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ENGLISH W350 – Sustainable Public Discourse 
 

ENG W350-12806 (T/R 9:30-10:45 a.m.) •  SW 221  •  Fall 2010              
_______________________________________________________ 
  
INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION  
 
  

Name Dr. Tarez Samra Graban 
Office BH 474   Phone 5-4888 

Office Hours M 12-2, R 3-4 and by appointment 
E-mail tgraban@indiana.edu 

_______________________________________________________ 
  
COURSE DESCRIPTION   
How do writers achieve “elegance” in the creation of vital information, or “integrity” in the construction 
of an argument that seems common or mundane? How do they inhabit the issues they care about and the 
genres they write? How can readers possibly relate moral eloquence with technical style, or recognize 
Baconian induction in BP’s full-page advertising campaigns? And what does all of this have to do with 
how we position ourselves as agents in ongoing academic discussions, whether they are literary, social, or 
scientific? This semester, we will try to answer these and other questions by focusing on the literal and 
figurative dimensions of sustainability in public discourse. Literally speaking, we will examine academic 
and real-world genres that advocate for sustainability and analyze the principles underlying their 
construction and reception. Figuratively speaking, we will consider specific paradigms in written 
communication that perpetuate, devolve, or recycle themselves over time. We will focus our study in 
three different spheres—scientific and technical writing, political rhetoric and public policy, and daily 
persuasion and propaganda. Course readings will challenge us to think deeply about writing theories and 
writing in the public sphere alongside one another, seeing, for example, the interplay between models of 
civic discourse and the stases or arrangement patterns that guide logical papers, or noting how rhetorical 
invention can influence the genres we read. Course assignments will challenge us to apply these theories 
of rhetoric and writing to contemporary problems, demonstrating our more nuanced understanding of how 
writers use language to communicate with diverse audiences for specific purposes and needs. As we 
analyze the genres we read and consider the principles underlying them, you will employ those same 
principles critically and thoughtfully in the genres in which you write.  
 
COURSE GOALS   
• examine public discourse as arguments that are backed by logically and stylistically arranged 

evidences to suit the needs of specified communities; 
• enact the processes underlying effective argumentative and persuasive discourse, including how to 

engage an audience by developing your position more fully; 
• learn to analyze public genres for purpose, content, organization, language, elegance, and delivery, as 

well as to recognize how these concerns work in tandem; 
• produce a substantial final project that demonstrates your own attention to these concerns on an 

expert level; 
• be able to adjust your writing to an audience while also creating credible, believable, and well 

rendered public discourse. 
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REQUIRED MATERIALS   
• “ENG W350 Sustainable Public Discourse” ClassPak (at TIS and IU Bookstore) 
• Rewriting: How to Do Things with Texts by Joseph Harris (at TIS and IU Bookstore) 
• Style: The Basics of Clarity and Grace, 3rd Ed. by Joseph Williams (at TIS and IU Bookstore) 
• Access to the following software: Microsoft Word, Adobe Acrobat Reader, a Web browser, and an IU 

e-mail account (available on any STC computer across campus) 
• Access to course blog at http://suspubdisc.blogspot.com  
 
ATTENDANCE  
Classes like this are most successful when we build intellectual community and navigate course concepts 
as a group; for this reason, attendance is required at all classes and our film screening. Although I would 
prefer that you not miss any class, I do acknowledge that your life is like a complex puzzle, of which 
ENG W350 is only one piece. Thus, you are permitted three absences for illnesses, emergencies, and 
family or university business. Each additional absence will lower your final course grade by one-third of 
a letter grade and may cause you to miss out on a vital discussion or workshop. If military duty, religious 
holidays, or extended hospitalization will call you away for a much longer period of time, you may be 
advised to drop the course. If you do miss class, it is your responsibility to diligently find out what you 
missed and to turn in what is due.  
 
LATE WORK 
All assignments are posted well in advance so that you can plan ahead to get them done. If you already 
know that you will have a conflict with mid-term exams, or if a severe illness or emergency prevents you 
from completing an assignment on time, you must contact me in advance of the due date to discuss your 
options. Late work is accepted only at my discretion and may incur a grade penalty. Please copy yourself 
on e-mail messages when you submit assignments electronically so that attachments do not get “lost.” 
When hard copies are due in class, please print them in advance so that “technological difficulties” do not 
affect your ability to hand them in on time.  
 
