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 ABSTRACT . C

Ieachlng ccmpaslt;an as 1nv€1ving m%rely égntax and

paraqraph structure has no clear relaticn t¢ an education in the

liberal arts or to significant growth in unﬁerstand;ng.

Wecrk in

mechanics .needs to be sutordinated to thke ccrnuricative &rd
logological (how words act rather than their certent) functions of
' .language. One hapeful approach to teaching congcsiticn is= expressed
by Kenneth Burke in "A Grammar of Motives," where he calls for
writers to work not Dnly with a grammar of syntax kut alsc with a

- gramnar of motives.

He gives the compositicn theorist a uay of

anchoring all levels of the writing process in a dialectical preccess.
in which powers of manipulation heccme Eovers ¢f understanding. Burke
uses the ﬁrlt1nq f William, K James to jllustrate vhat he neans:

lanquaqe is a map of the mind because language do@s nct merely refer

to the world, it creates one. In adopting a logclogical a{tltuae. the

writer finds that landuage is infused with acticn and there is a
dramdtic interplay Letween thinker and ijdeas:
~while ideas produwe, enable, possess, admonish, and suzpenﬂa The kind
of verbal world that is alive to the drama c¢f wcid 'choice is miuich
more open to discovery, insight, and léar:;Eq than is the world of
language as mechan1:£.aqja) )

2 REﬁeructlans uppl;ed by EDBS are the be=t that can be made
* . - fron the original dccument.,
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The Vllllam James Cannectlanx Kenneth Burke
anﬂ the D;alectlcs of Dlchurseri .!~
PhiTip M. Keith S -fl:\ ;v‘ A
o Magt CDmP;31tlén te&chérs have prabably g;ven up &

lcng tlme aga on the. hape of develcplng an " artful" or

[

"1;terary" style in thélr students, and have settle& merely

for. ihe styl;stlc ideal’ Df utllltarlan transparency, the
slmple and dlreet Yet 1t may be warth whlle asklng if

?aving sthdents write cnly in the ut;litarlan style is

réally the mast efflclént way. cf teachlng them tq wrjte in

any style,’qtllltarlan D?_chéfwisg-; Rhgtcr;c;ﬁnsAhgyef;pggf
vkﬁéﬁ:tgat’stfiiétic,transparepcy.is'the‘&rt fhéﬁ conceals

. art, the most difficult of all styles to master. - This

d;fflculty ma.y ‘be a major reasan for the general failure f

‘ af most cnm9351t1nn ;nstructlcn to develop effect;ve ertlné‘i

skills in the Eallegﬂ &nd prafe551aﬂal papulat;@n at large.

Rely;ng mostly on the maxlms Df ErofESSJQnal writers, maxims

that are slmply pcllshlng icals for the already articulated:

= a @

‘essay, Eﬁmiasitign iE&chETS’ED little more than wish this
-style on the student by telllng hlm to avoid nﬂmlnal;zatlans,

abstra:tlan and the PESSLVE- “As a pedagcglcal methcd thls

has
_h&$€ been an Educatlanal dls&ster. The student really néeds

to study the, warkings anﬂ miswarklngs of language iﬁ & more
pragmatlc wey. |
~Kenneth Burke seeﬁs to me to Effer’a much more hapef&i
<difecti§n vhén hé;t&kesiaé his essential concern in A
s ! 7;‘ : ' i ) 2 , - }

ar in rhetcrlcal
tten in CGnﬂectlDﬂ with a summer semin
. Gnlvers;ty of Michlgaﬂ by the Nat;anal Enduwment_

This paper was wr
%Pvent;an sponsored at the
tor the Hymanities.
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tzgraﬁﬁaf af H”tlves and elsewherefﬁrér"transfurmatlans ‘and:
embarrassments of expr3551en"lgfgat "haw tq write well“s—:
ch certalnly knaws ihat thers is a multltudércf ways tq de‘\
'that—ibut bﬁglwha% cﬂe wri%és cAn. sh;ft and bushwhack bgth

