
Rhetorical 
Analysis 
 
Due: Saturday, March 2nd by 11:55pm to Moodle 
  
For this piece, the purpose is to explore and analyze 
your understanding of rhetoric and its presence in our 
everyday lives, including our interactions with the 
media around us—what we wear, what we see, etc. To 
do so, you will select an artifact or text that conveys a 
specific message and means to persuade its audience. 
Your piece will examine and analyze this artifact to 
demonstrate your understanding of rhetoric and its 
presence in media such as the following:  
 
Print advertisement Television Episode/Scene 
Speech Stand-up Routines 
Commercial Toy Packaging 
Website Comic Book 
Music Video CD/Album Cover 
Children’s Book Video Game Aspect 
Movie Scene Parody Video 
Magazine Cover Social Media Post 
 
Or something else... 
 
The Task: Once you have selected your artifact, your assignment is to examine the claims that the 
material is making, the values that it appeals to, the intended audience, and the medium or genre of 
the piece. You will need to explain how this text or artifact creates the argument or claims it is 
making and to evaluate how effective you believe that argument or claim to be. 
 
For this assignment you may refer to our class readings, as well as any outside readings, on visual 
arguments and rhetorical devices to strengthen your analysis. You should also develop and defend a 
thesis based on your analysis. In sum, you are to determine what the artifact is saying (message) and 
how it is saying it (what rhetorical devices are being used as support). 
 
While this piece will vary in form and style from writer-to-writer, you are expected to have a thesis 
statement or central argument that ties into your analysis. 



  
Purpose: This project is designed to have us consider the following: 
 

● The ways in which rhetoric permeates our everyday lives 
● The purpose, audience, genre, stance, and media/design of a given rhetorical situation 
● How a text is crafted by a rhetor, rather than what is crafted  

 
The Artifact: Obviously, in order to conduct the analysis, you’re going to need to select an appropriate 
artifact. From the examples above, you are encouraged to select a text, an image, a moving image, 
even a thing. The depth and breadth of your analysis will relate strongly to the relative length or size 
of your chosen artifact. Be conscientious of this in your process of selecting an artifact to analyze 
and study in detail.  
 
About Format: Conduct an analysis.   
 
An analysis asks us to explore not only what everything means in a given artifact (content), but also 
why the rhetor crafted it (the purpose), who the rhetor is (their background), how the artifact was 
organized or put together (the structure), where and/or when the work was created or published (the 
forum), the intended recipient (the audience), and the intended message conveyed to the audience 
(the topic).   
 
Again, you will need to explain how this text or artifact creates the argument or claims that you 
believe it is making and to evaluate how effective you believe that argument or claim to be. In sum, 
your analysis should push beyond what the content or meaning is and look to how meaning is being 
constructed and conveyed. To do this, you are welcome to reference any of the materials we’ve 
covered in class or outside material, preferably scholarly, peer-reviewed articles.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Grading Criteria: All “written paper” elements must be Times New Roman, 1-inch margins, 12 pt. 
font, double spaced.  
 
A project that earns an A will have the following: 

❏ A description of the analysis containing at least 4 “Criteria for Abstract” 
❏ An analysis, minimum 900 words which: 

❏ supplies sufficient background and context on the artifact 
❏ explains how the artifact creates an argument or claim 
❏ evaluates how effective that argument or claim is  

❏ A visual or representation of your artifact included as an appendix 
 
A project that earns a B will have the following: 

❏ A description of the analysis containing at least 3 “Criteria for Abstract” 
❏ An analysis, minimum 800 words which: 

❏ supplies sufficient background and context on the artifact 
❏ explains how the artifact creates an argument or claim 
❏ evaluates how effective that argument or claim is  

❏ A visual or representation of your artifact included as an appendix 
 
A project that earns a C will have the following: 

❏ A description of the analysis containing at least 2 “Criteria for Abstract” 
❏ An analysis, minimum 700 words which: 

❏ supplies sufficient background and context on the artifact 
❏ explains how the artifact creates an argument or claim 

❏ A visual or representation of your artifact included as an appendix 
 
If the project does not meet minimum requirements for a C, it will receive an F.   
 
Criteria for abstract. A=4, B=3, C=2.  

● A description of why you chose this artifact or your relationship to it 
● A description of how you see this artifact as a part of our everyday life 
● Speculation on how your analysis is valuable or important 
● A description of the way your analysis is contributing to rhetorical study 

 
If you do particularly well in the criteria you submit, I’ll add on a plus (or, conversely, a minus, if 
the work could benefit from significant revisions). “Doing well” means error-free written 
expression, fine attention to detail and construction, and interesting, insightful design and 
commentary.  
 
 
 
 
 
 