INTELLECTUAL PARTICIPATION AND CITIZENSHIP  
Class sessions will be spent discussing, analyzing, and revising writing in various forms. You will often 
work in groups, compose collective responses, and be expected to talk in class. To be fully prepared, 
bring everything to class every day. All reading assignments must be completed by the date for which 
they are assigned and brought to class in some form (hard or electronic copy) on the day we are scheduled 
to discuss them. While you are in class I hold you to professional forms of conduct, including arriving on 
time, being prepared, and staying engaged. Consider what you can offer to keep our discussions relevant. 
Cell phones and other personal electronic devices must be turned completely off while class is in session.   
 
ASSIGNMENTS 
Please build time into your schedule for preparation between one class day and the next, and allow 
yourself several days to draft and revise your major papers.  
 
Assignments  

Analytical Essays (3) 300 points 
Short Assignments & Blog Posts 150 points 
Public Awareness Project Proposal 50 points 
Public Awareness Project (2 parts) 300 points 
Reading Leading Group Presentation 100 points 
Intellectual Participation 100 points 

  1000 points 
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EVALUATION  
Each assignment has specific evaluation criteria that we will review in class, with the exception of short 
assignments and blog posts, which I will grade on the “plus” system. If your work shows considerable 
thought and exploration of the topic and satisfies length and quality requirements, I assign it a (+). If it 
demonstrates some thought and exploration of the topic but lacks in a certain area, I assign it a (). If it is 
on topic but lacks in exploration, development, focus, and/or clarity, I assign it a (-). At the end of the 
semester, I’ll convert those to points. The final grade distribution is as follows: 
 
1000-900 (A range) •  899-800 (B range) •  799-700 (C range) •  699-600 (D range) •  599 and below (F) 
   
I treat grading as a conversation where I comment on your work. My comments are typically questions 
intended to make you think about purpose and audience; suggestions for improving some aspect of the 
writing (e.g., focus, reasoning, development, organization, language, clarity, or “voice”); and reactions to 
particular passages or prose. You should always feel free to meet with me if an assignment is unclear, if 
you get stuck, or if my first response on an assignment is unhelpful. You should also feel free to meet 
with me at any time if you are unsure of where you stand in the course. 
 
READING 20 MINUTES A DAY 
Some of our reading this semester will be challenging. As I’ve watched students wrestle with it over the 
years, I have learned a lot about how they get through it: 
 

1) we all read differently, but most of us require a “long chunk” of time about 1-2 days before each 
“Reading Leading” or discussion; 

2) having access to a dictionary actually makes the reading go more quickly (the OED Online is a 
great source to call up on your iPhone, as is the online Merriam Webster); 

3) my most successful readers started “pre-reading” for 20 minutes a day about one week before 
each “Reading Leading” or discussion, skimming the articles for main claims, highlighting 
compelling examples, or getting used to the author’s arrangement and voice. When they sat down 
for their “long read,” they could take more in. 

 
ACADEMIC INTEGRITY 
At IUB, plagiarism is considered a violation of academic integrity and can result in automatic failure of 
the course (see the Code of Student Conduct for more information: http://www.iu.edu/~code/code/ 
responsibilities/academic/index.shtml). Plagiarism literally means “the act of kidnapping” and occurs 
when you represent someone else’s work as your own work in the following ways: 
 

• having someone write your paper for you or turning in someone else’s work 
• purchasing someone else’s work and using it as your own 
• simply copying and pasting published information into your paper 
• deliberately using sources without attributing them.  

 
Doing so “accidentally” is as problematic as doing so deliberately. In an advanced writing course such as 
this one, good source integration is paramount, beginning at the very moment you locate a source, and 
reflected in how carefully you read and take notes. 
 
