paper in my office, 237 Lytle Hall.  

· You should be prepared for each class.  This includes completing all the reading and writing assignments due on that day.  Reading is not optional.  Active reading entails taking notes on the reading, reflecting on the reading, and coming to class prepared to have something to say about what you have read.  If I notice that people are coming to class without reading, I will begin giving quizzes at the beginning of each class. 

· Turn off or set to silent all cell phones prior to class.  

· Respect your classmates.

Special Note on Plagiarism and Academic Dishonesty:

Plagiarism will not be tolerated in this class.  Plagiarizing one of your papers or a significant portion of one of your papers will result in failure of the course.  In addition to failing the course, I will notify the University of the violation.  If you have not already, please review the University’s Academic Dishonesty policy at the following web address: http://www.kutztown.edu/admin/conduct/.  The university subscribes to an anti-plagiarism service for checking student papers against material posted on the Internet—this includes websites that require payment to download papers. 

Academic Dishonesty as defined in the student handbook, The Key (next page): 
Definitions of Academic Dishonesty

Academic dishonesty involves any attempt to obtain academic credit or influence the grading process by means unauthorized by the course instructor. Academic dishonesty includes, but is not limited to the following situations and examples. 
1. Providing or receiving unauthorized assistance in course work and lab work, or unauthorized assistance during examinations or quizzes.
2. Using unauthorized notes, materials, and devices during examinations or quizzes.
3. Plagiarizing the work of others and presenting it as one’s own without properly acknowledging the source or sources. At its worst extreme, plagiarism is exact copying, but it is also the inclusion of a paraphrased version of the opinions and work of others without giving credit. It is not limited to written materials. It includes the wrongful appropriation in whole or in part of someone else’s literary, artistic, musical, mechanical, or computer-based work. 
4. Presenting material to fulfill course requirements that was researched or prepared by others (such as commercial services) without the knowledge of the instructor. 
5. Falsifying or inventing data to be presented as part of an academic endeavor. 
6. Gaining unauthorized access to another person’s or the University’s computer system. Violations include tampering with or copying programs or data or access codes associated with coursework. 
7. Possessing or arranging for someone else to possess course examination or quiz materials at any time without the consent of the instructor. 
8. Altering or adding answers on exercises, exams, or quizzes after the work has been graded. 
9. Making fraudulent statements, excuses, or claims to gain academic credit or influence testing or grading. 
10. Taking examinations or quizzes for someone else or arranging to have someone take examinations or quizzes in place of the person registered for the course. 
Special needs:
If you have any special needs including physical or mental disabilities, please contact the Office of Services to Students with Disabilities (SAB 220) so that we can make all the necessary accommodations.  

From:
Lazere, Donald. “Ground Rules for Polemicists: The Case of Lynne Cheney’s 
Truths.” College English 59 (1997): 661-685.

Polemics: “Heatedly partisan argumentation.”

Polemicist: Someone who engages in polemics.

Below is a passage by Donald Lazere, a professor of English at Cal. Tech.  He is arguing that there can be heated partisan debate that does not lapse into “invective” and undemocratic forms of argumentation.  I think these “rules” provide a good framework for the kind of writing and analysis we will be doing in this class.  [KM]

Ground Rules for Polemicists:

1. Do unto your own as you do unto others.  Apply the same standards to yourself and your allies that you do to your opponents, in all of the following ways.

2. Identify your own ideological viewpoint and how it might bias your arguments.  Having done so, show that you approach your opponents’ actions and writings with an open mind, not with malice aforethought.  Concede the other side’s valid arguments—preferably toward the beginning of your critique, not tacked on grudgingly at the end or in inconspicuous subordinate clauses.  Acknowledge points on which you agree at least partially and might be able to cooperate. 

3. Summarize the other side’s case fully and fairly, in an account that they would accept, prior to refuting it.  Present it through its most reputable spokespeople and strongest formulations (not through the most outlandish statements of its lunatic fringe), using direct quotes and footnoted sources, not your own undocumented paraphrases.  Allow the most generous interpretation of their statements rather than putting the worst light on them; help them make their arguments stronger when possible.  

4. When quoting selected phrases from the other side’s texts, accurately summarize the context and tone of the longer passages and full texts in which they appear.

5. When you are repeating a second-hand account of events, say so—do not leave the implication that you were there and are certain of its accuracy.  Cite your source and take account of its author’s possible biases, especially if the author is your ally.

6. In any account that you use to illustrate the opponents’ misbehavior, grant that there may be another side to the story and take pains to find out what it is.  If opponents claim they have been misrepresented, give them their say and the benefit of the doubt.

