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students' own words speak for them, he must of necessity take back the role of
author and editor by embedding those students' words in his critique, his
worldview. Including the teacher's perspective in a full chapter was a move that
basically helped neutralize the hierarchical relationship between researcher and
teacher. Now to find a way to do that with the students, as Lu and Horner say,
"redefining the differences among these positions as fluid, and redeploying
those differences for emancipatory aims" (275). That said, this book is an
important albeit provocative contribution to our discussion of just who
determines what good writing is—and how important the students' own goals
are in answering that question. It has motivated me to think about ways I can
listen more carefully to my students while offering a curriculum that I think is
theoretically and ethically sound. I would think every writing program
administrator and teacher of composition would want to read this book.

Anne-Marie Hall
The University of Arizona

John Louis Lucaites, Celeste Michelle Condit, and Sally Caudill.
Contemporary Rhetorical Theory. New York: Guilford Press, 1999. Pages, xl
+ 627.

Most of my acquaintances inhabit the solar system. I have one friend,
however, who resides elsewhere. But that's nothing. What about entire
disciplines that occupy parallel universes? Pitching tents on the same campuses,
they usually ignore each other. Perhaps they form one discipline with its right
brain disconnected from its left brain. Of course, I mean Rhetoric/Composition
(R/C), usually found in departments of English, and Rhetoric (R), usually found
in departments of Communication.

Each of the thirty-four essays included in this collection first appeared in
Quarterly Journal of Speech, Philosophy and Rhetoric, Critical Studies in Mass
Communication, Argumentation and Advocacy, or some similar location in the R
universe. Not a single essay here was first published in Rhetoric Society
Quarterly, Rhetoric Review, PRE/TEXT, College English, College Composition
and Communication, or other place in the known R/C universe. Of two thousand
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citations in this volume (a rough estimate), only one essay in RSQ, one in RR,
and one in PIT are cited—and only once apiece.

For those who orbit in the R/C galaxy, Condit, Lucaites, and Caudill offer a
quasi-official open-sesame to the parallel cosmos of the National
Communication Association. Crack this tome and—abracadabra!—you're there!
Voila!

The oldest chestnuts presented from the R universe are Robert Scott's "On
Viewing Rhetoric as Epistemic" (1967) and Lloyd Bitzer's "The Rhetorical
Situation" (1968). Most of the other essays here originally appeared in the 1970s
and 1980s; Lucaites, Condit, and Caudill reprint only five essays issued after
1991.

The editors divide R theory into eight sections: What Can a "Rhetoric" Be?;
Rhetoric and Epistemology; The Character of the Rhetorical Situation; Rhetoric,
Reason, and Public Morality; The Nature of Audience; The Role of Discourse in
Social Change; Rhetoric in the Mass Media; and Challenging the Tradition of
Rhetorical Theory from the Margins. As these section titles suggest, most essays
here are very broad and philosophical.

A number of the essays extend, refute, or otherwise respond to preceding
essays in the volume. For example, Richard Vatz in "The Myth of the Rhetorical
Situation" refutes Bitzer; drawing on Derrida, Barbara Biesecker pairs Bitzer
and Vatz and deconstructs both. Instead of perusing essays that debate works
scattered in the library, one can enjoy reading a single collection that features
some scholars reacting directly to each other's essays.

Kenneth Burke does not loom here (at least not explicitly) as an overarching
presence. Only one essay engages Burke at length: Analyzing book and movie
incarnations of Invasion of the Body Snatchers, Barry Brummett embraces
Burke's representative anecdote as a method of criticizing popular books and
films. Burke's pentad, master tropes, victimage cycle, and Dictionary of Pivotal
Terms are virtually absent.

Those occupying the R/C universe may be shocked that not a single essay
here addresses anything related to computers.

Ideology—of the leftist variety—appears, however, as a major concern.
Take feminism. In an influential essay from 1973, Karlyn Kohrs Campbell
argues for the necessity of "The Rhetoric of Women's Liberation." Jane Sutton
supplies a radical and imaginative rhetorical/poetic assault on traditional rhetoric
as a destructive, masculinist practice. Carole Blair, Julie Brown, and Leslie
Baxter attack what they detect as a strong sexist bias within the National
Communication Association.

Applying Foucault, Raymie McKerrow advocates a nominalist rhetoric,
resistance to norms of the dominant culture, and the triumph of polysemic over
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monosemic interpretation. James Arnt Aune engages Karl Marx and urges other
rhetorical theorists to do likewise. In an piece that provoked much debate, Philip
Wander urges rhetorical studies to take an overtly ideological turn.

