Rhetoric and Composition II:  Literacy and the World
Dr. Paula von Loewenfeldt

Text
Robert K. Miller, The Informed Argument, 7th ed. (Boston: Thomson/Wadsworth, 2007). 
The following approach consists of:
· An extended rationale  

· A two-tiered model closely based on Miller’s text for teaching argument and research 

· Selective use of Miller’s essay clusters 
· Notes pin-pointing places where instructors can alter the framework 

· A research component clearly applicable to different academic disciplines 

· A schedule of activities and time-lines that is both specific and flexible enough to accommodate different instructors' needs 

· Emphasis on both the "literacy" and the "world" elements of the new 201 title 

· Application of the new 201 objectives 

· Assignments that meet the 201 page requirements  

Rationale
The following assumes a two-tiered approach to the course. The first part, which addresses argument proper, requires the students to write four short (3-4 page) papers.  The second part, devoted to the several elements of the (12-16 page) research paper, has them focus on research, writing, and documentation within their individual disciplines.  Reading assignments for formal lectures follow Parts I and II of Robert Miller's The Informed Argument; assignments for class discussions, short paper topics, and the research project are selective within Part III of Miller's text. In order to better refine topic options and encourage cooperative work, I have chosen those essay sections dealing with intellectual property rights and education for the short papers. On the other hand, I have assigned two broadly considered sets of essays, those on designing communities and our relationship to nature, for the research papers.  It is my experience that these topics are flexible enough to accommodate various academic disciplines while, simultaneously, enhancing individuality.  Finally, while this paradigm draws heavily upon Miller's text, it is my assumption that instructors will supplement the readings to fit their own pedagogical preferences; similarly, in allocating specific portions of the semester to each of the seven units, I have made these open-ended enough for instructors to freely alter the schedule depending on whether they wish to emphasize argument or research. 

 

Notes:
1. The descriptions of the chapters selected for the "Lecture" portions of the units are taken from Miller's "Preface."  It is expected that instructors will determine how closely, and in what manner, the students are to familiarize themselves with the individual chapter material prior to class.  It is also expected that instructors will have varying approaches to the manner in which they present this material.
  

2. For the essays in the "Readings" portion of each unit, it is assumed that instructors will determine whether or not they need to assign such activities as reader/response journals, end of essay questions, etc., in order to encourage greater class participation.
3. For the short paper topics, I simply indicate the suggestions that follow each essay cluster. Alternative topics, geared to the individual class dynamic, are also appropriate.
4. I include the number of pages for the chapter and essay readings to assist instructors with scheduling.
5. The "Draft/Peer Review/Revision" schedule is not included as it is largely determined by the pacing of each individual class.  Instructors may wish to eliminate one of the short papers and/or reduce the number of components of the research project. 

 
Part I: Argument Component
 

Unit I (2 weeks)

Lecture
Chapter I, The Purposes of Argument (13 pages):  "Helps students appreciate how argumentation occurs for a variety of ends and how purpose shapes many of the rhetorical choices writers need to make." 

Readings 

Chapter 8, Who Owns Words and Ideas (20 pages):

Jay Mathews, "Standing Up for the Power of Learning"

Ralph Caplan, "What's Yours? (Ownership of Intellectual Property)"

Abigail Lipson and Sheila M. Reindl, "The Responsible Plagiarist"

Short Paper #1:   Use the writing suggestion(s) that follow the Lipson/Reindl essay or alternative(s).

2-3 page Draft

Peer Review

3-4 page Revision

Unit II (2 weeks)
Lecture
Chapter 2, The Contexts of Argument (16 pages): "Explores how the different aspects of context, including cultural diversity, influence argumentation."

Readings
Chapter 8, Who Owns Music? (17 pages):

Janis Ian, "Free Downloads Play Sweet Music"

Tom Lowry, "Ringtones: Music to Moguls' Ears"

James Surowiecki, "Hello, Cleveland"

Tom McCourt, "Collecting Music in the Digital Realm"

Short Paper #2:  Use the writing suggestion(s) that follow the McCourt essay or alternative(s).

