
 

Fall 2015 

Rhetoric 233 will help you become a better writer. 

Rhetoric 233: Advanced 

Rhetoric & Composition is 

instruction in research-

based writing and the 

construction of academic, 

argumentative essays that 

use sources as evidence. 

This course fulfills the 

Campus Composition II 

general education 

requirement. 

Why is Rhetoric 233 

important? I argue that 

writing is a skill that supports 

all others. Being able to 

articulate your ideas, hone 

effective arguments, and 

intellectually collaborate 

with classmates will make 

you better at anything you 

choose to do that relies on 

communication—whether 

that’s obtaining a job in a 

field you love, making 

beautiful art, throwing a 

great party, or raising 

money.  

To practice these widely 

applicable skills, we’ll 

choose a specific context 

within which to work—the 

college essay. Our 

agreement will be as 

follows: you write me a 

standard college essay by 

the end of the semester, 

and I’ll allow you creative 

control  over what you 

choose to study and write 

about. This part of the 

course will guide your 

studies in composition—

engaging with writing as a 

process by drafting, 

discussing and revising a 

long-term project.  

As we collaborate to 

develop your essay, I’ll also 

guide you to view your 

writing rhetorically. I want to 

endow you with the power 

of a rhetorician—that’s 

anyone who understands 

how, why, and when to 

argue.  

When you leave Rhetoric 

233, I want you to take with 

you not just an essay that 

matters, but the sense that 

all kinds of writing is both 

approachable and 

possible. 

 
TEXTBOOK: Thank You For Arguing, Revised and Updated Edition 

by Jay Heinrichs  
 

 

RHETORIC 233 
Sections 

 
P 
Room: EB 149 
TR 11AM - 12:15PM 
 

Q 
Room: EB 149 
TR 12:30PM - 1:45PM 
 

 

 

 



 

 

 

COURSE 

REQUIREMENTS 

 

 

18% 

 

Discussion Notes 

Reading helps you write, and writing helps you read. Each time I assign a section of the 
textbook, I’ll ask you to bring a 500 word Discussion Note to class (that’s two double-
spaced pages). These notes should summarize and respond to each reading 
assignment, so you have something interesting to say about the book. 

Why is this assignment part of the class? 

To cause you to read the textbook (because I sure wouldn’t do assigned reading if I 
didn’t have to), and to give you an easy way to practice writing. I believe good writers 
write a lot, so it’s important to always have something small due.  

SLO: 4 

10% 

 

Proposal 

Planning your writing leads to clarity and success (especially when you have to write a 
college essay). Early in the semester, I’ll ask you to write a 1500 word Proposal that 
explains, and helps you explore, what you will write about in your College Essay for 
Rhetoric 233. This proposal will help you sort out which topic to choose, how you 
could argue within that topic, and how to begin research. 

Why is this assignment part of the class? 

So we can communicate early on about your writing for the College Essay. I think 
writing a paper can be fun if you plan it right. 

SLO: 2, 3, 4 

12% 

 

Source Analysis 

Rhetoric 233 is about rhetoric. By the end of the semester, I want you to be a great 
arguer, and to know how argument is affecting you. So I’ll ask you to choose one 
source you plan to use in your College Essay, and write a 2000 word analysis of the 
ways it uses rhetoric. 

Why is this assignment part of the class? 

Our writing classes at the University of Illinois put a strong emphasis on rhetoric, 
because it’s such an important communication tool. This assignment is a way of 
solidifying your understanding of rhetorical concepts. 

SLO: 1, 2 

 



 

20% 

 

Peer Reviews 

Good writers are also good at reviewing and revising. We will hold two Peer Review 
sessions during the semester. At each, I will ask you to read and respond to another 
student’s writing. 

Why is this assignment part of the class? 

Peer review is the best way to initiate revisions on any piece of writing. Since I believe 
revised writing is strong writing, I want to give you an approach that will help you 
revise well. Also, peer review can be challenging, since you have to communicate with 
other writers—it’s a great test of your rhetorical acumen. 

SLO: 4 

15% 

 
Presentation 

Great rhetoricians are great collaborators. About halfway through the semester, I’ll ask 
you to work with a group to deliver a 5-10 minute Presentation on some material we 
need to learn in the class.  

Why is this assignment part of the class? 

