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University of Waterloo 

Department of English 

ENGL 109-005 

Introduction to Academic Writing 

Winter 2018 

HH 336 

Mondays and Wednesdays, 2:30pm-3:50pm 

 

 

Instructor: Dr. Josh Henry 

Office: PAS 1284 

Office Hours: Wednesdays 5:20-6:20pm: by appointment 

Email: george.henry@uwaterloo.ca 

 

Welcome! 

 

This course was built on the idea that arguments are all around us, all the time, 

exerting persuasive influences over us. Writing is not only one form those 

arguments can take but also one of our most effective tools for analyzing and 

responding to those persuasive forces. In other words, writing is power. The 

purpose of this course is to help you succeed throughout your academic career, 

regardless of your discipline, by pushing you to develop your abilities as a writer. 

My job is to facilitate that process by asking you to read and think critically and 

then challenging you to respond by writing powerfully. As we study and practice 

a variety of strategies for inventing, drafting, and editing texts, always keep in 

mind that producing a good piece of writing is a process that takes place over 

time through trial and error. To get the most out of this course, expect to revise 

your work. 
 

Required Texts: 

 

Lunsford, Andrea A. everything’s an argument: with readings and 2016 MLA Update. 7nd 

Edition. Boston: Bedford St. Martin’s Press, 2016. ISBN: 978-1-319-08574-2. 

 

Murphy, James J. Ed. A Short History of Writing Instruction: From Ancient Greece to 

Contemporary America. 3rd Edition. New York: Routledge, 2012. ISBN: 978-0-415-89745-7. 

 

Course Goals: 

 

English 109 is designed to: 

• help you think critically and communicate effectively 

• give you the chance to learn and practice a variety of strategies for inventing, 

drafting, and editing texts 

• help you learn to read critically 

• help you learn to write persuasively by effectively employing elements of formal 

and informal argumentation  
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Assignments and Evaluation: 

 

Rhetorical Analysis 1     15% 

Rhetorical Analysis 2     15% 

Research Essay      25% 

Participation      15% 

Mid-Term      15% 

Class Research Presentation   15% 

 

 

You will write three essays in this class. RA1 & RA2 are short 3 page papers. The Research 

Essay is a longer 7-page paper that may incorporate the work of RA1 and/or RA2.  All 3 

essays must be submitted electronically by midnight on the day they are due. For RA1 & 

RA2: I must receive your artifacts as either a link or an attachment before I can grade 

your work. All essay grades may be considered “final-for-now” grades. You can then 

revise your papers within a week to improve your writing. All revisions must be done with 

Word “Change Tracker” and submitted electronically. If you were given a hard-copy 

for a grade, you must turn in that graded paper back to me along with your revision. 

Your participation grade will be based on attendance, your investment in class 

discussion, and peer reviews. You are responsible to collect all your peer reviews and 

submit them to me together in one bundle on the last day of class. The Mid-Term exam 

will be based entirely on A Short History of Writing Instruction. Everyone is required to 

give a 15-minute class research presentation during the final weeks of class which must 

include at least one slide containing your research question and thesis. 

 

 

Schedule: 

 

THE FOLLOWING SCHEDULE IS TENTATIVE AND MIGHT CHANGE. IT IS PROVIDED HERE TO 

HELP YOU PLAN YOUR SEMESTER AND TO HELP YOU UNDERSTAND THE CLASS. PLEASE 

UNDERSTAND THAT THE SCHEDULE COULD CHANGE. 

 

 

 
MONDAY WEDNESDAY 

Week 1: January 1 

 

January 3 

Introduction & Course Overview 

 

Week 2: January 8 

EAA: Chapter 1 

 

January 10 

EAA: Chapters 2, 3, & 4 

Week 3: January 15 

EAA: Chapters 5 & 14 

January 17 

EAA: Chapter 6 

  

Week 4: January 22 

Due Today: RA1 Rough Draft 

for peer review (four copies) 

 

January 24 

WI: Chapters 1&2 

Due Jan 26th: RA1 Final-For-Now 
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MONDAY 

 

WEDNESDAY 

Week 5: January 29 

WI: Chapters 7 & 8 

 

January 31 

Mid-Term exam 

Week 6: February 5 

Artifact Analysis 

 

 

February 7 

Artifact Analysis 

 

Week 7: February 12 

Due Today: RA2 Rough Draft 

for peer review (four copies) 

 

February 14 

In-Class Writing Workshop 

Due Feb 16th: RA2 Final-For-Now 

 

Week 8: February 19 

Study Day 

 

February 21 

Study Day 

 

MONDAY 

 

WEDNESDAY 

Week 9: February 26 

EAA: Chapter 17 

 

February 28 

EAA: Chapters 18 & 19 

Week 10: March 5 

EAA: Chapters 20 & 21 

 

