WRIT 101 Rhetorical Analysis Project
Spring 2018


Course Goals Framing this Assignment:

· Increase your ability to read rhetorical situations and make rhetorical choices in writing
· Know what questions to ask when entering new rhetorical situations in order to adjust your approach to writing to meet that situation
· Build your ability to collaborate in communities of writers and readers
· Take risks in new writing situations
· Increase your control of situation‑appropriate conventions of writing

Assignment Description and Instructions
As we have discovered in the last month, writing has no set definition and everyone approaches it differently. Knowing that, how do we write successfully? How do you write for college and for your chosen professions? In short, you must understand and respond to the situations you’re writing in, from, and for. This is to engage in rhetoric. One of the tasks of this course is to give you beginning understanding of rhetoric as a theory of communication and to explore its implications. 

As a college writer, you need to make rhetorical reading and writing a normal habit. To read texts rhetorically is to read them as if they are people talking to you, people with motivations that may not always be explicit but are always present. It means talking about not only what a text says or what it means, but what it does (start a war? Make a friend laugh? Call attention to a problem? Strike fear? Make a person fall in love?). When you read a text trying to figure out what it does or why a person would go to the trouble of writing it, you’re reading and responding rhetorically. 

For this project, you will choose a piece to analyze rhetorically, the process of which we will discover through class readings and discussions. Consider that choice between two possibilities: 

· Academic: if you are excited to dig into the writing that happens in your major and examine its situation, choose something in your professional field. This can include a scholarly article, chapter of a text book, professional magazine, organizational website or blog, etc. This process will definitely help you in your upper level courses.
· Fun: if you’d like to try something more tailored to your personal enjoyments, take this anywhere you want to. Social media, Reddit, Tumblr, blogs, memes, songs, movies, podcasts, YouTube videos, TEDTalks, etc. 

*There is possibility of some overlap between the two (a YouTube video created by someone who conducts research in your professional field, for example).
*The single core requirement: you must be able to historicize your piece—to know where it was first published, when, and by whom. 

You will create a 3-5 page rhetorical analysis detailing this piece and its rhetorical situation. In order to achieve this, move through the follow processes:

1. Read the text (duh). You need to get a sufficient handle on the text you’ve chosen to be able to explain it to your readers. This should include the thesis/purpose of the piece, its main parts or sections, its main discussion points, methods of writing the author used (creative, research, theoretical, etc.), discussions of its implications (if applicable). 
2. Historicize the text. You need to collect some basic information about where this text came from. Most of this information is contextual, meaning that it lies with but outside of the text. This should include background information on who wrote the piece, who published the piece and what they generally publish, who generally reads, listens to, or watches this piece, when the piece was created and what may have been occurring at that time (either in research or culturally). 
3. Interpret the text’s rhetorical ecology which includes motivation, rhetors, context, exigence, Kairos, knowledge making, narrative, values, and constraints. The main point of your analysis should have to do with what the piece does (or did at the time) and why the writer wanted it to do that. 

Drafting Process
You will engage in an annotated bibliography and two drafts during this project.

Annotated Bibliography: An annotated bibliography presents the end-page citations of your sources and annotations that evaluate the sources you’ve chosen. This should include the piece you are analyzing, any class readings you might wish to cite, and any sources you will use to historicize the text. DUE: 1-2 pages by Friday, February 23

Rough Draft: After receiving instructor feedback on your Annotated Bibliography and engaging with more readings from your textbook, start honing and shaping ideas for a more formal piece. Consider some of these methods to help you form your analysis:
· Provide an extremely brief summary of your piece based on your reading of it.
· Discuss the piece’s context and history: where and when it appeared, what the historical moment was, pertinent information about the writer and publisher.
· Draw conclusions about the text’s rhetorical ecology. What was the text meant to accomplish and why? Who are the rhetors involved in this situation? What is the text’s motivation? How does the timing (Kairos) affect the text? Why did this text need to be created and read (exigence)? How is it using narrative? What new knowledge is it helping to create?
· Offer evidence of your interpretations. This could include quotations from the text or external sources.

Format should be in place, thought should be given to organization and delivery, and a central idea should develop as the focus. DUE: 2-3 pages by Friday, March 9.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Final Draft: Reflecting back on the entire unit of class work, readings, and feedback, you will meet for conferences with me, individually, to revise and complete your final analysis. DUE: 3-5 pages by Monday, March 23

Document Design
Rough and Final Drafts will be written following the conventions of APA format as described in your Pocket Style Manual. You can also follow APA conventions as described by the Online Writing Lab (OWL) at Purdue University. 
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