English 367H.04: Technology, Science, and Communication in the U.S. Experience: Communication Technologies & Our “New” Identities 

5 credit hours
Instructor: 

Office: 

Mailbox: 

Email: 

Class Meets:  

Office Hours: 

Course Description 

The subject of this section of English 367 is technology, specifically communication and computer technology. You should expect to both use technology and consider how and why we use technology in the ways we do. Our readings will focus primarily on how changes in communication technology impact our culture, our lives and our future. Your assignments will explore or address some aspect of analyzing technology, and will sometimes incorporate other media in addition to writing. 

General Education Curriculum General Description and Objectives

English 367.04H fulfills the second half of the GEC requirement “Category 1: Writing and Related Skills.” 

Goals/Rationale: The purpose of courses in this category is to develop students’ skills in writing, reading, critical thinking, and oral expression. 

Learning Objectives: 

· Students apply basic skills in expository writing. 

· Students demonstrate critical thinking through written and oral expression. 

· Students retrieve and use written information analytically and effectively. 

Course Materials

· We the Media (SBX, OSU Bookstore, Long's)

· The Dumbest Generation (SBX, OSU Bookstore, Long's)

· Carmen posts and readings

· A jump drive/email address/internet connection 

Course Requirements & Assignments 

· I will provide detailed handouts describing each assignment’s process, requirements, and grading rubric. Note, too, that there is not a separate section for a “participation” grade. Each step of each assignment asks that you participate fully—with your writing process, your peers and me. Your grade for each assignment will take into account your participation during the process of creating and revising that assignment.     


Weekly Reading Responses (8)—15%  This assignment will require you to summarize, paraphrase, extend and apply the texts that we discuss in class as well as external research you conduct in the process of completing your other assignments. Each response should be 1-2 pages and should demonstrate not only that you've read the material, but that you've thought about it in the context of class discussions and your own re-reading.  Specific prompts will be posted on Carmen each week. 

· Technology Autobiography—20% This assignment has two components and both must be completed for the 20% grade. First, you will write a 5 – 6 page technology autobiography, in which you explore and narrate some aspect of your relationship with technology. Then you will conduct an informal, written interview with a parent, relative or other mentor at least twenty years your senior, and write a short, informal assignment/response that synthesizes and explores an interesting idea raised by both your essay and your interview. Keep in mind, this assignment generates the material you are asked to revise/rework again for your class blog entry. 

· Rhetorical Analysis—25% This assignment has two components and both must be completed for the 25% grade. First, you will use Photoshop or imovie to create a “visual essay” that makes  an interesting statement about the relationship between our social and intellectual lives and the technologies we use. I will collect and grade your visual essays and you will then post it to Carmen (without the grade or comments). You will then write a 3 – 5 page rhetorical analysis concerning the assumptions and concerns of one of your classmates visual essays, and your rhetorical analysis will then be posted on Carmen. Because your class blog entry requires a visual component, you might consider this assignment an opportunity to develop a “draft” for that assignment. The rhetorical analysis written by your classmate will help you revise (or reconfigure entirely!) the visual element of your class blog entry. 

· Class Blog Essay with Video/Image/Sound Components—25% For your final assignment, you are asked to revisit/revise a theme or idea raised in your first assignment, the technology autobiography. You will write, workshop, revise and make ready for “publication” a detailed essay with some accompanying visual component for our English 367H.04 class blog. This essay must be 10-12 pages long, and include references to secondary texts not read in class. The goal of this assignment is to take some issue or observation raised in your first assignment and distill it, polish it, present it to a wide audience—a process that will require your participation in workshop and revision. You will also create a visual element—a .jpg file created with Photoshop—that compliments or extends your essay in some way. You may use some version of your visual essay or you might develop an entirely new image; the choice is yours.  I will also ask your permission to use your class blog essay and your final image in a password-protected class blog, which I will set up after the quarter is over. No part of your grade is dependent upon your willingness to be included in the class blog. If you would like your work included, I’ll ask you to sign a release form. In fact, I expect we’ll discuss this in class. 

Participation—15% This should require no explanation: I'll expect you to come to class having read and thought about the material, ready to hand in assignments on time, and able to answer questions, pose questions, and to contribute to the discussions and group work.

