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Chapter 7

RHETORICAL ANALYSIS
OF WRITTEN TEXTS

DEFINITION AND PURPOSE

A rhetorical analysis essay is a special form of criique (see Chapter 6). In a
critique essay, you determine a source text’s overall value or worth by critically
examining a set of relevant criteria; in a rhetorical analysis essay, you determine
a source text’s rhetorical effectiveness by examining how the author employs
language and /or visual images to achieve a particular effect on an audience.
This chapter addresses how to compose a rhetorical analysis of a written text;
the following chapter offers instruction on how to compose a rhetorical analy-
sis of a visual text,

Writing a rhetorical analysis of a reading requires you to answer three
related questions:

*  What response is the author of the reading trying to elicit from his or her
readers?

¢ How does the author employ language to elicit that response?

*  How well does the author succeed in achieving this response?

Composing a rhetorical analysis requires you to examine a source text from
the perspective of both a reader and a writer, assessing how well an author
achieves certain rhetorical goals in a text.

Rhetorical analysis of print texts is based on certain assumptions about
how writers write and the way writing works. First is the assumption that
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128 RHETORICAL ANALYSIS OF WRITTENTEXTS

writing is purposeful, that every text is written by someone who directs it
toward some audience to achieve some purpose. To accomplish their ends,
writers make a series of strategic choices—they choose this approach to the
topic instead of that approach, this set of arguments rather than that set of
arguments, this evidence instead of that evidence, this thesis rather than that
one, this organizationa! plan in place of another, this word rather than that
word. In a rhetorical analysis essay, you critically cxamine this series of choices,
identifying and critiquing the strategies a writer employs to achieve his or her
rhetorical goals.

A second assumption is that text and context are intimately connected,
that text is fundamentally influenced by the context in which itis written. Writ-
ers work within a set of givens, a rhetorical context or situation that includes
their reasons for writing the text, their purpose or aim, their andience’s needs
or interests, and their knowledge of the topic they are addressing. To be effec-
tive, writers must adapt their writing to meet the necds of the given rhetorical
sirnation. If they ignore or misconstrue any element of the rhetorical situation,
their writing will be less effective than it might otherwise be. Because writers
typically want to produce the most effective text possible, they take particular
efforts to ensure that their language suits the text’s audience, purpose, mes-
sage, and occasion. Therefore, to evaluate a text’s rhetorical effectiveness, you
must understand the context in which it was written.

A final assumption is that no rhetorical analysis is definitive. Readers often
disagree about a text’s purpose, intended audience, rhetorical strategies, and
effectiveness. Because readers always bring their own knowledge, experi-
ences, sensitivities, and biases to a text, they will form unique, individualized
responses to even the most fundamental guestions concerning how a reading
communicates its meaning, Consequently, when you write a rhetorical analy-
sis essay, you must explain your conclusions as clearly as you can, supporting
them with thorough explanations and specific references to the source text.

THE RHETORICAL SITUATION

When you compose a rhetorical analysis essay of a written text, you must
examine how an author uses language to achieve a particular response from
readers. However, your task is a little more complicated than it might appear
at first, You will actually be examining how an author uses language o achieve
a particular response from readers given the specific context in which the writer
produced the text. This “specific context” is called the text’s rhetorical situa-
tion, which includes the author’s audience, subject matter, purpose, and occa-
sion for writing. In your paper, you will assess how the writer manipulates
language to meet the needs of the rhetorical situation and achieve his or her
goals for the text.

A brief example may help explain why understanding the rhetorical situ-
ation of a source text is essential to composing an etffective rhetorical analysis
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essay. Su SOULCe s s i
drivz b pr)sc your source text 1s a set of instructions for installing a new hard
i im;] ;or(;lputar. Your task is to evaluate how well the instructions achieve
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situation and a series of questions writers frequent? .

: 7 ask of each ele
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ELEMENTS OF THE RHETORICAL SiTuaTION

Author—the person or people who wrote the text

*  Who wrote the piece:
¢ Whati i ’s i ]
at is the author’s background in terms of race, sex, education, political
k

affiliation, economic status, or refigion?
What are the author’s possible or likely biases?
What perspective does the author bring to the topic?

How does the aathor
4 or “sound”™ on o
funny? the page—angry, detached, confused,

. ‘ .
What has the author written about the topic in the past?

