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How to structure assignment 1 + break down of points (3-5 pages)
Part 1. Introduction (1-2 paragraphs)
1. Introduce the author and his project. Questions to consider: 
a) Who is he? 

b) What is his project? (What sort of work does he set out to do, how, and why?)  [5 pts]
2.  Describe the author’s main argument - what is he trying to get us to believe? [5 pts]
3. State the direction of your analysis and the steps you will take to get us there (“metadiscourse.”) (E.g., “In my analysis of Postman’s text I will examine X and show Y.”) [5pts]
Part 2. The Body, in which you present your central analysis

In this section, you will analyze 3 or 4 major claims that support the author’s argument. For each claim, you will:

· Identify the claim in your own words.

· Use a quotation to illustrate this claim. Introduce, integrate and explain the quotation (see Graff et al,. 39 – 49).
· Identify the evidence the author presents to support this claim (if present/relevant)
· Identify a strategy, move, or some aspect of the style/organization/use of evidence, and discuss how this supports the claim/argument.  [70 POINTS]

Part 3: Your conclusion, which tells us “So What?” (2-3 paragraphs)
In this section, you will discuss issues of significance or effectiveness. There are several things you can choose to emphasize in this section. 

· What is the significance of the argument – why does it matter (at this moment/to you/in general)? Has the author impacted your thinking/views on this topic? If so, in what way?  

Consider the effectiveness of the argument – focus on a key strength or weaknesses  [15pts]

EXAMPLE SHOWING ONE WAY OF STRUCTURING THE INTRODUCTION 
In this new era of advertising, products, services, and ideologues are always clamoring for our attention. Gone are the days of selling us goods based on a product’s attributes. 

Rather, media critic Douglas Rushkoff details how an entire professional class develops coercive techniques to influence our daily decisions in his essay “They Say,” the introduction to his book Coercion: Why We Listen to What ‘They’ Say. 


Rushkoff, a journalist, novelist and critic, is the author of several books that championed technology as the people’s liberation against the so-called authority of “they.” However, through his work, he learned that all ideas—even his—were co-opted by this professional class of coercers. 

With this realization, he became a double-agent, studying how these coercers—among them marketers, politicians, and religious leaders—develop techniques to sway us, while simultaneously exposing these techniques for the public’s benefit.  

In fact, he points out that persuasion in and of itself is not a bad thing. For example, our deferment to authority (“they”) is based on the healthy, psychological and social behavior rooted in deferring to parental figures (221). This essay persuades us that we are being “hunted” by those that want to manipulate such healthy processes for their own benefit and challenges us to become media literate to stop the “coercive arms race” between “us” and “them” that is deteriorating our communities. 

In this paper, I will describe Rushkoff’s major claims, examine evidence used to back them up, and analyze two strategies he uses to persuade the reader of his position—strategies that closely resemble the manipulative techniques he describes advertisers using. I suggest that Rushkoff dramatizes a paradox we all face - that we cannot escape these persuasive tactics, and neither can we avoid using them ourselves. This helps subtly support his argument that the only solution is to build critical awareness of persuasion.

ASSIGNMENT #1: CONSTRUCTING AN ACCOUNT
Your grade reflects your ability to:




  Strong    Satisfactory   Needs Imp.

	Accurately and effectively introduce and contextualize Postman, his article, 
his project, and his argument in your introduction.

	

	Clearly signal to your reader what you plan to discuss in your paper and 
say how you’ll present/organize your analysis.

	

	Accurately describe and explain Postman’s key claims and their 
relationship to the overall argument. Demonstrate a critical comprehension 
of Postman’s argument and use of key terms.

	

	Critically discuss Postman’s use of evidence and strategies to support his argument.  Listing evidence is not a critical discussion – the discussion must include how the evidence supports a specific claim. 

	

	Effectively use textual evidence to support your analysis.  Adequately 
introduce, correctly cite, and effectively comment on the sources.
 
	

	Conclude your paper by presenting a thoughtful, persuasive  analysis of 
one of the following: a) the significance of the argument, b) how the author 
has impacted your thinking/views on this topic, c) the effectiveness of the argument (a key strength or weakness) 

	

	Use an effective structure that smoothly guides the reader from one idea to 
the next.  Your careful attention to transitioning and topic sentences will be considered here.

	

	Have thoroughly edited your paper so that sentences are readable and 
appropriate for an academic audience. Adhere to MLA format, grammar, 
and sentence structure.

	

	Demonstrate a strong command of the written language. Voice and style 
will be considered here.

