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Project 2: Rhetorical Analysis, Due 4/4

Rhetorical Awareness

As students think about selecting a major, they want to know: what is the work of that major? Who are the instructors? Why should they select this major instead of that major? More importantly, they want to know what does it mean to be a historian? geographer? chemist? engineer? artist? What questions do they ask and answer? How do they think about and see the world? To help answer these questions, you will conduct a rhetorical analysis of a scholarly article in your major, discipline, and/or field. Rhetorical analyses analyze how and why specific texts function in a particular manner. They help both the authors and audience members to understand the discourse community to which they are entering and/or participating. Your audience for the rhetorical analysis will be other students considering the major, discipline, or field you are analyzing. You must keep this analysis to 900-1500 words. You will also be writing for the instructor and your ENGL108 classmates so that they might learn about other disciplines. 

*Please see “Grading Criteria” at the end of this prompt for the exact rubric that will be used to determine your grade.*

Critical Thinking and Composing

Your topic for this assignment will be the rhetorical features of a peer-reviewed, scholarly article written by a someone in your major, field, or discipline (preferably a faculty member at UA). To get started, answer these questions:


· What is your major, or what is an area of discipline that interests you?
· What faculty members teach in that area at UA?
· What publications can you find from those faculty members? Which one(s) is of interest to you? 
· Can you find a full copy of that publication through the UA libraries?
· Which journals are specific to your major, field, or discipline? Can you find full issues of that publication through the UA libraries?
· Once you have identified a single peer-reviewed, scholarly article, you will want to closely analyze it by identifying:
. the rhetorical situation of the article (topic, audience, author, purpose (IGAW, Chapter 2),
. the structure and language/tone choices the author made (IGAW, Chapters 6-9), and
. the design and development of the argument (IGAW, Chapter 4); rhetorical strategies (logos, pathos, ethos)
. Optional: You can also look at page 140 from IGAW for features to focus on




Conventions

In making formal and stylistic choices, consider what will be effective for your rhetorical situation. Because you are writing to an interdisciplinary audience, do not assume prior knowledge about specialized, disciplinary knowledge. For certain terms, for example, it may make sense to include brief definitions. Overall, strive for a relatively formal, specific style and a reasonable, neutral tone, appropriate for an academic audience. Finally, follow the usage and grammar conventions of Standard Written English, which writers tend to follow when writing for an academic audience.

Process, Reflection, and Revision

Suggested Process
To help with this assignment, read the various "Writing Projects" sections related to rhetorical analysis (IGAW, pp. 34-35, 57-58, 100-101, 380, 449-450, 612). You will likely move between these phases recursively:


· Topic Selection: Pre-searching. Reflection. Skimming. Topic refinement.
· Source Selection: Database searching. Keyword refinement. Skimming. Reflection. Comparison.
· Analytical Reading: Pre-reading reflection. Skimming. Context research. Reading. Note-taking. Post-reading reflection. Rereading.
· Drafting: Reviewing notes. Reflecting on issue and reader needs. Drafting analysis.
· Revision/Editing: Seeking feedback. Revising. Checking source handling. Trying editing strategies.



Grading Criteria


Length: 900-1500 words

Points
5 = Final draft quality; may need minor proofing
4 = Late draft quality; needs focused development
3 = Middle draft quality; needs significant development
1-2 = Early draft quality; needs extensive development
0 = Missing item

	Checklist
	Points

	1. Have you selected an appropriate topic: a peer-reviewed, scholarly article?
	

	0. Do you analyze and provide evidence for the rhetorical context of the article: author, audience, specific topic, and purpose? 
	

	0. Do you analyze and provide relevant evidence for the rhetorical choices in the article: structural elements, language, and citation strategies? 
	

	0. Do you analyze and provide evidence for the argument in the article: claims, reasoning (proofs and appeals), evidence, assumptions, and counterarguments? Do you analyze the rhetorical strategies used?
	

	0. Does the introduction include a) the topic, b) brief history of the topic,               c) relevant contextual information about the author and publication, and           d) relevance and purpose of the analysis to your audience?
	

	0. Do you provide a clear organizational structure for the analysis?
	

	0. Do you have a clear focus or purpose in your paper? What does this article tell you about your field? 
	

	0. Do you effectively support the point of each paragraph with explanation of detailed examples, evidence, and definitions of key terms?
	

	0. Are there few minor errors in mechanics (grammar, spelling, punctuation, capitalization)? Are the tone and style of your writing relatively formal and suitable for an academic rhetorical situation?
	

	0. Do you include a descriptive, engaging title for the analysis, and are there few minor errors in MLA essay format? Does it meet the word minimum?
	

	Subtotal (points will be doubled):
	

	Percentage from 100 points:
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