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PSC 422.002: Rhetoric, Research and Writing in Political Science and International Relations 
The University of Alabama 

Tues. & Thurs., 2:00pm-3:15pm, 113 ten Hoor Hall 
Dr. Daniel Levine 

daniel.j.levine@ua.edu 
 

Office Hours: Tues./Thurs. 3:30-5:00 pm, 308 ten Hoor (or by appt.) 
[Revised 20 September 2012] 

 
 

 
 

Wassily Kandinsky: Auf Weiss II [On white II], 1923 
http://www.centrepompidou.fr/education/ressources/ens-kandinsky-mono-en/popup09.html  

 
 
The present course is built along a major premise, a minor premise, and a corollary.  The major 
premise is that political science, in the contexts of contemporary political and economic life, is a form 
of political action.  As scholars, we may have different reasons for engaging in academic research.  
Some are consciously engaged in the attempt to use knowledge to reform particular social ills or 
inefficiencies.  Others may be more revolutionary, wishing to expose the logical flaws or moral 
shortcomings which they hold to be inherent to a given political order. Others may merely be curious 
as to the deep structures or interconnections that sustain everyday political life.  But regardless of 
individual scholars’ motives, the knowledge that scholars and theorists create has a kind of agency in 
the world; in simpler terms, it does things.   
 
The minor premise is that while political science is a kind of political action, it is a highly particular form 
of political action.  Writing a research report is very different from volunteering for a political 
campaign, running for office, joining the military, or putting a bumper sticker on one’s car.  Research 
involves the production and testing of ideas: of concepts, and theories.  Ideas have (at least) two odd 
qualities.  Sometimes, they change the nature of the person who encounters them: that uncanny 
feeling that, after learning something seminal, one ‘will never see the world in the same way again.’  
Second, once created, they do work in the world, becoming tools for others, to be put to ends their 
creators may never have imagined.  The researcher has none of the power, however limited it may be, 
of an elected official to control how her ideas are used.  Nor can she, as soldiers do, rely on a chain 
of command that defines the specific framework within which their responsibility is contained.   
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The corollary of these two premises is this: that writing and research are challenging pursuits, and 
that time and care must be taken in gaining facility with them.   
 
This course is intended to help you acquire tools by which to begin gaining that facility.  First, by 
studying how and why political science research is undertaken.  Second, by sharpening your critical 
skills: learning to analyze arguments both immanently (in terms of their own internal logic and values), 
and critically (in terms of the work they do, in broader terms).  The ‘hows and whys’ of political 
science will come from the readings, which will expose you to basic elements in social and political 
theory, and various methods by which they are developed and tested.  Developing your critical skills 
will come from short, highly focused writing assignments.  The goal of this course is to lay a both an 
intellectual foundation which will empower you to consume and analyze political science intelligently, 
and to encourage those of you who wish to begin thinking about your own interests, and how they 
might be more systematically pursued. 
 
Requirements.  Over the course of this semester, you will be assigned a number of shorter and longer 
writing assignments.  Initially, you will complete 5 very short (<one-page) writing assignments, and a 
3-5 pp. review essay based on in-class readings over the first half of the semester.   
 
Over the second half of the semester, you will develop a topic for an extended (12-14 pp) scholarly 
review essay: first by meeting with me to brainstorm; then by preparing an annotated bibliography 
with an outline; later on by bringing rough drafts for me and your classmates to critique, and finally 
by submitting a final paper – your own, original, critical assessment of a body of academic literature.  
This essay will be the capstone assignment of the course, and the shorter essay projects lead up to it. 
In that vein, you will rely on one another, and on me, for feedback and revision: revising is an 
important part of scholarly work, and of developing an effective writing style.  You are encouraged to 
submit drafts of your final essays to me in advance of their due date.  Parameters on this essay 
project, and samples of key assignments, may be found online.   
 
Topics of the final papers are, ideally, up to you: my experience is that students learn more, and write 
better, when they are working on a topic that they care about.  Accordingly, you should feel free to 
use this review essay as an opportunity to begin surveying fields or subject in which you are 
interested (say, for a BA thesis or if you are considering an MA). More on how to conduct research 
reviews will follow in our class readings, and I will schedule a lesson with the political science 
librarian to help you get started on your research. For those unable or unwilling to do this, reading 
lists can be supplied; but with the proviso that this may defeat at least part of the purpose of the 
exercise.   
 
