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The List

I. Language, Class and Culture

This section represents my major focus and area of interest: minority students’ writing.  Because of the complex and interwoven nature of the issues surrounding the way minority students write, the way that writing is received (or perceived), the way the students themselves are viewed, the language(s) that they employ, etc., I am including works from a wide range of sources.  Part 1 is primarily from the field of rhetoric and composition and focuses on the issues that affect minority students including basic writing, power, and resistance.  Much of the work that has been done in this area has focused on African American students and that is reflected in this list.  Part 2 contains materials from the field of sociolinguistics, including the integration of native (first) languages into the classroom, language maintenance, and language discrimination.  Part 3 focuses on my personal area of interest—language in Hawai‘i.  These works are predominantly from the field of sociolinguistics because there has been little work published on non-fictional writing in non-standard englishes in Hawai‘i.  

Part 1: Rhetorical & Composition Theory as It Pertains to “Disadvantaged Students”

One of the main issues for me as a teacher and a rhet/comp scholar is why some students seem to “get it” and others don’t—even if these students come from similar educational backgrounds, such as those labeled “disadvantaged.”  Students identified for the EOP writing course do not do equally well.  It still seems like students from white families, and perhaps “middle class” backgrounds tend to figure “it” out on their own through trial and error, regardless of our teaching.  The other students, however, who are mostly of ethnic minority groups, do not seem to make the same kinds of connections on their own about the academic genres we teach.  This section, then, looks at previous research on this population of students that tries to address the issue of teaching students from non-mainstream cultures (race/ethnicity as well as class) and how that relates to education in general and writing in particular.  These works also address the problematic nature of having separate programs for these students, which may in fact set them further apart from the mainstream university culture and population.  
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Fox, H. (1994). Listening to the World: Cultural Issues in Academic Writing. Urbana, IL: NCTE.

Fox, Tom.  Defending Access: A Critique of Standards in Higher Education.  Portsmouth, NH: Boynton/Cook, Heinemann, 1999.
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[See especially Gilyard and Richardson, Brown, and Wells]
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Schroeder, C., Fox, H., & Bizzell, P. (Eds.). (2002). ALT DIS: Alternative Discourses and the Academy. Portsmouth, NH: Boynton/Cook.
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· Elbow, P.  The Language of Exclusion: Writing Instruction at the University.  pp. 525-548.
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Part 2: What We Know from Our Friends in Sociolinguistics

I cannot imagine talking about writing and the teaching of writing without talking about language.  In particular, the criteria for who is relegated to such programs as EOP are often based on students’ ability to use language in particular ways that are deemed appropriate for college.  At the UW, for example, student essay exams are divided into 3 groups:  those with significant ESL-type issues go into 103, those with “writing issues” go into 104-105, and those that show a savviness with language (in the “appropriate” way) are passed on to 131.  These “appropriate” ways are usually based on Western models of logic, argument, and evidence—aspects of writing and language use that may not be the same for all students.  Sociolinguistics, then, allows me a way to examine how languages themselves are constructed, how they behave in a social context, and how the prestige of certain languages and language varieties influences the way communication is perceived, sometimes in spite of the message being conveyed.  
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Part 3: It’s All About Hawai‘i, Baby!

My area of interest is specifically the writing by Native Hawaiian students in Hawai‘i.  Hawai‘i presents a complex situation in terms of the social, political and economic forces that constrain the kinds of writing validated by education.  For Native Hawaiians, language is often trilingual (English, Hawaiian and Pidgin/HCE) with each language having various levels of overt and covert prestige, and writing is often formal and in contrast to a highly oral culture.  The works in this section highlight the specific issues concerning language and education in Hawai‘i.  
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Warner, Sam L. No‘eau.  (1999).  “Kuleana: The Right, Responsibility, and Authority of Indigenous Peoples to Speak and Make Decisions for Themselves in Language and Cultural Revitalization.”  Anthropology and Education Quarterly 30.1 pp. 68-93.
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Wood, Houston.  (1999).  Displacing Natives: The Rhetorical Production of Hawai‘i.  Lanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield.  
II. Discourse Analysis and Narrative Theory

This section represents my primary secondary methods for examining the issues of language and culture as they appear in the writing of minority students.  These works provide methodologies and theories for analyzing texts and thinking about the way minority students write, particularly in terms of the way these students make meaning in writing.  

