Anthony Dell’Ario

Sustainability Project Proposal

Outline:
Let me preface this by saying that I haven’t seen Al Gore’s Inconvenient Truth. Despite that fact, I am keenly interested in investigating the science behind the film, the persuasive techniques used, and investigating any responses to the film. I have researched the concept of reducing dependence on foreign oil through alternative energy sources, a topic that is closely tied to the examination of the effect fossil fuels have on the environment, thus my interest in this film. Finally, this film appeals to me simply because I find the likely opposition and criticism of it delicious. While I am likely to believe and follow what the film is representing (and therefore not the film’s target audience), I am most interested in responses to it. Of course, this all has to do with sustainability, because (as far as I can tell) the discussion in this film concerns the viability of our race’s continued use of energy sources.  

Research:
Since I am interested in responses to this film, I want to look closely at the validity of any scientific data presented in it. Any appeals to logos would be negated by bogus science, and a thorough examination of studies used in the film and, incidentally, responses to it, would be required.

Of course, presenting purely scientific data could not be the full scope of this film, since it is surely an appeal to the people for a broad lifestyle change, as well as a massive shift in the focus of many industries. Therefore, it would be vastly important to analyze the rhetorical techniques used in the film in order to understand any ulterior motives (or shady moves, etc.) that are present, as well as to examine the intended audience. This would require tracking down non-scientific responses to the film.

Experience:

With all that being said, my background must be known as must what I expect from potential partners.

I am a first year Master’s student in Rhetoric and Composition. Potential partners may expect that despite the poor composition of this document, I have some skill with words. I also have a keen interest in argumentation and research, and have no qualms about spending long hours researching something I am passionate about. 

Although my passion lies in research and argumentation, I wouldn’t mind a partner who shares my field. Furthermore, as you might have guessed, I require the services of someone in a scientific field. I’m no slouch, but I’ll need the science-heavy stuff reduced to my level, as it were. I might even need two of you amazing creatures.

What’s in it for you?
Surely the experience you’ll gain by analyzing the rhetorical devices employed in a major (and, incidentally, hotly debated) film should be reason enough for joining me in this endeavor. However, if you need more than that, let me say this: Let your moral compass be your guide. If you disagree with the premise of this film, take pleasure in the hunt for and confirmation of materials that debunk it. If you find its message appeals to you, revel in your verification of its details and validation of its rhetorical claims. The choice is yours.