BLOGGING AND DISCUSSION PRACTICES 
To benefit from this class, we all need to be willing to look closely at how public discourse is 
composed—this means looking at how a variety of texts are written and how certain points are argued or 
taken up. At no time should you feel like you’re being evaluated on whether you take a position to the 
right or left of an issue or argument. You are being evaluated on how well you can articulate the different 
parts of an argument, and how effectively and empathetically you communicate your premises and 
supporting points. I am not interested in having you change your beliefs as a result of what we read—nor 
should you pressure others to—but I am always interested in helping you to enhance or complicate the 
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beliefs that you have. I am also interested in equipping you to analyze, evaluate, and create well-rendered 
discourse on a variety of topics so that you can become a more critically reflective writer, publicly and 
academically. The same goes for our course blog. The primary use for this blog is to inspire discussion of 
class-related topics, and to hone our abilities to respond clearly and confidently – to practice engaging a 
reader and keeping them engaged. Please remember that the blog is a space for public performance. While 
I want you to have great discussions on it, I need you to be committed to good communal practices. 
 
WRITING TUTORIAL SERVICES 
This class isn’t the only place at IU where you can develop as a writer. In addition to meeting with me in 
conferences, I highly recommend that you visit Writing Tutorial Services (located in Ballantine Hall 206). 
You can make an appointment by calling 855-6738 or by walking in. The WTS consultants can offer you 
one-on-one feedback and a number of excellent do-it-yourself resources. Talking and thinking with others 
is extremely helpful at any stage of your writing, whether you are planning the project or editing the final 
draft. I still get feedback on much of what I do. 
 
SUPPORT SERVICES 
Disability Services and The Adaptive Technologies divisions of the Office of Student Affairs can arrange 
for assistance, auxiliary aids, or related services if you think a temporary or permanent disability will 
prevent you from being a full participant in the class. Contact them at http://www.dsa.indiana.edu or 
855-7578 with any individual concerns. Students with special needs must be registered with Disability 
Services before classroom accommodations can be provided. 
 
_______________________________________________________ 
  
CLASS SCHEDULE 
This schedule may change during the semester. Check http://suspubdisc.blogspot.com for updates. 
 
WK 1 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
8-31-10 Introduction to Course Concepts:  

Reading Discursive Acts 
 

9-2-10 Analyzing Public Discourse Blog setup 
Goals letter (2 copies) 

 
WK 2 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
9-7-10 Discussion: Harris on Re/Writing Rewriting Introduction 

 
9-9-10 Rhetorical Analysis: Selzer and 

Killingsworth 
Selzer “Rhetorical Analysis” and 
Killingsworth “Rhetorical Situations” 
 
SA #1 due Friday (blog) 

 
WK 3 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
9-14-10 RL #1: Audience and Genre Kinneavy “Basic Aims of Discourse” and 

Ong “Writer’s Audience” 
9-16-10 Workshop: Audience and Genre  

(class held in LH 030) 
 
SA #2 due Friday (blog) 
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WK 4 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
9-21-10 Scientific and Technical Discourse;  

Style in Discourse 
Style pp. 1-25 

9-23-10 RL #2: Invention and Arrangement Fahnestock/Secor “Stases,” Gross 
“Arrangement,” and Ramage “Stases” 
 
SA #3 due Friday (blog) 

 
WK 5 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
9-28-10 Discussion: Joy, Mann, Wald (LH 030) Genre Samples: Joy, Mann, Wald 
9-30-10 Workshop: Rhetorical Moves and “Rich 

Features” 
Rewriting ch. 1 and Style pp. 132-141, 150 
 
Analytical Essay #1 due Monday 

 
WK 6 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
10-5-10 Political Rhetoric and Public Policy  
10-7-10 RL #3: Conflict and Perspective Rewriting ch 2, Kaufer “A Plan,” and 

Killingsworth/Steffens “Effectiveness” 
 
WK 7 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
10-12-10 Discussion: Wells, Savio, Bullard 

Coherence and Cohesion  (LH 030) 
Genre Samples: Wells, Savio, Bullard 

10-14-10 Workshop: Levels of Conflict (on blog)  
Analytical Essay #2 due Monday 

  
Monday, October 18 – The 11th Hour 
Film Project screening and panel 
discussion, 7:00 p.m., FA 015. 

