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ENG 101-56

English Composition I

Fall 2008 Course Syllabus

Instructor: 

Daniel Burns (dwburns2@uncg.edu)

Meeting:

MHRA 1204; TR 12:30-1:45



Office:

MHRA 3210F

Hrs:


TR 1:45-3

Ph:


334-5867 (x5867)
Course Description
English Composition I educates students in the use of a variety of rhetorical and discursive modes, particularly emphasizing the complementary relationships among reading, writing, speaking, listening, and viewing using various media. A clear grasp of research methodology and proper documentation style provides the alternate, but equally crucial focus. Conducted as a practical workshop, the course will emphasize writing and critical thinking strategies through guided practice. 

Learning Objectives

ENG 101 aims to facilitate the following learning objectives:

· A more sophisticated writing process (including invention, peer responding, 

 revising, and editing) that results in a clear, effective well edited public piece.
· A more sophisticated understanding of the relationship of purpose, audience, and 
 
 voice, and an awareness that writing expectations and conventions vary within 
 
 the academy and in professional and public discourse. 

· A more sophisticated knowledge of informal logic and critical argumentation, 
 
 including the fundamental principles and practical application of rhetoric.

Required Texts and Materials



Texts

· Beah, Ishmael. A Long Way Gone: Memoirs of a Boy Soldier. New York: Sarah 



Crichton Books/FSG, 2007.
· Graff, Gerald, and Cathy Birkenstein. They Say/I Say: The Moves that Matter in 


Academic Writing. New York: Norton, 2006. 
· Norgaard, Rolf, ed. Composing Knowledge: Readings for College Writers. Boston: 

Bedford, 2007.
· The University of North Carolina at Greensboro Department of English. Writing Matters.


4th ed. Grabow, Brandy L., Laurie Lyda, and Melissa J. Richard, eds. Dubuque: 


Kendall/Hunt, 2008.
Other Materials
· A sturdy binder that can serve as your final course portfolio. 
· Portable digital storage (preferably a portable USB storage drive)
· Note-taking materials (spiral notebook, writing implement, etc.)
Online Requirements

· Online access (via library or computer lab if a personal desktop or laptop is 


unavailable) and iSpartan email account (checked daily)
· Blackboard account—login/password provided when you open your student 
 
 computer accounts (checked daily).
Evaluation and Assignments
Projects [60%]

Process [30%]



You will compose three multi-part writing projects over the course of the semester, each one culminating with a rough draft. The sequence of assignments leading up to this rough draft, with some small variation, resembles the following: 

· Prewriting [Invention and Planning]




(20)

Freewriting and Clustering sessions (open-ended strategies)

_____   10 pts

Questioning the Writing Context (systematic strategies)


_____   10 pts
· Writing [Drafting]






(60)

First draft [in-class]






_____ 
10 pts

Work draft [take-home/conference]




_____ 
20 pts

Rough draft







_____ 
30 pts

· Rewriting [Revising and Editing]




(20)

Peer review session 1: revising for purpose/ideas



_____   5 pts

The Descriptive Outline






_____   5 pts

Peer review session 2: revising for unity, form, voice, and tone

_____   5 pts

Editing for error patterns/Conference session



_____   5 pts
General English Essay Rubric

At the end of the semester the process grade will be averaged with a polished final draft grade. I will consult the general guidelines below when determining the grade for your final portfolio drafts. Note: For each assignment this rubric will accompany a set of project-specific objectives—objectives you will need to complete in order to pass the assignment in question.
	
	

	
	CONCEPTUAL
	THESIS
	SUPPORT
	STRUCTURE
	LANGUAGE

	A
	sophisticated analysis; original; shows command of interpretive and conceptual tasks; fulfills, then exceeds the expectations of the assignment in some critical way


	essay controlled by clear, precise, well-defined thesis; is sophisticated in both statement and insight; attempts or achieves an innovation of the argument or issue being studied
	provides substantial, well-chosen evidence (quotations or specific examples) used strategically; connections between ideas are evident; thesis consistently supported


	apt, seemingly inevitable sequence of paragraphs; appropriate, clear and skillful transitions between sentences and paragraphs
	precise diction; syntactic variety and sophistication; clear command of Standard English; no or few errors; imaginative but mature use of vocabulary and sentence structure



