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Chaminade University

EN 101: Introduction to Expository Writing

Fall 2010 / Syllabus

Instructor: Benton Sen        

Office hours: By appointment

Cell: (808) 285-1733

E-mail: benton.sen@adjunct.chaminade.edu

course objectives

This course aims to improve your writing, editing and revising skills, and to enhance your ability to identify and examine rhetorical modes in expository essays and a short novel.  Writing and revising improves with practice; therefore, by studying good prose models, like the essays we will read and discuss in this course, you will develop and strengthen your reading comprehension and written rhetorical skills.

Student Learning Outcomes

· Demonstrate the correct use of grammar, punctuation, word choice, mechanics, and sentence structure in a written text.

· Demonstrate the ability to edit a text with grammar, punctuation, word choice, mechanics, and sentence structure errors.

· Demonstrate paragraph and essay development in a written text. Develop thesis sentences, topic sentences, clear supporting examples for thesis sentence and topic sentences, and demonstrate logical and clear connections between topic / thesis sentences and supporting examples.

· Demonstrate an organizational development in a written text. Demonstrate an effective introductory paragraph, effective concluding paragraph, the use of transitions (internal / within a paragraph and external / between paragraphs) in a written text.

· Identify and apply rhetorical writing techniques (narrative, descriptive, exposition / illustration, comparison and contrast, cause and effect, definition, persuasion, classification, division)

Required Texts

Cohen, Samuel. 50 Essays. Boston: Bedford/St. Martin’s, 2007.

Skwire and Skwire. Writing with a Thesis, Belmont: Wadsworth Cengage Learning, 2010.

Strunk & White. The Elements of Style. Boston: Allyn & Bacon, 2000.

Class Attendance

More than two unexcused absences may result in a lowering of the final course grade. Students who miss two consecutive weeks of class may be withdrawn from the course.

Writing Workshops

Please use this time quietly and productively to write your draft in class. Edit, revise, and proofread it extensively before beginning your second draft. The second rough draft must be extensively edited, revised, and proofread, and it should have a detailed focus on all punctuation in your paper.
Late Work

All written work must be submitted by the date due. Written work will receive a 10% reduction for each week it is late.

Classroom Policies 
· Students should follow all general classroom policies as listed in the Undergraduate Catalog 2010-2011.  

· All electronic devices should be kept in your bag and remain silent during class.  Please do not open your laptop computers in class unless instructed to do so.  See me to discuss any extenuating circumstances.  Failure to adhere to this policy may result in dismissal from class and an unexcused absence.

· If you are not prepared for class (i.e., have not completed the assigned reading, or do not have the assigned text on hand), you may receive an unexcused absence for the day.  

· I expect all students to treat each other and the instructor with respect at all times.  This includes listening carefully and speaking thoughtfully to others during our class discussions. 
Academic Honesty 
· “Academic honesty is an essential aspect of all learning, scholarship, and research. It is one of the values regarded most highly by academic communities throughout the world. Violations of the principle of academic honesty are extremely serious and will not be tolerated. 

· Students are responsible for promoting academic honesty at Chaminade by not participating in any act of dishonesty and by reporting any incidence of academic dishonesty to an instructor or to a University official. Academic dishonesty may include theft of records or examinations, alteration of grades, and plagiarism.  

· Questions of academic dishonesty in a particular class are first reviewed by the instructor, who must make a report with recommendations to the Dean of the Academic Division.  Punishment for academic dishonesty will be determined by the instructor and the Dean of the Academic Division and may range from an 'F' grade for the work in question to an 'F' for the course to suspension or dismissal from the University.”  (Excerpted from the Undergraduate Catalog 2010-2011) 

Accusations of Plagiarism or other forms of Academic Dishonesty 
“Plagiarism is the offering of work of another as one's own. Plagiarism is a serious offense and may include, but is not limited to, the following: 

1. Complete or partial copying directly from a published or unpublished source without proper acknowledgment to the author. Minor changes in wording or syntax are not sufficient to avoid charges of plagiarism. Proper acknowledgment of the source of a text is always mandatory. 