Part 1: Discourse Analysis and Critical Discourse Analysis

I look to CDA as a way to examine texts, especially the writing by students from non-mainstream backgrounds and to theorize about power dynamics within discourse.  CDA allows for the language analysis of student texts and what those texts say as manifestations or products of the contexts in which they exist, are produced, and are interpreted.  In many ways I feel that CDA lends itself to the quantification of linguistic features and patterns of those features that can then illuminate areas of interest for further investigation through narrative theory, genre theory and ethnography.  
Fairclough, Norman. (1992). Discourse and Social Change. Cambridge, MA: Polity Press.
Foucault, Michel. (1982). The Archaeology of Knowledge and the Discourse on Language. Random House, Inc.
Mills, Sarah. (1997) Discourse. London, New York: Routledge.
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Schiffrin, Deborah. (1987). Discourse Markers. New York: Cambridge University Press. P302 .S335 1987
van Dijk, Teun (Ed.). (1997). Discourse Studies: A Multidisciplinary Introduction. vol 1  London: Sage Publications P302 .D562 1997
· Selections

van Dijk, Teun (Ed.). (1997). Discourse Studies: A Multidisciplinary Introduction. vol 2 London: Sage Publications
· van Dijk, Teun. “Discourse as Interaction in Society” (Chapter 1)

· Blum-Kulka, Shoshana. “Discourse Pragmatics” (Chapter 2)

· Pomerantz, Ania and B.J. Fehr. “Conversation Analysis: An Approach to the Study of Social Action as Sense Making Practices.” (Chapter 3)

· Fairclough, Norman and Ruth Wodak. “Critical Discourse Analysis.” (Chapter 10)

van Dijk, Teun. (1985). Handbook of Discourse (vol 1). London, Orlando: Academic Press.  P302 .H343 1985
Part 2: Narrative Theory

Narrative Theory provides a way to deal with the often oral nature of writing by students from non-mainstream backgrounds.  That is, the rhetorical moves that students make in their writing tend to be attributed to a narrative style associated with orality.  Narrative theory also provides ways to think about cultural epistemology—how one narrativizes cultural experience, organizes the world or makes sense of the world, and normalizes certain values, views, logic, etc.—that may be at odds with the structures of Western science, logic and argument.
Bal, Mieke.  (1997). Narratology: Introduction to the Theory of Narrative.  2nd ed.  Toronto: U Toronto P.

Barthes, R.  (1966). Introduction to the Structural Analysis of Narratives.  In Sontag, S. (Ed.) A Barthes Reader.  Vintage, 1993.  
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Cortazzi, M.  (1999).  Narrative Analysis.  Ch. 23 in Alan Bryman and Robert Burgess. (Eds.) Methods of Qualitative Research, Vol. 2.  Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

Hymes, Dell H.  (1996).  Ethnography, Linguistics, and Narrative Inequality: Toward an Understanding of Voice.  London: Taylor and Francis.
Johnstone, Barbara.  (1990).  Stories, Community, and Place: Narratives from Middle America.  Bloomington, IN: IU Press.

Josselson, R. and Lieblich, A.  (1993).  The Narrative Study of Lives.  Newbury Park, CA: Sage.

Journal of Narrative and Life History.  (1997).  Special Issue.  7.1-4.

Labov, William.  (1997).  Some Further Steps in Narrative Analysis.  Journal of Narrative and Life History.  http://www.ling.upenn.edu/~wlabov/papers.html.

---.  (1999).  “The Transformation of Experience in Narrative.”  In The Discourse Reader.  Eds.  Adam Jaworski and Nikolas Coupland.  London and New York: Routledge.  pp. 221-235.

Labov, W. and Waletzky, J. (1967). Narrative Analysis: Oral Versions of Personal Experience.  pp. 12-44.  In J. Helm (Ed.).  Essays on the Verbal and Visual Arts.  Seattle: University of Washington Press.  
Lieblich, A., Tuval-Mashiach, R. & Zilber, T. (1998). Narrative Research: Reading, Analysis, and Interpretation.  Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.  

Linde, Charlotte.  (1993).  Life Stories: The Creation of Coherence.  Oxford: OUP.  

McAdams, Daniel.  (1988).  Power, Intimacy, and the Life Story: Personological Inquiries into Identity.  Guilford Press.  

Mcquillan, Martin. (Ed.). (2000).  The Narrative Reader.  London and New York: Routledge.

· Ch 3: Post-Narratology pp. 128-174.  