Topic—what the text is about

What is the person writing about?
® Is the author addressing a

b the particular aspect of the topic or the topic as a

Which aspects of the topi i

¢ topic receive the i ‘hi i
AR p most attention and which receive
What, exactly, is the author stating about the topic?
What havc others said about this subject matter?
What is the refationship between what others have writte

. 5 ab i
and what the author is writing about it? Pt the opie

Audience-—who the writer is addressing

*  To whom is the text addressed?
s If is i i
the text is not written to a specific person or group of people, what kind

of reader di é in mi
er did the author scem to have in mind when writing the piece?
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For example, does the author seem to be assuming he or she is addressing
a friendly audience or a hostile andience? An expert audience or a novice
audience? An academic audience or a popular audience?

e What is the audience’s likely knowledge of or attitude toward the author

and /or subject matter?
» What assumptions does the author male about the audience? Arc these

assumMptions accurate?
Purpose or Aim—what the author is trying to accomplish in writing the text

pose or aim for the piece, what is it? To inform, per-

s Ifthe author states a pur
ridicule, shock?

suade, entertain, educate, provoke to action, draw atrention,
o Tfitis not stated, what is the author’s implied purposc or aim for the text?
e Ts there morc than one purpose or aim for the text? If so, what are they?
Does one purpose seem more dominant than the others? Which one?
s Tow does the author’s purpose influence the text’s content, STUCTUEE, OF

fanguage?
Occasion—what prompted the writer to write the piece

e  Why did the author fecl compelled to write this text?

»  What is the historical context of the piece?

s Is the author adding to a debate over a particular political issue or social
question? Is the author responding to another writer or text? Is the author
responding to a particular historical event or cultural phenomenon?

Writing a rhetorical analysis essay usually requires you to examine the complex
interrelationships that exist among these clements. For example, how does the
quthor’s audience influence what she writes about the topic or the language
she employs? What is the relationship between a text’s purpose and the time
or place it was written? How effective is the author in producing a text thatis
appropriate for both the audience and the occasion?

RHETORICAL STRATEGIES

Once you understand the text’s rhetorical situation, you are ready to turn your
ctorical strategies—the way the author manipulates
re, or style to achieve his or her aim. Content con-
the order

analysis to the author’s th
the text’s content, structu
cerns the material an author includes in the text, structure concerns
in which the author presents that material, and style concerns the language
and sentence structure an author uses to convey that material. A rhetorical
analysis essay is unlikely to address every aspect of a text’s content, structure,
or style. In fact, it may acidress just one or two of the author’s rhetorical strate-
gies. As the person writing the analysis, you will determine which strategies
you wish to examine. They will tikely be the ones you think are most essential

to the author achieving his or her aim.
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o What is the source of the author’s evidence for each assertion or arguanent?
Are they particulatly effective sources, given the text’s rhetorical situation?

o s the evidence offered appropriate, given the text’s rhetorical situation?
Does the evidence offered effectively support cach claim?

o How might the intended audience respond to the evidence or examples
offered? How well does the author seem to anticipate and perhaps address
these tikely responses?

o Is the presentation balanced or one-sided? In either case, is that choice
appropriate given the rhetorical situation?

o THow does the author address possible counterargumeints or evidence that
does not support his or her assertions?

o Are there obvious arguments the author chooses o ignote or gloss over?
What are the effects of these omissions? How might they be explained,
given the text’s rhetorical situation?

Reasoning

¢ Does the author present a clear and cogent line of reasoning in the text?

s  How well does the author move from one assertion to the next?

e How compelling is the connection the author makes among assertions?
Between assertions and their supporting evidence?

e Does the text lead logically and convincingly to its conclusion?

» Are there clear connections between the text’s thesis and its primary
asscrrions?

s Are there any important assumptions the author leaves unstated? Does
leaving them unstated and undefended make the text any less successful?

e Is the reasoning fair and balanced? Should it be, given the text’s rhetorical
sicuation?

» Are there any logical fallacies or flaws in reasoning that might hinder the
text’s effectiveness, given its audience, purpose, and occasion?

