Rhetorical Analysis of Fun Home, David Sedaris, and Into the Wild Reports
These three documents were created for a Composition 1 course at Bloomsburg University. In all three cases, we, the students, were asked to read a book and write a report on it. Between these papers, Fun Home: A Family Tragicomic, Me Talk Pretty One Day, and Into the Wild are the selected books talked about. In the case of the Into the Wild Report, we also watched the film made based on the book. In this one case we were also asked to do a comparison between the film and the book. I chose to group these three documents together because they are all of like design and nature. The three documents will be analyzed in the following areas: audience, language, design, technological expertise, and an overall critical response.
Audience – For these particular documents, the main audience is solely the professor. In fact, she is the only person who is going to read these papers. Again it is the case where the professor had given us no real idea of what she wanted in our papers. She basically told us to just give her a book report, and we had to do it. Obviously, I knew she wanted a basic book report style. In order to satisfy the audience, I gave her the basic book report layout.
Language – The specific type of language in all of these reports is very specific. Because they are book reports, and I’m talking about specific parts of the book, it’s extremely important that my language and tone match the language and tone of the book. Of course, if I talked about Moby Dick, then my papers would be ridiculous and not even worth the bottom of a cabinet drawer. Also, since the Into the Wild paper was also containing insight from a movie, it was pertinent to be exact in my recanting of the details of the movie.
Design – In these particular documents, I basically kept the same design all the way through. I explained my overall thoughts on each book. I tried to be very specific, and I even attempted to relate certain characters or parts of the book to my life. I also took time to talk about specific characters, and how they were important to the plot of the story and to the main character. Finally, I decided it was important to detail different parts of the story which were significant to the main character or the plot of the book itself.

Technological Expertise – Unless you count reading books and watching a movie as forms of technological expertise, there weren’t real chances to show of technology here. In terms of other technology used in the creation of this document, I can honestly say there wasn’t much. Basically, the only real technology used was Microsoft Word, which in its own sense can require some expertise. All in all, I feel this was a relatively easy document to create in terms of technology.
Critical Response – If I could go back and get another chance at these three documents, there is one major change I would make which would probably have made them better. I would have read the books a lot faster. By completing the books only two weeks, and for the Fun Home report, days before the papers were due, I didn’t have the chance to go back through the books a second time and really analyze them the absolute best I could.
