367 Sample Syllabus

English 367.01

Language, Identity and Culture in the U.S. Experience: 

Bullshit in America
5 Credit Hours
Course Description
English 367 provides students the opportunity to learn and practice a number of skills in research, in critical reading and analysis, and in written and oral expression, including: 1) locating, retrieving, and critically analyzing primary and secondary sources relevant to a question, topic, or issue, 2) making connections between readings, discussions, and writing, 3) developing and refining ideas and arguments from primary and secondary sources through discussion and informal writing 3) drafting, editing, and revising representative forms of academic writing in response to reading, analysis, discussion and informal writing, and through written and oral feedback from the instructor and the class 5) exploring, orally and in writing, the impact of various categories of diversity in shaping American culture, its institutions and groups, and in shaping individual attitudes, values, practices, and beliefs.  6) understanding the roles of race, gender, class, ethnicity, and religion in relation to the institution and cultures within the United States.
GEC Expected Learning Outcomes

Goal:

Students build upon skills in written communication and expression, reading, critical thinking, and oral expression
Expected Learning Outcomes:

1. Students apply basic skills in expository writing

2. Students demonstrate critical thinking through written and oral expression

3. Students retrieve and use written information analytically and effectively

English 367 fulfills the GEC goals for a second level writing course:

1. Through critical analysis, discussion, and writing, students extend their ability to read

carefully and express ideas effectively

2. Students further develop basic skills in expository writing and oral expression

3. Students develop skills in effective communication and in accessing and using

information analytically.

English 367.01 also fulfills “Category 6.A: Diversity Experiences: Social Diversity in the United States.” 

Goals/Rationale: The purpose of courses in this category is to foster an understanding of the pluralistic nature of institutions, society, and culture in the United States. 

Learning Objectives:

· Students describe the roles of such categories as race, gender, class, ethnicity, and religion in the institutions and cultures of the United States. 

· Students recognize the role of social diversity in shaping their own attitudes and values.

Course Goals

Some guiding principles of this course: a) reading and writing are related activities; b) readers bring a wealth of previously acquired knowledge to bear on a given text; c) every issue can be understood from a range of perspectives and through a variety of methods; and d) every writer has something to contribute to this range of responses.  To recognize these points of connection and to reflect on them enables you to better understand your own cognitive processes and compositional strategies.  We’ll work to develop these and other reading and writing skills through writing workshops, discussions of essays or films, small group activities, reflection on the writing process, and the occasional lecture – or combinations of all of these. 

Policies: 

Attendance: This class will depend heavily upon class discussion and participation. What’s more, frequent due dates and writing activities mean that every class will be closely tied to an assignment.  Come to class on time every day prepared to participate.  After the first week, each unexcused absence will lower your letter grade by 1/3 (i.e., from B to B- or from B- to C+).  Excused absence includes participation in a university sponsored event or documented illness.

Plagiarism and Academic Misconduct is the representation of another's works or ideas as one's own; it includes the unacknowledged word for word use and/or paraphrasing of another person's work, and/or the unacknowledged use of another person's ideas. It is the responsibility of the Committee on Academic Misconduct to investigate or establish procedures for the investigation of all reported cases of student academic misconduct. The term "academic misconduct" includes all forms of student academic misconduct wherever committed; illustrated by, but not limited to, cases of plagiarism and dishonest practices in connection with examinations. Instructors shall report all instances of alleged academic misconduct to the committee (Faculty Rule 3335-5-487). For additional information, see the Code of Student Conduct." Academic Misconduct (rule 3335-31-02) is defined as “any activity which tends to compromise the academic integrity of the institution, or subvert the educational process.” Please refer to rule 3335-31-02 in the student code of conduct for examples of academic misconduct.

The Office for Disability Services–located in 150 Pomerene Hall; phone 292-3307; TDD: 292-0901– provides and coordinates support services, auxiliary aids, and accommodations for students with disabilities. If you have or think you may have a disability that affects your ability to do class work, see me or contact ODS for an evaluation.