2. Paraphrasing the work of another without proper author acknowledgment. 

3. Submitting as one's own original work (however freely given or purchased) the original exam, research paper, manuscript, report, computer file, or other assignment that has been prepared by another individual.  

In the cases of alleged academic dishonesty (such as plagiarism, cheating, claiming work not done by the student, or lying) where a faculty member observes or discovers the dishonesty, the faculty members may choose to confront the student and handle the matter between the faculty member and the student, or the faculty member may choose to refer the incident to the Dean or Graduate Program Director. (If the Dean or the Director is the instructor in question, the concern should be directed to the Associate Provost; if the Associate Provost is the instructor in question, the concern should be directed to the Executive Vice President and Provost.) If the faculty member chooses to confront the situation and it is not satisfactorily resolved between the faculty member and the student, the matter may then be referred or appealed to the Dean or Director. 

In either case, the Dean or Graduate Program Director may choose to resolve the matter through a meeting with both the student and the faculty member, or refer the matter to the Executive Vice President and Provost. The findings, in either case, are final.”  (Excerpted from the Undergraduate Catalog 2010-2011) 

Course Requirements

	Paper 1:

Description (2-3 pages)


	10%

	Paper 2:

Definition (2-3 pages)


	10%

	Paper 3:

Classification (2-3 pages)
	10%

	Paper 4:

Comparison/Contrast  
(4-5 pages)
	10%

	Paper 5:

Final paper (4-5 pages)
	15%

	Writing Assignments (9)
	20%

	Grammar and Reading Quiz
	15%

	Participation and Attendance
	10%


All papers submitted must include two rough drafts. Papers without rough drafts will not be accepted and will not be graded.

Writing Standards
All work submitted by students is expected to meet the following writing standards:

1. Written assignments should use correctly the grammar, spelling, punctuation, and sentence structure of Standard Written English.

2. Written assignments should develop ideas, themes, and main points coherently and concisely.

3. Written assignments should adopt modes and styles appropriate to their purpose and audience.

4. Written assignments should be clear, complete, and effective.

5. Written assignments containing material and ideas drawing upon sources should carefully analyze and synthesize that material.  In addition, the sources of the borrowed material must be correctly acknowledged to avoid plagiarism.

Grading Scale

‘A’   Outstanding scholarship and an unusual degree of intellectual initiative (90-100)

‘B’   Superior work done in a consistent and intellectual manner   (80-89)

‘C’   Average grade indicating competent grasp of subject matter (70-79)

‘D’   Inferior work of the lowest passing grade, unsatisfactory course work (60-69)

‘F’   Failure to grasp minimum subject matter; no credit given

**You need a minimum of 70% (C) to pass this course.

Grading Rubric for Papers

A:
The paper exceeds the expectations of the assignment by applying a exceptionally high level of critical thinking skills, in addition to meeting all of the characteristics of a “B”-range paper.

B:
The goal of the paper is clear, and the language and rhetorical techniques used in the paper are clear and effective for the audience provided.  In addition, the paper displays a clear, organizational structure, including an introduction, thesis, topic sentences, examples, transitions, and a conclusion.  The examples for the paper are detailed and logically connect to the thesis and the overall development of the paper.  Finally, the paper displays a strong command of grammar, punctuation, and sentence variation.

C:
The goal of the paper is clear, and the language and rhetorical techniques used in the paper are clear and effective for the audience provided.  In addition, the paper displays a clear, organizational structure, including an introduction, thesis, topic sentences, examples, transitions, and a conclusion.  The examples used in the essay are general and, therefore, make it difficult to analyze the logical connections between the examples and the overall development of the paper. Problems with grammar and punctuation may be present.

D:
The goal of the paper is vague and lacks a clear thesis statement.  As such, the paper may not provide a clear organizational structure.  Also, the paper has many errors in grammar and punctuation.

