English 367.04: Technology, Science, and Communication in the U.S. Experience: The Science and Technology of Bodily Difference: Beauty, Gender, Ability
Course Description 

English 367 is a second level writing course on the “U.S. Experience” that provides students the opportunity to learn and practice a number of skills in critical reading and analysis and in oral and written expression, including: 1) researching, retrieving, and critically analyzing primary and secondary sources relevant to the course topic or theme 2) developing and testing observations and arguments about sources through discussion and oral expression 3) drafting informal written responses to primary and secondary sources on the basis of analysis and discussion 4) drafting, editing, and revising representative forms of expository prose based on analysis, discussion, informal writing, and 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, and 6) practicing oral communication skills in relation to reading and writing.  English 367.04 fulfills the University GEC Second level writing requirement and the GEC Diversity requirement.

GEC Category: Category 1.A: Writing and Related Skills  - Second Level Writing 
Goals/Rationale: The purpose of courses in this category is to develop students’ skills in writing, reading, critical thinking, and oral expression. 

Learning Objectives: 

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. 

Second Writing Course

Expected Learning Outcomes:

· Through critical analysis, discussion, and writing, students extend their ability to read carefully and express ideas effectively.

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

· Students develop skills in effective communication and in accessing and using information analytically.

Specific Expected Learning Outcomes for this course follow:

· Students develop skill in researching, retrieving, and critically analyzing primary and secondary sources relevant to the course topic or theme 

· Students gain expertise at developing and testing observations and arguments about sources through discussion and oral expression

· Students enhance oral and written skills through drafting informal written responses to primary and secondary sources on the basis of analysis and discussion

· Student gain experience drafting, editing, and revising representative forms of expository prose based on analysis, discussion, informal writing, and written and oral feedback to and from the instructor and the class.

GEC Category: Diversity Category 4(1) 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:

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

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

Specific Expected Learning outcomes for this course follow:
· Students demonstrate skill at exploring, orally and in writing, the impact of various categories of diversity in shaping American culture, its institutions and groups

· Practicing oral communication skills in relation to reading and writing, students demonstrate understanding of various types of diversity and how they shape individual attitudes, values, practices, and beliefs.
The goal of 367.04 is to enhance your ability to understand the role of science, technology, and communication media in contemporary U.S. culture and to participate in public discussions about issues that bear upon scientific and technical topics and themes; to reflect on and discuss this understanding relative to diverse personal, academic, national and cultural identities; and to develop oral and written responses that reflect your own views on the issues raised by these discussions.  In this class, not only will we respond via oral and written texts but will also contribute to a glass blog. Our tools will include methods of rhetorical and narrative analysis,  and methods of library and web research.  We will read about technologies of the body, of beauty and cosmetic surgery and concepts of “face,” about sciences of gender assignment and gender modification, and about technologies of disability and disfigurement.
The major assignments in this course build sequentially and will include informal blog entries that ask you to consider your own exposure to and experience with the unit theme and readings, and then a larger essay project which will include a written text that may be incorporated into a multimedia project involving sound and video files, voice narration, images, slides, etc.
Course Texts 

Lucy Grealy Autobiography of  Face

Dierdre McCloskey Crossing
Carmen website readings (John Hockenberry, Eli Clair, Aimee Mullins, etc)

Occasional web pages and video excerpts (also available on Carmen and in class screenings)
Policies 

Attendance is important to the success of this class and to your development as a writer. Excused absences, such as those for documented illness, family tragedy, religious observance, or travel for inter-collegiate athletics will not affect your grade but I must have appropriate documentation. After two unexcused absences, your grade will be lowered ½ grade for three absences and one letter grade for four. Five unexcused absences will automatically result in failure for the course. 

Tardiness is disruptive to the classroom environment, and prevents you from fully participating and assimilating the information and materials discussed in class. Please make every effort to be on time. Excessive tardiness may affect your final grade.  
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.
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.

A Note on Due Dates: In an effort to reduce the passing on of viruses, I use the Carmen drop box for all written assignments. On the day the assignment is due, the drop box on Carmen will be open until midnight. You do not need to print your assignment, nor bring it to class. If unforeseen circumstances keep you from that midnight deadline, please see me (in advance, if possible) and we’ll try to make arrangements. Though I don’t require it I prefer you use Microsoft Word for written assignments. If you use another word processor, I will convert your assignments to Word and use the comments feature to respond. 

Carmen Website: I expect you to take full advantage of Carmen, our online class space. Class readings and links to websites that we discuss in class are posted on Carmen, and you are expected to submit your projects in the drop box. I will grade and submit comments to your assignments using Carmen, as well. 

