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Introduction 

When I first saw this class on my required courses list I let out a big sigh. It’s not that I 

particularly hated writing classes or anything, in fact I did admit that some could be fun, but at 

that point I had enough. I had taken writing classes for a majority of my life from elementary 

school to high school every, single, year and I even took one my first semester at college, so I 

was a bit sick of them. Now I won’t say that this “Writing for Engineers” class was the most fun 

and exciting class I have taken because that would be a blatant lie, but I will admit that it was 

different. When I walked into the class I had certain expectations, I thought it would just be a 

bunch of repurposing my old argumentative essays and going over old topics like any other 

English class, but my assumptions were proven to be wrong. Since I had taken Freshman 

Composition in my first semester, things like the rhetorical situation were just repeated but what 

surprised me was the type of writing that was going to be done. After putting on my apron, ready 

to get the dust off my old essays, I realized that it was a waste of effort, and that I looked 

ridiculous. To my surprise writing for engineers wasn’t just a fancy name so that the college 

could just add more required courses, it was actually a writing class with engineers in mind. 

 Over the span of this class I wrote many types papers that I had never encountered 

before, and I feel that for once this was a writing class that was worth taking. All of the papers 

had to do with engineering in some way or another and some of them were specific to my field. I 

wrote things that I might actually use in the future and in my professional life. I felt this writing 

helped me become a better engineer much more so than writing essays about random topics. 

 While the course did contain elements of previous writing courses, those elements were 

presented in a new light. When I took Freshman Composition I dealt with the rhetorical situation 
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throughout the course, but I never really felt like I interacted with it. During that course the 

writing felt, for a lack of a better term, stale, it was boring, plain and just a recycled version of 

previous years, but I felt that writing for engineers really made me think about and incorporate 

the elements of the rhetorical situation to better my papers. There was not much focus put on the 

course learning outcomes throughout the course but when I look back I realize that I had been 

interacting with and meeting them the whole time. 
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The Rhetorical Situation 

The rhetorical situation consists of six elements: exigence, stance, purpose, audience, genre and 

media/design. Each element serves to better explain the circumstances and various aspects of the 

piece being written. 

Exigence: 

People write for many reasons, such as out of personal desire, or in response to certain events 

and that is exactly what exigence is, the reason the writer is writing in the first place. I wanted to 

talk about this element of the rhetorical situation first because I felt that this one was the most 

difficult. Up till now every time I wrote a paper it was because I was assigned to, but Professor 

Carr was having none of that so I was forced to widen my perspective and seriously consider 

why I was writing. Eventually throughout the course I felt that I was slowly able to understand 

the motivation behind my work. Every paper I wrote during the course had a different exigence 

because there were different reasons for their creation, and this helped develop my understanding 

of the element. My technical description for example was written because, “The Pilot 

Corporation wanted to create a basic information guide for anyone who was interested in their 

pens.” My reason for writing that paper was because a company needed it, but my exigence 

changed when I wrote my proposal, “There was an inherent problem on campus and we had a 

possible solution, so we needed to act” Due to the variety of different writing motivations I feel 

that I have sufficiently interacted with and addressed the rhetorical element of exigence. 

Stance: 

Unless you are a robot everyone has an opinion, whether that be a strong one or a weak one, it is 

always there. This opinion can influence the work of a writer and it is called the writers stance. 
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This rhetorical element was very difficult for me to grasp and to be completely honest I feel that 

it still is. Having opinions may be obvious and knowing your own opinion may be even more 

obvious but this was very difficult for me. Sometimes I found myself struggling because while I 

knew I had an opinion I didn’t know what it was. This may sound strange but every time I 

considered stance I ended up questioning myself and my opinions. Throughout my papers my 

stance was vague such as in my technical description where I could only describe an ambiguous 

attitude towards my topic, “I decided to have a positive attitude toward the product.” I feel that 

my expression of stance did improve with future papers such as in my lab report where I 

expressed an attitude toward technology, “Technology is rapidly entering our lives and we need 

to consider some things that it may replace and whether it has any negative impact”, but I think I 

just got better at making something that sounded good and not truly understanding it. Stance is 

an element of the rhetorical situation that may need more time for me to fully grasp it. 