Course grades will be determined on the following basis: 
 

Brief writing assignments (6 assigned; must submit 5):  20% of your final grade 
Short review essay:       25%  
Annotated Bibliography for long review essay:   10% 
Long review essay:       30%  
Attendance, participation, & preparation:     15% 
 
Total        100% 

 
Late essays will not be accepted.  Save for life-altering events, there will be no exceptions.  
Some due dates and readings may be adjusted as the semester progresses.  I will keep you apprised of 
these, as needed. 
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It should be evident that this is a writing course.  This means that the quality of your written work – 
the effort you put toward it, and your improvement over the course of the semester – will be the 
principal determinant of your grade.  While standards for what constitutes excellent writing vary across 
disciplines and subject areas, excellent (ie, A-range) papers will be clearly written, well argued and focused around a 
clear thesis; will show a firm grasp of the subject matter they are addressing; and will conform to the grammatical rules 
of formal written English.  You are certainly welcome to come see me on these points.  For technical 
pointers in the craft of writing, and for reviewing drafts, you may also wish to avail yourself of the 
Writing Center, Lloyd Hall Room 322 (for directions and appointments, see 
http://writingcenter.ua.edu/. 
 
Required Texts:  Two texts have been placed on order with the bookstore: 

• Gordon Harvey: Writing With Sources: A Guide for Students. (Hackett, 2009), 2nd ed. 
• Course Packet (pick up from the supply store) 

 
All other texts will be placed on the course website.  
 
The last several decades have witnessed a minor explosion in scholarly and didactic materials on 
reading and writing.  I have found the following to be helpful; all are available in the library, and may 
be obtained cheaply secondhand.   

 
Chicago Manual of Style, 15th Ed. (Chicago, 2003). ISBN: 0226104036 
Kate L. Turabian: A Manual for Writers of Term Papers, Theses and Dissertations. (Chicago, 2007), 

7th Ed. ISBN: 0226823377 
Diane E. Schmidt: Writing in Political Science: A Practical Guide.  (Longman, 2004). ISBN: 

0321217357 
Gregory M. Scott and Stephen M. Garrison: The Political Science Student Writer's Manual.  

(Prentice-Hall, 2005).  ISBN: 0131892592. 
Wayne C. Booth, Gregory C. Colomb and Joseph M. Williams: The Craft of Research.  

(Chicago, 2003). ISBN: 0226065685 
 
Aspiring senior thesis writers will also benefit from looking through the following:  
 

Charles Lipson: How to Write a BA Thesis: A Guide from Your First Ideas to Your Finished Paper. 
(Chicago, 2005).  ISBN: 0226481263 

 
Notes on classroom etiquette:  Turn off any beepers, cell phones, etc.  You are welcome to bring 
lunch and beverages. 
 
Academic Integrity 
All students in attendance at the University of Alabama are expected to be honorable and to observe 
standards of conduct appropriate to a community of scholars.  The University expects from its 
students a higher standard of conduct than the minimum required to avoid discipline.  Academic 
misconduct includes all acts of dishonesty in any academically related matter and any knowing or 
intentional help or attempt to help, or conspiracy to help, another student.  The Academic 
Misconduct Disciplinary Policy will be followed in the event of academic misconduct. 
 
Examples of academic dishonesty include—but are not limited to—the following: 

- Plagiarism – that is, using another’s ideas or writings without proper attribution, including 
sources from the Internet (example: for this section, I have copied material shared by Prof. 
Steve Bunker in the History Department.  Have I attributed sufficiently?  You need to 
know.) 
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- copying from another person during an examination 
- assisting another person to cheat by providing information 

 
Each student has the responsibility to know and understand this policy.  Allow me to reproduce 
UA’s Academic Honor Pledge: 
 

I promise or affirm that I will not at any time be involved with cheating, plagiarism, fabrication, or  
misrepresentation while enrolled as a student at the University of Alabama.  I have read the Academic 
Honor code, which explains disciplinary procedures that will result from the aforementioned.  I understand 
that violation of this code will result in penalties as severe as indefinite suspension from the University. 

 
Special Needs and Disability Accommodation 
To request disability accommodations/access, please contact Disability Services (205-348-4285).  
After initial arrangements are made with Disability Services, please contact me to discuss 
accommodations and special needs.  Please  be  proac t iv e  in  r eques t ing  thes e  arrangements .  
 
 

Part I.  Rhetoric 
 
Thursday, 8/23: Introduction 
Discussion:   Introduction to course, and discussion of in-class reading. 
 
