Rhetorical Analysis:
1. Paraphrase argument/attitude/purpose in thesis (don’t just say “to develop his argument”)

2. specific arguments are more effective than generalizations

3. Analyze from beginning to end (this allows for a more specific analysis following the logic of the writer)

4. Include specific quotes instead of general references to the text

5. Don’t just explain the meaning of the rhetorical device, but explain why the speaker uses it. What is the impact of that device? How does the meaning link to the author’s argument? Ex: In order to transition from his characterization of America’s anti-intellectualism to his call-to-action, Fridman utilizes a direct, telegraphic sentence. When he states that “enough is enough”, this no nonsense statement indicates to the reader that Fridman is unhappy with the state of American society today and signals that Fridman desires to change the dominant American mindset. Additionally, the use of such simplistic and clichéd language mirrors the anti-intellectualism he has just discussed and suggests that he is attempting to appeal to those who have been drawn into this way of thinking.
6. Avoid inserting your opinion on the speaker’s argument into your essay. Your job is not to agree or disagree with Fridman, but to analyze (break down and explain) how he structures and conveys his argument.
7. Sample Outline:

I. Using such strategies as comparisons and rhetorical questions, Fridman develops his argument that America should embrace its intellectuals instead of degrading them.

II. Fridman begins by introducing the derogatory terms  applied to the “intellectually curious and academically serious” and the negative perception of these intellectuals.

A. Disparity between a perceived geek and dictionary definition of geek

B. Irony that Harvard, a supposed bastion of academics, is a place where “anti-intellectualism is rampant”.

C. Juxtaposition of nerds who are “ostracized”, and athletes who are “idolized”.

D. Comparison is furthered when Fridman discusses U.S. elementary and high schools: reading books vs. playing football, building model airplanes vs. getting wasted at parties.

E. From these comparisons Fridman suggests an unfortunateoutcome: “many are deprived of a chance to learn adequate social skills and acquire good communication skills”.

III. Fridman then transitions into a call-to-action

A. Telegraphic sentence: “enough is enough”. This simply shows his frustration and desire to change the dominant mindset.

B. Hyperbole: ‘It is high time to face the persecutors who haunt the bright kid with thick glasses from kindergarten to the grave”. Makes the reader feel sympathy for the “bright kid” and makes us wonder if Fridman is speaking from personal experience.

IV. Finally he appeals to American patriotism to convey why we must reform our thinking as a society.

A.

B.

V. Final Statement: 

Synthesis:

1. Organization is very important (reason-evidence-explanation)

2. take a clear position

3. it is “corruption” not corruptness

4. Be careful not to misrepresent sources. Does Source H say “The flag symbolizes all the risks and obstacles the founding fathers took to obtain these rights, therefore imposing a rule that desecrating the flag is a crime would contradict everything the founding fathers fought for”? This is a good point, but Source H does not make this point. Source H is a visual. Your job is to show how the visual in Source H relates to your point about the founding fathers.

5. Make sure you have your reasons clearly laid out and you don’t merely summarize sources. Your reasons should be given first, then your sources should be used to support those reasons. For example:
I. An amendment to ban flag burning should not be passed.

II. Banning burning of the flag infringes upon our first amendment rights.

A. in Texas v. Johnson, the Supreme court held that desecration of the flag was a form of speech protected by the first Amendment.
B. The Supreme Court also struck down the 1989 Flag Protection Act.

C. In Source E Rehnquist claims burning the flag is “the equivalent of a grunt or roar that…is most likely to be indulged in… to antagonize others”, yet the point of the First Amendment is not to evaluate citizens’ speech but to allow them to voice their opinions; therefore Rehnquist’s point is superfluous because many messages may not be viewed as valuable but the fundamental principles protect these opinions regardless of their perceived value.

D. Source F cites Sen. Mitch McConnell as saying “The First Amendment has served us well for 200 years. I don’t think it needs to be altered.’ This is absolutely true. Alteration would cause more harm than good.

III. Banning flag burning could lead to limits on other forms of expression and actually goes against the ideals the flag symbolizes.
A. The editorial from the LA Times makes the point that banning flag burning ironically goes against the very ideals that the flag stands for. Banning desecration of the flag would actually be more harmful to the democratic principles embodied in the “stars and stripes”. 
B. This fundamental irony inherent in the proposed amendment is visually represented in Source H in which this proposed amendment is the paint used to desecrate the flag, showing that this limit on expression will actually result in a more extreme form of desecration – a philosophical one as opposed to a merely physical one.

IV. The amendment is not supported by the majority of Americans.

A. According to the USA Today survey, a majority of American adults do not support the amendment.

B. In addition, even though Congress has gotten close to passing it, in over ten years, the amendment has not gotten the votes needed to be passed. The support is just not there and those voting are the very elected officeholders who are part of the political community that would “feel more solicitous of the national symbol”(Source I). However, a large enough number of even these individuals comprehend the inherent danger in the amendment so that they continually say “nay”.

V. Ultimately, while flag burning might not be an activity that most would condone, making it illegal would be a more profound desecration of the truly important symbolic meaning of this national emblem which we are seeking to protect.
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Argumentative:

1. Make sure your evidence is relevant to the prompt. Why would you talk about students only coming to school for the grades, not for the love of learning, if the prompt is about incentives for charitable acts?? This example does not directly relate to the prompt. Think of examples of people performing charitable acts for personal gain (celebrities for publicity, canned food drives for extra credit, community service for college applications, donations to ASPCA for a t-shirt, etc.) and explain why these situations are ethical/acceptable or unethical/unacceptable.

2. The structure of an argumentative essay is similar to the synthesis structure above. Example:
I. Offering incentives for charitable acts is not only acceptable, it is ethical because incentives result in additional aid for those in need - the intended outcome of charity. 

II. America is an incentive driven society.

A. People have come to expect something in return for their time and energy.

B. If we hope to help the less fortunate, we need to work within the American ideology. To impractically believe that all people will selflessly volunteer will only lead to decreased participation in charitable activities and, therefore, decreased aid. 

C. While there are many selfless individuals who would volunteer no matter what, incentives provide the motivation for those who are not quite as magnanimous. For instance, I find that when students are asked to bring in cans “out of the goodness of their hearts”, I get a minimal amount of food. However, when extra credit of a pizza party is offered as an incentive, participation rises drastically. 
D. Additionally, any act of philanthropy comes with some type of reward be it intrinsic or extrinsic. Even a person who does charity for altruistic reasons reaps an internal reward. Is feeling good about oneself so different from a few extra credit points or the pride that goes along with an impressive college application?
III. The ultimate purpose of charity is to help those in need and offering incentives will only lead to the increased realization of this purpose.

A. Humans are inherently self-centered so it is hopeless idealism to believe that the greater part of the population will help out of pure altruism.

B. In schools, most students join community service clubs because they want to list those clubs and the services they do in conjunction with those clubs on their college applications. 
C. Some may say this defeats the purpose of charity, but what is really important is that a certain tree gets planted to help the environment or a struggling individual gets a hot meal at the soup kitchen. 
D. Essentially incentives equal more charitable involvement and more involvement equals more help for the community. In the end all involved win.

IV. In an incentive-driven society we have no other choice but to offer something in return for donations and service. To do otherwise would be to naively disregard the nature of American society and leave the impoverished without the aid they so direly need.