	B
	shows good understanding of the texts, ideas, and methods of the assignment; goes beyond the obvious
	clear, specific argumentative thesis central to essay; may have minor terms undefined
	pursues thesis consistently; clearly develops a main argument with clear major points and appropriate evidence; makes effort to link rather than stack ideas
	distinct units of thought in paragraphs; clear transitions between developed, coherently arranged paragraphs
	some stylistic difficulties; occasional problematic word choices or awkward syntax; some wordiness (or distractingly pompous diction); few minor errors; some syntactic variety



	C
	shows an understanding of the basic ideas and information involved; may have some factual or conceptual errors
	general central thesis or controlling idea; gives little indication of organization to follow; lacking some specifics
	provides some evidence, but not always relevant, sufficient, or integrated into paper; undeveloped ideas or little analysis; limited use of textual evidence
	some awkward transitions; some brief, weakly unified, or undeveloped paragraphs; uneven paragraphing
	more than a few minor grammatical errors; imprecise diction; awkward syntax; wordiness; over-reliance on passive voice; quotations poorly integrated



	D
	confuses some significant concepts; does not respond directly to the assignment
	vague thesis; mostly factual rather than argumentative; unspecified elements
	evidence scant, vague or awkwardly incorporated; digresses without developing ideas; no analysis
	tends to narrate or merely summarize; wanders; repetitive; illogical arrangement of ideas
	some major grammatical errors (subject-verb agreement; fragments); numerous minor errors; repeated inexact word choice; inappropriate format



	F
	no clear understanding of reading or concepts; inappropriate response to assignment


	no discernable thesis; contradictory or unsustainable thesis
	little or no development; evidence simply listed or missing; plagiarizes
	arbitrary or no paragraph structure; illogical or no transitions
	errors in almost every sentence; several major errors (such as s-v agr., frags, comma splices)


Grade Breakdown by Assignment/Length
Detailed assignments sheets will be forthcoming.

Project 1: Rhetorical Analysis



4-6 pp.
Project 2: Annotated Bibliography/Research Synthesis
5-7 pp.
Project 3: Academic Argument



6-8 pp.
Portfolio
[30%]
English Composition I relies on a heavily process-driven model; therefore, students will be responsible for managing and saving all stages of the drafting process. The sequence of a given project will be collected and organized in a portfolio at the end of the term, including the final draft for each assignment. Additionally, as an evaluative tool, you will also be asked to compose a 2-3 page critical reflection piece in the form of a “Dear Reader” letter. This letter will detail your growing awareness of your strengths and weaknesses as a college writer.
Participation [30%]
The class participation grade is determined by an average of your attendance record and a composite of two grades that constitute evidence of in-class oral communication skills (a balance of what you feel you deserve averaged with what I feel you deserve), and as a record of your overall preparedness. The only exception to this calculation is if your semester absences exceed four (five cuts carries the penalty of a zero for this percentage). 

Attendance Grade

No cuts:
100

1 cut:

95

2 cuts:

90

3 cuts:

70

4 cuts:

50


5 cuts:

0
(A zero for the entire class participation percentage.)


6 cuts:

F
(The student automatically fails the course.)



Sample average: Jane has two absences (a 90). For oral communication, she awards herself a B (84). I disagree slightly and give her an A- (90). This makes her oral communication grade an 87. Averaged with the two absences, she has an 88.5 (89).

Criteria for Oral Communication

At the last class meeting you will indicate both the appropriate letter grade for your oral communication skills in the course, and, specifically, where your grade falls along the range of a given letter’s distribution. You will account briefly (on a separate sheet) for why you feel you deserve this grade. 

A
Superior communicative skills; excellent preparation for class discussion; always volunteers; student exemplifies mastery, rigor, and intellectual curiosity regarding course readings and concepts while also introducing relevant independent insights to the discussion; student demonstrates enthusiasm and takes initiative, particularly during group activities.

B
Good communicative skills; solid preparation for class discussion; consistently volunteers; student exemplifies interest and engagement regarding course readings and concepts; student demonstrates positive attitude; makes meaningful contributions during group activities.

C
Adequate communicative skills; fair preparation for class discussion; occasionally volunteers; student exemplifies competence regarding course readings and concepts; student demonstrates an inoffensive, but noncommittal attitude; sporadic contributions during group activities.

