The American “I am”: Papers 1 & 2: Analysis through close reading	
TUT 100-31 	Prof. Rodrigues [rodrigue8] 	 Writing Mentor Michael Cummings [cummings] 	Fall 2017

The Basics:
For papers 1 & 2, you will choose a short passage of an assigned text for analysis, paying close attention to its language, structure, imagery, and thematic concepts. 

Paper 1: must be on a passage from Antin, Douglass, Franklin, or Jacobs
Paper 2: must be on a passage from part 1 of Wright

Length: 2 pages (650-750 words, excluding Works Cited), Times New Roman font, size 12, double spacing

Must have: 
· In-text snippet citations from the text, formatted in MLA style (8th Ed.) using parenthetical citations, and a Works Cited section on its own page
· Full quotation of selected passage, or clear identification of it at the beginning of the paper
· A title, and a heading including your name and the date
· Page numbers
· A file name that begins with your last name, e.g. Rodrigues-Tutorial-Paper-1.doc

Due dates for Paper 1:
· Full rough draft, 3 copies printed out, due at the beginning of class, Thursday, September 14
· Final paper, emailed to Professor Rodrigues [rodrigue8] and Michael Cummings [cummings] by 5 pm on Monday, September 18
· Meet with Prof. Rodrigues for comments & grade week of September 19
· Revision due by 5pm on Friday, September 29 

The Goal: 
Close reading is a method of analysis. It is often used by literary scholars and most often taught in English courses, but as a foundational practice of attention and thought, it is a widely transferable skill. 

The purpose of close reading is to train yourself to pay attention to specifics, ask yourself what they mean, and make a discovery about the meaning of the object in front of you. In this case, that object is a passage from one of our course texts. 

What makes this type of paper both difficult and useful is its open-endedness. You must rely on your own attention and your own rigorous interrogation of what those details mean

Some Suggestions for Method:

Fig. 1: Close reading in a nutshell

object  observation  analysis ……  thesis (an interpretive argument)

· Define your object: Select a passage (roughly a paragraph, although it could be as little as a sentence or two if you see a lot in it that grabs your attention for analysis).
· Pay attention: Read it several times without worrying about what your ideas about it might be.
· Pay more attention: Notice your own reactions: underline anything that grabs your attention.
· Make observations: Write out a list of the things you have underlined.
· Begin to analyze your observations: For everything on your list, make a few notes about why it grabbed you: is it interesting, revealing, or strange to you? What is interesting about it to you? What does it reveal to you? Why does it seem strange to you?
· Free write for 10 minutes.
· Read your free write: what have you discovered?
· Repeat note taking & free writing at least one more time.
· Develop your analysis by asking “so what?” about each observation. Do this in writing, aiming for complete sentences.
· Are there patterns in what you have noticed? Do you see repetitions, contradictions, similarities? How are these patterns constructed? Why do you think they emerge?
· Another way of defining analysis is “to make explicit (overtly stated) what is implicit (suggested)” (Rosenwasser & Stephen, Writing Analytically). What do you now see about the passage that you didn’t see as a casual reader? How can you explain that, in words, to another person?
· Based on what you have discovered in your free writing and by asking “so what?”, draft a working thesis. A thesis makes a point based on your reading of the text that is not a summary of it, not obvious to the casual reader, and not something that everyone would agree with immediately.
· Draft your paper using your observations as evidence and your developed analysis to interpret their meaning for your reader.
· You cannot cover every detail or every idea. When in doubt, go deeper into analysis rather than moving to another idea. Trust yourself; if this passage caught your attention, there is a good reason. Your job is to discover and convey that reason.
· Pro-tip: check the last paragraph of your first draft for a thesis. Try moving that last paragraph back to the beginning as a new introduction, and re-writing your paper from there.

Criteria for Evaluation
In addition to correct formatting, parenthetical citations, and a Works Cited page:

An adequate paper will have:
· Unique insight into the passage and text that is not clearly and compellingly stated in the thesis.
· Specific references to the passage, but without well-developed analysis.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Generalizations and impressions that are not rooted in analysis of specific words, images, or ideas in the passage. 
· Grammatical and typographical errors that still allow you to get your point across.

A strong paper will also have:
· A clear, specific, and compelling thesis about a feature of the passage that catches your eye. 
· A confident focus on a passage that you think is important and specific details of the passage that are relevant to your thesis. 
· Close, analytical attention to specific words, images, and ideas in the selected passage.
· Connections to the larger text that are strengthened by the analysis of specifics.
· A logical order of evidence and analysis. 
· Varied sentence structure and verb choice.
· Very few grammatical errors and typos.

A very strong paper will also have:
· Consistent use of the active voice and verbs other than forms of “to be.”
· Strategic use of the first person. 
· A demonstrated awareness of ideas we have discussed in class. 
· Very few to no typos.
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