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Informatics / Writing Studies 303: Fall 2016
Writing Across Media

Section A
______

“The ‘content’ of  any medium is always another medium.”
—Marshall MacLuhan, Understanding Media

Assignment #4: Remediating Theory
 
Throughout the term, we’ve been working across different media and modes to craft rhetorical arguments. In 
doing so, we’ve explored the boundaries of  specific media and deepened our understanding of  their 
affordances and limitations.

For your final course project, you will be working in groups of  four to remediate a piece of  Writing Studies 
scholarship across media. Each group will be responsible for creating a series of  multimodal “deliverables,” or 
polished artifacts, using the skills and techniques acquired over the course of  the semester. 

While each group member is responsible for making their own distinct artifact, your deliverables should all 
work together to represent the theoretical ideas, arguments, and/or subarguments of  your assigned theory. In 
other words, communicate the content and rhetoric of  your scholarship in forms beyond alphabetic text.  
Basically, do what you’ve been doing all semester!

You are free to remediate your theory through any combination(s) of  media and mode, and you’re also 
welcome to select the style of  and audience for your artifacts. Your deliverables can take any shape here: 
podcasts, short films, websites, social media campaigns, infographics, street art, photo essays, recorded 
dances, stickers, games, material objects, and much more. Each group’s deliverables must be distinct, so as a 
group, don’t submit a project that’s comprised of  five different websites, for example. Instead, work together 
to create a collection of  artifacts that cohesively work together to represent your piece of  scholarship.

This assignment is not only designed to serve as a synthetic culmination of  your semester-long thinking and 
making processes, but it is also an opportunity for you to explore other media and modes we’ve not engaged 
with this semester. While the requirements for this assignment are fairly simple, the projects you submit here 
should reflect your finest and most thoughtful work to date. 

How to Do It / What This’ll Look Like:

In class, we will spend a bit of  time discussing your options for remediate-able Writing Studies scholarship. 
Each group will be responsible for tackling an individual book, the likes of  which center around topics of  
language, literacy, education, and rhetoric. These potential texts are as follows:

• Banks, Adam J. Digital Griots: African American Rhetoric in a Multimedia Age. Carbondale: Southern 
Illinois University Press, 2011. Print. 

• Prendergast, Catherine. Buying into English: Language and Investment in the New Capitalist World. 
Pittsburgh: University of  Pittsburgh Press, 2008. Print. 

• Trainor, Jennifer Siebel. Rethinking Racism: Emotion, Persuasion, and Literacy Education in an All-White 
High School. Carbondale: Southern Illinois University Press, 2008. Print. 
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• Vieira, Kate. American By Paper: How Documents Matter in Immigrant Literacy. Minneapolis: University of  
Minnesota Press, 2016. Print. 

Each book with the exception of  American By Paper is free to read online (and downloadable in PDF form) 
through the UIUC Library website. In the case of  those students working with American By Paper, I will 
provide a digital copy to group members. No purchase of  these books is required.

The titles listed above are all around 200 pages in length. That is not to say that I expect each of  you to read 
the entirety of  your assigned title. You’re welcome to skim, split up and/or assign chapters, etc.; work out an 
agreeable solution amongst yourselves. Just make sure your artifact—and your group’s collection of  artifacts
—reflects the theories, ideas, and arguments present in these texts.

Once each group has their assigned text, you’ll want to assemble a 500-word project proposal that details how 
your group plans to remediate said text. For this document, you should tell me your tentative plan for the 
project, including a description of  the media you’re going to be using and how said media will represent the 
theoretical ideas of  your scholarship. You are also required to include a brief  section describing how your 
artifacts work together to represent your book. Feel free to write this document collaboratively. I only need 
one proposal per group, so just be sure that someone in your group posts this document on their WAM blog 
by class time on Thursday, November 17.

Since our time together as a class is running short with Fall Break, we’ll be running on a different schedule 
here for this project. After break, the week of  November 29 will be spent in the Fab Lab, so we’ll be meeting 
there as opposed to in our typical location in Gregory Hall. There might be some small readings I’ll assign for 
homework here and there—nothing too major—but the goal of  this week is for you to make progress on 
your projects. 

Finally, we’ll come together for a hybrid peer review workshop / presentation session for our last class on 
Tuesday, December 6. Groups will showcase and explain their collection of  artifacts in 10-15m presentations 
and receive peer and instructor feedback. Though these last-day presentations are informal—no fancy 
speeches or Powerpoints are required—you should be prepared to explain your rhetorical decision making for 
this project and how you’ve leveraged the media / modal affordances of  your artifacts. Think of  this as a 
conversational opportunity to receive constructive criticism before submitting your final project. 