:*reader and wrlter.' Far Burke,gthe vrltérwho ;s in contral

p

~of his medlum must be worklng nct only w1th a-grammar of

B !a,;,'— 4

syntax, but alsa a grammar of matlves. »Ths ramlfleatlcns Gf~.
_this natianiare-ccmplex,z but for our purpases 11 sh@uld be
h:'enough to nbserve that 1ﬁ§allows Burke to refer nnt merely

tu@syntagtlcal Dperatlans, but to 1ng1cal or dlalectlcal

operations as well -3 Burke thus g;ves the camp331t1ﬁn

-1

5 thear1st a way Df ancharlng all 1evels @f the wrlt;ng

prncess——dlseavery, wrltlng and rewrltlng——ln a_ single brnad
&

ydlalectlcal pracess in which Fawers of man;pulaﬁ;an become

* ¥ powers of understandinés Bur%i s methﬂd PT@VidEE: 1. thlnh

B

a pﬂss;ble base for a _more cahereﬂt thecry Gf campas;tlan
-1xthan that which underl;es mcst nf the texts in the fleld

\ i
j In, th;s essay, I will attempt tc elabﬂfate anéjhls aplnlon

1

. rby taklng a lank at Burke at wqu as a readéﬁpand d;scnurse
’ ' ]
analyst and then by applying the ;nsights g&ined to

‘eutl;ge a rough approach t§%$éaching-gcmpésition- L

There is an 1mpartant moment fﬂr the cumpas;tian teacher

' ;eEr1y in the flrst part of A Grammar cf Hatlves when ‘Burke

takes on a passage from a 1etter H;lllam James vrﬁte to hlS
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father; challeﬁglng the elder James s attempt to dlstlngulah

1‘ gCreatign, Pamthe;sm and Maglc. If Creatlcﬂ is not one’ or
‘.;s”,
the 6tﬁer, the }Qﬂﬂger James 13 asklng, vhat 1is lt?

- ﬂﬂv I don't Eee what ihe ward "@reatlﬂn" can mean if
' . this -arbitrariness and magic be totally excluded, ar
" what there is sto- justify-its discrimination from .
‘;panth51sm.L Cream;@n,'emanatlan, have at _ all times
. been opposed to pantheism, immanence; anfd'it is evident
. from the scorn with which you alweys mention pantheism
+ that you, too, placeé’ a Yroad gulf between thems The-.
- essence’ of the pantheistic conception, if I understand
it, consists inWdmere beihg a negessary reletion between-
'Great@r ‘and creature, so that both are the. same fact
viewed from opposite 31des,'3nd their ‘duality as :
Creator and creature becomes’ merged in, afglgher un;ty
~as Being. Consequently a tonceptioh really opposed to
* pantheism must necessarily refuse to adm t any such
- ratio’'as this,--~any such external ratio,=—=so to speak
- between. them; must \deny that each term exists only by
. virtue-of the’ sequation to“which it belongs; the
‘Creator, must be the all, and the sct by which the.
Lo ,creature is set over: against him has its'.motive within
! -+ . the c¢reative circumference. The act must therefove
g o necessarily coptain an arbitfary and magical element--
’ »  that is, .if I/attach the right meaning to those wordge-
- undetermined by anything external to +he agent. Of
g .. course-it is-limpossible to attempt to imagine the way
IS creat;an, out wherever fromwan absolute first a
T . second- appears, there it must be,sﬁand it must be @
- (¢ magical, for if in the second there be anything 4
ot 3f= ca2qu31 @r caeval with the flrst, 1t beccmes panthe15m.

E

- It a brlght and hardiheaded wrltlng teachgr vere tﬂ rEQELve

=

xthls SPECJmEH as the cnre Qf a paper, ‘he mlght w§11 f&ll it.
- One é;ﬁ e5511y bgﬁﬁ%ﬂnned by'the vgcabulary, buﬂ/after one

gets over that 1t beenmes rather clear that yaung Wllllam
o )
* s Playlng a. gamp w1th deflnatlans. if a cregtion is not

/
panth51st1c, that ig ta §ay, merely anathé& manifestatzan
* / U.:
.uf $ le : substance af the Gr@atar, then it must haVe been
. J} e i

/créated arbltrarlly auta frnathlng, and that (ée&r father?

=

o ? is- mag;cg The ?eachegggguld in all likelihood feel dr;ven

i '7«4
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ine EX&SPEFatlon to ask what tha w:zter "means“ by creatiaﬂ,‘
.pantheism and mag17L—nut Just the deflnitlan (I.can fead

: thank yau), but lnf "real saﬁsé.“ Tﬂdeed yaung Wllllam ;; -

N ’ (=] : ‘

seems to fe g;v1n his’ father a bit af lip_ ' ,7' 'Y

- Bu ﬁ of &?urse,'wguld give the passage an "A:" The ;

[

. d ' ‘last three sentehces sound llke somethlng from a Burke;an '
. . 2

/ .