	

	Other comments:

	


Name:







Grade:
SAMPLE INTRODUCTION PARAGRAPHS

A) 1. Malcolm Gladwell's "The Moral Hazard Myth" (2005) offers an unabashed critique of the broken health care system in the United States which currently leaves 47 million Americans uninsured. 2. Writing to a predominantly affluent readership in The New Yorker, Gladwell realizes that his audience may be largely unaware of the hardships faced by the uninsured. 3. As a result, he relies heavily on anecdotes from Susan Starr Sered and Rushika Fernandopulle's Uninsured in America, illustrating his claims that people without health insurance face more hardships than most people realize and that the majority of uninsured are working poor. 4. He explains that the current system relies on the premise of an economic theory called "moral hazard," which he argues does not translate accurately when applied to the behavior of health care customers. 5. He criticizes the Bush administration's proposed policy and ultimately advocates a universal coverage system, such as the ones utilized by the vast majority of industrialized nations around the world.


B) 1. The issue of health care is one that is widely debated in America today. 2. While some people are happy with the care they receive, others are not. 3. Malcom Gladwell, a writer for the renowned New Yorker magazine, in his article “The Moral Hazard Myth,” challenges Americans' preconceived notions about health care by exploring the “the bad idea” known as “Moral Hazard” and its negative effects on the current system. 4. Gladwell argues that by adopting a "Moral Hazard" style of thinking, policymakers have long implemented an ineffective health care system which has resulted in an unfair dynamic between the insured and uninsured and is, in fact, wasting money and risking lives. 5. In this essay, for each one of Gladwell’s three sections in his piece, I will describe some of his central claims, discuss the kinds of evidence he uses to support these claims, analyze his organization and how it furthers his argument, and finally, I will conclude by commenting on the overall significance and effectiveness of his argument.

C. 1.With an overwhelming 47 million Americans uninsured (almost 20% of its citizens), and unpaid medical bills dominating the number one cause of personal bankruptcy, Americans have been becoming increasingly concerned about the physical and financial effects of their failing healthcare system.  2. In the year following the Bush Administration’s announcement of the Health Savings Account Systems, long-time New Yorker author Malcolm Gladwell wrote an article tackling the heavy project of informing an educated, politically liberal, moderately wealthy audience of the theoretical and fundamental flaws their healthcare system is built upon. 3. The New Yorker expects its 996,000 readers to tune in to Gladwell’s journalistic background and strong reputation, which earns him the title of one of Time Magazine’s 100 Most Influential People, and ponder the research he offers from a variety of experts from healthcare, economic, and political fields. 4. Gladwell suggests that the most fundamental flaw the system is built upon is the economic principle of Moral Hazard. 5.He argues that the way U.S. policy makers conceptualize the nature of health insurance (particularly in relation to the idea of “moral hazard,”) promotes an actuarial system of health care and prevents the Unites States from implementing a universal healthcare system that would better serve the needs of the entire population.  6. This paper will illustrate how Gladwell builds his argument effectively through logical organization of ideas, variety and placement of evidence types, and conscientious ‘moves,’ all of which allow him to inform and ultimately sway the reader to his position of universal health care. 

SAMPLE BODY PARAGRAPHS

A) 1. One claim that Gladwell puts forward to support his main argument is that routine medical check-ups are anything but wasteful. 2.He supplements this claim by including a personal illustration of his visit to the doctor to get his moles checked. 3.Gladwell explains that if he were responsible to pay a large portion of the checkup’s cost that he may not have gone at all.  Incidentally, if his moles were cancerous, it would actually cost the medical industry much more money to treat him at a later stage. 4. This claim relates to Gladwell’s main argument because it is a direct refutation of the moral hazard theory: “The focus on moral hazard suggests that the changes in our behavior when we have insurance are nearly always wasteful.  5. Yet, when it comes to health care, many of the things we do only because we have insurance—like getting our moles checked, or getting our teeth cleaned regularly, or getting a mammogram or engaging in other routine health care—are anything but wasteful and inefficient” (par. 12). 6. There is a strong use of logos in this passage due to the rational nature of his claim and the examples given as evidence to support it. 7. In other words, Gladwell proves why it is illogical to think that having insurance would waste medical expenses. 8. Additionally, by providing the reader with his personal experience, Gladwell is establishing credibility, or ethos, because he is sharing his first-hand knowledge with medical insurance. 9. Gladwell’s strong use of ethos and logos in this segment further legitimates his argument against the moral hazard theory.

