MP #1: Merging Meanings

 
For your first major paper, you will rhetorically analyze 2 texts that offer definitions of a word you are interested in. You are not bound to the sources/word you used for your Short Assignment 1.2. However, again, your word should be a noun used to describe members of a community.


- One of these texts should be a primary source from a member of a 
community. This might include blog entries, song lyrics, poetry, an opinion 
piece in a newspaper, a personal essay, etc. 


- The other text should be an academic source that includes your word as 
an important aspect of the author’s argument. 

The texts must be dense enough to produce 5-7 double-spaced pages of analysis.

First and foremost: You will make an argument about how the rhetorical strategies of the authors compare. You may also find yourself comparing their definitions of your word, which is fine, as long as you focus on rhetorically analyzing their writing in the bulk of your paper.

In your argument, move beyond simply comparing and contrasting the two authors to an argument about what we can learn (about persuasion, audience, community, definitions, etc.) in comparing the two. 
You may find the following questions useful: 


- Which rhetorical strategies are used most prominently in each text?


- How do the authors’ appeals reflect their audience? Why do I think they 
made the choice to use particular appeals in their writing?


- Which author’s definition is more persuasive and why? 

Your paper should include:

· Contextual background on both texts (situation, purpose, claim, audience)

· An identification of the author’s definition of your word for both texts

· A complex argument about the relationship between the two. This needs to say more than “they are the same because…”/“they are different because…” Make a claim about how meanings are created, perpetuated, or challenged inside and outside communities as evidenced in your two texts.

· Rhetorical analysis of minor claims (remember SA 1.3)

· Direct quotations to support your analyses (at least 3 from both sources)

· A conclusion that addresses why your claim matters. So what?

Note: You may find it useful to locate and cite an outside source for more background information on your texts.
While the above is a list of what should be included in your paper, it should not dictate your organization. You may find it useful to organize by minor claims or rhetorical strategies. Either way, I encourage you to let your texts talk to one another – don’t just analyze one text and then the other, but put them in conversation.
As always, cite your sources using MLA in-text citation and conclude with a Works Cited page.
Major Assignment #1 Rubric

	
	Does Not Meet Expectations
	Meets Expectations
	Exceeds Expectations

	Complex Argument: You make a complex claim about the rhetorical appeals in your 2 texts.
	
	
	

	Providing Context: You identify the situation, purpose, and audience of both texts and give background on the authors.
	
	
	

	Identifying Claims: You recognize and explain both texts’ claims about your word and the minor claims that contribute to that definition.
	
	
	

	Analyzing Rhetorical Appeals: You interpret minor claims with our rhetorical vocabulary and relate this to your major argument.
	
	
	

	Source Integration: You use quotations to support your analyses, formatted correctly.
	
	
	