Purpose: 

The purpose of any piece of writing is what the writer wishes to accomplish with it. This element 

of the rhetorical situation is something that I am very familiar with and something that has been 

mentioned in every English class I have taken so far. I believe that there was not much room for 

improvement in this area, but I will say that if nothing else this class gave me an opportunity to 

interact with new purposes and made me think about underlying ones. For example, in my 

proposal I realized that I had not one but two purposes, “One of the purposes was to inform the 

readers about a problem in the community and propose a solution. However, we also realized 

that there was more to it and we had a deeper secondary purpose which was to persuade the 

audience that our solution made sense. We wanted to convince the audience that we would be 
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able to solve their problem and that they should put their trust in us.” My purpose may vary from 

paper to paper, but I feel that I have a good understanding of this rhetorical element. 

Audience: 

The audience of the paper is the person, or people that the paper is intended for and it is 

something that has grown for me over the span of this course. Initially my audience was only 

Professor Carr when I wrote my Professional Letter, but it slowly became larger. I believe that 

my understanding of audience has developed greatly and that is evident in my writing. In my 

first paper, which was the technical description I gave my audience a vague and thoughtless 

description as, “Anyone who wanted more information on the Pilot G2 07 pen”, but by the time I 

wrote my proposal I noticed a big difference. For my proposal I gave thought to the various 

audiences that would be interested in my work, “We started thinking small at first and considered 

the audience to be the board of directors for CCNY because they would ultimately be the ones 

deciding whether the proposal would be accepted or not, but we realized that we needed to widen 

our field of view. Who does this affect, and who would be interested to know more? We then 

expanded our audience to the CCNY community because we felt that they would be interested in 

the changes that would be happening on campus and they would probably want an explanation 

for the sudden increase in their tech fee. However, this scope was still too small and so we 

expanded our view even further. We came to the conclusion that not only would the CCNY 

community be interested in this project, but it may be of interest to other schools and colleges 

who may want to implement something similar. So, in the end we decided that our audience 

would include every school and college in America because this project may be of interest to 

them.” I realized that my audience was not limited, and I had to widen my perspective to 

understand my true audience. This element of the rhetorical situation was probably the one that 
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was most developed for me because it changed my way of thinking and expanded my point of 

view. 

Genre: 

The genre of a paper is the format of the writing such as a poem, or a song. This class gave me 

the opportunity to work with genres that I had never worked with before. For example, I had to 

write a proposal, something that was completely new to me. At first it seemed daunting and 

difficult, but I realized that it was a valuable form of writing in my field. I feel that I have really 

come to understand the importance of interacting with various genres because they can be used 

to accomplish different goals as I stated in my technical description, “This was the right genre 

for the situation since it described the various aspects of the product which was my purpose.” 

Media/Design: 

The media/design of a work is how the work is presented. To be completely honest I felt that this 

element of the rhetorical situation was developed the least. What I mean is that while I did 

interact with this element a lot I feel that I did not learn much. I have already written papers in 

print and online many times so most of my papers did not teach me anything. The only possible 

paper that stood out was the proposal which had an oral component, but I have given a number 

of speeches, and presentations in the past so I did not learn much. If nothing else I have gained 

experience with this element of the rhetorical situation, so I will not say that I obtained nothing. 
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Course Learning Outcomes 

Outcome 1: Acknowledge your and others' range of linguistic differences as resources and draw 

on those resources to develop rhetorical sensibility. 

 This course learning outcome never really made much sense to me. I took it to mean 

utilizing the different perspectives of your peers to improve your writing but that seemed to 

overlap the course learning outcome that dealt with the social aspects of writing, so I never really 

saw the reason to make this its own separate outcome. That being said, I still feel like I met this 

outcome because throughout the course I believe that the knowledge of my peers has given me 

more to think about and has helped me better my work. For example, when we had to post the 

topics of our proposals on blackboard a classmate asked my group questions that I had never 

bothered considering. 

