Plotting the Growth
Rhetoric and Composition
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Survey Goals

« Support R/C as an “emergent” field
* Document R/C'’s five-year volume:




Survey Questions

1. Program Name
2. University Designation
3. Status & Organizational Unit




Survey Constraints

1. NRC parameters




Rhetoric & Composition Programs Surveyed
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Programs ~ 5 graduates over 5 years
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Enrollments/Graduates

Five Year Enrollments

1245

Five Year Graduates

613 (2 to 1 ratio)




5 Year enrollments & graduates
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Graduates: 1965 ~ 2005
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Growth of the field

No. of Programs Added By Year

INo. of Programs Added By Year




Growth by Programs/Graduates

Total # Graduates (Growth)

——Total # Graduates (Growth) \
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R/C Programs ~ 10-year Intervals

|

)

\

Ny —
| % U of Washingten
- { I
/ h‘) aéhlngton State T L (
/,/-/ \_/“v,ﬂ_,x\ “\% ( \ e A A ! \r:
v N | , (Z/ M Michigan Tech L 2o
) y 9N 5\ ¢ \f"l& _Rensselaet
( 4 [N o —_— [\/‘ T ﬂLL' et / Polytechnic U of New
( ( e\ T § ‘ Insti te\ [ .
~—_ // ) y U of Minnesota o ﬂ r{ Syracuse J) ﬂﬁl » &I;I;mpshlre
't ~——_ | / S Michigan State € L Wayne StateT g\
/ —L__ A ) \ s . u ssachusetts
{ — / Uo ad{son U of Michigan e — \ =
) — T o 1 B oﬁf e e
[ / / ‘ \F\ Northern I owllng > S { _
{ U of Nevada, Rer}o o lowa State ® . ® © ® Indiana U d}P nnsylvania
La. N\ / UofUtash - Y U of linois-Chicad® Pu ale” asete g oo
\ / / U of N}ebraska -Lincoln @ x—Mms%iéte ue ° \ ) S Ohw/Sta m@Le l\qgu
\ / | — —
$ \ / \ U of |||InQ)IS Urbana- Ghampa|gn | ® Mlaml W of Ohlpf 2&
\ ‘ / / Q ® - Indiangu a L\
N — / I U of Kansas U of Ml§\0u|’| {od \ 1V|rg|n|a PoTﬁejé:\hmc
5 Uof California | T [ (f U of Louis e
\.ianta Barbara: | e R v?\ e jf Lfa’}}/yarollna
o~ — OklahO\ma—Sta’fe‘*“ “Uo o
- { [ of Tennessee O " North rolina State
‘:\_\ /k / U of New M“eX|co ] o ??Z at Knoxwlleii/f N /\/
4 {/‘ Arizona #tate 'Fe {_- T \ S
Lo b ) f Texas ¢’ U of South Carolina
U of California [ 4 \
i Ui e Q Texas Techri § OU of Alé\bama A
an Diego ] New M Stat .Texa AGM- % \ N
/ ©) i =t 0 ate { Commerce & ( ¥
U of Texas at E1 Pas 2 Texas  § 4 \ ) 1
of Texas at El Paso \ Vo Christian > qﬁ;@yuisia a — —— ’(
; of Texas at Lafayette | ) bx—s=
{ P atAustn @ i\ 93 ? V\\ b%?f Central Florida
Y. \\\ L e S Lﬁ
\ '.
b j/ ., | Founding Date
\ 9
Y s A o N/A
® 1965- 1975
e 1976 - 1985
0 250 500 1,000 © 1986-1995
Miles
' e 1996 - 2005




Six Degree Categories

A - Department - minor emphasis

B - Department - major concentration
C - Department - independent degree
D - Autonomous Unit degree

E - Interdisciplinary Unit degree

F - Other




Progam Types x 5 Year Volumre

Five-Year Totals By Program Type

O5Y Enroll-ments
W 5Y Grads




R/C Faculty by Rank

Number of  %age of
Category Faculty Faculty

Full Prof. | 217| 42 1%




Largest Programs: Graduates

since founding date ~ current (2004) enrollments

#
University Founding Date # Enrolled Graduates
IUP 1975 250 305
RPI 1965 26 142
Purdue 1980 o1 126




Newest Programs

graduates since founding date
current (2004) enrollments

#
University Founding Date # Enrolled Graduates
U Texas El Paso 2004 5 0
E Carolina 2004 8 0
Michigan State 2003 18 0
Case Western Reserve 2002 7 0




Program Assessment ~ Rhetoric & Composition

1. Performance

. State subsidy
. Faculty Productivity

. Extramural Funding
. Exclusivity

. Efficiencies

. Strategic Planning

2. Program Design

. Curriculum

books, grants, articles, displays, performances

grants, foundations, donors

applicants, acceptances

time to degree, graduation and placement rates
UG retention, persistence, student credit hours

courses, competencies, thresholds




Plotting the Growth
Rhetoric and Composition

To join the Consortium of Doctoral Programs