In-class reading:  Aristotle, Rhetoric, I:4. In Complete Works, ed. Jonathan Barnes, Princeton University, 

vol. II, pp. 2161-2163. 
   
   
Tuesday, 8/28: Rhetoric, Technical Knowledge and Politics 
Discussion:   Plato on rhetoric, vs. Aristotle on technical knowledge.   
 
Homework:   Read:  Plato: Gorgias.  In The Collected Dialogues of Plato. (Pantheon, 1961), pp. 230-

244. (packet) 
 

Write:  In no more than half a single-spaced page, summarize Socrates’ claim against 
Gorgias.  Bring your summary to class and submit to me. 

 
 

Thursday, 8/30: CLASSES DISMISSED.  Instructor presenting at the American Political 
Science Association. 

 
 
Tuesday, 9/4:  Rhetoric and Advocacy 
Discussion:   Rhetoric as political action. 
 
Homework:  Read:  Jimmy Carter: “The ‘Crisis of Confidence’ Speech.” Delivered July 15, 

1979. (you might also want to watch it: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KCOd-
qWZB_g)  (online) 

Tom Friedman: “The Power of Green.” New York Times Magazine, 15 April 
2007. (online) 

Heinrich Himmler:  “A Secret Speech on the Jewish Question (except from 
the “Posen Speech”).” The Jew in the Modern World, (Oxford, 1980), pp. 513-5. 
(packet) 
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Write:  Recall Socrates’ critique of Gorgias.  Now consider: what work is the author 
of each of the present texts doing?  What tactics does he use?  Consider context, era, 
audience, and medium.  Be concise!  You do not need to present a complete analysis 
of these texts; rather, in a few lines or bullet points, try to summarize what strikes 
you as most important about each.  You should not need more than a page.  Bring this 
to class and submit to me. 

 
 
Thursday, 9/6: The Limits of Rhetoric 
Discussion:   From Gorgias to Orwell: the problems of language.   
 
Homework:   Read:  George Orwell: “The Politics of the English Language.” in All Art is 

Propaganda. (Harcourt, 2008), pp. 270-87. (packet) 
 
 Read/Watch: “Crossfire,” 15 October, 2004.  

http://transcripts.cnn.com/TRANSCRIPTS/0410/15/cf.01.html (or 
online) 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=aFQFB5YpDZE 

 
Consider for class:  How might you relate Orwell’s argument to Plato’s? What lines 
of convergence or divergence emerge from the comparison?  Come to class with an 
eye to discussing this. 

 
 
Tuesday, 9/11: Facts and Values 
Discussion:   Political science and the fact-value distinction. 
 
Homework:   Read:  Max Weber: “Science as a Vocation.” H. H. Gerth and C. Wright Mills 

(eds.): From Max Weber: Essays in Sociology.  (London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 
1948). (packet) 

Morgenthau, Hans J.: “Death in the Nuclear Age.” Commentary, 32 
(September, 1961), pp. 231-34. (online) 

 
Write:  Concisely (~1 paragraph) summarize Morgenthau’s key claim.  Now 
speculate: in light of our ongoing discussions, what might this mean for politics?  
Bring to class and submit. 

 
 

Part II.  Research 
 
 
Thursday, 9/13: Moments of Thought (I): Positive Methodology 
Discussion:  Positive Research: nesting facts within values. 
 
Homework:  Read:  Dahl, Robert and Charles Lindblom: Politics, Economics and Welfare. (New 

York: Harper, 1953), chs. 1 & 2.  (packet) 
 
[Note:  In addition to the selection on the online reserve, I have placed copies of this work on 
reserve.  I recommend that you take 15-20 minutes to review the actual, physical book before you 
start reading.  Flip through it.  Review the analytical table of contents, (pp. vii-xx). Try to get a 
sense of it.]  
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Consider for class: What role does Dahl and Lindblom’s discussion of ends and 
means (ch. 2) play in their larger argument?   Recall Weber’s arguments about facts 
and values, and Morgenthau’s argument about ‘death in the nuclear age’.  What 
territory is this book trying to stake out?   

    
 
 
Tuesday, 9/18:   Moments of Thought (II): Interpretive and Critical Methodology 
Discussion:   Interpretive and Critical Research: disjunctions between facts and values.   Monism 

vs. dualism and the ‘scholar in the world’ problem.  The ‘siren song’ of the concept.  
 
Homework: Read:   Wolfers, Arnold: “National Security as an Ambiguous Symbol.” Discord and 

Collaboration: Essays on International Politics. (Johns Hopkins, 1962), pp. 147-67. 
 

