WRT 205 Unit 3 Project:

Research Intensive

This unit we largely focused on crafting a long-term project that draws from research
to assert a particular claim for a particular audience or situation.
Project Description and Requirements
Your final project for the unit will be an argumentative text, object, presentation,
etc., that engages with a topic and presents your own stance or perspective. Some may
present a position paper, while others may produce a PowerPoint or video, but the goal will
be finding the most effective means of making an argument based on your skills, your
purpose, and the rest of the rhetorical situation. This project has three main parts.
First, you must complete a rough proposal, due April 2, that includes 3+ sources,
cited and annotated with 150-200 words and a particular real-world audience. This should
someone that you could actually send this to, present to, talk to, etc. You must describe who
this audience is and why them and justify why you think this topic is relevant and why you
want to intervene.
Second, you should end up with—after successive drafting—a particular artifact that
makes your designed intervention, due April 30. You are welcome to attempt different
genres or modalities. Your project must include the following:
1. Topic: Your paper must focus on a single topic. This topic may be a sports
debate, a political issue, something involving entertainment, or a more local
debate from Syracuse or your hometown. It just needs multiple sides and enough
depth to give you material to work with.
2. Research: Your topic must incorporate 6+ secondary sources and/or primary
research. These must be incorporated in some fashion with your project, whether
in the writing or the ultimate product or in your argument. For example, a
research paper would need to cite them, while a set of posters may not, but both
should be informed by research.
3. A stance: You must take a direct stance on your topic. This could be a position
in a debate, it could be an analytical claim, or it could be a proposed action.

4. An expression of your stance: This is where the most freedom comes in. For
your project, you must “argue” your stance. This could be done in a traditional
thesis-driven way in a research paper, or it could be done through visuals.
Third, you must also turn in a portfolio with your final draft that considers the
questions below in a 1-2 page cover-letter and includes relevant invention work with
applicable commentary. This replaces the usual portfolio.
a. What audience, genre, purpose, medium, etc., did you envision for this
project? Why?
b. How did these considerations inform the choices you made?
c. What sources did you use, how did you find them, and how did they
inform the choices you made or the ultimate form of the project?
d. What particular challenges did you encounter? How did they affect your
process or product? How did you solve them or fail to solve them?
e. How did the project evolve through successive steps, from brainstorming
to “completion”?

Length/Effort

Stance
Research

Sensitivity to Situation
Reflection

Grammar and Style

What I’m Looking For
Positive
The project exhibits the
required effort for a 1,2001,500-word research paper in
terms of length, polish,
thought, and overall quality.
A clear stance that is argued
in a rhetorically savvy way
depending on the situation.
Meets or exceeds the
required number of sources,
uses reliable sources, and
uses those sources in
productive ways.
Project displays a clear
sensitivity to the situation
outlined in the reflection.
Reflection and portfolio
answers the questions above
in a precise way and explains
the project, the process, and
the thinking and behind it.
Project is cleanly executed
with few errors based on the
medium or genre. (For
example, few grammar
mistakes in papers, clear
images for visual arguments)

Negative
Project seems thrown
together last-minute or does
not otherwise exhibit the
appropriate level of effort.
Lacks a clear stance and/or
does not argue this stance in
a cohesive or effective way.
Does not meet required
number of sources, uses
unreliable sources, and uses
those sources in
unproductive ways.
Project seems like it exists in
a rhetorical vacuum and does
not draw from its situation.
Reflection is incomplete,
lacks sufficient engagement
or detail and does not help
explain the project.
Shows lack of care for the
presentation of the project.
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