My goal here is to step back and allow you to act as teachers, so you have to 
communicate in a new way, and with a new audience (rather than always writing 
things just to and for me). I also want to you to practice using multimedia, and 
speaking in front of a group. 

SLO: 1, 3, 4 

25% 

 

College Essay 

Write something that matters. By the end of the semester, I’ll ask you to write a 3500-
4000 word College Essay. This essay should make a argument about something you 
care about, using sources to build ethos, and relying on your choice of rhetorical tools 
to successfully persuade. 

Why is this assignment part of the class?  

Completing a larger writing project is a great way to improve your skills as a writer 
and academic. It will also give us a working context for discussing and improving 
specific writing skills. 

SLO: 1, 2, 3, 4 

 

Assignments in this class will be graded in one of two ways. Either I’ll grade on a  full, 

half, no-credit basis, or I will use letters. Each assignment prompt will indicate the 

grading method to be used for that assignment. I will also indicate how I plan to give 

you feedback for that assignment. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

About your instructor: 

Natalie Mesnard holds an M.F.A. 
in Creative Writing from the 
University of Illinois and a B.S. in 
Mathematics from Virginia 
Commonwealth University. In 
addition to teaching writing 
courses, she also writes and edits 
for the University of Illinois’ 
Education Justice Project, an 
initiative dedicated to bringing 
higher education to incarcerated 
people. When she isn’t in the 
classroom, Natalie works as a 
group fitness instructor at ARC. 
Check the Campus Recreation 

Group Fitness schedule if you’d 

like to attend a class! 

 

Office: English Building 321 

Email: nmesnar2@illinois.edu 

Office Hours: TR 2-3PM and by 

Attendance 

Your presence and active participation in this course is essential to 

your success in Rhetoric 233. Attendance at all class sessions is 

expected.  If you are absent for 2 course meetings, you will have 

your overall final grade for the course deducted one-third of a letter 

grade (e.g. a B will become a B-) for each additional absence. If 

you are absent for the equivalent of three weeks, you will fail the 

course for the semester.  

Excused absences not counted against these totals include religious 

holidays, University-sponsored events documented with an official 

letter, or serious illness or family emergency excused with a letter 

from the Student Assistance Center. The Student Assistance Center 

does not provide absence letters for minor illnesses, job interviews, 

weddings, reunions, or emergencies outside the immediate family. 

More information is available at 

http://www.odos.illinois.edu/studentassistance/, and the Center can 

be contacted via: 217-333-0050 or helpdean@illinois.edu. Notes 

obtained from McKinley Health Center do not excuse absences. 

If you are more than 5 minutes late, you will be marked absent for 

that day. 

For students who add the course after the beginning of the 

semester: The days you miss before you add the class do not count 

toward your absences for the semester, but you are required to 

complete all assignments and work since the beginning of the 

semester, including work assigned before you added the course.   

 

Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs) 

These are the formal SLOs for RHET 233, as specified by the University of 
Illinois Department of English. 
 
After completing Rhetoric 233, students will be able to: 

1. Evaluate the effectiveness of claims and advanced rhetorical strategies 
employed in complex arguments in non-fiction print and/or multimodal 
texts. 

2. Situate their ideas in conversation with relevant discourse communities 
through appropriate source selection, evaluation, and integration 
(including proper citation practices). 

3. Compose arguments in print and/or multimodal texts for a specific 
discourse community that synthesize multiple and/or competing 
perspectives. 

4. Engage in writing as a recursive process which includes reflection and 
response to feedback, and that culminates in publication within a peer 
community. 

 

 

mailto:nmesnar2@illinois.edu
http://www.odos.illinois.edu/studentassistance/


 

 SCHEDULE – Readings & Assignments 

Please visit Compass2g for a detailed schedule including dates and deadlines. 
 

Week 1 

Syllabus review. Freewriting and introductions. 
 

Week 2 

Explore topics and the writing process. 
“A Directive Approach to ESL/EFL Writers” 
by Brian Riady 
 

Thank You for Arguing, Chapter 1  
Discussion Note #1 due. 

Week 3 

Draft proposal. 
"Why You Should Fear Your Toaster More 
Than Nuclear Power" by Taylor Pearson 
 

Thank You for Arguing, Chapters 2 and 3 
Discussion Note #2 due. 
Proposal due Friday. 
 