F:    
The essay lacks a clear goal and an organizational structure, and the grammar and punctuation errors in the essay make it difficult to read.

course overview

Week 1

Introductions

Persuasive Principle, Writing With a Thesis, 1-14

Description paper, Writing, 63-66

Handout: MLA Handout

In-class assignment: “Good Used Cars,” Writing, 87-92

Assignment for Week 2

Description paper with two edited, revised, and proofread rough drafts

Elements of Style (Strunk & White), 1-65

Read: “Once More to the Lake” (E.B. White), 50 Essays
Week 2

Appreciative reading of Description paper

Narration technique, Writing, 35-38

Class discussion: E.B. White 

Class discussion: Elements of Style, 1-65

In-class assignment: “Shooting An Elephant” (George Orwell), 50 Essays

Assignment for Week 3

Definition paper in Writing, 253-256

Read: Elements of Style, 67-85

Read: “The Inheritance of Tools” (Scott Russell Sanders), 50 Essays
Read: “Notes of a Native Speaker” (Eric Liu), 50 Essays
Assignment: One-page critique of Liu’s essay

Week 3

Examples in Writing, 97-101

Class discussion: Elements of Style, 67-85

Class discussion: Liu / Scott Russell Sanders

Class discussion: “As Google Goes, So Goes the Nation,” Writing, 118-122

Writing Workshop: Rough draft of Definition paper

Assignment for Week 4

Definition paper with two edited, revised, and proofread rough drafts

Process, Writing, 125-130

Read: “Learning to Read” (Malcolm X), 50 Essays; 

Read: “Mother Tongue” (Amy Tan), 50 Essays

Week 4

Appreciative reading of Definition paper

Grammar and Readings Quiz

In-class assignment: “Mother Tongue” and “Malcolm X”

Division and Classification paper, Writing, 219-224

Assignment for Week 5

Read: “Mother-in-Law,” Writing, 226-232; 

Read: “Take a Left Onto Nowhere Street,” Writing, 232-235
Week 5

Class discussion: “Mother-In-Law” and “Take a Left Onto Nowhere Street”

Video: “Men of Hula”

In-class assignment: One-page Description or definition paper on “Men of Hula”

Writing workshop: Work on rough draft of Classification paper

Assignment for Week 6

Classification paper with two edited, revised, and proofread rough drafts

Comparison/Contrast paper, Writing, 161-167

Read: “Notes of a Native Son” (James Baldwin), 50 Essays
Read: “The Inheritance of Tools” (Scott Russell Sanders), 50 Essays

Week 6

Appreciative reading of Classification papers

Class discussion: “Speaking of Writing,” Writing, 181-183

Class discussion: “The Inheritance of Tools,” 50 Essays
In-class assignment: One-page paper of your choice on Baldwin article

Assignment for Week 7

Read: “Aria: Memoir of a Bilingual Childhood” (Richard Rodriguez), 50 Essays

Assignment: One-page critique of Rodriguez’s article

Week 7

Video: “Pidgin English”
Class discussion: “Pidgin English”
Class discusssion: Richard Rodriguez article
Writing Workshop: Work on rough draft of Comparison/Contrast paper

Assignment for Week 8

Comparison/Contrast paper with two edited, revised, and proofread rough drafts

Cause and Effect technique, Writing, 189-192

Read: “Why We Crave Horror Movies,” Writing, 194-199

Week 8

Appreciative reading of Comparison / Contrast paper

Class discussion: “Why We Crave Horror Movies,” Writing, 194-199

In-class assignment: “The Best Years of My Life,” Writing, 207-213

Assignment for Week 9

Argumentation technique, Writing, 275-281

Read: “Letter from Birmingham Jail” (Martin Luther King, Jr.), 50 Essays; 

Read: “Crito” (Plato), 50 Essays

Week 9

Class discussion: “Working at McDonald’s,” Writing, 293-298

In-class assignment: Compare and contrast King and Plato’s works

Writing Workshop: Work on rough draft of Cause and Effect paper and optional extra credit Argumentation paper

Assignment for Week 10

Cause and Effect paper with two edited, revised, and proofread rough drafts

Optional Argumentation paper with two edited, revised, and proofread rough drafts

Handouts: “Forget e-books,” “The Keypad Solution,” “Txting”

Week 10

Class discussion: “Forget e-books,” “The Keypad Solution,” “Txting”

Students read their best paper to the class