Persuasive Appeals

Another set of strategics authors often employ to achieve their rhetorical goals
involves appealing to their readers’ rationality (logos) or emotions (pathos) of
establishing their own credibility as an authority on the topic (ethos). Though
one of the three appeals may dominate a particular reading, most effective per-
suasive texts use elements of all three. In brief, when authors try to persuade
readers by presenting a reasonable series of arguments supported by evidence
and examples, they are relying on logos to achieve their goal; when they wy
to persuade readers through emotional language or cxamples or by appealing
to the reader’s needs or interests, they are relying on pathos; wher they try to
persuade readers by appearing fair, balanced, and informed or by establishing
their own credibility and authority on the subject, they are relying on ethos.
Below arc some questions you can ask about a text’s persuasive appeals if you
arc analyzing its rhetorical effectiveness.
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Pathos
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their emotions?
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ategy to employ given

Ethos
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STRUCTURE
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ANALYZING ATEXT'S RHETORICAL
STRATEGIES—AN EXAMPLE

To better understand how to analyze a text’s rhetorical strategies in terms of
its content, structure, and style, caretully read the following speech, Abra-
ham Lincoln’s Second Inaugural Address. Lincoln delivered this speech on
March 4, 1865, in Washington, D.C. Though the Civil War was not vet over,
the struggle had turned in the Union’s favor, and the end of the conflict was'
in sight. In this address, Lincoln acknowledges th
for the war and argues that lasting peace and re
through mercy and forgiveness. Many historians a
Lincoln’s greatest speech,

¢ price the nation has paid
conciliation will come only
nd rhetoricians consider this

Lincoln’s Second Inaugural Address

Fellow-Countryrnen:

At this second appearing to take the oath of the Presidential office there
is less occasion for an extended address than there was at the first Then a
staterment somewhat in detail of a course to be pursued seemed fitting and
proper. Now, at the expiration of four years, during which public declarations
have been constantly called forth on every point and phase of the great
contest which still absorbs the attention and engrosses the energies of the
nation, Iittle that is new could be presented. The progress of our arms, upon
which all else chiefly depends, is as well known to the public as to myself, and
itis, | trust, reasonably satisfactory and encouraging to all. With high hope for
the future, no prediction in regard to it is ventured,
On the occasion corresponding to this four years ago all thoughts
were anxiously directed to an impending civil war Alf dreaded it, all scught
to avert it. While the inaugural address was being delivered from this place,
devoted altogether to saving the Union without warn urgent agents weare in
the city seeking to destroy it without war: seeking to dissolve the Union and
divide effects by negotiation. Both parties deprecated war, but one of them
wouid make war rather than let the nation survive, and the other would
daccept war rather than let it perish, and the war came.

One-eighth of the whole population were colored slaves, not distributed
generally over the Union, but localized in the southern part of it These slaves
constituted a peculiar and powerful interest. All knew that this interest was
somehow the cause of the war, To strengthen, perpetuate, and extend this
interest was the object for which the insurgents would rend the Union even
by war, while the Government claimed no right to do more than to restrict
the territorial enlargement of it. Neither party expected for the war the
magnitude or the duration which it has already attained. Neither anticipated
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that the cause of the conflict might cease with or even befoge; thefcogﬂ;ite:i;]f
ier triumph, and a resutt less funaal
should cease. Each looked for an easier Lnaamer,
‘ Bible and pray to the same GOG,
and astounding. Both read the same e
i is ai inst strange that any men sno
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‘ ‘ to that man by whom
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i th and South this terrible war as the woe du
B ores cam ‘ therein any departure from those
i t y aepartu
hom the offense came, shall we dtslcem‘ | : o
\:i\;vine attributes which the believers in a living God aiv;;ays ascribe ‘cczr i"j;r:m N
that this mighty scourge ©
Fondly do we hope, fervently do we pray, ; e et by
i i God wills that it continue unth ail the
speedily pass away. Yet,! e ek
5T fifty years of unrequite
the bondsman's two hundred and ‘ | shal be s
' ith the fash shali be paid by an
d until every drop of blood drawn w ar
?ﬂ?"avj/}n with thi(a sword, as was said three thousand years ago, so ST,I,H it must be
said “the judgments of the Lord are true and rlghteogs aitogether: o
With malice toward none, with charity for all WH.:h firmness in the righ
as God gives us to see the right, let us strive on 1o ﬁms: ;lje Wogk \:z Z:z in,
| ion’ % for hirm who shall have bor
+o bind up the nation’s wounds, 10 care : ; |
boattiLe an§ for his widow and his orphan, to do all which may ach‘neve and
o e
cherish a just and lasting peace amacng ourselves and with all nations.