Students with disabilities that have been certified by the Office for Disability Services will be appropriately accommodated, and should inform the instructor as soon as possible of their needs. The Office for Disability Services is located in 150 Pomerene Hall, 1760 Neil Avenue; telephone 292-3307, TDD 292-0901; OSU Office for disability Services.
Writing Assistance: 

The Writing Center–located in 458 Mendenhall Lab; phone 688-5883–provides one-on-one tutorials, writing resources, and handouts to help students improve their writing.  

The Ombudsman of the Writing Programs: Matthew Cariello, mediates conflicts between students and teachers in English 367. His Winter 2009 office hours are Monday, Tuesday and Wednesday 11.30-1.00 in Denney Hall 533. He can also be reached at cariello.1@osu.edu and 292-5778. All conversations with the Ombudsman are confidential.

Assigned Readings: 

Bullshit Harry Frankfurt (SBX)


“In Praise of Bluffing”Christensen


“A Neglected Anniversary” Mencken


“Road Lore among Hitchhikers” Mukerji


“Examsmanship in the Liberal Arts” Perry


“The Politics of the English Language” Orwell


“The Prevalence of Humbug” Black


“Crap Detection”Postman

Assignments and Grades

Paper #1 Bullshit in Everyday life  

w/ Drafts and Revision Notes
20%


Paper #2 Frankfurt on Bullshitting

w/ Draft and Revision Notes
20%


Paper #3 Crap, Humbug, Bluffing, 



and Doublespeak


w/ Draft and Revision Notes
25%

Revision Worksheets
(You'll turn in ≤14 of them)



15%

Group Presentation
(On one reading, weeks 7 and 8)


10%

Class Participation







  5%

Carmen Participation







  5%

Total








 
100%

A
93-100

A-
90-92

B+
87-89

B
83-86

B-
80-82

C+
77-79

C
73-76

C-
70-72

D+
67-69

D
60-66

E
0-59

Papers should be handed in on 8 ½” by 11” paper in 12 point Times New Roman font, double spaced, with one inch margins.  No title page.  Titles should be descriptive and should be centered at the top of page one, with name, date, and paper number in the top left corner of the paper, single spaced.  Pages after the first should be paginated at bottom center.   Papers should be paper clipped or stapled together: no plastic sleeves or binders, please.  Every paper should be accompanied by previous drafts and turned in at the beginning of the class when it is due. Papers turned in late will be returned late and will be downgraded.  I will make every effort to return papers quickly. 

Workshops and Drafts 

At the beginning of week two, you will each sign up for a workshop session (for one of the three papers you will write).  During this session, your paper draft will be the focus of a class wide discussion. You may be nervous about this, but remember that every student will go through it at least once, and every published writer goes through this process every time they submit something for publication.  The review, editing, and revision process never ends for any writer.  It is this process, and not innate genius, that makes writing good.  Your attitude should therefore be not to “submit” to it passively or endure it, but rather to actively engage it and attempt to learn from it (like sports players reviewing tapes), to pinpoint your weaknesses, play to your strengths and gradually internalize the comments and criticism you receive so that, eventually, you can be your own best editor (actually, this never happens, but it’s always the goal). 

This means that in the class period prior to your workshop session, you will need to provide a copy of your paper to the rest of the class. It also means that for all the other papers you read (one for every other student in class), you will prepare a set of revision notes, which you will bring with you to class on workshop days and which you will use in the discussion of that draft.  These revision notes will then be forwarded to the draft's author.

Each paper that you hand in will be accompanied by revision notes.  For one paper (the one that is workshopped in class) you will summarize comments from class discussion and the revision notes you receive.  For the two papers that are not workshopped, you will need to prepare a set of revision notes on your own, after the initial draft has been completed and before the final draft is submitted.  
Syllabus:

1T/ Jan 6
Introduction to Second level Writing

1R/ Jan 8
Presentation and discussion of cases.

2T/ Jan 13  
Bullshit samples: identities and diversities.