 
 

 
WK 8 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
10-19-10 Daily Persuasion and Propaganda;  

Argumentation as Representation 
 

10-21-10 RL #4: Claims and Tropes Matalene “Experience”, Killingsworth 
“Tropes,” and Lazere “Oversimplification” 

 
WK 9 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
10-26-10 Discussion: Ledbetter et al, Lung, Linzey 

(LH 030) 
Genre Samples: Ledbetter et al, Lung, 
Linzey  

10-28-10 Workshop: Countering 
Workshop: Rhythm and Grace 

Rewriting ch 3 and Style pp. 55-61, 66-78 
 
Analytical Essay #3 due Monday 

 
WK 10 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
11-2-10 Public Awareness Project: Arguing from 

History and Cause 
 

11-4-10 RL #5: Language and Form Enoch “Symbol-Wise,” Winterowd 
“Dispositio,” and Kolln “Writer’s Voice” 
 
SA #4 due Friday (blog) 
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WK 11 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
11-9-10 Discussion: McDonald, Fukuyama, Glick; 

“Real” Form Brainstorm 
Genre Samples: McDonald, Fukuyama, 
Glick 

11-11-10 Conservation Discourse Browsing  
(LILLY LIBRARY) 

 

 
WK 12 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
11-16-10 Conservation Discourse Browsing  

(LILLY LIBRARY) 
 

11-18-10 Project Discussion 
Workshop: Meaning and Form 

Project Proposal 

 
WK 13 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
11-23-10 “Taking An Approach” 

Workshop: Evolving Claims 
Rewriting ch 4 and Style pp. 91-107 
 

11-25-10 No Class: Thanksgiving Recess  
 
WK 14 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
11-30-10 Public Awareness Project: First Peer 

Workshop 
First Draft of Project in Research Form 
(2 copies) 
 

12-2-10 Work and Help Session  (LH 030) Revision Plan (blog) 
 
WK 15 IN CLASS/TOPIC DUE TODAY 
12-7-10 Public Awareness Project: Second Peer 

Workshop (LH 030) 
First Draft of Project in “Real” Form  
(2 hard copies, or in digital format) 

12-9-10 Work and Help Session (LH 030)  
   

Final Draft of Project in Research and 
“Real” Forms with all prior drafts due 
Tuesday 12/14/10 by 9:30 a.m. 

 



ENGLISH W350: Sustainable Public Discourse 
 
Professor Graban - Fall 2010 
 
Audience and Genre 
 

Selzer, Jack. “Rhetorical Analysis: Understanding How Texts Persuade Readers.” Ed. Charles Bazerman 
and Paul Prior. What Writing Does and How It Does It. Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum, 2003. 279-307.    

Killingsworth, M. Jimmie. “Rhetorical Situations.” In Appeals in Modern Rhetoric: An Ordinary-
Language Approach. Carbondale, IL: Southern Illinois U P, 2005. 24-37. 

Kinneavy, James E. “The Basic Aims of Discourse.” College Composition and Communication 20.5 (Dec 
1969): 297-304. 

Ong, Walter J. “The Writer’s Audience Is Always a Fiction.” PMLA 90 (1975): 9-21.   

Scientific and Technical Discourse 
 

Gross, Alan G. “The Arrangement of the Scientific Paper.” The Rhetoric of Science. Cambridge, MA: 
Harvard, UP, 1990. 85-96. 

Fahnestock, Jeanne and Marie Secor. “The Stases in Scientific and Literary Argument.” Written 
Communication 5.4 (Oct 1988): 427-443. 

Ramage, John D. “Rhetoric and Persuasion II: The Stases.” In Rhetoric: A User’s Guide. New York: 
Pearson/Longman, 2006. 102-120 (excerpts). 

Joy, Bill. “Why the Future Doesn’t Need Us.” Wired.com. Condé Nast Publications. Apr. 2000. Web. 10 
Jul. 2010. Not in coursepack. Public domain, available at http://www.wired.com/wired/archive/8.04/joy_pr.html. 

Mann, Charles C. “The Coming Death Shortage.” Ed. Brian Greene. The Best American Science and 
Nature Writing 2006. Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin, 2006. 157-171.  

Wald, Matthew L. “Is Ethanol for the Long Haul?” Scientific American (Jan 2007): 42-49.  

Political Rhetoric and Public Policy 
 

Kaufer, David S. “A Plan for Teaching the Development of Original Policy Arguments.” College 
Composition and Communication 35.1 (Feb 1984): 57-70. 

