· [bookmark: _GoBack]Our second unit will build on our understanding of argument by exploring academic conversations. Instead of focusing on one source, now we will look at two sources participating in the same conversations. 
 
The purpose of this assignment is to challenge you to thoroughly and thoughtfully analyze two sources/texts and how they relate to and interact with one another in order to understand how argument works within the context of a larger academic conversation. In addition to honing your critical thinking skills, through this assignment, you will begin to understand how to narrow down an impressively large and controversial conversation into smaller and specific conversations as a means of constructing your own effective and original arguments. Thus, these skills will be valuable to you throughout your academic and future careers as you enter into and participate in the ongoing conversations in your field.
 
Write a (3-4 page) that analyzes the relationships and points of conversation between the two texts and what these relationships represent, reveal, or demonstrate about each author and/or argument. 
 
For this essay, you will first choose two essays from the same set below:
 
·  
Feminism & Entertainment
 
·  
The Shocking Radicalism of Brave by AMANDA MARCOTTE
 
·  
The Fall of the Female Protagonist in Kids’ Movies  (ignore the comment section)
 



Much like Essay 1, your main task is to make claims about what your two texts argue and how these arguments are made. In this way, your essay is a rhetorical analysis of the text, describing what is being argued and what rhetorical strategies are used to make those arguments. You’ll use rhetorical terms I introduce in class to help you decipher these rhetorical strategies. 
 
As you write this essay, keep your audience in mind. Take the stance that you are writing to an academic audience, but not necessarily one who has read the article. Thus, you should use language and rhetorical strategies appropriate to this audience and also make sure that your evidence, explanations, and claims are particularly well-developed and clear so that any reader can follow and be convinced of your analyses and arguments.


How?
In addition to considering methods of analysis, think on and return to these questions to guide your planning process:
·  
Who is the author of the piece? What are his/ her credentials?
 
·  
Who is the intended audience?
 
·  
Is there an argument that is explicitly stated? Can you find a thesis that clearly explains the reviewer’s point of view? Where is this statement located in the article, and what is significant about its placement? 
 
·  
How does the writer organize his/her critique? 
 
·  
What sort of tone/voice does he/she display toward the subject? (Light-hearted, serious, angry, etc.) How do the organization, word choice, and style contribute to the overall article?
 
·  
Do you see evidence of ethos, logos, and pathos in the argument?
 
·  
Do you find the author’s argument to be effective? Does the reviewer accomplish his/her purpose? 
 
·  
How do the two arguments relate to one another? What larger conversation are they participating in? What are their points of conversation?
 
·  
How are the two arguments constructed in relation to one another? Is one more effective or persuasive than the other? How so?
 
 
Please remember that you do not necessarily need to answer all these questions within your essay, but they can serve as a guide in terms of how you should analyze your sources. Please feel free to include other information that will be beneficial in your analysis (In addition, you do not need to write your essay in the order listed above; this is just a starting point). It is much better to have depth in your paper (talking about a few points in great detail) than breadth (talking briefly about many points). 


Grading Criteria
Analysis: Moves past merely summarizing, discussing similarities/differences of the two arguments to thoroughly examining the relationship between their working parts and/or the arguments as whole entities. Then uses this data to discuss the significance of the relationship/conversation between the two. Synthesizes evidence to reveal novel, insightful patterns of the text.
20 pts.
 
Argument: Full and rich discussion of links (warrants) between evidence and claims, different kinds of evidence woven together to support claims, logical relationship among subtopics, no significant redundancies, digressions, or irrelevancies. Does not resort to emotional responses, opinions, or other counterproductive habits of mind.
30 pts.
 
Organization: Student arranges material in a clear, persuasive way that an audience or readership can easily follow. The connections between claims, data/support, and warrants are evident and strengthen the overall claims of the work.
20 pts.
 
Academic Conventions and Style: Student has carefully and thoughtfully proofread his or her work according to appropriate stylistic conventions. There should be no mistakes in format, spelling, grammar, word choice, and punctuation.
10 pts.
 
Process: Student completed all drafts, author’s notes, and meta notes. Student attended class and participated in all writing group meetings with author’s notes and meta notes that provide insightful, reflective, and engaged commentary and feedback for both themselves and for the writers’ work they review. In writing groups that are engaged, courteous, and take other’s feedback to heart, which is apparent in their revisions.
20 pts.