B) 1. Because Gladwell is ultimately advocating a social form of health insurance over an actuarial model, he has more work to do in his article than simply proving that the idea of the “moral hazard” is one of the primary factors behind the persistence of the United States’s current health-care system. 2. He must also clearly establish the negative elements of the current actuarial model. 3. He does this by providing various facts, statistics, and other forms of support throughout his piece that reveal the failings of this system; however, some of the most interesting moves he makes as he works towards establishing this idea occur in the first section of the article.
4. He opens with a graphic description of the process of tooth decay, which produces a visceral response in his readers, drawing them into the article and connecting them to it on a personal level by enabling them to imagine the process occurring in their own mouth. 5. He follows this with the work of Harvard researchers Susan Starr Sered and Rushika Fernanopulle who found that dental problems were the largest complaint among the subjects they interviewed for their book “Uninsured in America.” 6. Building on this, he enumerates not only the health problems that arise from untreated dental maladies but the social and financial difficulties that are ultimately produced by poor dental health. 7. He creates a chain of logic in this section that enables him to claim that “the U. S. health-care system…, has created a group of people who increasingly look different from others and suffer in ways that others do not.” 8. In other words, the system produces inequalities among people not just in terms of their health but also in terms of their socio-economic prospects. 9. By making this claim he is relying on the fact that most of his readers will hold the fundamental American belief that our country is a land of equal opportunity.  10. For those readers who do, the evidence he produces to prove that an actuarial model of health insurance puts certain citizens at a disadvantage over others will produce a negative reaction within them to a system that violates that value.  From this position, he is able to launch his attack on the actuarial insurance model and President Bush’s Health Savings Accounts that figures heavily in section 3 of the article.

Tips for Project 1: Constructing an Account of an Argument
This document is intended to be useful for students who have carefully read the text and the prompt for Project 1.  It will be most useful for students who have already begun on the assignment and so have specific questions in mind about how to write the assigned essay.

Some questions covered here:

Can’t you tell me in one sentence what to do in this assignment?
Should I use as a model the essays I wrote in high school?
What does “constructing an account” mean?
Can I talk about appeals to ethos, pathos, and logos in this essay?
I think I’m a bad writer. Do you have any suggestions?
OK, I read the prompt. Can’t you tell me in one sentence what to do in this assignment?
To be concise – no. As an advanced writer, you will be analyzing a variety of different aspects of what the text is doing. “Constructing an account of the argument” can be considered the broad topic, but within that you will be doing each of the things the prompt asks. It would be silly to narrow it down to “describing the project, argument, claims, etc.” because you are asked to cover more than that.

The first step, of course, is to describe the main elements of the argument. But you will also be demonstrating your ability to make a well-supported argument about which claims that the writer makes are most important, what kind of evidence is used to support the claims and why it is used, and the various rhetorical approaches the writer uses to affect the audience. In essence, you will be describing, making a claim, exposing the rhetorical strategies the writer uses, and analyzing the effect of the elements of the text on the audience, all in one essay.

Should I use as a model the essays I wrote in high school?
That depends. Some things we are not focusing on in this essay:

· Summarizing the text. I don’t want a book report detailing what is said in each section. Paraphrasing the main argument and sub-claims will, of course, be essential, but the goal is to analyze what the text is doing rather than just to reiterate what it is saying.

· The “five-paragraph essay” format. Don’t get me wrong – you might only write five paragraphs (not advised for a 4-6 page paper, but every writer is different). You will also have an introduction, body, and conclusion. However, I don’t want the intro to just give the writer’s bio, the body to give three, unrelated, independent main points about the text, and the conclusion to re-state what you’ve already said. Please visit the guidelines for structuring your essay for more on how to use each paragraph to develop an argument and convince the reader of its significance.

· Whether or not you liked it/disliked it/think the writer is amazing/think the writer is boring… You will be asserting your opinion in this essay in the form of trying to convince your reader what you think is most important in the text and the rhetorical approaches it uses. You will also be using your own experiences as part of the “audience” of the text to discuss the effects of the text on the reader. However, editorial comments on your own views of the issues raised or your opinion on the writer are better left for another essay.

I want to write a longer note on this subject, because it is often confusing and disheartening for students who have become adept at discussing and supporting their own opinions in reflective essays, editorials, or in-class debates. I like to talk about this subject in terms of an appeal to ethos. No reader or listener gives much weight to someone’s opinion of a text unless they trust that the person is an authority in understanding the intent of the text and the way it was composed. For example, if I was walking down the street and I overheard someone say they thought a movie was “stupid and boring,” it wouldn’t mean much to me. If it was Steven Spielberg, or Roger Ebert, I might have a better idea of the kind of criticism being offered. Even still, I would rather know what aspects of the film he was criticizing. For this project, you will first be developing your ethos as a writer, convincing your audience that you have authority and ability to construct an account of the argument.

