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Guide

Introducing the
Kit for Multimodal
Appreciation and
Evaluation

This kit provides a set of practical
exercises and a framework for
valuing and assessing multimodal
works. It recognizes their unique
capacity to weave together and
activate diverse media forms,
collaborative practices, and public
engagement while expanding the
traditional boundaries of anthropo-
logical knowledge production.

This guide introduces the kit’s
components and offers a brief de-
scription of how each might help

to advance the evaluation and legit-
imacy of multimodal research.
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@ @ @ CHART OF SITUATED CHALLENGES

@D DIALOGIC EVALUATION PROTOCOL

What’s missing in the kit

This kit is intentionally designed
as an open-ended, dynamic resource.
We are certain that there are di-
mensions we have overlooked and
anticipate that new dimensions will
emerge through its use. This is

why you’1l find blank cards, expand-
Y able lists, adaptable templates,

l.. and blank pages throughout the

kit - they are invitations for you
to contribute your own insights,
document new approaches, and expand
the kit based on your experiences
in appreciating and evaluating mul-
timodal works. Your engagement with
the kit actively shapes its evolu-
tion, making it a lively and col-
lectively enriched resource rather
than a fixed set of instructions.
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DIALOGIC EVALUATION

The Dialogic Evaluation Protocol is aimed at guiding
users through a joint assessment of a multimodal
work. The format that we propose here is made up
of questions that correspond to multiple dimensions
of evaluation and are inspired by the expanded
Values Inventory. They may not all be relevant for
each multimodal work or project. We recommend
that you go through the Instructions for Immersion
before you complete this protocol.




DIALOGIC EVALUATION

Team up with the colleague you want
to evaluate the work with

DIALOGIC EVALUATION

You may use the model protocol we provide
on the following pages or create your own
according to your needs.

The evaluation of each dimension will have
to be done on separate sheets of paper,
or in an online document with two columns
if you prefer to type instead of write by hand.
The point is to bring each response to each
question into a visible relationship.

Filling in the protocol can be done in a
synchronous as well as asynchronous way.

The completed protocol is designed to be
used as the basis for a conversation which
will lead to final evaluation results.



DIALOGIC EVALUATION

Rudiments of a dialogic evaluation protocol

Names and disciplinary
backgrounds of evaluators:

Short description of the project
(max. 500 words):

DIALOGIC EVALUATION

Evaluation Process

Choose a question from the following pages and write
down your response. Repeat for as many questions as are
relevant to the work at hand.

Answers evaluator 1 .. ¢ Answers evaluator 2 ..

Evaluation results

Please choose whether you would recommend this project/
work for publication, funding, or the fulfillment of
degree requirements (PhD level), and/or whether it needs
additional work. Then answer the following question.

(O YES
(O No

() MAYBE (revision needed)

How did you reach that decision? Explain the evaluation

result and, when relevant, indicate what additional work
needs to be done in order for it to be published/funded/
accepted as fulfillment for a degree requirement.




DIALOGIC EVALUATION DIALOGIC EVALUATION

Research Means and Ends Disciplinary Concerns and Contributions
= Where and how well does the multimodal work/project make = How well does the multimodal project/work contribute
the process or conditions of its production visible/sensible/ something original or relevant to anthropological discourses,
assessable? methods, and theories?
= How well does the multimodal work /project make possible = How well does the multimodal work or project render the
collaboration or other research relations? full complexity of a person, a group, or context in ways that

resist reduction and abstraction?
= How well does the multimodal work or project incorporate and
respond to the concerns of different groups and audiences?

Modes and Media Use the space below to jot down additional questions about
dimensions or multimodal works that this protocol did not foresee.

= How well do the different media, modalities, and genres match
the object(s) of investigation in a multimodal work or Project? |
And how well is this relationship articulated, i.e. does it make
the case for why this format/media for this topic?

= How well does the work take advantage of media-specific
affordances?

= How well does the project realise the affordances of inter-
mediality and multimodality across multiple forms/formats
(i.e. abook + film, a performance + exhibit, a text + walk +
podcast, €tC.)7

= How well does the work evoke the (sensory) experience or
phenomenon under consideration? L

= How well does a multimodal work or project perform or enact
an argument, point, or phenomenon under iNVestigation? |




NOTES /SCRIBBLES



https://www2.hu-berlin.de/multimodalappreciation/