March 7 

EAA: Chapters 22 & 13 

Week 11: March 12 

Due Today: RE Rough Draft 

for peer review (three copies) 

 

March 14 

Due March 16th: RE Final-For-Now 

EAA: Chapter 15 

Week 12: March 19 

Class Presentations 

  

March 21 

Class Presentations 

Week 13: March 26 

Class Presentations 

March 28 & April 2 

Class Presentations 

Due Last Day of Class: All Peer Reviews 

 

 

 

Standard of Work: 

 

This is a University-level course and you are expected to be comfortable with the 

mechanics of writing; that is, to understand and use proper grammar, syntax, and 

punctuation in order to communicate effectively. The course textbook, everything’s an 

argument, offers some, but not extensive, guidelines and activities to help you with 

these mechanics. If you need extra assistance with the basics of writing, it is your 

responsibility to go to the Writing Center and seek help from a writing tutor or make an 

appointment to come to office hours for extra help. If you feel that you may be in the 

wrong course, let me know as soon as possible. 



4 
 

 

Procedural Basics: 

 

Word process all written assignments using MLA format (see EAA, chapter 22, for 

guidelines): Times New Roman, double-spaced, 12pt. Font, 1 inch margins, numbered 

pages, and so on. Keep copies of all your work: hard copies and electronic. 

 

 

 

 

 

Your writing grades will be based on the following criteria: 

 

A 

 

100 

-80 

Superior papers will demonstrate originality and rhetorical sophistication that go beyond the 

requirements. A paper at this level is a well-edited text that consistently shows a clear, 

connected sense of audience, purpose, and development. The writer is able to analyze his 

or her own writing, reflect on it, and revise/rewrite accordingly. The student understands 

what their strengths and weaknesses are, and what challenges lie ahead in their academic 

writing career. 

B 

 

79 

-70 

 

In strong papers, the writing succeeds in meeting its rhetorical goals in terms of audience, 

purpose, and genre conventions without need for further major revisions of purpose, 

development, audience, or writing style/mechanics. The writer is able to reflect on his or her 

own writing and make some choices about revision. The student understands what their 

strengths and weaknesses are, and what challenges lie ahead in their academic writing 

career. 

C 

 

69 

-60 

Satisfactory papers meet the basic requirements, yet the writing would benefit from further 

revisions of purpose, development, audience, or writing style/mechanics (or some 

combination) and a stronger understanding of rhetorical decision-making. The writer 

composes across tasks at varying levels of success with some superficial revision. The student 

shows some understanding of academic writing. 

D 

 

59 

-50 

Weak papers do not fully meet the basic evaluative standards. Most texts are brief and 

underdeveloped. These texts show a composing process that is not yet elaborated or 

reflective of rhetorical understanding. Texts generally require extensive revisions to address 

problems with purpose, development, audience, and/or writing style and mechanics.  The 

student is not prepared to succeed as a University-level writer. 

F 

 

49 

-0 

Unacceptable papers exhibit pervasive problems with purpose, development, audience, or 

writing style/mechanics that interfere with meaning and readers’ understanding. 

Unacceptable papers are often incomplete. A paper will also earn an F if it does not 

represent the writer’s own original work. 
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Your participation grade will be based on the following criteria: 

 

A Superior participation shows initiative and excellence in written and verbal work. The student 

helps to create more effective discussions and workshops through his/her verbal, electronic, 

and written contributions. Reading and writing assignments are always completed on time 

and with attention to detail. In workshops or conferences, suggestions to group members are 

tactful, thorough, specific, and often provide other student writers with a new perspective or 

insight. 

B Strong participation demonstrates active engagement in written and verbal work. The 

student plays an active role in the classroom but does not always add new insight to the 

discussion at hand. Reading and writing assignments are always completed on time and with 

attention to detail. In workshops or conferences, suggestions to group members are tactful, 

specific, and helpful. 

C Satisfactory participation demonstrates consistent, satisfactory written and verbal work. 

Overall, the student is prepared for class, completes assigned readings and writings, and 

contributes to small group workshops and large class discussions. Reading and writing 

assignments are completed on time. In workshop or conferences, suggestions to group 

members are tactful and prompt, but could benefit from more attentive reading and/or 

specific detail when giving comments. 

D 

 

 

Weak participation demonstrates inconsistent written and verbal work. The student may be 

late to class, unprepared for class, and may contribute infrequently or unproductively to 

classroom discussions or small group workshops. Reading and writing assignments are not 

turned in or are insufficient. In workshops or conferences, suggestions to group members may 

be missing, disrespectful, or far too brief and general to be of help. 