3
A RHETORICAL ANALYSIS OF LINCOLN'S SPEECH

tent. notice how Lincoln makes several related
’ ~ v .
dience that after the Civil War ends, the

i i i is address
North must treat the South with charity and comlpasswn. He opens 13131 pacdicss
by asserting that he will not derail a course of action for the country futare
cl}carly everyone in the nation has been and continues to be consulmt, : 3% e

; i i r was slavery.
inc rts that the primary cause of the wa ‘
war, Next, Lincoln asserts t lavery. >our
years earli?mr the Union sought to halt the spread of slavery peacefully
k]

Cpt tll p() 1100 a!ld. tu
evet tllC (:()Il{ed(_.l ACY llﬁ asserts W()Lﬂd not acc 15 SIT101 lIIlCd
k] * El

i ' icipated the duration and
~onflict i . Neither side, though, anticipa ratio
o e el b ’ onflict call on God for victory,

ferocity of the war. While both sfm.{cs in the ¢ i O o e emaion
Lincoln questions whether any divine power wou SEPP  the perpetua o
of slavery. Interestingly, he sees both sides in th_e‘we}r cli1l1g e
t with slavery and hopes that the syffermg all arc underg ing can
age for a more just nation. Linco

hation will only succeed if it is based

In terms of the speech’s content,
arguments designed to persuade his au

involvemen
purge their collective guii-t and set the st
closes his speech by asserting that reconci il only succeer!
on metcy, forgiveness, and justice, not revenge an
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Both Lincoln’s position as president and the occasion of the speech lend cred-
ibility to his address. However, Lincoin enhances his credibility by articulating the
North’s perspective on the war’s causes, a position most of his audience would pre-
sumably endorse. Making numerous references to God and God’s will also serves
to enhance his ethos but serves as an emotional appeal as well: Lincoln hopes the
citizens of the North wili be swayed to extend mercy to the South after the war by
ascribing such a position to divine will, By speaking mercifully and understandingly
about the suffering of the South during the war, Lincoln models the behavior and
attinudes he hopes the members of his andience will adopt themselves.

Structurally, Lincoln opens his address by commenting on the previous
four years of his presidency and acknowledging the country’s current struggle
before laying out the North’s view of the war’s cause. Having articulated a
position his audience would accept, Lincoln then changes the direction of
the speech, Instead of attacking the Confederacy for its secession from the
Union, he speaks about the suffering the war has brought to a/l Americans,
how neither side in the conflict accurately anticipated the terrible nature of the
war, and how the South has already suffered severely for its actions. Audience
members might expect Lincoln to call for revenge against the South; instead,
he argues that both sides have suffered enough. At the end of his speech, he

urges his audience to treat the South with charity,

Stylistically, the speech is remarkable for its somber tone. Though this is an
inaagural speech, Lincoln js not celebrating,. Instead, his tone reflects the suffer-
ing the nation has endured over the previous four vears and the hard work that
lies ahead of it. Syntactically, he employs balanced seatences to create memorable
phrases—*“All dreaded it, all sought to avert it,” “Fondly do we hope, fervently
do we pray,” “With malice toward none, with charity for all”—and to emphasize
the balanced view he takes concerning the war’s consequences. The North and
South have both suffered and reconstruction must be based on an understand-
ing of their shared humanity. Lincoln repeatedly employs language from the Old
Testament to emphasize his view of the war as a form of divine judgment against
the nation for its past offenses. Underlying this argument is the notion that jus-
tice lies in the hands of God: if God has scourged the nation for its transgressions,
there is no need for humans to further the South’s punishment following the war,

This brief rhetorical analysis of Lincoln’s speech gives you some idea of
how an author can manipulate a text’s content, structure, and style to achieve
a particular aim.

WRITING A RHETORICAL ANALYSIS ESSAY

STeP |—CAREFULLY READ THE ASSIGNMENT

As you read the assignment, be sure you understand who your audience is for
your essay. What can you assume your reader knows about the source text, its
author, or the context in which it was written? How much information do you
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need to provide so your reader will understand your anfﬁysw of'the wext? ;\ls ,
what can you assume your reader knows about rhetoric? What terms, it any,

will you need to define in your essay?