D
Limited communicative skills; uneven preparation for class; rarely volunteers; demonstrates indifference or irritation when prompted; inattentive during class; rare contributions during group activities. [Performance may be marked by other flaws: consistent tardiness; disruptive; etc.]
F
Weak communicative skills; little to no preparation for class; little evidence of reading assignments (this can include not buying the course texts; or not making up missed material); never volunteers, or doesn’t respond when prompted; demonstrates potential hostility to discussion; irrelevant, distracting, or no contributions to group activities. 
Peer Review/Conferencing [10%]
Each assignment’s sequence will demand extensive editorial feedback and guidance between you and a peer partner. You will also be asked to conference with me at least twice during the term. In addition to the process points allotted for this activity, you will write at length about these peer review sessions in the critical reflections for your portfolio. Thus, this percentage will be determined by a combination of factors, and will include the comments you make in the initial sessions as well as those revised and re-emphasized in the later portfolio reflection piece. 
Grading Scale
Per UNCG’s university-wide distribution, I will use the following scale to assign your final letter grade:


97 – 100%=  A+

93 – 96% =   A

73 – 76% = C


90 – 92% =   A-

70 – 72% = C-


87 – 89% =   B+
67 – 69% = D+


83 – 86% =   B

63 – 66% = D


80 – 82% =   B-

60 – 62% = D-


77 – 79% =   C+
     < 60% = F
Minimum Requirements to Pass the Course


-All assignments completed satisfactorily and on time


-A course portfolio submitted at the end of the term with process sequence

Attendance Policy & Timeliness

You should attend every class and be on time. If you are more than fifteen minutes late, I must record this as an absence. (Note: persistent inability to make it to class on time will also be dealt with in the form of deductions from your class participation grade.) If you miss a class, regardless of the reason, you are responsible for contacting a classmate so that you can arrange a way to get notes. Please feel free to take a few minutes to obtain the name and e-mail address or phone number of two colleagues nearest your seat.
	
	

	
	


You can maintain an attendance grade within the A range by limiting your absences to two. It is strongly recommended that you not miss more than three classes. The fourth absence cuts your participation grade in half. The fifth results in an automatic zero for this percentage. A sixth absence will automatically fail you in the class. 
Late Submissions

Late projects will be reduced ONE LETTER GRADE per day. Unless stated otherwise, projects are due at the beginning of class. Failure to submit rough drafts for a given essay, whether in a peer editing scenario or to me, significantly reduces a project’s final grade.

Classroom Conduct

Students with disciplinary problems tend to be few and far between at the college level; however, if behavioral disruptions persist within a single class meeting (or, for that matter, across multiple meetings), the student in question will be asked to leave the class session with points deducted from his/her participation grade and an absence for the day. Types of disruptive behavior can include any form of disrespectful comment or action directed toward me or another student; I reserve the right to interpret inappropriate behaviors as I see fit and address them accordingly. Note: Repeated text messaging, cell phone eruptions, or otherwise disruptive behavior will result in removal from class and a reduction in the final course grade.

Conferencing and Email Correspondence

I ask that you meet with me in conference at least twice this term and I encourage you to make good use of my office hours. You may also use e-mail to send questions between the hours of 7 am and 7 pm; expect a response within 24 hours of sending a message. I will not be available before or after these times. Likewise, when applicable (and for the sake of courtesy) I would like a response indicating that you have received a message from me.

The Writing Center

An excellent resource for improving your writing in all categories is the Writing Center located in the MHRA building. Students should refer to the center’s web site for information regarding hours and availability: <http://www.uncg.edu/eng/writingcenter/>.
The Honor Code & UNCG’s Academic Integrity Policy
You are expected to abide by the university’s academic integrity policy. Any assignments (exercises, reading journals, drafts or final papers, etc.) which are in any way plagiarized, either totally or in part, from other students or from published sources, are dishonest. See student handbook/university policy about plagiarism and how it will be dealt with at the university: <http://academicintegrity.uncg.edu/complete/>.
Plagiarism

Any assignments (exercises, reading journals, drafts or final papers, etc.) which are in any way plagiarized, either totally or in part, from other students or from published sources, are dishonest. 
The sole exception to the requirement of acknowledging sources is when the ideas or information are common knowledge. Every student must be thoroughly familiar with methods for documenting the use of another person’s sentence, arguments or ideas. 
Disability Services
Students requiring accommodations of any kind for a disability should contact the Office of Disability Services at 334-5440, or by visiting their webpage: <http://ods.dept.uncg.edu.>.
ENG 101-56

English Composition I 

Fall 2008 Tentative Course Calendar
**WEEK ONE through MID-TERM**
Note: The instructor reserves the right to alter or amend this calendar at any time during 
           the term. 