2R/ Jan 15
The Definition of Bullshit: Paper Assignment #1



 Drafts due (hard and digital copies): students 1-4



(Digital copies due Friday, April 4th)

3T/ Jan 20
Workshop on Paper #1 (Students 1-4)



Drafts due (hard and digital copies): students 5-8

3R/ Jan 22 
Workshop on Paper #1 (Students 5-8)


4T/ Jan 27  
Discussion of Frankfurt



Paper #1 Due

4R/ Jan 29 
Discussion of Frankfurt, cont’d

5T/ Feb 3 
Case study: “A Neglected Anniversary”



Drafts due (hard and digital copies): students 9-12

5R/ Feb 5 
Workshop on Paper #2 (Students 9-12)



Drafts Due (hard and digital copies): students 13-16



(Digital copies due Friday April 25th)

6T/ Feb 10
Workshop on Paper #2 (Students 13-16)

6R/ Feb 12
Group Presentation: Politics and the English Language



Paper #2 Due

7T/ Feb 17 
Group Presentation: Road Lore among Hitchhikers

7R/ Feb 19
Group Presentation: The Prevalence of Humbug

8T/ Feb 24 
Group Presentation: Examsmanship and the Liberal Arts

8R/ Feb 26 
Group Presentation: Crap Detection

9T/ Mar 3 
Viewing of Thank You for Not Smoking



Drafts Due (hard and digital copies): students 17-20

9R/ Mar 5
Workshop on Paper #3 (Students 17-20) 



Drafts Due (hard and digital copies): students 21-24

10T/ Mar 10 
Workshop on Paper #3 (Students 21-24)

10R/ Mar 12
Conferences (no Class)

T/ 5 

Paper #3 Due

Assignment #1: Defining Bullshit in Everyday Life or (Four-Five pages)

Your first assignment will require two elements: First, you'll need to describe, summarize, and/or quote a case (a text, event, film clip, website, etc) that you feel worthy of analysis and applicable to our topic (i.e, you think it qualifies as a good or interesting example of bullshit).  Second, you'll need to think about what makes this case bullshit: what qualities or elements of this case make the term appropriate. You might start by thinking about what would have to change for it NOT to be bullshit, and then focus on those conditions that make it bullshit. Think also about close synonyms and antonyms of the term, how they are different or the same as our term. These qualities or elements will then become, in part, your working definition or description of bullshit.  That is, you'll derive a definition of the term or a description of the concept by analyzing the sample that you present and then explain.  The paper will then have two elements: one narrative and descriptive (the sample), the other analytical and expository (your explanation and analysis).  You can order or combine these elements in any way you see fit.  Your audience will not have seen the sample you want to analyze, so all relevant elements (those elements that will contribute to your analysis) will have to be quoted, summarized, described or narrated, and explained, and you'll have to show how these elements apply to the definition or description that you put forward.  

Grading Parameters:

1. The paper describes or narrates a sample or instance of bullshit with concrete and specific details.

2. The paper summarizes and comments on features of this sample to develop a  thesis which describes or defines bullshit or some aspect of bullshit, its nature, parts, function, use, etc.

3. Elements of the sample fit well with and are used to support and illustrate the definition. The paper explains the connection between the sample and the definition/ description. 

4. Paragraphs and sections develop logically and use transitions that connect one idea to the next.

5. Sentences are varied and free from grammatical and typographic errors and use an appropriate style.

6. The paper is properly formatted and paginated, with unique title (not “Paper #1), correct font and margins, etc.

Assignment #2: Lying and Bullshitting, or Why you can't talk about sick dogs.

Assignment two brings us face to face with a powerful argument about what makes bullshit, bullshit.  This paper will be your response to Frankfurt, using at least one sample and a definition of bullshit (not necessarily the one you wrote about for paper #1, but possibly so) that you feel relevant (you may, in fact, choose to use a case and/or definition presented by another student in class from paper #1).  You may agree with Frankfurt, disagree, agree or disagree in part or over details, etc.  You'll need to summarize, quote, narrate or describe (and explain) at least one (possibly two or more) samples of bullshit, as well as articulating the definition of bullshit that they imply.  And you'll need to use this (or these) cases to explain where and why Frankfurt is right, or wrong.  Again, the audience will not necessarily have read Frankfurt or be familiar with your sample, so you'll have to summarize Frankfurt's argument (or relevant portions of it) and describe the sample so that readers will understand how it applies.  Originality is a relevant factor in grading, so its worth noting that papers that simply agree with Frankfurt may have a more difficult time establishing an original argument.  One way to do so is by applying Frankfurt's definition to new areas of language use, or by anticipating objections or exceptions to Frankfurt's view and countering them.