1exlc@ -—"ratlc e uatlén clrcumference term matlve
/l q ? ’ s [y

mag;cal agent and absglutet . But befare we decide tD’
‘) = E

: /
=térm;nate Bufke s cnntznct as a teacher 1n aur wrltlng
/

- Program on the graunds that He merely wants hls atudents to-’

feed him baeL his own garggn, we must at least read the ten
y _

 ﬂense pages 1n A Grammar nf Mntlves in wh;ch he explares f‘7

;mpl;catians of the Passage a3 a Justlfleatlgn f

same af th,

A

of his. aZ}entiﬂn, and as a jug?iflcatlon nf an actlnnal
view Df mpﬂ31t1@n. - . .

Buyke begins by admlttlng that e the passage is read

for 1n§érmatlun, narratlve or expas;tlon, it w1ll apyéar

iargely<1neampreh9ﬂ51ble._ If the, valldlty of James'

- | caﬁcld51gns depends on cﬁﬁtrlved deflnltlons, to put the I

i 7matt&r in laglcal terms, he clearly falls 1ntg th —txap Df

fa;l:ng to gustlfy h;s premises; Thus there is no ara@‘d

far[1nfarmat13n to, be exchanged. DD thg other han& Buﬁkg.'

‘ .flg 8 in the passage something even ‘more lmpﬁrtant. &

® [}

"chart af terms é game, é explaratlgn of mean;ngs that

[
f o g

. /'
Y /af prefaund 1mga@tance in clarlfylng and valldatlmg the

N - .

g ,f; ermi nalagy one uses ta explere the 1dea ﬂf ereatlan, ﬁf :




 €3 beglnnlngs. Explaratlnns of thls snrt are very 1m;ortant

L;““;§' } zfar %bey are “the bas;s af the dlsgusslan.PrueESﬁ., They are

%he means whereby the atudeﬂt fllls ggt and verlfles his .

understand;ng of . laﬂguaEEELH generul and spec;f;c terms in

paztlcular. Jamed's letter 15 1mpﬂrtant for the writing

we teachér tnkéanfraﬁt because it 15 a cla531c example cf the

e

f;a. ’ klnd of explaratlve wrltlngfthat is’ the most ;mpartant kind

f;zi af atudent writ;ng——wrltlng that exercises ihe 1earnlng

Eraeess. N IR

vy o ;%ﬂd; 'Y
Naw, iet us stand back'fcr a mament~and take a histarical
.‘grs;-per%pectlve. Wllllam James and Burke occupy a gcad deal of
‘fgrcommgn grnuna partlcularly in the importance the subject
“jvaf “heglnﬂlngs" has fﬂr b@th cf them. As a Svedenbcrglan,
‘ ' Henfy J&mes, Sf.»drew an Augustinlan dlstiﬂctlcn between
Iﬂature and. Gﬂd,“bEtWEEﬂ the divine and human arts and
‘ /‘:i SEiE%;EE* ‘On one. 1evel, young William is dnlng a b;t of
- ‘ ‘gentIExtaﬁnt;ﬂg here by shcw1ng how,rrlghtly c@n51dered |
llanguageﬁ?;mply doesn't ggppart his father's p351t10n, yet
| :ei;gluus matters vere a per51stent cnncern far Wlli;am
i‘thrqughaut his career;? Pragmatlsm insists on &'klﬁd of
empirlcal fer;fic&tlan for any trutb-—natural or thealﬂ lcal§hi
W‘é and thus axgues that a bEllEf in the transcendental grﬂund
’ R

_cf theglaéieal truth, is .mere tender—mlndedness. Hawever,

emp;r;ca¥ validation. is not as canstra;ﬁed a matho& as L;ﬁ

g




&

)

N 6

‘is for the 1'gg”iea_1 positivist. W‘heféas the positivist yould
f? 1

w5 f

/find a-dogma’ mean;ngless s;mply beﬂause the dngma lacka
empirical verlflcat;onJL the p:agmatlst accepts the dagma as o

méaningful if belief in the dogma effet%% a change in a

,Persgﬂ s 11fei* SG,’lf WIllL&m is tauntlng hls father, thev

game he 15 playlng is a very serlnus one that se:ves ta

¥

explare thé ways ‘what we. knaw depen&s on what we can say,
and if I am rlght in. hearing 1runy in the passage, it is