Course Requirements & Assignments 

Assignment #1 (4-5 pgs)
15% including revision notes

Assignment #2 (5-6 pgs)
20%

Assignment #3 (6-7 pgs)
25%

6 Blog entries 


24%

Participation 


10%

Portfolio Cover letter 

 6 %



         100 %
The Digital Media Project’s Digital Studio Hours are available to help students in computer classrooms with digital media assignments. The Digital Studio is in Denney 343 (this very room) and has computers and software for your use and lab workers who are familiar with the assignments and the technology. Hours are in the evening; the schedule is posted quarterly. 

Class Syllabus 
Week One:

Tuesday: Introduction to Class/ In-class Writing: Face story

Thursday: Unit 1: Enhancements

Discussion: In-class Writings; Grealy Autobiography of a Face

Writing Work:


Developing Narratives and Descriptions


Reviewing Assignment #1: About Face


Homework: Blog Entry #1: Description of your face


Week Two:

Tuesday

Discussion: Beauty and Medicine


Carmen readings: Selections on Face Transplants 




Selections on Aesthetic Medicine and Cosmetic Surgery
Writing Work: 


Thinking about Ethos and Voice

Homework: Draft Assignment #1

Thursday

Discussion: Face Work and Staring

Carmen readings: “Facing” from Staring: How we Look



“On Face Work” from Interaction Ritual

Writing Work:


Thinking about Audience
Homework: Blog Entry #2: Observations on “face work” and staring

Due: Draft of Assignment #1
Week Three:

Tuesday


Writing Work: 



The Revision Process

Draft #1 Revision Workshop
Thursday



Draft #1 Revision Workshop

Writing Work:



Preparing the Revision Letter


Homework: Final revisions for Assignment #1; Revision Letter



Read Crossing Dierdre McCloskey


Carmen Reading: “Gawing, Gaping, Staring” 

Week Four: Unit 2: Transformations

Tuesday

Due Paper #1

Discussion



Crossing: Dierdre McCloskey



“Gawing, Gaping, Staring” by Eli Claire

Writing Work



Writing about film and video


Homework: View YouTube clips on Carmen

Thursday

Discussion: Interviews/ Coming out videos, on YouTube

Writing Work




Library Research on Oscar; Library Databases




Homework: Blog Entry #3: Video Review
Week Five:
Tuesday

Screening of Documentary: Breathing Lessons

Writing Work


Writing summaries and Annotations

Homework: Blog Entry #4: Source Annotations

Thursday



Discussion of Breathing Lessons 


Writing Work



Online Research: Resources and Risks; Questions and Issues



Homework: Prepare Draft of Assignment #2

Week Six:
Tuesday


Draft #2 Revision Workshop


Writing Work



Incorporating and Contextualizing Sources

Thursday

Draft #2 Revision Workshop 


Writing Work



Structure/Introductions/Conclusions



Homework: Complete Assignment #2
Week Seven: Unit 3: Prosthetics.
Tuesday: 

Assignment #2 Due


Discussion of Websources



Aimee Mullins Speech and Website



Assistive Technologies websites and usergroups



Miss Landmine Website and competition



Cochlear Implant corporate and user websites


Writing Work



Webdesign: Image, Video, and Text


Homework



Locating web and library sources on your Unit #3 topics


Thursday


Division into Research groups and group discussion of research and questions



Writing Work



Doing Collaborative research and writing


Homework: Prepare web and library sources for presentations



Blog Entry#5: Image or Video and Text entry on group topic

Week Eight

Tuesday:


Group Conferences: Bring research notes.

Thursday:


Group 1: Discussion of Prosthetics and War

Group 2: Discussion of Prosthetics and Sports

Week Nine:

Tuesday

Group 3: Discussion of Voice/Text technologies


Group 4: Discussion of Cochlear Implants and Hearing Aids

Homework: Blog Entry #6: Blog Entry on Group project and discussion

Thursday

Individual conferences: Paper #3


Writing Work:



Writing for Speaking, Speaking tips

Week Ten:

Tuesday: Oral Presentations

Thursday: Oral Presentations/ Evaluations

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.  Primary sources include original research (interviews, surveys, observations, etc) and creative works that are subject to analysis (literature, film, etc).  Secondary sources include academic essays and articles and reputable popular non-fiction works that deal with the class or paper theme.  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 or idea that exceeds the assignment in some interesting or provocative way or that gives some overlooked element of the source(s) new importance.

2. Ample, complete, detailed, and judicious selection and presentation of primary source materials clearly and convincingly analyzed and contextualized to demonstrate how they contribute to the central argument or idea.

3. A well-selected and representative range of secondary sources at or 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 argument or idea, 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 source materials that might challenge, 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 or idea that addresses the most important elements of the sources or that attempts to go beyond the terms of the assignment in some way.

2. Sufficient use of appropriate sources to support the central argument or idea, 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 argument or idea.

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 argument.

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 source materials.

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 idea 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 argument or to the assignment.

4. Little or no consideration of counter-evidence that might challenge, 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 assignment's 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 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 or none of the assignment's demands. It shows

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

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

12. No or inappropriate or irrelevant researched sources.

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

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

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