Grading Parameters:

1. The paper presents a clear and specific argument, summarized in a thesis, about the validity of Frankfurt's definition of bullshit.

2. Frankfurt's view of bullshit is adequately and appropriately summarized, explained, and engaged throughout the essay.

3. The author's argument is supported with at least one case: a specific description of a sample of bullshit and the definition of bullshit that it implies. 

4. The author's case fits both the definition of bullshit that the author is working with and the author's overall argument about Frankfurt.

5. The paragraphs develop logically and are connected by transitions that explain the connection between one idea and the next. 

6. Sentences are varied, free from grammatical and typographic errors, and use an appropriate style.

7. The paper is properly formatted and paginated, with unique title (not “Paper #2), correct font and margins, etc.

Assignment # 3: Crap, Humbug, Bluffing, and Doublespeak


This assignment requires that you juggle three elements: your own views (anecdotes, definitions, and analysis) on bullshit, Frankfurt's argument and examples (summary and discussion), and the views of others we've read (and their examples and arguments) concerning close synonyms of our key concept.  As with the other papers, you’ll need to summarize and explain the arguments of others, you’ll need to describe and analyze your own case or anecdote, and you’ll need to work with various definitions or elements of bullshit.  In addition, you’ll need to compare and evaluate the different views of those we’ve read, explaining where they are helpful or unhelpful, right or wrong, and why.  As before, you may choose to use the cases and/or definitions of others from class (in which case they'll be treated simply as other sources).  And, as before, you'll need to assume that your audience has not read the essays and has not seen the sample(s) that you refer to.

Grading Parameters:

1. The paper offers a clear and specific argument, crystallized in a thesis, which involves a comparison between two (or more) different views on bullshit  (and/or its close synonyms) from among the sources we've read and discussed.

2. The thesis, and the argument as a whole, goes beyond point-for-point comparisons to make some larger overall claim about the terms, the arguments, and their implications.

3. The paper quotes, summarizes, analyzes and explains the sources it uses in order to illustrate, support, and develop the central argument of the paper (explaining how it applies, what exceptions there are, etc.)

4. The author's argument is illustrated, supported, and developed with at least one case: a specific description of a sample of bullshit and the definition of bullshit that it implies. 

5. The paragraphs develop logically and are connected by transitions that explain the connection between one idea and the next.  

6. Sentences are varied, free from grammatical and typographic errors, and use an appropriate style.

7. The paper is properly formatted and paginated, with unique title (not “Paper #3), correct font and margins.

Revision Worksheet

Author's Name:______________________  Reviewer's Name:_______________________

1. What is the author's overall argument?  Summarize, in your own words, the central claim or idea and any related claims, they are making:  

2. Is there a thesis statement or other summative statement in the piece? Where is it (page and line number, first words, etc).  
3. What primary or secondary evidence do you see the author offering for this claim?  Describe or summarize this evidence (use numbers if there are several pieces, kinds, or elements of this evidence).

4. What about the evidence makes it applicable to the central claim? Describe how the evidence fits the claim. 

5. How convincing is the argument or idea?  What detracts from or might contribute to its persuasiveness?

6. How would you describe the style of the piece?  Is it appropriate for the argument?  

7. How would you describe the ethos of the author?  Do they seem knowledgeable, fair, charitable?  What other characteristics seem to describe the author's ethos and/or the tone of the piece: witty, boring, dry, etc. 

8. Does the author consider any counter evidence or differing perspectives in the piece? Where does this happen? Describe how it impacts the overall argument or idea.

9. Describe your overall reaction to the piece, paying special attention to how well it persuaded or convinced you of its overall argument (remember that if that argument was obvious or uncontroversial to begin with, it really didn't do much persuading).

