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Schedule of Building Block Assignments 

Smaller incremental assignments that lead up to the final project.

Week Six

Due Wednesday

Topic Proposal (minimum ½ page single-spaced). Choose your topic (your “place”) for your final project. Write up a defense of why this space will be appropriate, in light of the topics we have been discussing. What interpretive questions are you interested in addressing; how/why are they related to your site? Which texts that we’ve read might be useful for your analysis? What kinds of research will you do?

Due Friday

Detailed Observation (two copies, 1.5-2 pp single-spaced). Write a detailed observation of the place you have chosen for your final project. Review Writing Analytically on observation and review comments on your first observation (Short Paper 1). You need not worry about form (cohesion, organization) for this observation, but please do break up your ideas into digestible paragraphs. 

Reflection (at least one paragraph, freewrite style fine): “So what?” What are possible implications of what you’ve observed? What potential arguments might you make about your observations? How might your personality or “identity” have affected your observations? Might others have observed the place differently? What surprised you about what you observed? Are there any assumptions/generalizations that you are still inclined to make about your site—things that might require further observation?

Week Seven

Due Monday

Schedule your interview(s) for Week 7 or Week 8.

Close Reading (two copies. 1.5-2 pp single-spaced. Attach a copy of the text you are analyzing to each copy). Write a close reading of a popular-audience text that advertises or describes your space. Review comments on your first close reading (Short Paper 2), the “Close Reading” handout, and the section in Writing Analytically on “The Method” for tips. Remember to start small, focus on details, think about how the information is presented (using a variety of analytical lenses), and develop interpretations based on the implications (the “so what”) of the patterns/features you observe. Since we’re focusing on developing ideas in these building blocks, you don’t need an introduction or conclusion, and you don’t need to worry about overall organization. However, your paragraphs should be cohesive, each focused on a single topic. You may begin the paper by stating your overall interpretative claim (like you did for the first close reading paper) or you may list a series of potential arguments about your site that you might be able to support, based on your analysis.

Due Wednesday

Bring a list of research keywords and relevant names, dates, and/or locations as well as any additional ideas you have about the kinds of sources you would like to find.


Close Reading Workshop Reviews.
Week Eight

Due Monday

Annotated Bibliography (see handout).

Theoretical Analysis (two copies): Remember that one of your primary tasks as an academic writer is to contextualize your observations and your analysis in a disciplinary conversation established by writers and critics who came before you. For this assignment, write two fully developed paragraphs in which you analyze your place in relation to two other writers’ critiques of place. For each paragraph, be specific in all of the following components of the assignment (not necessarily written in this order): Present your (relevant) observations in detail

Summarize a specific concept/idea from one of your sources and incorporate a key quotation (following the three steps of quotation analysis).

Relate the quotation/concept to your observations; in doing so,

*Analyze details of the quotation and

*Analyze the space you observed.

Then, write one additional freewrite paragraph in which you link the ideas developed in the two paragraphs. How are they connected? How do they build on or complicate each other?

Due Wednesday

Proposal Introduction and Outline (instructions provided in class). Two copies.
Due Friday

Proposal Body Paragraphs: Write at least two cohesive, fully developed body paragraphs with topic sentences that serve as mini-claims. Two copies.
Week Nine

Due Monday

Full Draft of proposal, ready for work-shopping. Minimum 2.5 pages single-spaced. Two copies.

Due Wednesday

Visual elements you plan to use in your pamphlet

Week Ten

Due Monday

Full Draft of pamphlet, including visuals, ready for work-shopping.

Due Friday

Most recent drafts of pamphlet and proposals, with questions you have regarding each.

Finals Week

Due Monday

Final Draft of Proposal

Final Draft of Pamphlet

All Sequence Four building block assignments
Main Learning Activities

This final course project asks you to observe and research a local place of your choosing, to develop a unique analytical argument about the social and/or ecological sustainability of this space, and to communicate that argument to both scholarly and public audiences in a proposal and a pamphlet. 
The project will help you develop skills in: researching, analyzing, and revising; synthesizing multiple perspectives; entering an academic conversation by integrating your own ideas with other scholars’ ideas; communicating an argument in different genres; using conventions and style appropriate to different rhetorical situations; responding to the needs of different audiences; articulating the relationships among place, language, knowledge, and power; examining and assessing complex cultural and ecological problems; and, imagining alternative possibilities for sustainable communities. 

Process & Product

This project consists of a pamphlet (or brochure) that presents an argument about your place as well as a proposal for your pamphlet. The project will entail a number of workshops and building block assignments over a 5-6-week period including audience exercises, a topic outline, a research plan, an observation, a close reading, a theoretical analysis, and an annotated bibliography. In lieu of meeting for the final exam period, you will pair up with someone from the class and visit your two “places” to distribute your brochure or pamphlet (and, possibly, post it on a pole with other public notices or a place where you’ve been granted permission to post). Your peer will be your ally and will snap a few photos of you distributing your work to document this final component of your grade. A description of each project component follows; please also see the evaluative questions for each component.