I hope that this has at least explained many of the things I am not looking for in your essays. To recap: 1) limit the summary of the text to only what is necessary; 2) seek to develop an argument sentence by sentence, rather than having each paragraph make separate, unrelated points; and, 3) avoid using words or phrases that focus on what you liked or disliked in or about the text.

I now know to keep my focus on analyzing the text, rather than summarizing or editorializing. But what does “constructing an account of the argument” even mean?
Constructing an account of the argument means that you will be addressing an educated reader, unfamiliar with the text, and developing an argument about the rhetorical moves the text is making. You are convincing your audience of the ways that the text strategically affects a reader. You are beginning with the project and overall argument of the text, and then discussing and analyzing the sub-claims, the evidence chosen carefully to convince the reader of those claims, and explaining why the writer built the argument that way. You are also documenting each of your statements with examples from the text, building an argument of your own that would be difficult to refute because it is so well-supported.

I hear all this talk about strategies. Can I talk about appeals to ethos, pathos, and logos in this essay?
The goal of this assignment is, first and foremost, to construct an account of the project, argument, claims, and evidence that are present in the text. In doing so, you will also be focusing on the “strategy” behind why the writer chooses to organize the text as it is, how the evidence is convincing and why it was chosen, and the effects of these things on the audience.

There isn’t a reason why you couldn’t discuss other rhetorical strategies in this text – including acknowledging objections, rebuttals, warrants, fallacies, and the Aristotelian appeals (ethos, pathos, and logos). However, remember that your primary goal in this essay is to construct an account of the argument – not to talk about the effectiveness of the strategies used. As a writer, you are first developing your authority in analyzing rhetorical arguments. Analyzing rhetorical strategies is an even more advanced subject, and one we will be moving into further in Project 3. If you have addressed everything else superbly, I don’t see any reason why you couldn’t tackle strategies as well; however, I think it will be difficult to do so well in an essay of this length.

If you are interested in covering these strategies, I would highly suggest considering doing so in a separate paper or a much longer paper. I am open to reading your work, so if this is something you would like to do please discuss it with me in advance. Rest assured that we will have much practice with rhetorical strategies later in the semester.

I think I’m a bad writer. Do you have any suggestions for me?
Take heart! I don’t really think of any writing done in this course as “bad writing.” We are all writers-in-training; some of us with more experience than others.

Firstly – writing is a recursive process (look that word up if you aren’t familiar with it; it’s important and it’s a great word to throw around at social gatherings). Writing has many stages, and some of the later stages can seem even less organized or articulated than the early stages. If you’re feeling stuck at a stage where your writing is disorganized or inarticulate, it probably means that there are things in the way. Some suggestions:

· If you are on one of your first drafts, keep writing! Don’t be afraid to let your ideas be simply stated and then later revised. The more comfortable you are with your ideas not being set in stone, the easier it will be to develop your ideas first and edit later.

· If you are “stuck,” ask yourself (or the text) some questions! What haven’t you answered? What bores you? What interests you? What makes you angry about the assignment? What motivates you? Why? Which sentence are you still confused by? What audience do you think the writer isn’t targeting? Why? How might the evidence be different if aimed at a different audience? What assumptions does the author make?

· If you struggle with finding vocabulary to express yourself, stop worrying! Do you find yourself constantly using the thesaurus to find equivalent words, but aren’t really sure if they mean the same thing? One thing that is easiest for a reader to spot is words that are used incorrectly. You wouldn’t believe how confusing it is as a reader to try to figure out if a student is really choosing that word to express the meaning, or just found it in the thesaurus. Thesauruses are great tools – use them! However; be willing to look up the actual meaning of the new word and some examples of how it’s used. Another great way to build your vocabulary (and a more fun one, I think) is to read more. Picking up new vocabulary words by reading an article on my favorite subject is often far more meaningful to me than using a thesaurus alone. One more tool is to write down new words you hear and don’t know – and then to look them up! Over time, this will build your vocabulary skills.

· If you know (or have been told) that you struggle with grammar, like subject-verb agreement, don’t let that stop you from writing! There are many tools for working with grammar, and I am happy to meet with you individually to discuss them. We also have drop-in tutors on campus who can help with questions about grammar. Most importantly, don’t let grammar get in the way of writing out your ideas. Presentation is important, and we want the writing to flow smoothly, but if you aren’t writing at all, none of your thoughts will get across! Focus first on the writing, then on the editing.

Secondly, each of the essays turned in for this class will require a draft, which will be workshopped with your peers, often in addition to conferencing with me. The essays you write here will be products of a process – ever-changing and open to modification. Great writing often takes practice, and we will have ample room for practice in this class.