GENERAL GRADING RUBRIC for expository essays incorporating primary and secondary sources.   Papers that display one or more of the qualities listed here will result in the corresponding grade.  

An “A” paper is excellent; it is compelling, original, and exceeds the demands of the assignment in unexpected ways.  It displays:

1. A well-focused, original, and convincing central argument that exceeds the assignment in some interesting or provocative way or that gives some overlooked element of the primary source(s) new importance.

2. Ample, complete, and judicious selection and use of primary sources, clearly and convincingly analyzed and contextualized to demonstrate how they contribute to the central claim.

3. A well-selected and representative range of secondary sources beyond the required minimum number: each source relevant, reliable, and used appropriately to support the argument.

4. A clear organization that reflects and helps to develop the internal structure of the central claim, with appropriate, interesting, and helpful introduction, conclusion, section breaks, paragraph breaks, and transitions.

5. A rhetorically appropriate, clear, and interesting style and tone that enhances the effect of the paper.

6. Full and careful consideration of both primary and secondary evidence that might compromise or qualify the central claim and judicious response to this counter-evidence.

7. No errors in grammar, citations, and formatting.

A “B” paper is interesting, and persuasive: it meets all the demands of the assignment and attempts some fresh and original moves.  It has:

1. A solid and convincing central argument that addresses the most important elements of the primary work(s) or that attempts to go beyond the terms of the assignment in some way.

2. Sufficient use of appropriate primary sources to support the central claim, with relevant analysis and contextualization of each piece of evidence.

3. Relevant and reliable secondary sources at or above the required number, appropriate to the topic and the central claim.

4. A clear organization that fits and develops the central claim.

5. A clear and unobtrusive style and tone that does not detract from the argument.

6. Adequate consideration of and response to counter-evidence that might compromise or qualify the central claim.

7. Few errors in grammar, citations, and formatting that do not affect readability.

A “C” paper is average; it meets most the demands of the assignment but doesn’t make any novel or imaginative moves.  It has:

1. A competent but general or expected central claim that fulfills the assignment but shows little originality or that misses some relevant aspect of the primary source(s).

2. Use of primary source(s) that is just sufficient or somewhat inadequate, with some attempt to analyze and contextualize each piece of evidence, perhaps not entirely convincing.  Possible evidence in support of the central claim is overlooked or misapplied.

3. Generally appropriate researched sources (where applicable), possibly short of the required number, or less than reliable, or not entirely relevant to the central claim or assignment.

4. Little or no consideration of counter-evidence that might compromise or qualify the central claim. This counter evidence may be substantial.

5. A generally clear and unobtrusive style that neither adds to nor detracts from the argument.

6. Some grammatical errors, a few that impair readability.

A “D” paper is poor; it meets only some of the assignments demands or does so in predictable or derivative ways.  It has:

1. An argument that misses the assignment, or is so general, derivative, or predictable as to show little original thought, or one that misses many important elements of the primary sources.

2. Few or insufficient references to secondary sources to support your claim, using sources that are unreliable, irrelevant, or inappropriate, or with little or unclear discussion of evidence.

3. Researched sources below the required number, inappropriate for the topic, unreliable, with little discussion or contextualization.  Available relevant and reliable sources are overlooked.

4. Significant counter-evidence that would compromise, qualify, or undermine the central argument is downplayed or ignored.

5. A style that is inappropriate, inconsistent, unclear, or that otherwise detracts from the argument.

6. A number of errors that make portions of the paper difficult to read.

An “E” paper is failing; it meets few of the assignment demands. It shows

1. No argument, or one so general or vague as to be useless, or one that suggests lack of familiarity with primary sources.

2. Little or no or inappropriate textual evidence to support claims with little or no discussion.

3. No or inappropriate or irrelevant researched sources.

4. Convincing counter-evidence that would compromise or vitiate the central argument is ignored.

5. A style that is too elementary, unclear, or inappropriate, and that detracts markedly from the argument.

6. Failure to meet basic requirements of format, page length, due date, etc.