TION
STEP 2—EsTABLISH THE SOURCE TEXT’S RHETORICAL SITUR

N o ical
First, establish the rhetorical situation of the source text {see “The Rigctomca
Situa’tion” previously). Following are some of the questions you should answer
either before or as you carefully read the source text:

Who is the author?

What is the writer’s message?

Who is the writer addressing?

What is the writer’s purpose or goal?
Why is the writer composing this text?
When was the text produced?

Where was the text published?

e & & 5 & o ®

To establish the text’s rhetorical situation you glight need to dﬁ a ltlt;l;
research, but writing a rhetorical analysis essay requires that you understa
the context in which the text was produced.

STEP 3—DETERMINE THE AUTHOR’S GOAL

In a sentence or two, paraphrase what you think the author is tryir'zg to ?CI«:OEET
plish in the text. What effect does she want to have on the paudu‘iujce.P 15) Occs:
author trying to persuade her readers to adopt a lpart:caial posm;le:)n.tr o
the author want to influence what her {eaders belicve? Is the zltut ort> Syt at%
to elicit a particular emotional response from pe()Plc who rclayd t}; tex ] o
the author’s purpose or goal, as you understand it, as clearly and spec v

as you <an.

STEP 4—IDENTIFY AND EVALUATE
THE TEXT’S RHETORICAL STRATEGIES

Once vou have a clear sense of the text’s rhetorical situation,h {:cad Slrm;illl
it agaih to identify the strategies the author employcd to achieve 1lst (iicai
Examine the text’s content, structure, and stylef in relaton to 1fts ;16 ical
situation. How has the author manipulated various elcmcnm. of t et g:sw
achieve a particular response from his read.c‘rs? 'Spcnd as mucl’i time on th 1; hdp
in the process as you need-—the ideas and insiglits you develop now Wi_u mi
you form a thesis for your essay. Remc.mbcr that in your essay, you Y;Iilfocus
address every rhetorical strategy the writer emp}oyeci. Insﬁ:;d, yoai \w;b focus
on the strategies you think most significantly contribute to the tfl::it bf'isi O?; or
inability to achieve its rhetorical goal. As you reread the text, make a hi
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ways the author employs content, structure, and style to achieve his purpose,
noting specific examples of cach from the reading. Based on this list, decide
which strategies help the writer achieve his goals and which do not, given the
text’s audience, topic, purpose, and occasion. State in one or WO sentences
what makes cach strategy successful or unsuccessful.

STEP 5—DETERMINE YOUR THESIS

In your thesis, you will state how successful you think the author is in achiev-
ing his or her rhetorical goal and indicate which of the author’s rhetorical
strategies you will examine in your essay. Your thesis may indicate that the
author sacceeds in achieving his or her rhetorical goals, fails to achieve them,
or succeeds in some ways but fails in others. Whatever YOur assessment, state
it clearly in your thesis, along with the rhetorical strategies you will examine to
explain and defend your judgment.

Sample Thesis Statement |: Author succeeds in achieving
his or her rhetorical purpose

Lincoln’s Second Inzugural Address cffectively establishes the North’s moral

imperative for successful Reconstruction by making repeated appeals to author-
ity and emotion.

Sample Thesis Statement 2: Author fails to achieve
his or her rhetorical purpose

Lincoln’s Second Inaugural Address fails to establish the North’s moral imper-
ative for successful Reconstruction because he relies too heavily on religious

alusions and does not adequately address the North’s desire for revenge after
the war,

Sample Thesis Statement 3: Author has mixed SUCCess
in achieving his or her rhetoricai purpose

Lincoln’s attempts to establish the North’s moral imperative for successful
Reconstruction in his Second Inaugural Address are aided by his repeated

appeals to authority, but they are hindered by his overreliance on religious
allusions.

Whatever stand you assume, your thesis statement should cstablish the pur-
pose and focus of your essay,

STEP é~—WRITE YOUR ROUGH DRAFT

While every rhetorical analysis essay will be structared a little differently, the
foliowing outline may help you determine how to organize your paper.
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introductory Section

e Indicate the topic of the source text.

» Introduce the text you are analyzing or evaluating.
s State your thesis.

o Capture reader interest.

In this part of your paper, you need to indicate the topic of your essay, ntro-
duce the source text (provide the author’s full name and the dtle of the
reading), and state your thesis. One of the real challenges in writing the intro-
ductory section of a rherorical analysis essay is to capture reader interest as
well. You may be able to develop reader interest in your essay by opening with
a question raised by the source text, starting with an exciting quotation from
the reading or providing some interesting information about the reading’s

author or historical significance.