F 

 

 

 

Unacceptable participation shows ineffectual written and verbal work. The student may be 

excessively late, regularly unprepared, and not able to contribute to classroom discussions or 

small group workshops. This student may be disruptive. Students who miss more than two 

classes (lectures or workshops) are in danger of failing participation. 

 

 

 

Your research presentation grades will be based on the following criteria: 

 

A Presentation is engaging, highly informative, and well-rehearsed. It clearly communicates the 

findings of the student’s original research. Shows great care and attention to detail. 

B Presentation meets all, and exceeds some, of the minimum standards but could still have 

benefitted from some different rhetorical choices and/or more practice. 

C Presentation meets the minimum standards: The research question, thesis, and student’s 

research are all presented and explained but would have greatly benefitted from more 

editing (too long) and/or practice. Some eye contact is made but the student spends too 

much time looking at notes and/or reading from a script. 

D Presentation does not meet the minimum standards: Either the research question and/or thesis 

is missing or the presentation is otherwise unacceptable because it is unfinished (too short) or 

does not present the student’s research. 

F The student did not give a presentation. 
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Course Policies:  

 

Late Work: 

 

Late essays will be penalized 2% per day late. All the assigned reading must be done 

before class on the day listed on the schedule. Check syllabus for all due dates. 

 

Absences: 

 

You must attend all classes. Attendance will be taken each day of class.  Students who 

miss more than two classes are in danger of a failing participation grade. Always bring 

your books to class.   

 

Grievances:  

 

If you are experiencing problems with the course or with the marking, you should first 

discuss your difficulties with me. Students who believe that they have been wrongfully or 

unjustly treated or penalized have the right to grieve; refer to Policy #70, Student 

Grievance: http://www.adm.uwaterloo.ca/infosec/Policies/policy70.html. 

A decision made or penalty imposed under Policy 70 (Student Petitions and 

Grievances) (other than a petition) or Policy 71 (Student Discipline) may be appealed if 

there is aground. A student who believes he/she has a ground for an appeal should 

refer to Policy 72 

(StudentAppeals)http://www.adm.uwaterloo.ca/infosec/Policies/policy72.htm 

 

Academic Honesty: 

  

All students registered in courses in the Faculty of Arts are expected to know what 

constitutes an academic offence, to avoid committing academic offences, and to take 

responsibility for their academic actions. When the commission of an offence is 

established, disciplinary penalties will be imposed in accord with Policy #71 (Student 

Academic Discipline). For information on categories of offences and types of penalties, 

students are directed to consult the summary of Policy #71 which is supplied in the 

Undergraduate Calendar (on the Web at 

http://www.adm.uwaterloo.ca/infoucal/UW/policy_71.html).  

If you need help in learning how to avoid offences such as plagiarism, cheating, and 

double submission, or if you need clarification of aspects of the discipline policy, ask 

your course instructor for guidance. Other resources regarding the discipline policy are 

your academic advisor and the Undergraduate Associate Dean. Students seeking 

guidance on academic honesty are urged consult the following page of the Arts 

Faculty Web site, “How to Avoid Plagiarism and Other Written Offences: A Guide for 

Students and Instructors” (http://watarts.uwaterloo.ca/~sager/plagiarism.html). 

Plagiarism or copying other people’s style or ideas and claiming them as your own is a 

serious academic offense.  Any incident of plagiarism will automatically cause a paper 

to fail, could cause you to fail the course, and will be reported to the Dean’s office. 

http://www.adm.uwaterloo.ca/infosec/Policies/policy70.html
http://www.adm.uwaterloo.ca/infosec/Policies/policy72.htm
http://www.adm.uwaterloo.ca/infoucal/UW/policy_71.html
http://watarts.uwaterloo.ca/~sager/plagiarism.html
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Classroom Etiquette: 

 

The classroom environment needs to be a positive one for everyone. Together we 

should be able to create a space that promotes mutual respect, positive discussions, 

the free exchange of ideas, and the productive use of time.  No cell phones in class – if 

you have it with you, turn it off and put it away.  No laptops allowed unless this is an 

accommodation you need.  When we write in class, you will do so with a pen and 

paper.  If you are asked to bring work to class, you must bring it in hard copy, not on 

your computer.  

 

Accommodations: 

 

The University of Waterloo has a long-standing commitment to support the participation 

and access to university programs, services, and facilities by persons with all types of 

disabilities. All students who have a permanent disability as well as those with temporary 

disabilities have the right to what UW calls “AccessAbility Services.” To register for these 

services, you must provide documentation from a qualified professional to verify your 

disability. Please contact them at 519-888-4567 ext. 35082 or drop into Needles Hall 1132 

to book an appointment to meet with an advisor to discuss their services and supports. 

 

 

https://uwaterloo.ca/disability-services/
https://uwaterloo.ca/disability-services/current-students/documentation-requirements