7. Be willing to acknowledge misconduct, errors, and fallacious arguments by your own allies, and try scrupulously to establish an accurate proportion and sense of reciprocity between them and those you criticize in your opponents.  Do not play up the other side’s forms of power while denying or downplaying your own side’s.

8. Respond forthrightly to opponents’ criticisms of your own or your side’s previous arguments, without evading key points.  Admit it when they make a criticism you cannot refute. 

9. Do not substitute derision for reasoned argument and substantive evidence.

(Lazere 661-662).

Wed 9/1 Introductions and Outline of Course

Structure of the course, book project, academic discourse, sustained research project.  Why are we talking about globalization?  Writing, literacy, democracy, and education.  We will also do some Internet research on the “alphabet soup” of globalization.  

Wed 9/8
Klein, No Logo, Chapters 1-5

Assignment Due: In-class today we will be unpacking the story Klein is constructing about the rise of the “brand,” it’s difference from “advertising,” and the way in which the “brand” is more than an attempt to sell a product—it’s an intervention into culture.  It’s telling that this section of Klein’s text is called “No Space.”  Why is she framing her discussion of the “brand” in terms of space?  For example, she suggests that one of the goals of branding is “not to sponsor culture but to be the culture.”  This shift to brand-as-culture takes place, according to Klein, in a political climate that “ensured that there was almost no vocabulary to speak passionately about the value of a non-commercialized public sphere” (30).  What does she mean by this?  Make sure to mark important passages and take notes on Klein’s story.  Come to class prepared to discuss specific aspects of Klein’s text.  We will begin class by going around the room and hearing what each person has to say.  

Wed 9/15
Klein, Chapters 9-11

Assignment Due: On the one hand, Klein seems to tell an all encompassing story about the rise of branding…that the brand has invaded all aspects of our contemporary culture.  Furthermore, “branding,” as we see clearly in this chapter, is not just about an “image.”  That is, the direct consequence of branding is a reorganization of work.  So, we’re discussing something more than being “influenced” by media or the brand.  Think back to the very beginning of Klein’s text when she is looking out her window in Toronto.  I want you to think about hegemony and the dominant arguments/enticements that garner consent.  That is, all of the developments we have read about did not just happen by themselves.  They are products of a long period of negotiated consent, persuasion, accumulated practices, and realignments of “allies” within a broader social context.  However, as we discussed, no argument/hegemony is seamless.  That is, “consent” is always incomplete.  Write about a page exploring where “branding” seems to be successful and where it is incomplete.  That is, where do people begin to resist the dominant discourse?  What is the expression of that resistance?  What rhetorical strategies are specific to this resistance?  Are their reactions back?  That is, can you identify places where arguments and strategies have been modified in response to resistance or a breakdown in consent?  

Wed 9/22
Klein, Chapters 12-16, 18, & conclusion

Wed 9/29
Working Paper #1 Due 
Workshop: Today we will workshop the papers you are handing in.  The purpose of this kind of workshop is to generate a series of topics and directions for further research.  As this course is a sustained inquiry into global literacies and strategies of research, this first workshop will focus on identifying possible projects.  
Wed 10/6
Selected readings on kairos and other rhetorical topics (will be posted on 



eReserve).  
Assignment: Using the readings on kairos as a framework, write 1-2 pages reflecting on the kind of rhetorical strategies used by activists and corporate leaders in No Logo.  This should not be an evaluation of the articles.  That is, I am not asking you to take sides at this point.  You should focus your comments on how these actors defined the cultural and discursive framework of globalization and branding and how they intervened in that framework.  
Wed 10/13


Read: from Shepard and Hayduk, From ACT UP to the WTO:
· Shepard and Hayduk, “Urban Protest and Community Building in the Era of Globalization,” pp. 1-9

· Shepard, “Introductory Notes on the Trail from ACT UP to the WTO,” pp. 11-16

· Kauffman, “A Short History of Radical Renewal,” pp. 35-40

· Starhawk, “How We Really Shut Down the WTO,” pp. 52-56

· Klein, “The Vision Thing,” pp. 265-273
In-class: This is What Democracy Looks Like.  Seattle/WTO, Nov. 1999. 
Assignment: Each of the articles you read for today examine strategies and tactics of different activist movements.  Some of the articles are more historical, others more narrative.  But each of the articles also, in its own way, articulates a framework for understanding the issues they are addressing and creates a space for participation or intervention.  The question is how?  That is, as readers, you are in a position to examine the different assumptions and targets of each of the actions.  Write 1-2 pages examining how these articles defined rhetorical/discursive space and how that influenced their tactics.  
Wed 10/20
Working Paper #2 Due
Read: from Shepard and Hayduk, From ACT UP to the WTO: 