Evaluation and Assessment

Assessments will be based primarily on your writing, but will also take into consideration other factors, such as being prepared for class and willingness to engage in discussions. However, you are more likely to receive a grade of B or better if you do the following: 

· miss no more than three classes

· hand in late not more than two assignments

· show clear evidence of desire to revise writing

· demonstrate good copy editing 

· give useful feedback in workshops 

· participate in class discussions

· show the ability to make connections between the various readings

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. 

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.
Class Cancellation Policy: In the unlikely event of emergency, I will contact you via email and request that a note on department letterhead be placed on the door. In addition, I will contact you as soon as possible following the cancellation to let you know what will be expected of you for our next class meeting, and notes and/or assignments will be available on Carmen. 

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. 

To log on to our Carmen Website, go to http://carmen.osu.edu. Use your OSU Internet name and password to log in to your Carmen home, where you should see “English 367H.04” listed under “My Courses.” Click on that English 367 link, which will take you to the course homepage. 

Resources 

Me! I am here to help. Please contact me via email (gilbert.260@osu.edu) with specific questions, for feedback, or to set up a time to meet. I am always available via email, and I check it several times a day. I am available to meet on campus by appointment. 

The Ombudsman of the Writing Programs, Matthew Cariello, mediates conflicts between instructors and students in English 110 and 367. His hours for Autumn 2007 are Monday, Tuesday and Wednesday, from 1.30 to 3.00, in Denney Hall 412 (inside 421). Other times are available by appointment. All conversations with the Ombudsman are confidential. 

The OSU Writing Center is available to provide free, professional writing tutoring and consultation. The Center offers the following services: One-to-one tutorials at Mendenhall (Monday-Friday, 8:30-5:30) or the Younkin Success Center (Monday-Thursday, late afternoons) One-to-one online tutorials via an Internet Messenger system (no ads or downloads) Online appointment scheduling (available 24 hours a day) Please visit www.cstw.org to make an appointment or have an online tutorial. 

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. 

Topical Outline

	Date
	What To Prepare

What's Due
	What We'll Do

What to Think About

	Week One
	Weekly Reading Response
Autobiography Draft, Part 1 
	Introduction to Class and Assignments

Technology Autobiography, Part I

Responses to Techn. Auto. Part I

	Week Two
	Read: WetheMedia Chapters 1-4

Weekly Reading Response

Autobiography Draft, Part 2
	Discussion of WtM

Technology Autobiography Part II

Diversity in Technological Experience

	Week Three
	Read: WetheMedia Chapters 5-8

Weekly Reading Response
	Discussion of WtM

Presentation of Autobiographies

	Week Four
	Read: WetheMedia Chapters 9-12

Autobiography Final, Pts 1&2
	Discussion of WtM

How to do a Rhetorical Analysis

	Week Five
	Read: The Dumbest Gen. Ch. 1-3

Weekly Reading Response
	Discussion of Dumbest Gen.

Analyzing Digital Media

	Week Six
	Read: The Dumbest Gen. Ch. 4-6

Weekly Reading Response
Rhetorical Analysis Draft
	Discussion of Dumbest Gen

Working with iMovie

	Week Seven
	Read website Communication Technology and Human History available on Carmen

Rhetorical Analysis Final
	Research in Communications Science and Technology.

Working with Photoshop

	Week Eight
	Read “Visual Literacy,” available on Carmen 

Weekly Reading Response
Blog Essay Draft
	Conferences on Blog Essay and written work

Making Visual Arguments

	Week Nine
	Read Benedikt’s “Introduction” from Cyberspace: First Steps, available on Carmen

Weekly Reading Response
	Computer lab time on Blog essay.

Diversity in the Digital Age

	Week Ten
	Read “The Digital Divide” on Carmen

Weekly Reading Response
	Computer lab time on Blog essay

Diversity in the Digital Age, cont’d

	Finals Week


	Blog Essay Final 
	Presentation of blogs


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:

· 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.

· 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.

· 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.

· 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.

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

· 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.

· 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:

· 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.

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

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

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

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

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

· 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:

· 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).

· 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.

· 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.

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

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

· 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:

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.

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.

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

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

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

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.