Write: Summarize Wolfers’ argument.  Less is more: strive for one single sentence.  
Bring to class and submit. 

 
   
Thursday, 9/20: From Methodology to Methods (1): Structures   
Discussion: Methodology vs. methods. 

‘Structuralist moments’ in political science: contexts, causes and foundations.   
 
Homework:  Read: David Easton, “An Approach to the Analysis of Political Systems,” World 

Politics 9, no. 3 (1957): 383-400. (online) 
  Claude Levi-Strauss: “The Structural Study of Myth.” In Charles Lemert 

(ed.): Social Theory: The Traditional and Multicultural Readings. (Boulder, CO: Westview, 
1999), pp. 309-315. (packet) 

  Immanuel Wallerstein: “Theoretical Reprise.” The Modern World-System I. 
(Academic Press, 1974), pp. 347-57. (packet) 

   
 
Tuesday, 9/25  Methods (2): Rational Choice  
Discussion:   From structures to agents: modeling the individual 
 
Homework:  Read:  Garrett Hardin: “The Tragedy of the Commons.” Science, 162: 3859 (Dec. 

13, 1968) pp. 1243-48. (online) 
Anthony Downs: “An Economic Theory of Political Action in a 

Democracy.” Journal of Political Economy 65:2 (April, 1957), pp. 541-63. (online) 
 

Write: Summarize Hardin’s core argument: what is the tragedy of the commons?  
Bring to class and submit. 

 
 
Thursday, 9/27 Methods (3): ‘Structuration’ and Social Construction  
Discussion:  Between agents and structures: the ‘third way’ 
 
Homework:    Read: Pierre Bourdieu: “Structures, Habitus, Practices.” In Lemert, pp. 441-47. 

(packet) 
Berger and Luckmann: “Society as a Human Product.” Lemert, pp. 384-88. 

(packet) 
Alexander Wendt: “Anarchy is What States Make of It.” International 

Organization, 46:2 (Spring, 1992), pp. 391-425. (online) 
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Tuesday, 10/2  State theory  
Discussion:   State theory and the ‘middle range’ compromise.   
 
Homework:  Read: Stephen D. Krasner: “Approaches to the State: Alternative Conceptions 

and Historical Dynamics.” Comparative Politics 16:2 (January, 1984), pp. 223-46. 
(online) 

Theda Skocpol: “Bringing the State Back In.” In Evans, Rueschemeyer and 
Skocpol: Bringing the State Back In.  (Cambridge, 1985), pp. 3-37. (packet) 

 
 Write: imagine a continuum or a spectrum along which the arguments of Hardin, 

Downs, Bourdieu, Wendt, and Skocpol might be distributed – or more than one.  
What would that spectrum be?  Briefly, try to sketch this out.  Bring to class and 
submit.   

 
 

Thursday, 10/4: Classes Dismissed – Mid-semester Break 
 
 
Tuesday, 10/9:  The craft and science of review essays. 
Discussion: The function of a review essay – how it works, what it’s for. 
 
Homework:  Read: Jeffrey W. Knopf: “Doing a Literature Review.” PS: Political Science & Politics 

39:1 (January 2006), pp. 127-32. (online) 
 Start reading Isaiah Berlin: “Two Concepts of Liberty.” In Four Essays on 
Liberty. (Oxford, 1969), pp. 118-172.  (packet) 

 
[Note: The Berlin essay is long, and difficult in a way that earlier essays have not been.  As it will 
be a key component for your short review paper, I’ve made your preparation for today’s class light.  
You may wish to use the extra time to start reading it.] 
 
You should also be thinking seriously about your long review essays.  What do you 
want to write about?  What ideas or questions interest you?  If you wish, consider 
‘pre-writing’ a paragraph or two on what you might be interested in doing, and what 
sources you might wish to explore.  This will both help you focus your thoughts, 
and give us a basis for discussion (assuming you wish to discuss your paper with 
me).  At a l l  ev en ts ,  p l ease  come s e e  me in  o f f i c e  hours  i f  you have  no t  y e t  done  
so .  

 
 

 
Thursday, 10/ 11: Political Theory (I): Ref in ing  Concepts 
Discussion:    Berlin’s two concepts of liberty. 
 
