Project 2: Claim of Value
Genre: Rhetorical Analysis

First you will need to locate two very different documents written for multiple audiences (on-line) with one YouTube video or podcast (specifications, reports, statistical analysis, podcast, magazine or journal articles). 

Write your analysis in a two to three-page paper utilizing the MLA format. Your works cited will have a minimum of the three sources that you are analyzing. For each source, please answer the questions below in paragraphs with a heading for each of the works above your answers. 

In completing this assignment, you will read, listen, and/or watch the work critically by looking through your own lens. That means that you should question and challenge the author. Ask yourself if the author has limitations, biases, faulty reasoning, unaddressed questions, and problems with or alternate interpretations of the author’s examples. You should lean towards science, technology, engineering and math (STEM) publications, videos, or podcasts. You must decide which of the three modes (argument of fact, value, or advocacy) your writing, video, or podcast falls into.

Reading

Technical Communication (Engineering)
1.1 What is a Definition
1.2 Who is Your Audience and What is the Rhetorical Context?
2.2 How Do You Organize Information?

Questions to Answer in Your Paper

1. What is the purpose of the document, video, or podcast? This should be summed up in a sentence or two in the writing, video, or podcast. You can use a quote here to define the purpose or you can summarize in your own words. This is the main argument, and it will fall into an argument of fact, value, or advocacy. State which mode this argument falls into.

2. Who is the audience and how do you know (your chapter reading on audience should help you with this)?

3. How do the documents achieve credibility through the rhetorical principles of logos, ethos, and pathos? Remember to use concrete examples when discussing these principles.

4. What is the call to action? Remember that a persuasive writing is usually set up with an attention statement first, the creation of audience interest, and an area where audience desire to do the final action occurs through commonalities. 

5. Which of these six main strategies does the document use (GASCAP)?

GASCAP/T Strategies 
GASCAP/T is a useful way to summarize six key arguments and is easy to remember. See the chart on page 3.

	Argument by 
	Claim 
	Example 
	Evaluation 

	G 
	Generalization 
	Whatever is true of a good example or sample will be true of everything like it or the population it came from. 
	If you can vote, drive, and die for your country, you should also be allowed to buy alcohol. 
	STAR System: For it to be reliable, we need a (S) sufficient number of (T) typical, (A) accurate, and (R) reliable examples. 

	A 
	Analogy 
	Two situations, things or ideas are alike in observable ways and will tend to be alike in many other ways 
	Alcohol is a drug. So is tobacco. They alter perceptions, have an impact physiological and psychological systems, and are federally regulated substances. 
	Watch for adverbs that end in “ly,” as they qualify, or lessen the relationship between the examples. Words like “probably,” “maybe,” “could, “may,” or “usually” all weaken the relationship. 

	S 
	Sign 
	Statistics, facts, or cases indicate meaning, much like a stop sign means “stop.” 
	Motor vehicle accidents involving alcohol occur at significant rates among adults of all ages in the United States. 
	Evaluate the relationship between the sign and look for correlation, where the presenter says what the facts “mean.” Does the sign say that? Does it say more? What is not said? Is it relevant? 

	C 
	Cause 
	If two conditions always appear together, they are causally related. 
	The U.S. insurance industry has been significantly involved in state and national legislation requiring proof of insurance, changes in graduated driver’s licenses, and the national change in the drinking age from age 18 to age 21. 
	Watch out for “after the fact, therefore because of the fact” (post hoc, ergo propter hoc) thinking. There might not be a clear connection, and it might not be the whole picture. Mothers Against Drunk Driving might have also been involved with each example of legislation. 

	A 
	Authority 
	What a credible source indicates is probably true. 
	According to the National Transportation Safety Board, older drivers are increasingly involved in motor vehicle accidents. 
	Is the source legitimate and is their information trustworthy? Institutes, boards, and people often have agendas and distinct points of view. 


	P 
	Principle 
	An accepted or proper truth 
	The change in the drinking age was never put to a vote. It’s not about alcohol, it’s about our freedom of speech in a democratic society. 
	Is the principle being invoked generally accepted? Is the claim, data or warrant actually related to the principle stated? Are there common exceptions to the principle? What are the practical consequences of following the principle in this case? 

	T 
	Testimony 
	Personal experience 
	I’ve lost friends from age 18 to 67 to alcohol. It impacts all ages. Let me tell you about two friends in particular. 
	Is the testimony authentic? Is it relevant? Is it representative of other’s experiences? Use the STAR system 
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