Core I: Analyzing an Argument

Core I: Objectives
· Analyze a text, understanding both the implicit and explicit arguments

· Write an essay which encompasses an understanding of the arguments, the intended audience, and the assumptions/implications of the argument found in the text; the essay will be directed toward a specific argument of its own

Core I: Calendar
	Week
	Topics Covered
	Reading Homework

	1

Jan. 9-13
	Introduction to Comp. II

Orientation, Syllabus, 

Diagnostic Essay, Seeing everything as an argument, Core I 
Vocabulary: Rhetorical situations, Communities, Kairos
	1/9: Read Ch. 12 in AIC for 1/13
1/13: Read pgs. 1-78 in RTB for 1/18

	2

Jan. 16-20
	No class 1/16

RTB Quiz 

Ethos, Pathos, Logos
How images portray X (news, nudity, drugs, obesity, families)
	1/18: Read pgs. 78-153 in RTB for 1/23

	3

Jan.23-27
	RTB Quiz

Watch excerpt of I am Sam
Discussion of I Am Sam 
Core I Thesis statements

Organization of Core I
	1/23: Read pgs. 153-243 in RTB for 1/30

	4

Jan. 30-Feb. 3
	Grading rubric overview 
NOTE: REVISED DUE DATES

2/3 Core I Rough Draft due for Peer Rev. 
	1/30: Read pgs. 243-293 in RTB for 2/1

	5
Feb. 6-
Feb. 8
	How to revise, edit, and proofread
Core I assignment due 2/8
Introduction to Core II
	


Core I: Assignment
Rough draft due: 2/3
Final draft due: 2/8
Write a 3-4 page essay that analyzes how the mentally challenged are portrayed in one of the films below:
Forest Gump

Radio

Rain Man

What’s Eating Gilbert Grape

The Ringer (now in theaters)
Your analysis should have a title page which analyzes the rhetorical context of your paper (see http://www.uwc.ucf.edu/Writing%20Resources/Handouts/Rhetorical_Context.pdf) and your thesis statement. 
Your analysis should make an argument of its own about how the text portrays people who are mentally challenged (e.g., as blessed “children,” as truthful and simplistic people, as individuals, etc.).  I am not interested in how much you like or dislike the film, but rather if you are able to discern how the creators deliberately constructed images of those who are mentally challenged. Your essay should be in MLA format, and your folder should include your reading quizzes, rough draft, final draft, and any other prewriting work you have done. 
Your analysis should answer the following questions:

1. What is the text about and who are the creators (brief summary)?

2. How do the texts portray the mentally challenged (central claim)?

3. What scenes, characters, dialogue, plot points, images, metaphors, allusions, and/or associations does it use to support this portrayal?
4. Who do you think the intended audience is? What specifically makes you think that?

5. What do the creators assume about their audience?
6. How do the creators use emotion to appeal to the audience? What emotions specifically do they appeal to? 
7. What values, beliefs, and attitudes do they appeal to? 

8. How is this portrayal similar to or unlike Rachel Simon’s portrayal of the mentally challenged in Riding the Bus?
9. How realistic or unrealistic do you think this portrayal is? Does it oversimplify or gloss over elements, or does it present various aspects of mentally challenged people?

10. Who might object to this portrayal and why? 
Composition Grading Rubric ENC 1102

Core One—Analysis of an Essay
Name_________________________________

	Score


	Content /Organization
refers to topic; thesis; order and focus of ideas; integrated and documented support; acknowledges author’s argument structure 

25
	Diction 

refers to using words appropriate to the audience and purpose; choosing words for deliberate effect

25
	Sentence structure refers to positioning and varying sentence length and rhythm to create a deliberate effect; fragments are a rhetorical choice

25
	Grammar/ mechanics 

refers to spelling, word usage, grammar, punctuation, and ability to proofread

25

	Outstanding

23-25/25
	Well-defined, evaluative thesis; insightful, objective explanation of author’s ideas with support from the text; consistent focus and graceful transitions
	Compelling word choice, demonstrating insightful use of figurative language; objective voice predominates
	Sentences are carefully formed and positioned with attention to emphasis, rhythm and pace to engage the reader
	Demonstrates mastery of grammar, creating compelling prose; few to no errors

	Strong

20-22/25
	Clear, mainly objective analysis of author’s  argument using related support from the text; logical progression of ideas; smooth transitions
	Specific word choice including metaphor and analogy
	Sentences show variety in length, pattern, and rhythm
	Demonstrates understanding of most grammar; spell check errors remain

	Satisfactory

18-19/25
	Conventional analysis and related support; unbalanced evaluation of author’s argument; student argues with the text; adequate transitions
	Conventional word choice; voice wavers between argumentative and objective 
	Sentences show some variation in pattern and are linked with appropriate transitions
	Occasional errors in sentence structure, verb agreement, pronoun reference, spelling and punctuation 

	Limited

16-17/25
	Analysis unclear or lacking insight; inconsistent organization; openly argues with the text; transitions do not connect ideas
	Vague, ordinary word choice with clichés and jargon
	Simple sentences are frequent with occasional fused sentences and fragments
	Frequent errors in sentence structure, verb agreement, pronoun reference, spelling and punctuation

	Flawed

0-15/25
	No identifiable analysis; no meaningful discussion of text; argumentative voice predominates; no control of organization and/or transitions
	Word choice doesn’t fit audience or purpose
	Awkward and unclear sentences; little variety; frequent run-ons and fragments
	Continuous errors in sentence structure, verb agreement, pronoun reference, spelling and punctuation