 

I feel these questions really helped improve the proposal overall and prepared me for any similar 

questions the audience may have had. 

Outcome 2: Enhance strategies for reading, drafting, revising, editing, and self-assessment. 

 I don’t think much has changed for me for this outcome. My drafting process is to make 

the first draft as perfect as possible so there is little to correct for the final and this generally 

leads to little revision other than spelling and grammar. If anything has changed at all it would be 
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my strategies for editing. I have looked at many works from my peers throughout this course and 

after editing them I feel that I have gained valuable experience in that category. Below is an 

example of when I critiqued the first draft of my peer’s lab report. 

 

Outcome 3: Negotiate your own writing goals and audience expectations regarding conventions 

of genre, medium, and rhetorical situation. 

 Before I even began writing any of my papers I was forced to consider the various 

elements of the rhetorical situation and think about what I wanted to accomplish and how I was 

going to do it. For example, I had to decide how the tone of my papers were going to change 

based on things like the audience and purpose such as in my technical description where I tried 

to maintain an objective and strictly business tone. 
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Then when I did my professional letter the tone was more personal because my audience and 

purpose were different. 

  

Outcome 4: Develop and engage in the collaborative and social aspects of writing processes. 

 This was probably the most relevant course learning outcome for this class because a 

majority of it involved interacting with my peers. For the proposal we all worked in groups to 

create a solid plan. We also did a variety of peer review exercises for every paper so that we 

could use feedback from one another. We did one peer review in class and the rest of them were 

done online. Below is part of a peer review my group did for another groups proposal. 
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Outcome 5: Engage in genre analysis and multimodal composing to explore effective writing 

across disciplinary contexts and beyond. 

 I feel that this learning outcome was also very relevant for this course because we wrote 

in a variety of genres for the course. I also want to say that we spent a good amount time 

analyzing each genre before we wrote our papers by reading the textbooks and creating 

simplified versions of the genre. For the proposal I created a PowerPoint in a hybrid homework 

about datatypes to help solidify my understanding of the genre. Below are some slides from that 

PowerPoint. 
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We also did something similar for the technical description. Below is part of the technical 

description precursor that I did. 

 

 

 

 

 

Outcome 6: Formulate and articulate a stance through and in your writing. 

 This course learning outcome was very hazy for me and I don’t think that I properly met 

it. As stated previously while I know that everyone has an opinion on a topic I was always 

unsure about how I felt about my own topic and so I had difficulty conveying my stance within 

my papers. I do however think that I have improved over the span of this course because I was 

able to express my feelings within my group proposal. 
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Outcome 7: Practice using various library resources, online databases, and the Internet to locate 

sources appropriate to your writing projects. 

 This outcome played a vital role during the course because we had to spend a lot of time 

doing research. Our research became even more formal when the class visited the library to learn 

how to use the CCNY Database to locate credible, peer reviewed sources. I didn’t utilize the 

database as much as I would have liked to, and I got my sources from various places scoured 

across the internet. Below is the bibliography of my lab report where I used one source from the 

database and two other online sources. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Outcome 8: Strengthen your source use practices (including evaluating, integrating, quoting, 

paraphrasing, summarizing, synthesizing, analyzing, and citing sources). 

 The last course learning outcomes deals with the usage of sources. This outcome was not 

particularly difficult to meet but it was different. All the papers I had written previously were in 

MLA, so the APA format was new but not particularly challenging. I utilized my sources mainly 
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by paraphrasing and summarizing because I was never really a fan of directly quoting sources. 

Below is an example of my usage and citation of a source I used in my group proposal. 

 

Conclusion 

Overall this class was not an easy one. We wrote many papers, most of which were over 10 

pages long and I spent hours working on and agonizing over them. However, this class was 

definitely not just another English class full of recycled essays and topics. Instead it focused on a 

certain field and expected students to write papers that they may need to write in the future. 

Every major assignment in this class taught me something new, and I feel it has made me a better 

engineer, or at least enabled me to write like one. So, while it was responsible for plenty of my 

stress I feel that I will look back on it one day glad that I took it. 


