I am attempting to complete a historical literature review that I hope will be useful for my dissertation. Specifically, I am reviewing the literature that impacted either the understanding or approach to digital rhetoric through definitions that changed over time, and/or how these more accepted definitions of digital rhetoric affected the approach towards digital literacies and/or composition pedagogy. These are not all the sources I plan to use, and I recognize that they may seem a bit all over the place, but my hope is that I can find the connections and tie it together in the future. 
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Wysocki and Jonhson-Eilola critique the ways in which literacy is often thought of, and taught. They do not question the importance of literacy. Rather, they point out the areas in which literacy fails. Literacy, according to them, is approached as a skill that equals the playing field for all, but does not address systemic issues. It is an assumption that to be literate in any area is to have a set of skills that are both desirable and beneficial. They view “technological literacy” and other types of literacy as an attempt to obtain perceived privileges, social or economic. This approach is based in creating a neutral skill. The authors explore the concept of articulation, which if used can help to broaden the understanding of literacy as a process. This understanding of literacy helps to question the position and social aspect of literacy. It’s an approach less about new or different possibilities for literacy, but for how we think about and question literacy.
Zappen, J. P. (2005). Digital rhetoric: Toward an integrated theory. Technical Communication Quarterly, 14(3), 319-325.
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