Killingsworth, M. Jimmie, and Dean Steffens. “Effectiveness in the Environmental Impact Statement: A 
Study in Public Rhetoric.” Written Communication 6 (1989): 155-180. 

Wells-Barnett, Ida B. “Lynch Law in America” (1900). Mindfully.org. Web. 7 Jan. 2009. Not in 
coursepack. Public domain, available at, http://www.mindfully.org/Reform/Lynch-Law-Ida-Wells1900.htm. This 
was originally published in January 1900 in The Arena 23.1. 

Savio, Mario. “An End to History” (1964). Freespeechmovement.org. Web. 10 Jul. 2010. Not in 
coursepack. Public domain, available at http://www.fsm-a.org/stacks/endhistorysavio.html. This was originally 
published in December 1964 in Humanity 2. 



Presidential Task Force on Women’s Rights and Responsibilities. “Letter to the President” (1969). In A 
Matter of Simple Justice. Washington: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1970. iii-vi. Microform. ED 
055157. 

Bullard, Robert. “How Race Affected the Federal Government’s Response to Katrina.” 
DemocracyNow.org. 24 Oct. 2005. Web. 10 Jul. 2010. Not in coursepack. Public domain, available at 
http://www.democracynow.org/2005/10/24/environmental_justice_professor_robert_bullard_on. 

Daily Persuasion and Propaganda 
 

Matalene, Carolyn. “Experience as Evidence: Teaching Students to Write Honestly and Knowledgeably 
about Public Issues.” Ed. Edward P. J. Corbett, et al. The Writing Teacher’s Sourcebook, Fourth Edition. 
New York: Oxford U P, 2000. 180-190. 

Killingsworth, M. Jimmie. “Appeal Through Tropes.” In Appeals in Modern Rhetoric: An Ordinary-
Language Approach. Carbondale, IL: Southern Illinois U P, 2005. 121-135. 

Lazere, Donald. “Avoiding Oversimplification and Recognizing Complexity.” In Reading and Writing for 
Civic Literacy: The Critical Citizen’s Guide to Argumentative Rhetoric. Boulder, CO: Paradigm 
Publishers, 2005. 244-256.   

Ledbetter, J.T., Harvey Daniels, and Smokey Daniels. “Forum: Is There a Decline in Literacy?” The 
English Journal 65.5 (Sep 1976): 16-20.  

Lung, Ying-tai. “A Question of Civility: An Open Letter to Hu, Jintao.” OpenDemocracy Ltd. 15 Feb. 
2006. Web. 10 Jul. 2010. Not in coursepack. Public domain, available at 
http://www.opendemocracy.net/democracy-china/hu_jintao_3271.jsp.  

Linzey, Andrew. “Why Animals Deserve Special Moral Solicitude.” AV Magazine (Fall 2009): 8-10. 
Web. 10 Jul. 2010. Not in coursepack. Public domain, available at 
http://www.aavs.org/images/AVFall2009.pdf.  

Public Awareness 
 

Enoch, Jessica. “Becoming Symbol-Wise: Kenneth Burke’s Pedagogy of Critical Reflection.” College 
Composition and Communication 56.2 (Dec 2004): 272-296.  

Winterowd, W. Ross. “Dispositio: The Concept of Form in Discourse.” College Composition and 
Communication 22.1 (Feb 1971): 39-45. 

Kolln, Martha. “The Writer’s Voice.” In Rhetorical Grammar: Grammatical Choices Rhetorical Effects, 
Fifth Edition. New York: Pearson, 2007. 107-110, 119-123. 

Macdonald, Heather. “Why Johnny Can’t Write.” Public Interest (Summer 1995): 3-13. 

Fukuyama, Francis. “A Tale of Two Dystopias.” In Our Posthuman Future: Consequences of the 
Biotechnology Revolution.” New York: Farrar, Strauss, and Giroux, 2002. 3-17. 

Glick, Daniel. “On Thin Ice.” National Wildlife (Dec/Jan 2007): 22-30. Web. 10 Jul. 2010. Not in 
coursepack. Public domain, available at http://www.nwf.org/News-and-Magazines/National-
Wildlife/Animals/Archives/2007/On-Thin-Ice.aspx. 