In a fascinating essay, Janice Hocker Rushing and Thomas Frentz claim that
fusing theories by Frederic Jameson and Carl Jung can help illuminate popular
films. In a 1993 essay published in QJS, but not included here, Rushing and
Frentz demonstrate the value of this unprepossessing blend of theories by
providing a provocative and nuanced analysis of the film Jaws.

A big presence here is Michael McGee, who is represented by three
essays—more than anyone else—and who is often cited by the other writers.
One of his essays articulates his theory of the ideograph. In his words:

such terms as . . . "freedom of speech," "rule of law," and "liberty"
are more pregnant than propositions could ever be. They are the
basic structural elements, the building blocks, of ideology. Thus they
may be thought of as "ideographs," for, like Chinese symbols, they
signify and "contain" a unique ideological commitment (428)

While McGee's essay is stimulating, he does not clarify which common word or
phrase would not constitute an ideograph. Are ideographs limited to the overt
political spheres that McGee discusses? Or is "the Jazz Age" an ideograph?
How about "bebop"? "Baroque music"? "French Impressionism"? "Cowboy"?
"Paranoia"? "Pornography"? "The Pentad"? "Shakespeare"? "Walt Disney"? At
what point does a word or phrase become sufficiently reified for it to function as
an ideograph? Which common words and phrases don't qualify and why not?

Apart from Molefi Kete Asante and Raka Shome, whose essays are fairly
weak, scholars here almost entirely fail to address the subject of race. Henry
Louis Gates, Jr., bell hooks, Cornel West, William Andrews, Gloria Anzaldua,
Victor Villanueva, David Goldberg, Darlene Clark Hine, and William Julius
Wilson are not included here. Nor do their ideas receive substantive discussion.

While I applaud many of these authors' desire for radical social change,
some seem to assume that change will proceed from endlessly rereading Marx,
the Frankfurt School, and Gramsci. In addition, I argue, researchers must
explore successful movements for social change, which, with the notable
exception of Campbell, few scholars do here effectively.

Can researchers really expect to understand and promote positive social
change if they ignore Mahatma Gandhi? I can only think of one recent essay
about Gandhi's rhetoric: A. Cheree Carlson's "Gandhi and the Comic Frame: Ad
Bellum Purificandum" (Quarterly Journal of Speech 72 [1986], 446-55).
Unfortunately, Carlson's stellar analysis is missing here.
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One of the best essays on the rhetoric of social change in twentieth-century
America is Lucaites and Condit's own "Reconstructing Equality: Culturetypal
and Countercultural Rhetorics in the Martyred Black Vision" (Communication
Monographs 57 [1990]: 5-24). This piece—like James Cone's Martin and
Malcolm and America (Maryknoll, NY: Orbis, 1991)—offers a sterling
exploration of the opposed, yet synergistic relation, between the rhetoric of
Malcolm X and that of Martin Luther King. Unfortunately, Lucaites and
Condit's essay is also absent here.

What about Fannie Lou Hamer? A Mississippi sharecropper, Hamer
emerged as an extremely courageous and heroic grassroots agitator, especially
during Freedom Summer 1964—a crucible for the entire American experience.
Surviving torture by white racists, Hamer prompted fellow African-Americans
to register to vote; inspired them with her gusto as a songleader; and scared
President Lyndon Johnson, who tried to prevent her testimony from being
broadcast on national television.

I have yet to encounter a single, thoughtful rhetorical essay about Hamer—
in either the R or the R/C universe. I have yet to read a single, thoughtful
rhetorical essay about JoAnn Robinson, Ella Baker, Ruby Doris Robinson,
Diane Nash, Angela Davis, or any of the many other women who formed the
backbone of the African-American freedom struggle between 1955 and, say,
1975. If we want to understand the role of discourse in social change, we need to
engage the lives and rhetoric of these women.

Otherwise inhabitants in the R and R/C universes will continue to limp as
they struggle to promote social change.

Keith D. Miller
Arizona State University

Richard E. Miller, As If Learning Mattered: Reforming Higher Education.
Ithaca: Cornell UP, 1998. 249 pages.

A review of recent publications would seem to indicate that a great many
scholars in rhetoric and composition are concerned with the search for
disciplinary identity and with the need to situate theory and practice within the
larger frames of culture and history. These are useful impulses, I think, and As If




