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HISING SOURCES

Part |: Think about what a source is doing for you

“ppi 5 © Japy
The “BEAT/BEAM” framework

Am | relying on the source for BACKGROUND information?
Am | interpreting or analyzing the source as an EXHIBIT (e.g.,
primary source)?

Am | engaging with the source’s ARGUMENT, either to lend
credibility to my own or to nuance/push back on it in some way?
Am | following or invoking a source’s THEORY of METHOD?
(e.g.“performativity” or “New Historicism”)

And lastly: is the source considered reliable for my given need?

Bizup, J. (2008). BEAM: A Vocabulary for

Figure 1 “BEAT/BEAM”4E %

Witing. Rhetoric Review, 27(1), 72-86.
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