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Who are we? 
● Jenny Dale

○ Information Literacy Coordinator

■ First-Year Instruction

■ Liaison to Communication Studies, English,

Media Studies, and Women’s and Gender Studies

● Lynda Kellam

○ Data Services and Government Information Librarian

■ Liaison to History, Peace and Conflict Studies, and Political Science

■ Assistant Director of International and Global Studies Program



Why are we here?
● To identify limitations of a traditional “popular vs. scholarly” 

approach to source evaluation.

● To evaluate the potential for applying methods from outside 

of our field (including Joseph Bizup’s BEAM Method).

● To create or modify an existing “popular vs. scholarly” (or 

other source evaluation) activity based on the ACRL 

Framework and/or frameworks from beyond our field. 



The Evolution of a Popular 
vs. Scholarly Class Activity: 
First-Year Instruction 
Program Edition



Pre-Framework Version
Scholarly Journal 

Article 

Popular Article 

What is the title of the article?

Who wrote the article? Can you tell what the 

author’s qualifications are?

Does the author cite sources?

What type of language does the author use?

What other differences do you see?
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Mid-Framework Version
Scholarly Journal 

Article 

Popular Article 

What is the title of the article?

Who wrote the article? Can you tell what the 

author’s qualifications are?

Did the author(s) do research? How can you 

tell?

Who is the intended audience for the article? 

What else makes this article unique?



Post-Framework Version
Classroom evaluation activity (ENG 101) 

 

https://docs.google.com/a/uncg.edu/spreadsheets/d/1dQ7N46I1JfIG3Kfx0MHSP7TcBOhWtumdByxEDkxKeQ4/edit?usp=sharing


Thinking Outside the 
Library: BEAM



Joseph Bizup (2008)
● “BEAM: A Rhetorical Vocabulary 

for Teaching Research-Based 

Writing.” Rhetoric Review, vol. 27, 

no. 1, 2008, pp. 72-86. 

http://www.bu.edu/english

/people/faculty/bizup/

http://www.bu.edu/english/people/faculty/bizup/
http://www.bu.edu/english/people/faculty/bizup/


“An Alternative Vocabulary that Emphasizes Use” 
“To this end, in my own teaching, I employ an alternative 

vocabulary that my students have dubbed ‘BEAM.’ I still teach 

the standard classifications, but I also teach students to construe 

their materials in terms of the functional roles they play: as 

background, exhibits, arguments, and methods” (Bizup 75).



B: Background
● “Materials whose claims a writer accepts as fact” (Bizup 75). 

● Considered by the writer to have authority. 

● May provide information that is considered common 

knowledge.

● Background sources may not be cited.





E: Exhibit 
● “materials a writer offers for explication, analysis, or 

interpretation” (Bizup 75).

● Anything can be an exhibit source - multimedia, text, primary 

documents, raw data, etc. 

● “Exhibits can lend support to claims, but they can also 

provide occasions for claims” (Bizup 75). 





A: Argument
● “Materials whose claims a writer affirms, disputes, refines, or 

extends in some way” (Bizup 75). 

● Closely linked to the concept of the “scholarly conversation” 

often used in first-year writing. 





M: Method
● “Materials from which a writer derives a governing concept 

or a manner of working” (Bizup 76). 

● Not always cited explicitly. 





In Other Words...
 “Writers rely on background sources, interpret or 

analyze exhibits, engage arguments, and follow 

methods” (Bizup 76).



Think/Pair
● What do you think of BEAM? Do you see any 

possible uses for this “alternative vocabulary” in 

your teaching?



Using BEAM for Source Evaluation
● Discipline-specific

○ English

○ International and Global Studies

● Discipline-agnostic

○ Hands-on BEAM activity

○ Research process activity

https://padlet.com/JennytheLibrarian/d5y2rmp67u67
http://uncg.libguides.com/c.php?g=83464&p=537721
http://uncg.libguides.com/c.php?g=83270&p=4466101


Now what? 



Let’s apply these ideas
Create or modify a “popular vs. scholarly” activity that you 

use/would use in your teaching. Consider:

● Integrating relevant knowledge practices from the ACRL 

Framework. 

● Avoiding binary distinctions between source types. 

● Using the BEAM vocabulary. 

http://www.ala.org/acrl/standards/ilframework#authority
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