2-3 page Draft

Peer Review

3-4 page Revision
Unit III (2 weeks)
Lecture
Chapter 3, The Media for Argument (36 pages): "Examines how various media shape argumentation and can be powerful tools for argument in their own right.  Includes emphasis on visual rhetoric."
Readings
Chapter 11, What Should Students Be Taught? (28 pages):

Rick Livingston, "The Humanities for Cocktail Parties and Beyond"

Stanley N. Katz, "Liberal Education on the Ropes"

Ronald Takaki, "An Educated and Culturally Literate Person Must Study America's Multicultural Reality"

Stephen L. Trainor, "Designing a Signature General Education Program"

Short Paper #3:  Use the writing suggestion(s) that follow the Trainor essay or alternative(s).

2-3 page Draft

Peer Review

3-4 page Revision

Unit IV (2 weeks)
Lecture
Chapter 4, The Strategies for Argument (39 pages): "Introduces students to logic and logical fallacies" preparatory to composing the longer, researched argument paper.

Reading
Chapter 11, How Should Learning Be Measured? (40 pages):

Patricia Williams, "Tests, Tracking, and Derailment"

Gregory Cizek, "Unintended Consequences of High-Stakes Testing"

Bertell Ollman, "Why So Many Exams? A Marxist Response"

Peter Elbow, "Getting Along without Grades --and Getting Along with Them, Too"

Short Paper #4:  Use the writing suggestion(s) that follow the Elbow essay or alternative(s).

2-3 page Draft

Peer Review

3-4 page Revision

Part II: Research Component
 
Unit V (3 weeks)
Lecture
Chapter 5, Constructing Arguments (40 pages): "Discusses how the process of writing is an integral part of inquiry and of successfully communicating the results of that inquiry."

Readings:  Both sections of Chapter 13 (below) are used throughout this second part of the course as the bases for the research projects.

Chapter 13, How Do We Design Communities? (28 pages):

Stuart Meck, "Getting on the Case"

Jane Holtz Kay, "The Lived-in City: A Place in Time"

Donella Meadows, "So What Can We Do --Really Do-- about Sprawl?"

Robert Wilson, "Enough Snickering.  Suburbia Is More Complicated and Varied Than We Think"

Chapter 13, What is Our Relationship to Nature? (35 pages):

Rachel Carson, "The Obligation to Endure"

Ronald Bailey, "Silent Spring at 40"

Jack Turner, "In Wildness Is the Preservation of the World"

Charles Petit, "Hazy Days In Our Parks"

Research Paper Proposal:  The following activities are aimed at developing the topic.

Questions geared to the student's discipline to pose of the topic

Vocabulary terms specific to their discipline applicable to the topic

Possible interview subjects

4-5 book and/or scholarly journal sources

1-2 page Draft Proposal

Peer Review

2-3 page Proposal Revision

Unit VI (2 weeks)
Lecture
Chapter 6, Doing Research (27): "Useful advice for developing relevant sources."

Library Instruction Session
Readings
In research project sources

Annotated Bibliography
2-3 page Draft

Peer Review

3-4 page Revision
Unit VII (4 weeks)*
Lecture
Chapter 7, Documenting Your Sources (25 pages): "Useful advice for incorporating material from sources into works that are clearly their own and honoring conventions for documentation."  Uses MLA and APA style documentation.  The Chicago style, which is valuable as well, can be found in the Handbook. 

Research Paper:  The following components may be taught individually as class activities:
Cover

Abstract

Table of Contents

Body with citations

Illustrations/Figures

Endnotes

Works Cited or Bibliography

7-8 page Draft

Peer Review

10-12 page Revision
*When the research paper final revision is turned in during the scheduled Final Exam period
 

 

 

 

                 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

