
John S. Knight Institute for 
Writing in the Disciplines 

M101 McGraw Hall 

Cornell University 

Ithaca, NY 14853-3201 

607-255-2280 

knight_institute@cornell.edu 
www.knight.as.cornell.edu 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Document Title: Writing to Read 

Author: Aslihan Gunhan 

 

Course: ARCH 1910 

Course Title: Architecture, Monuments, and Heritage  

 

Year of Award: Fall 2019 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Copyright Statement: 

This material is copyrighted by the author and made available through the Cornell University 

eCommons Digital Repository under a Creative Commons Attribution, Non-Commercial 

License. 

This document is part of the John S. Knight Writing in the Disciplines First-Year Writing 

Seminar Program collection in Cornell’s e-Commons Digital Repository. 

http://ecommons.library.cornell.edu/handle/1813/10813 

 

 

 
Diversity and Inclusion are a part of Cornell University's heritage. We are a recognized employer and educator valuing 

AA/EEO, Protected Veterans, and Individuals with Disabilities. We also recognize a lawful preference in employment practices 

for Native Americans living on or near Indian reservations. 

mailto:knight_institute@cornell.edu
http://www.knight.as.cornell.edu/
http://ecommons.library.cornell.edu/handle/1813/10813










Thordis Arrhenius…
And the last lecture (that focuses only) on Riegl! 

Writing to Read



Imagine you are the editor of the Future Anterior: 
Journal of Historic Preservation, History, Theory, and
Criticism, would you accept Thordis Arrhenius’s essay
for publication?

-Why?



Imagine you are Mario Carpo!
... And you are reading Thordis Arrhenius’s essay as a 
reviewer. How would you comment on her essay?



Imagine you are a writing tutor at the Knight Institute, 
and Thordis Arrhenius is a first year student at Cornell. 
You are reading her article, and you have only one
chance to write “good” on her paper. Which sentence
would deserve it? And how would you explain your
choice to her, in terms of content, structure, and
language? 



“While the intentional monument appears as a trans-
historical and almost ubiquitous phenomenon, the
unintentional monument is a datable invention of the
West, whose origin Riegl traces back to the Italian
Renaissance.” (76-77)

If you were to re-write this argument, in your own
words, how would you rephrase it? How would you
make it more clear? 



... Oh, what is “West,” by the way?

Group discussion



“This final stage in the evolution of the cult of 
monuments would cross national and social strata. Age, 
Riegl argues, is a ubiquitous phenomenon that knows no
borders; its expression is accssible to all and would
overcome the nationalistic sentiments of his day.” (80)

How valid is this argument today? 

Group discussion
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