Proposal (3 pp single-spaced)
The purpose of your proposal is to develop your argument about the social and/or ecological sustainability of your chosen place. In a sustained, scholarly style you will rationalize your presentation of this argument to the public in your proposed pamphlet. You will write for a professional and scholarly audience comprised of someone “in charge” of the place (you will need to find out who this might be) as well as an academic funding board (who would presumably fund your production and distribution of your pamphlet). Because your audience will include both scholars and professionals, you should write an argument that follows academic style and conventions (entering an academic conversation while developing and supporting a unique claim, as practiced this quarter) but also explains specialized terms and demonstrates an awareness of the interests that professionals and the public might have invested in this place. A strong proposal will persuade its audience that the pamphlet is worthy and important, so it should also consider how a public audience might react to your pamphlet—what they might learn, or how they might resist its ideas. 

*Your claim, then, will have two parts: (1) your claim about the social and/or ecological sustainability of place itself and (2) your claim about why (and how) it is important to communicate these ideas to the public. 

*There are different ways you might organize the body of your proposal. As in any academic paper, each body paragraph should develop a sub-argument about your place. You will need to decide whether it is most effective to explain in each paragraph how you will present that argument in your pamphlet, or to wait until the end of the proposal to describe how you will present the arguments in your pamphlet. The latter option might be necessary if your pamphlet has a significantly different organizational logic than your written argument.

(must fill two sides of a single page): 
Your pamphlet needs to deliver the argument developed in your proposal to a public audience—the people who frequent this place. A well-conceived pamphlet will condense and simplify the arguments made in the proposal; use language accessible to a public audience; incorporate strategic visual elements that contribute to the argument; attract attention through compelling layout and/or visual elements; and, continually engage the “so what” question. Show your audience why they should care about your ideas or even how they might get involved in changing public places. 

Research

As you begin your research, think back to our discussions of the ways in which sustainability involves not just theorizing the future or taking action in the present but also understanding the history of place and considering local knowledge. To establish ethos and situate your work contextually, and to engage an audience that will have a varied array of interests and investments in your site, you will need to analyze evidence from a variety of different primary and secondary sources.  More specifically, your research will serve a few functions: it will document historical background, popular representations, and/or first-hand perspectives, and it will help you situate your writing in a larger academic conversation.

You may use articles from the course reader but must also incorporate a minimum of five outside sources (keep in mind that you may need more to make your argument specific and rich in detail), distributed as follows:

· At least one popular representation of your place (pamphlet, brochure, ad, website, review, rules/regulations, etc. If you can’t find any of these things, you could also choose a film, TV show, song, book, poem, photo, etc. in which your place, or a very similar place, is represented).

· At least one interview with someone who has a strong connection to the place you are discussing: either a “planner” or a “user” of the space. Getting both perspectives would enrich your analysis.  

· At least three scholarly or archival sources. Try to be as specific as you can in your research. Examples of appropriate sources:

· Historical documents related to your site

· Government publications regarding your site

· Scholarly analyses of your site (academic journal articles, books, etc.)

· Scholarly sources that address the larger academic conversations relevant to your topic (academic journal articles, books, etc.) Some broad examples of searches might include, “malls and consumerism,” “malls and teenagers,” “women in the home,” “gentrification and Seattle,” “safety and public restrooms,” etc.

      All sources, even the non-scholarly ones, must be cited according to MLA standards.

    Choosing a Topic

Your argument about the social and/or ecological sustainability of your chosen place should engage with the guiding academic    conversations of our course.  Throughout this term the common thread of our readings and your analyses has been a critical assessment of the ways in which environments are both socially and materially produced and the ways in which they, in turn, produce their inhabitants in ways that are or are not sustainable.

We will discuss some problems to keep in mind as you choose your research site. Basic stipulations are that the place be local (so that you     can visit it multiple times) and that you can fruitfully link it to our course readings. Successful past projects have analyzed quite an array of local places, from state parks to urban streets. Examples include: Green Lake Park, Snoqualmie Falls Lodge, a Belltown condominium construction site, the new Seattle Public Library, and Union Bay Natural Area (formerly the Montlake Dump). One of the most memorable projects was entitled “Flushing out Classifications: Democratic Space at Pike Place Market’s Public Restrooms”! In this project, the student argued that Pike Place Market’s Public Restrooms “function as a truly public place. . . . offer[ing] momentary equality for users fulfilling the same general needs. . . . Although they satisfy as a public place for obvious needs, [however,] the facilities also accommodate the private needs of the homeless, complicating the notion that the place performs the same function for all users.” He went on to explore the implications of the restrooms as a public space that integrates different classes and provides “home” services for the homeless. This complicated space, he argued, ultimately points to the un-sustainability of current “home” services for the homeless as well as the need for more democratic spaces that serve basic needs.