Note: It is acceptable if  your deliverables are not 100% complete by this final class session or if  you’re still 
thinking through ideas here. It is not, however, acceptable to come to this session without an artifact, or to 
show up without a very, very substantial part of  a artifact. If  you have questions as to what this looks like, 
feel free to ask me.

Final projects, then, along with written rationales, are due by 5.00p on Tuesday, December 13. If  your project 
is digital, post or link it to your blog. Note that technology issues, especially at this point in the semester, are 
not an excuse for failing to upload your work in a timely manner. If  your project is a physical object, contact 
me to make arrangements to turn it in. Rationales are due through Compass 2G like normal.

Written Rationale:

What would a final project be without a written rationale? Your rationale (800-1,000 words) should detail your 
experiences in creating your project. Even though this remediation project is a group endeavor, you’ll still 
need to submit individual rationales. In this polished, reflective document, you should address the following 
questions: 

• How does your artifact represent the ideas, theories, arguments, and/or subarguments of  your text? 

• What rhetorical decisions factored in to how you selected the media and/or modes for your artifact? 
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• What argument(s) does your artifact make? 

• What argument(s) does it make that wouldn’t be (as) communicable in other media (i.e., affordances)? 

• Who is the intended audience for this project? 

Per usual, you’ll need to explicitly engage with at least two course readings from the semester. How have the 
these authors’ theories, ideas, and observations influenced, challenged, or complicated your design and 
composition process? Cite accordingly using MLA, APA, or Chicago style.

Also reflect on your revision process in this document. How did your group’s composition process change 
throughout the assignment? How did you respond to peer and/or instructor feedback, and how did your 
classmates’ comments influence the direction of  your project?

Like previous rationales, you won’t need a thesis statement or an overarching argument. Consider this 
submission more like a thinkpiece, but be sure to answer all of  the questions and components listed above.

All written rationales should additionally adhere to the following formatting guidelines: typed; double-spaced; 
one-inch margins; and 12 pt., Times New Roman font. These documents should feature the following 
information in the upper left-hand corner of  the page in descending order: your name, course title, my name, 
and the assignment’s due date. Your last name and a corresponding page number should also appear in the 
upper right-hand corner of  every page. 

Please submit your written work as a Word file with the file name “LastName_RemediationRationale.docx.” 
For example, my file name would read “Middleton_RemediationRationale.docx.”

Deadlines:

Project Proposal Due: Thursday, November 17

• Per the instructions above, only one member per group needs to post the proposal to their blog. 
• I’ll comment on your proposals over break and notify all group members when I do via e-mail. 

In-Progress Presentations / Workshops: Tuesday, December 6
• Not much else to add here beside what’s described above.  

Final Remediating Theory Projects Due: Tuesday, December 13 (5.00p)
• And then you’re done! Huzzah! 

Grading:

On the whole, this assignment is worth 25% of  your final course grade. Keep in mind that failing to complete 
this assignment’s written rationale or failing to participate in its proposal, workshop, and/or peer review 
components, either sufficiently or in its entirety, will result in a reduction of  your final grade for this project. 

In the case of  gross negligence of  an individual group member, the rest of  said group should get in touch 
with me, and we’ll work out a solution. 

The grading rubric for this assignment is as follows: 
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___/30  Remediated Artifact: Individual 

• Your artifact successfully targets a specific audience. 
• Your artifact accurately and intelligently represents ideas, theories, arguments, and/

or subarguments from your text.  
• Your artifact appropriately and creatively leverages the affordances of  your selected 

media / mode to make said argument. 

___/20   Remediated Artifacts: Group 

• Your artifacts collectively (and accurately) represent ideas, theories, arguments, and/
or subarguments from your text.  

• Your collection of  artifacts reflects the theoretical principles discussed in course 
readings. 

___/50   Written Rationale 

• Your rationale explains and defends your rhetorical decision making process. Why 
did you create your artifact—and select the media and modes of  communication 
you did—as opposed to some other way? 

• Your rationale comprehensively answers the questions discussed on the assignment 
sheet above (how your artifact represents the ideas of  the text, argument, 
affordances of  artifact, audience) 

• You explicitly engage with at least two course readings / texts through quotation, 
paraphrase, summary, and analysis. These sources should be cited using either MLA, 
APA, or Chicago style. 

• You explain your revision process: how your plans changed over the course of  the 
project and how you addressed peer feedback throughout your process.