Summary of Source Text and Overview of the Rhetorical Situation

s  Briefly summarize the source text.
» Txplain the source text’s rhetorical situation.

1n one or two paragraphs, summarize the reading and its rhetorical situation.
In addition to stating what the author wrote, explain the audience, purpose,
and occasion of the piece. Your analysis will depend on readers understanding
che source text’s rhetorical situation, so explain it carefully in this part of the
paper. You will be making frequent reference back to this information in the

body of your essay.

Body Paragraphs
s Fxamine the text one rhetorical strategy at a time {content, structure, or
style).
e Cite specific examples from the source text to SUppOIT alfy assertion you
make.
¢ Explain the link between the exampies you provide and the assertions you
make.

As you draft the body of your rhetorical analysis essay, carefully critique the
text one rhetorical strategy at a time, explaining whether emploving that strat-
egy helps the author achieve his or her rhetorical goal. You will need to illus-
trate and support your assertions with specific examples from the source text.
Generally, each of your body paragraphs will contain (1) an assertion regard-
ing whether a particular rhetorical strategy helps the author achieve his or her
rhetorical goal, (2) examples from the source text that illustrate that particular
thetorical strategy, and (3) an explanation of how each example you cite sup-
pOTES yOUur assertioil.

Do not make the mistake of thinking that the examples you cite will
“speak for themselves,” that you do not need to explain how the examples
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sup{li)o;t your Iasscrtion because the link will be obvious to anyone who h

read the rext. Instead, always explai i -
) ys explain the link between your evi

read o ‘ \ . your evidence and your

sertion. In fact, the success of your rhetorical analysis essay often depcnd_}; on

the clari i i i
i clarity and ioglc‘: of this explanation: your readers need to understand how
¢ examples you cite support your assertion. ;

Conclusion

*  Wrap up the cssay.
= Remind readers of your thesis.
®  Maintain reader interest,

Inth lust ] i i
Stmce cfmimlusmn (Zif your rhetorical analysis essay, provide your readers with a
2nse of closure and remind them i
of your thesis. The conclusion sh
naturally from the body of . readens e
y of your essay and recaptur i
One stacn v - pture your readers’ interest.
u might employ is to echo s i
<; your paper’s introduction. F
exampie, if you open your es i i me back
: say with a question, you might

exampl your i ¥ ight want to come back

your conclusion; if you open with a quotation, consider concluding

y()u b y th ne. hls r })C 13| P g S’ y
I €55aV W1 One :{ (= T Wl” llLl IVE YOur €ssay a sense (}f bala“(:e
aIld LlOSLlIL.

StTep 7-—REVISE YOUR Essay

When revisi ctor i
e revising your rhetorical analysis essay, make sure your work is accurat
developed, organized, clear, and documented. ‘ ©

®  Accwrate—your
‘ate—your essay accurately captures your analysis and accurately rep-

resents the source text.

D s

Ogelagm;l y(i)u thoroughly develop and explain your assertions
anmized—the assertions in yo ' :

Ur €8say are easy t i
rganized v y to follow and are inter-
Clear— d i ' i
Clear you icllaw, provided your readers with the information they need
o erstand your essay and have presented your ideas using clear, acces-
sible fanguage and sentences. ’
Documenteg—

Doion zfgd all qtéioted and paraphrased material is documented as
your readers can eastly discern which i i
hich information comes fi
: S car To
the source texts and which information you provide "

Check the Accuracy of Your Assertions and Exampies

As you revi : i
mvye ! dr;\nsc, :;e'xrz by checking your essay’s content. First, make sure you have
cd everything you intended to cover i
- in your paper and that
accurately reflects your views. $ esented
. Second, be sure you ha i
the author of the source te: ceri . o e o
text—any material you qu
: 1 quote or paraphrase from th
source text must accurately ca Iy, be
pture what the author actuall i
: £ must ac y wrote. Finally, be
ure vou fairly and accurately represent the text’s rhetorical situation ”
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Check the Development of Your Essay

All of your assertions need to be fully cxplail11ftd and supported. B;causl,c 3;(1):;
rhetorical analysis essay will reflect your individual response Lo an ;\ia 1;;1 "
of the source text, you have to explain all of your assertions thorloug. y. Rea )
ers need to know pot only what you think but also Why.you thmlf 1td ]Do n;)n
expect readers to draw connpections between your assertions and evidence

their own.