Key

HW—Homework

ALWG—A Long Way Gone
CK—Composing Knowledge
TSIS—They Say/I Say
WM—Writing Matters
BB—Blackboard
Note: Each reading is indicated by the author’s last name, followed by [in brackets] the text and beginning page number. You should read the entire essay or chapter unless directed otherwise.

WEEK ONE
(T)
26 Aug

Introductions/Syllabus/Calendar




HW: (Reading) Roskelley [WM, 3]; Dodson [WM, 7]. 
(R)
28 Aug 

Discussion: Diagnostic/Reading/Assignments/Portfolio.



HW: (Reading) Parker [CK, 380]; Morehead [WM, 27]; Graff, 




Birkenstein [TSIS, 17]; Kincaid [CK, 542]
WEEK TWO
(T)
02 Sept

Project 1 begins/Discussion: Reading/Assignment Sheet and Sequence 



(Rhetorical Analysis); Film—Superstar: The Karen Carpenter Story.



HW: (Reading) Benning [WM, 96]; Graff, Birkenstein [TSIS, 28]; Chang 



[External Links, BB, or open: <http://ngm.nationalgeographic.com/




2008/05/china/middle-class/leslie-chang-text>.] Prewriting Exercise 1: 



Summary.
(R)
04 Sept

Discussion: Reading/Peer Review Session 1: First Draft



HW: Prewriting Exercise 2: Rhetorical Appeals Response; 



(Reading) Graff, Birkenstein [TSIS, 115]

WEEK THREE
(T)
09 Sept

Discussion: Summary/Response; Crafting the Rhetorical 




Analysis/Elements



HW: (Reading) E-reserves [Consult Blackboard]


(R)
11 Sept

Peer Review Session 2: Work Draft



HW: The Descriptive Outline



WEEK FOUR
(T)
16 Sept

Discussion: The Descriptive Outline



HW: (Reading) E-reserves [Consult Blackboard]
(R)
18 Sept

Conferences – Class Canceled/Appointments held in my office 



[MHRA 3210F]



HW: Project 1 Rough Draft.
WEEK FIVE
(T)
23 Sept

PROJECT 1 DUE.



HW: (Reading) Grabow [WM, 116]; Beah [ALWG, 1-125]
(R)
25 Sept

**CLASS CANCELED** - Instructor at Academic Conference



HW: (Reading) Beah [ALWG, 126-230]. Memoir must be finished before 


our next class meeting. 
WEEK SIX 

(T) 
30 Sept

Project 2 begins/Discussion: Reading/Assignment Sheet and Sequence 



(Annotated Bibliography/Research Synthesis)
(R)
02 Oct

Discussion: Reading/Prewriting Exercise 1



HW: (Reading) Peters [CK, 736]; Graff, Birkenstein [TSIS, 39]

WEEK SEVEN 
(T)
07 Oct

Peer Review Session 1: First Draft



HW: Prewriting Exercise 2: Response;
(R)
09 Oct

Library Orientation



HW: (Reading) Marsh [WM, 100]; E-reserves [Consult Blackboard]


WEEK EIGHT 

(T)
14 Oct

Peer Review Session 2: Work Draft



HW: (Reading) E-reserves [Consult Blackboard]

(R)
(16 Oct
Conferences – Class Canceled/Appointments held in my office



HW: Project 2 Rough Draft. (Last day to drop the course without




academic penalty.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~M   I   D   -   T   E   R   M~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
WEEK NINE

(T)
21 Oct

**CAMPUS-WIDE HOLIDAY** - Fall Break
(R)
23 Oct

PROJECT 2 DUE.



HW: Select and read two articles from Part 3 of the CK text: one should 



be from the “Frames of Reference” section, the other from the “Arguing 



in Communities” section.