Homework:  Read: Finish reading Berlin, “Two concepts of liberty” (packet) 
 
 
Tuesday, 10/16: Political Theory (II): Dislo ca t ing  Concepts   
Discussion:  Bennett’s “Agency of Assemblages” vs. Berlin’s “Two Freedoms.” 
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Homework:  Read:  Jane Bennett: “The Agency of Assemblages and the North American 
Blackout.” Public Culture, 17:3 (2005), pp. 445-66 (online) 

 
 

 
Thursday, 10/18: Historical Analysis: Two Approaches 
Discussion:  The “historical turn:” problems and possibilities 
 
Homework:  Read:  Alexander George: “Case Studies and Theory Development: The Method 

of Structured, Focused Comparison,” in Paul G. Lauren (ed.): Diplomacy: New 
Approaches in History, Theory and Policy. (Free Press, 1979). (packet) 

  Katherine Thelen and Sven Steinmo: Historical Institutionalism in Comparative 
Politics. (Cambridge, 1992), ch. 1. (packet) 

 
Write: Prepare to write a short (3-5 pp.) review essay, in which you compare the 
Bennett and Isaiah texts.  Write the introduction, and outline the rest.  Submit in 
class for feedback.  
 
Note 1: These are two very different texts, and making them speak to one another is 
meant to be a challenge.  You may approach your task in any manner you choose: 
you may prefer to relate the ideas of each to the other; alternatively, you may wish to 
critique one in light of the other.  What work is each one doing, and how do they 
differ?  What emerges from placing them in tension?  In what ways might they 
complement or help one another? 
 
Note 2: You are required to submit your introduction and outline; but please note 
that you will not be graded on these, nor (directly) penalized for failing to do.  The 
feedback will, however, likely greatly improve both the quality of the final product, 
and your grade.  Consider yourself warned: if you skip this step, you forfeit the right 
to complain later on. 

 
 
Tuesday, 10/23: Nuts & Bolts: Library Searches & Lit Reviews 
Discussion:  Barbara Dahlbach, political science librarian at Gorgas, will run a hands-on 

workshop to help you research the topics of your long review essays and prepare 
your annotated bibliographies.  Exact location TBA: most likely the classroom in 
Gorgas.  

 
Homework:  Work on your short review essays. 
 
 
Thursday, 10/25: Historical Analysis: But What about Parsimony? 
Discussion:  Historical institutionalism: balancing history and theory 
  Crafting your review essays 
 
Handout:  Tips for writing a review essay (with thanks to Prof. Kellee Tsai) 
 
Homework:  Read:  Jacob S. Hacker: “The Historical Logic of National Health Insurance: 

Structure and Sequence in the Development of British, Canadian and US Medical 
Policy.” Studies in American Political Development, 12 (Spring, 1998), pp. 57-130. 
(online) 
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Tuesday, 10/30: Doing Things with Numbers (1): New Concepts 
Discussion:  Six faces of quantitative analysis: Creating Concepts, Testing Concepts, Polling and 

Sampling, Inference and Prediction, Meta-analysis.   
On creating new concepts: polyarchy. 

 
Homework:  Read: Robert Dahl: Polyarchy: Participation and Opposition. (Yale, 1971), ch. 1 and 

appendices A & B. (packet) 
 

Write: Submit your final short review essay today in class. 
 
 
 
Thursday, 11/1:  Doing Things With Numbers (2): Surveys 
Discussion:   Reading and understanding survey data.   
  How to write an annotated bibliography 
 
Homework: Read:  Mark Tessler and Jodi Nachtwey, “Islam and Attitudes toward International 

Conflict: Evidence from Survey Research in the Arab World,” The Journal of Conflict 
Resolution, Vol. 42, No. 5. (Oct., 1998), pp. 619-636.  

 
  
   
Tuesday, 11/6: Doing Things With Numbers (3): Nonreactive and Meta-Analysis 
Discussion:  Framing and agenda-setting.  Finding and using existing data-sets.   
 
Homework:   Read:  Robert M. Entman, “Framing U.S. Coverage of International News: 

Contrasts in Narratives of KAL and Iran Air Incidents,” Journal of Communication 41.4 
(Autumn 1991), 6-22. (online) 

 
Write:  Deadline for topic submission for review essay (or for receiving a 
topic from me.) 

 
 
Thursday, 11/8: Doing Things With Numbers (4) Prediction. 
Discussion: The problem of prediction. 
  “Active reading:” thinking while you read (with real-life examples!) 
 