Check the Organization

First, be sure your thesis statement offers an accurate overview of you; eisag_r;
The thesis statement should help ga;.ide. YOUr read‘er through y{f}ur rhe c;;"&r
cal analysis, previewing assertions you will dﬁ\‘fclop in the b()t;y o ym:; :zﬁ ge
Next, check the topic sentences in the body. of your cssay. IL‘JH'L topn,ds e
should relate back to the thesis statement, introduce a new idea, and pro de
a transition from the previous section of your essay. Be sure t%aat you in}f oy
effective transitions within your body paragraplr? as well, highlighting t er Oga
ical relationship of one sentence to the next. bmaliya. check I:he.ogcmngoasr;d
closing sections of your essay to be sure each accomplishes what it 1s supp

to accomplish.

Check for Clarity

Are there any terms that need to be defined? Any references drawn frorr}l tl}é;
source text that need to be explained? Any sentences th;?.t cm.ﬂd be rrforc (,' ear?
Check to see that all quoted and paraphrased material will {netkc sense[ to
someone who has not read the source text and that any technical terms that

aced to be defined are defined.

Check Your Documentation

Because you are working with a source text, be sure that all quoted and para-
phrased material is properly documented.

SAMPLE RHETORICAL ANALYSIS ESSAY

The following is a thetorical analysis of Lincoln’s Second Inaugural Address.
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RHETORICAL ANALYSIS OF LINCOLN’S SECOND
INAUGURAL ADDRESS

When President Lincoln stepped up to the podium to deliver his
second inaugural address, he knew the Civil War was reaching
its end. Though victory was not certain, events on the battiefield
suggested that Union forces would soon put down the Southern
rebellion and reunite the country. Lincoln knew he would soen be
presiding over a deeply dividad country, with many in the North
demanding revenge againgt the southern states, including the ar-
rest and execution of the Confederacy’s leadsrs. A closs analysis
of Lincoln’s address makes clear, however, that he envigioned a
reconstruction based on mercy and forgiveness rather than ven-
geance, a message he forcefully senveys though the somber tone of
the speech and its many religious allusions.

Since the Union forces were nearing victory after four years of
brutel warfare, one might assume that Tincoln would deliver a joyful
second inaugural address. Instead, the speech’s tone is somber and
reserved. While he states that the war's progress has been “reagon-
ably satisfactory and encouraging to all” (1358), Lincoln makes no
prediction about its final cutcome. He asserts that both gides in the
confliot “deprecated” {138) war and that neither “expected for the
war the magnitude or duration which it has already obtained” (135).
Lincoln claims that “American slavery” (138) wag the primary
cause of the war, and though he states that the South was ab fault
for maintaining and spreading the practice, Lincoln claims thas God
“dives to bosh North and South this tereible war as the woe due to
those by whom the offense came .7 (138). Instead of celebrating
the North’s impending victory in the war, Lincoln ¢laims that both
the North and the South are paying a terrible price for their moral
transgressions.

In Lis speech, Lincoln soberly agsesses the causes and conse-
quences of the war and indicates how the nation shouid procead
once peace comes. The final paragraph of his speech beging with the
famous phrase “With rmalice toward none, with charity for all” (1386),
summing up Lincoln’s message of mercy and forgiveness. The needed
course of aotion now, Lincoln contends, is “to bind up the nation’s
wounds, to eare for him who shall have borne the battle and for hig
widow and orphan” (1%6). This staterment embraces both sides in the
conflict: the nation’s obligation is to care for both Yankes and Rebel
soldiers, for ail widows and orphans. Such mergy is the only way tc
obtain “a just and lasting peace among ourselves and with all na-
tlons” (1363, Again, “ourselves” is inclusive: Lincoln is including the
pecple of both the North and Sowth in this statement, pointing the

way 10 a reunited country. Lincoln’s reflective, restrained tone in this
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speech indicates how he woutd like every citizen of the United States oi . . ‘
to respond to war’s conclusion: with forgivaness, introgpection, and §J§’§’“’§§’§”§ Cﬁ}j ﬁhﬂr {
understanding,
Lincoln's message of mercy and forgiveness is also furthersd M @ : )
by his many religious allusions. Rather than claiming that the WY T / ' :
North’s coming victory in the war has been ordalned by God, Lin- Rﬂmg f&& H gT@R@{:Ai
coln believes that God is neutral in the conflics, that the Worth and ﬁd\g @QLY&E;% ggg A«Y—