1here as much far the balance cf mlnd in the son is far the

dlsarmlng of his father. S | B N

=

Burke's stance is quite similar to James's here. ”Iﬁ‘
: 4 : : . Lo

his discussion of the passage, Burke focuses partiéularly

on the idea of magic.“One has 1§_EPP£EE§até the irony of
Burke's:discussing thercauses of m@tiv ti5£ and behavior--
surely twc of the most ceutral subjects of bur time--in :
terms of magic--vwhich is prabﬂbly the most Qgigg.: He ailc%sg
of gnurse, that if m&glc is understaad as a suspen51an af

the rules Qf phys;cal matlan,idt ‘is false.. We &onft really *

think that the maglclan really makes that P;geén or ace of

» spades out of nothing. - However, 1f maglc is understood as_i

by

" show at»lagst,ln part as an ait that teasg}-eur shared

S

cperating outside the rules of mct;an, it ;s true and essential,
\ "

% E s

for it ;nv@ivﬂs the 1nterpretatlan af motion as determlned
,"’ﬁ\ : w
2 nte,tla n, w;ll ~hope or exPectatlgn; Wa engay the magic

. belief in the nb;eet1v1ty af appearanées."MagiC'aﬁd ritual

sue? affer 3 braader b&als‘f

e

% £ -

?thus concern the relatlaﬁ b%ﬁween attltude and eveﬂt, and as

or understaﬁdlng an event than

. . . o
. . . .
N ) : 2 . .
\ : oy I
H . -t
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is available td the pesi{iviSt!,fFafzJames and Burke,

— lahgﬁage is ;‘ﬁgp of fhé mind'iniééys:it“simpiy eanné{ be
. forithe Eehériprisi,‘but as it‘shgu;ajbe for the .writing
;té&ehér'th-is séiiaﬁg gﬁcut the_affs cfvlanguageg  .

| .Sﬁ}ké.cgils hés apprcach;"ioge;ggieél." Légaiaéy-iS\

concerned with hbvﬁwprisﬁggj;-rather'théﬂ'yi%h their

“cagtepi.“ This;ghifi of focus ha,finterestingfresulfsr;as-“‘
) ‘ ,. w4 - V ’ S - ; | : = - - .
.can be best seen in another paragraph example. Near the
: ‘ ! R 3 ple. : ,

-end of his tén%page'discﬁssigh.qf'thelJamés P&ssage;,En:kggffh;;;

unﬂe;fahes)tﬁefseemizilybbizar:é (Eut‘vhﬁllyscharaéteriStie)

exercise of transliting Jemes's abstract argument. into even <

&

' ggre,abstractnterms;

'We  are reasoning as follows: We are saying that, toi
D - study .the nature of the term, act, one must select a
e prototype, or paradigm of action. This prototype we
T , find in the concepdion of a perfect or-total sct, such
A as the act of "the¢ Creation."” examining this concept,
' we find that it is "magic," for it produces ‘something
out of nothing> This enables us to equate magic with
novelty~-and 1§£d5'us to look for a modicum of magic
in every act to the extent that the act possesses a o
Y o modicum of novelty,. . This.consideration-also admoniskes
S T Ug, Rowever, to make e distinction between "true" and .
"false" -nmagic.\ "False" magic is ‘a’ quasiscientific B
: ideal that would suspend the laws of motion, as in the .
f C attempt to coerce paturdl forces by purely ritualistic
wmeans. "True" magi{c is ah aspect not of motion but . .
- of action.. . And if ‘tHe motives properly assignable-to .
scene, agent, agency and purpose are already gifren,
Q there could be ndvelty only if we could alsodassign
¢ motives under the heading of act itself. That is,
)' there would be something new intrinsic to the acts
5 o .and this noveltywould be the modicum of ‘motivation
S assigrnable.under the heading of act rather than under
" the heading\af.the four other terms,” singly or in.
- combination. There must, in brief, be some respect , o
da which the act is a causa sui, a motive of itself.é ’
A =2usa
Any reader vho is reading this paragraph for information

o - g

[
1




, wquld Prabagly fgel @ strong matLVE to thraw it into the

= i)

Fire,.. -After he h{s cut. through all the Jargaq; the only

u'warks wculd

-

2
recagnlzeablé gantgn@ hé could distill is that crsatlan is
maglc, that magic i g ngvelty, and f;nally that every act

stSesses a4 bit Qf m@gls in 1t. The. Tsugh-mlnded emglrlcist

4

,m;ght weil spoyt, "ypat about glcklng your teeth?“ ’ o f_b yas

,u;ckly fesPcnd by ﬂétlng that in qUQtlng the .