Week 4 

Discuss sources as rhetorical tools. 
"A Call to Improve Campus Accessibility for 
the Mobility Impaired" by Manasi Deshpande 
 

Thank You for Arguing, Chapter 4 – 8  
Discussion Note #3 due. 

Week 5 

Reading sources for rhetoric. 
“Why Bother” by Michael Pollan 
 

Thank You for Arguing, Chapters 9 – 13 
Discussion Note #4 due. 

Week 6 

Discuss student sources. Thank You For Arguing, Chapters 23 and 24 
Discussion Note #5 due. 
Source Analysis due Friday. 
 

Week 7 

"The Wikipedia Game: Boring, Pointless, or 
Neither?" by Sean Kamperman 
 

Thank You For Arguing, Chapter 27 and 
Appendix II. 
Discussion Note #6 due.  
 

 Calendar abbreviated. 



 

RHET 233: ONLINE ENVIRONMENT 

RHET 233: WRITING PROMPT 

These questions are part of a worksheet I assigned to prepare students to complete the Source Analysis 
assignment. 
 

 Discuss your chosen source’s audience. Who is this article or essay for? 

 Now talk about decorum. How does the writing appeal to the audience 
you identified above? 

 Map out the article/essay’s structure here by creating an outline. 

 Now talk about the rhetoric of this structure. Does it use the mood, mind, 
action model? Or is there some other approach you notice?  

 

 

 



 

RHET 233: EXAMPLE ASSIGNMENT 

12% RHETORIC 233 

By the end of the semester, I want 
you to be a great arguer, and to 
know how argument is affecting 
you. So for this assignment, I want 
you to choose one source you plan 
to use in your College Essay, and 
write an analysis of the ways it uses 
rhetoric. 

Begin your 2000-word Source 
Analysis by introducing your  
source. Summarize the source’s 
contents, and talk about why you 
chose it. How does this source 
contribute to your paper’s ethos—its 
authority and credibility? 

For the remaining part of your 
analysis, identify places where the 
source feels rhetorical, and discuss 
that rhetoric in depth, using the 

vocabulary we’ve  been learning in 
class, and through reading Thank 
You for Arguing. 

You could talk about what tense the 
writer argues in, using forensic, 
demonstrative, or deliberative rhetoric 
to discuss blame, values, or choices; 
you could talk about ways the writer 
strives to change the mind, the mood, 
and the behavior of the audience. 

Be sure to discuss rhetorical 

appeals—ways the writer uses ethos, 
pathos and logos to persuade. In all 
cases, identify specific examples of 
rhetoric by quoting from your 
chosen text, and then analyzing and 
explaining that quote, or moment, in 
the writing. 

If you are using shorter sources, like 
blog posts or websites, you may use 
two instead.  

 

How will I grade this assignment? 

I will use letters. Here is a description of how I will assign those letters: 

A (95): You chose a source with strong ethos, and analyzed it intelligently by correctly and broadly 

using vocabulary we learned in the textbook. You clearly identified at least three rhetorical moves. 

You met or exceeded the word requirement. When I assign this grade, I am thinking, “Okay, good 

job.” 

B (85): You chose a source that’s relevant to your topic, and discussed it using some rhetorical 

vocabulary. You attempted to identify rhetorical moves. You mostly met the word requirement. 

When I assign this grade, I’m thinking, “I guess that was reasonable.” 

C (75): You chose a source and discussed it in ways generally related to argument. When I assign this 

grade I’m thinking, “This student didn’t respond to some of the major assignment requirements.” 

D (65): You wrote something that seems to vaguely pertain to sources and argument. When I assign 

this grade, I’m thinking, “I’m frustrated.” 

F (0): You didn’t do the assignment. When I assign this grade, I’m thinking, “I hope everything is 

okay.” 
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Students who are interested 
in earning an A+ (100), should 
submit writing that feels 
“outstanding.” This kind of 
writing argues for its own 
authority and importance, 
making me feel surprised and 
impressed. Interested 
students should meet with me 
outside of class to discuss the 
difference between 
“sufficient” and 
“outstanding” writing. When 
I assign A+ grades, I’m 
thinking “Wow! I’m 
interested in this person’s 
ideas and opinions!” 

 

 

 



 

 

RHET 233: RESPONSES TO STUDENT WORK 

These screen shots provide examples of my responses to student writing for the Source Analysis 
assignment. 