Homework:  Read:  Bloch, Jean de [Ivan]: The Future of War in its Technical, Economic and Political 

Relations. (Boston: Ginn, 1899), chs. 1 (pp. 3-63) and 6 (pp. 140-6) (online) 
   
 
 

Part III.  Political Science and Politics 
 
 
Tuesday, 11/13: Social Science before the Law  
Discussion:   Social science and social theory in the law: challenges, opportunities, problems.  
 
Homework:  Read:  Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka, 347 U.S. 483 (1954).  
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    (online)    
Deutscher and Chein: “The Psychological Effects of Enforced Segregation: 

A Survey of Social Science Opinion.” Journal of Psychology, 26 (1948). (online) 
Chein: “What are the Psychological Effects of Segregation under 

Conditions of Equal Facilities?” International Journal of Opinion and Attitude Research, 3 
(1949). (online) 

 
  Write:  Work on your annotated bibliography!  Read, Read, Read! 

 
 

Thursday, 11/15: The Food Wars 
Discussion:  Contract science, the good life, and questions of social policy. 
 
Homework:  Read:  Tim J. Cole, et al.: “Establishing a Standard Definition for Child Overweight 

and Obesity Nationwide.” BMJ, 320: 1240 (6 May, 2000). (online) 
   J. Eric Oliver: Fat Politics. (Oxford, 2006), ch. 1. (packet) 

 
Read/Listen: Patrick Cox: “Obesity Series, Part III: Singapore’s ‘Trim and Fit’ 
Program.”  PRI’s The World, 14 November, 2007. (transcript online) 

 
Write:  Submit your annotated bibliography (no less than four-five sources), along with 
a rough thesis and outline of your paper.  I will return this to you, graded; I suggest 
you meet with me in office hours/after class to discuss it.  For guidelines and 
sample assignments, see the course website.   

 
 
Tuesday, 11/20: The Personal, the Ineffable, the Sublime and the Terrible 
Discussion:  On social science in dark times. 
 
Homework:  Read:  Radmila Nakarada: “The Uncertain Reach of Critical Theory.” In Paul 

Wapner and Lester Edwin J. Ruiz (eds.): Principled World Politics: The Challenge of 
Normative International Relations. (New York: Rowman and Littlefield, 2000). (online) 

 
In-Class Reading:  Bertolt Brecht: “For Those who Come After.” In Brecht: Poetry and Prose. 

(Continuum, 2003). (online) 
  
 
Thursday, 11/22: Happy thanksgiving!  Class dismissed 
 
 

Part IV.  On the Craft of Research. 
 
 
Tuesday, 11/27: With an eye to the future: grad school, vs. contract & policy research 
Discussion: Scholarship in the academic and policy settings 
  Possibly: Guest speakers from the graduate ranks? 
 

Skim: Daniel Levine: “Peace and Economics: A Survey of Some of the Major 
Issues.” (British Embassy, Tel Aviv: Press and Public Affairs Section, 2000).  (online) 
Other  r ead ings  TBA 
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Deadline to submit rough drafts to me in time for revision. (As before: those 
who skip this step forfeit the right to complain about final grades…Submitting a 
partial draft is OK.) 
 

 
 
Thursday, 11/29: Revising and Rewriting: A Primer 
Discussion:  What it sounds like: a primer on rewriting and revising. 
  Revising and critique: getting a draft back (with real-life examples!) 
 
Homework:  Write: The introductory paragraph of your review essay.  Please bring two copies of 

this, and a final draft of your outline, to class on Thursday.  One you will give to me; 
the other to a study partner to read and critique. 

 
 
 
Tuesday, 12/4: Critiquing your Drafts 
Homework:  Write: Critique your partner’s drafts, in writing, and bring to class. Discuss your 

comments with your partners, and with me. 
 
 
 
Thursday, 12/6: Parting Shots 
Discussion:  Continue working through comments and critique in class (1st hour) 

Review, summary, feedback (last ~20 minutes). 
 
 
Final draft of long review essay due 12/12 (during exam week; to give you some extra time) 
 

Happy new year! 
 
 
 
 
 

Overview of Major Assignment Deadlines & Other Key Events 
 

First (short) review essay – submit intro & outline for comments: 10/18 
 

Meet with librarians for lesson on doing lit review searches: 10/23 
 

First (short) review essay – final version due: 10/30 
 

Deadline to select topics for long review essay: 11/6 
 

Annotated bibliography due: 11/15 
 

Second (long) review essay – deadline for rough drafts (partial drafts ok): 11/27 
 

Second (long) review essay – final draft due: 12/12 
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