,P&ssage I-shave- Em§tﬁgd the flrst two sentERCEs of the |

e Sv

p&ragraph-x“# ' ‘"!g“_;s - v
But Vhai @reclsely is our Palnt? What are we-
“trying vo provy by an example that, we freelygrant,
cannot be adduy, d as the Yiferal foundation of an.
. argument?

"!

The Pirst sentence %dﬂpiﬁzthe'avérage‘reaier‘s fruétratign

N . . . - . .

“a

with .the argumgni§ Rgpd the second in éffect tells him ‘tha.tp

1f he expects a POS{tAve or emplrlcal f@unﬂatlﬂﬂ;fﬂf the
B
argument,, he ia rgaﬁlﬁg wrcng. And then agaln, what does

—BUrkeé” mean By Qslrg t@e “vord "iiteral" far my altern&tlves

~in the previous senke@ceE*"9051tlveM:‘ "empirical?" By

- teasing us oyt of thﬁﬁght in thls way,{ggrﬂe Slmply denles_m”w“””i

'"the absolute ﬂeeé fqr "valld;ty" in the lcglcai sens e af the

term. Eurke s 1angqg§e is not "referr:ng“ to a wcrld it

'15 "ereatlng“ ope th,yyextends and tests 1he 11m1ts of our

f{ o .',a

skill, capaﬂlty and sgphisltlcatlun in Lhe use Df laﬂgu&geg

The reader hag yassey Burke s, exgmlﬂatlan if e eam Iespaﬂd

=
H

Fh & coherent ;r;td%uef L - -
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‘Once the reader accepts the 1agalog1c&l &tt;tudé,’

=M . ¢ o

hnwever, ‘he shnulﬂ find it falrly easy to apprEC1ate tbe P

art and elcquence af Burke's tranélatlﬁgi The 1anguage is

*,;.1nfused wath aﬂtlaﬁ;; Therells a dramatic 1nterplay % ;

;;7”; -th1nker aﬁﬂ 1deas. the thlnker is exherted?—he mus? select
| Equate, lnak make and assign—-whlle the 1de§s praduce,

enable, passess, admgnlsh and su5pend. This. ¢ Eﬂslty Qf
f”

rhetarlcal f;guratlvené s is: mqre ﬁhgn merely Pl&y, the

words embady prayer and magic. Wlllaam Ruecke t.is elearly -

f
= i A
3 s

rlght to place Bufke in the CIltléal tradition lof such
atyllsts" as Emersan and James,7 fc: like them, Burke is
- deeply Eﬂtraﬂcéd by the aﬁtlnnmlsnism 1mpl;clt ln ‘the

. Q ﬂperatlons of lagguage, aﬂd 1ts capac;ty ta create ana

* %
' recanstruct the warld.- Hawever, thl% is not so much "&

| wnrld e15ewhere," in Rlchard Poirier®s SDmFWh&tfﬂileEdlng

Phrase,s but thgse wgrlds whase cﬁnstructlon is the Hrlter s o

K@W»QE s«andﬂstuéant‘s need and respﬂ351b11ity Zhe questlag is mai
- Whether we . llvé in the war;ﬂ of reallty or~the warld of

* lmaglnat;an, it is whetﬂer vie, J;ve in” éur oxn wnrlﬂ _ar ha?e
T mErely baught in" ‘on the worli artlculated by samenne else.