· Sawyer, “An ACT UP founder ‘acts up’ for Africa’s access to AIDS,” 88-102

· Highleyman, “Radical Queers or Queer Radicals?,: pp. 106-120

· Shepard, “Culture Jamming a SexPanic!,” pp. 202-213

· Duncombe, “Stepping off the Sidewalk,” pp. 215-228

· Boyd, “Irony, Meme Warfare, and the Extreme Costume Ball,” 245-253
Wed 10/27


Read: from Shepard and Hayduk, From ACT UP to the WTO:
· Lefkowitz, “Students, Sweatshops, and Local Power,” pp. 74-80

· Nogueira, “The Birth and Promise of the Indymedia Revolution,” pp. 290-297
· Keil, “From Los Angeles to Seattle,” pp. 326-333

· Groarke and Moss, “The Northwest Bronx Community and Clergy Coalition,” pp. 370-377

· Shepard, “Joy, Justice, and Resistance to the New Global Apartheid,” pp. 389-394

Assignment: Write 1-2 pages comparing rhetorical strategies and tactics of the different groups or movements we have been discussing.  Develop conceptual categories to group together different movements and explain why you chose the categories you did.  After reading the texts from the past few weeks, how would you explain “rhetoric” in the context of these movements?  
Wed 11/3
Project proposals and draft of bibliography due today 
Research Project Workshop
Wed 11/10
Working Paper #3 Due + Meet for Research Conference
Workshop

Wed 11/17


Workshop

Wed 12/1 


Workshop

Wed 12/8 Final Research Project Due
Workshop

* This course calendar is subject to change if need be.  I will discuss with you any proposed changes ahead of time when possible.

Call for Papers (Edited Collection): Global Literacies

At the beginning of the twenty-first century, we are faced with a potentially widening gap between “globalization” and the “literacies” citizens need for an increasingly global world.  As trade, music, digital technology, travel, and language have become more and more interconnected, it remains to be seen if the average citizen is “literate” in the language of this new world order.  What are the new spaces of democratic citizenship in the 21st century and what are their accompanying literacies?  Is there only one path to globalization?  Are their winners and losers?  What are the major institutions and organizations advocating for this new world?  

In the past several years, writers have tried to make sense of these developments—some proclaiming a Utopian vision of a digitally connected “Global Village,” others seeing a growing chaotic world system marked by ethnic conflict and growing police powers.  In addition, new forms of social movements have arisen to contest the way globalization impacts our everyday lives—from the clothes we wear to the water we drink.  But do we have a common language?  Do we need a common language?  How can the average person make sense of such a rapidly changing world when it is increasingly “encoded” in a dizzying array of acronyms and terms: NAFTA, FTAA, WTO, IMF, SAPs, GMOs G8, WEF, IMCs, N29, A15, “neoliberalism,” “non-economic barriers to trade,” “global commons,” “privatization,” “Ya Basta!,” “riparian rights,” “biodiversity,” “monocultures?”  

This collection seeks to open up, untangle, and investigate issues of globalization and takes as its “common language” the following texts: Naomi Klein’s No Logo and From ACT UP to the WTO: Urban Protest and Community Building in the Era of Globalization, edited by Benjamin Shepard and Ronald Hayduk.  Yet, these texts are only a jumping off point—a common language to begin a conversation in multiple tongues, locations, voices, and styles. In different, but we think intersecting ways, these writers take on some of the issues raised in our 21st century “global” world.  Each text has a different starting point—theoretically, geographically, or topically—helping to tease out the problems posed for a global literacy.  

The editors of this collection invite submissions of 15-20 pages for a December 2004 publication date.  Topics might include, but are not limited to:

· Examination of “free trade” and the impacts of specific trade agreements

· Privatization of public space and the “Global Commons”

· Relationship between globalization and the condition of women

· Education and Globalization

· New work patterns/McWork

· Case studies on particular social movements responding to globalization

· Media and democratic literacy/Corporate Media

· Terrorism/War/Trade

· Cultural Exchange

· History of globalization

· Local or regional studies of the influence of globalization on specific communities, industries, or cultures

The editors do not wish to limit submissions to the above list and are willing to consider all proposals that seem connected to the “common language” of the texts mentioned above.  We hope that this book will serve to educate, provoke, and move to action members of the Kutztown University community and beyond.  

Proposals Due: March 29, 2004

Complete Manuscripts Due: April 30, 2004