South are united by a commen religious heritage: “Both read the
same Bible and pray to the same God .7 (136), Though Lincoln
doubts that any deity would gupport human slavery, he warns
his Heteners, “ladde not, that we be not judged” (1362, Iincoln’s
repeated invocations of God strike a note of humility, remainding his
audience that their fate is not in thelr owa hands, that Providence
dictates the course of history. The North has no reason to gloat in
its victory or to judge the South severely after the war Both sides
have suffered judgment alrsady; now is the time to act “with firm-
ness in the right as God gives us t0 see the right ..” (156,
Tincoln’s Second Inaugural Address ggtablishes a somber, re-
flactive tone and employs DUIMEerous religious allusions to convey
guccessfully his central message that, in vietory, the North must » 17,
act with mercy, forgiveness, and humility during reconstruction. : & 1
Revenge and raetaliation 18 not the path to reestablishing a peacefil, #
ynited, just nation. “With malice toward none, with charity for all”
the nation could be reunited. Unfortunately, one of those attend-
ing the speech that day was John Wilkes Booth, who would soon. | 7 .
agsassinate the president at Ford's Theater Lincoln never had the 3. Determine the anthor’s goal
chance to put his philosophy of merciful reconstruction to the test B T8 8 SEnLener OF P o '

5. ity read the assigamens, |
yonr andi :

i

Py YOI BISH RS Yo :‘If‘-iﬂiéi',

Erenps whows the souree foxt and

W

it ot I T . . K M ]
Establish the source sext’s rherorics] situation
s 1Y i o : ol o ’

. .
FLEEEGY 18 Pl TR S )
HEROT 18 ZEVERG T0 BOosm pLSh pv TRy sousce |

SOEEENE

TR raid PO G

see of fegos, putbos, pad ¢

i achitering bis o ber vherorics

sy 2 e 'y ;
WO SRR I VO £330




P45 RHETORICAL ANMALYSIS OFWRITTENTEXTS

SUMMARY (CHART: How TOVVRITE A RHETORICAL
Anarysis ESsay {continugn)

. Write vour roug
s White the introductory swelion

L Beddicaiing Hie fopic of the

oirce text. ity titde and author, and vous thess, Coprore yeader tnierest
as well

o Sppmrnrine the sopyee et and s vhetoricad sifnniiog.

s [t the f
Faee and p!

Yy of YORT ES0E, EXATITIIEG O3 phergrical sty

pinggy vomy judgment with specific exam e the

Vo CITE S e

Do emel e ple voiy ol

s VWeire the comelnding seceton of vour esiey, verminding readess of your

thes

peel BN Fepdry inierest,

7. Bevise YOUY DRSAY.

iingy 4 developed.

thorouhly develops wad cxpluins your i
4,

v ave sy Lo follom

o AMpke e

Y
#* ..ﬁy

PEL,

ahe 5

o Afrke su F VLTI AT T e

Fiusis in YOUE

& Make sare Yonr enny
o Mabe siere yorr writing i ol
o Mahe suve you have provided vour veaders with the infhrmation they

ﬁ!{.‘&‘t’;f [ s /HU?I{:’}‘E'H-}!?,!;’EI FOHF L
F SEREEHCEY @Fr olray,

o Make sve vour bave checked to be sive all i
Y refrese e ThE s

femt

s Afphe sure vour cisay acciralel

o Ay sure all of the weaterial i yunr

iv docsmented.

sy cmie from

Muake sure FradErs con sefi

@

b fermn tion 14 Y0uE

vous suprey fext sad whick IHEFELTEOH COMET [R00 YN,

v that needs o be docusmented

| ML Have your sevised vour easa

SUMMARY CHART

W

HETORICAL ANALYSIS OF WRITTEN
TEXTS REVISION CHECKLIST

siuation?

. i"g;i"‘\'f.,‘ VERLD D

4. Have v

RETS

eok vach sevnion in the body ol

thpir SUPPOTT

BACiasy

@

developm

§47