. Th n, there is an even more 1mpnrt&nt point to be m&dé

A verbal world that is so EllVE tn the drama of word

‘. EthEE ;a much more qpen to dlscave;y, insight and learnlmg

than 15 thé verbal yarld af languagﬁgas|mechanlcs._ The

- .
S .-

logglaglﬂal wrlter is engageﬂ in the whole langu&ge pProcess

&

. rather than merely warklng syntactlcal and furmal canventlsnae

=
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When we teach merely syatax and garagraph structure, wa are
'an5t te&ehing wrltlng, and 51nce such 51mgle taplas

ésséﬁtkally lnvarve merely social conventians, they have' %

7 no clear relatlan ta an educatlon in the llberal arts, or
ta szgnzfleant grewth in undérstand;ng, When th% wrltlng
teacher allows himself to be bagulled by the apParént ease

éf teach;ng MEEh&nlcs in 1selat;cn, he- fazls tﬁ notice that
'}
be undexmlnes bis own" purpases and the. mntlvatlﬂn af the -
.2 .

gtudents.g Wark 1n me;hanlcs needs to be strangiy subardlnated

tu the cummunlcatlve and lﬁgcluglcal funct;ans nf 1anguage-v,

Thus, wr;tlng exerclses that engage the rhale languaga
Prﬂcesssexerc1ses in such dlalectlcal praeesses as t:ans—

L&ilun &nd tran%farmatlon are a much mgre 1mpurtant prapaedeut;c
i .

to tra;n;ng in the AEnguage arts than are the drill-book -

oS .
exare;ses in %he farmal coqyenilans of grammar, laglc and
x o

&%iﬁf —._rhetoric ih&t domlnate the ‘handbooks of n;neteenth agd

S

(
rtﬁéﬂtléth century chPQSLtlan teachlngi, . P

What I am saylng here ma{/scund rather esaterlc and

g¥en b;zarre to- many present—day teachers. of wrlting, but

h] -~

L*my polni abaut the prupaedut;e value of dialectical EXEIClSEE

' 15 naihlng new, as any student of Aristatle wculd knuw-

.Far Arlstctle, the Study of rhetarlc was!hgt tled to gnammar
gi mechanics ée much(as it was to- di&]egtlc;r Hls Emphas;s
7i;ﬁ both the Rhetur;c aﬁd the TDElcS (h;s dlscu531nn of
dLmlectlc—-lie 9 argument frnm Prabable and canventianalﬁg
Ereg;ses)-is oﬂg;nventign, rather tban;?n;farmﬁ 3nd thls 7#~ !ﬁ




‘2!‘

ares of Eiésglc:&l, fhe '*borle‘ as t.hé new rhetox;claﬂa have

begi’l sayyi..ng t:vgr &fgd vet agaln, ha,s been gr;evso’usly ;grmred

= -

1

121 *thze f'&-ar:;hl,ng of rhgetorlc in ccmpns;tion Elasses.

~Kenge th Rurke {3 tpe @qntamparary wr;ter on 1anguage who

seoms t0 ye Lo have ma::st ieeply un&erstcad thlg pmnt, and
thus ‘_’h; 8 w@rka\}rgr;d%‘ the wrltlng teacher with the most

eagily av. ai le ] € ;romteg to” an understandlng of .this basic.

point a.:nd &n( esé‘a.‘::;e fr-‘om the Prﬂvlncl&lity of the thought

that bgg ds ol.:atfsd AE]'IEE’NEII thlg}tlng in rhetarlc and compasat:.un

dron e e13351ca1 age, ‘but alsc :t‘ram the

:DatltgeﬁtEI tﬁ‘aﬁltm)n of d;alectleal th;n}uﬁg.

B
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- " Philip M. Keith
- St. Cloud State University
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;é Grammar of Motives (Berkeleys: Univ. of‘California, Press, .

1969), p« g;!- o e

2See Burke‘s chapter on "Mc{;}es“ in Permanence and Chan g 7

wd

(Naw Yorks Eabbs—Merrlll 1965), pp. 19-36. ..

V'?William Rueckerﬁ suggesté fundamentai cancePfuaigsimiléritiesa'

F

betveen Burke and the trggafcrmatlanalqtenerat;ve grammarlans

in "Kennetb Burké and Structurallsmg" (Shenandaah 21, l;

(1969)), p. 23. .. @ -
4o
Grammar, p. 62. i

EFar example, sSee Villlam James, Pragmatlsm (Clevelandg

Mer;dlqn, 1970), the secnnd and last chapters; | N B

EG;gmmgy, p. 66,

& : ’ :
TRueekert, Critical Responses to Kenneth Burke, 1924-1966

(Minneégclis: Univg of Minnesota Press, 1968)p p. 322.

/

BA World Elsewhere, the Place of S Style 1n American L;terature‘

(New Yorlsi - Oxfari, 1066).. T {i
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