· Genette, G.  From Narrative Discourse Revisited.

· Prince, G.  On Narratology (Past, Present, Future).

· Barthes, R. Textual Analysis: Poe’s “Valdemar.”

· Hernstein Smith, B. Narrative Versions, Narrative Theories.

· Brooks, P.  From Reading for the Plot.

· Gibson, A. From Towards a Postmodern Theory of Narrative.

· Lyotard, J-F. From The Postmodern Condition.

· McCloskey, D. Storytelling in Economics.

· Jackson, B. Narrative Theories and Legal Discourse.

· Harre, R. Some Narrative Conventions of Scientific Discourse.

· McClary, S. The Impromptu That Trod on a Loaf: or How Music Tells Stories.

· Berger, J. Stories.

Norrick, Neal R.  (1997).  “Twice Told Tales: Collaborative Narration of Familiar Stories.” Language in Society 45.2  pp. 199-220.  

Ochs, Elinor.  (1997).  “Narrative.”  In Discourse as Structure and Process.  Ed. Teun van Dijk.  London: Sage.  185-297.  

Ochs, Elinor and Lisa Capps.  (2001).  Living Narrative: Creating Lives in Everyday Storytelling.  Cambridge: Harvard UP.  

Polanyi, Livia.  (1989).  Telling the American Story.  Cambridge, MA: MIT.

Riesman, Catherine.  (1993).  Narrative Analysis.  Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Scollon, Ron and S. Scollon.  (1981).  Narrative, Literacy, and Face in Interethnic Communication.  Norwood, NJ: Ablex.

Toolan, Michael.  (1988). Narrative: A Critical Linguistic Introduction. London, New York: Routledge. 
III. Genre Theory and Ethnography List

This section represents my secondary primary methods for examining the issues of language and culture as they appear in the writing of minority students.  These works provide methodologies for examining and theories for thinking about how the writing of minority students and its features, values, ideologies, epistemologies, etc. fit in (or not) with mainstream academic writing.  This list, in particular, is a way for me to contextualize the writing of minority students within the larger discussions of composition and rhetoric, education, and pedagogy.  
Part 1: Genre Theory

Genre Theory is one of the primary ways that I can imagine the relationship of discourses, their functions, contexts, and ideologies with minority students who may hold values that are in conflict with the ideologies of those discourses.  It is through theories of genre systems and activity systems—the relationships within and between systems—that I can argue about the influence of culture on students’ concepts of writing as well as the writing they produce.  Additionally, Genre Theory includes the element of ethnography in its interest in contextualization of the text, the author’s position, and the audience, as well as the patterns or recurrent nature of these contexts.  I look to Genre Theory in particular to substantiate the need for explicit teaching of genres to students from non-mainstream backgrounds so that they can both participate and resist the ways in which language is used in the academy.

Bakhtin, M. (1986). The Problem of Speech Genres. In C. Emerson & M. Holquist (Eds.), Speech Genres and Other Late Essays (pp. 60-102). Austin, TX: University of Texas Press.

Bawarshi, A. (2003). Genre and the Invention of the Writer: Reconsidering the Place of Invention in Composition. Logan, UT: Utah University Press.

Bazerman, C. (1994). Systems of Genres and the Enactment of Social Intentions. In A. Freedman & P. Medway (Eds.), Genre and the New Rhetoric (pp. 79-101). London: Taylor and Francis.

Berkencotter, C.  (2002).  Genre Systems at Work: DMS-IV and Rhetorical Recontextualization in Psychotherapy Paperwork.  Written Communication 18:3 (pp. 326-349).
Berkencotter & Huckin.  (1995). Genre Knowledge in Disciplinary Communication: Cognition/Culture/Power.  Hillsdale: Lawrence Erlbaum.
Bishop, W., & Ostrom, H. (Eds.). (1997). Genre and Writing: Issues, Arguments, Alternatives. Portsmouth: Boynton/Cook.

· Bishop, Wendy.  Preaching What We Practice as Professionals in Writing.  pp. 3-16.

· Devitt, Amy J.  Genre as Language Standard.  pp. 45-55.

· Lyne, William.  White Purposes.  pp. 73-80.

· Love, Monifa A. and Evans D. Hopkins.  Deep-Rooted Cane: Consanguinity, Writing , and Genre.  pp. 81-90.

· Freedman, Aviva.  Situating “Genre” and Situated Genres: Understanding Student Writing from a Genre Perspective.  pp. 179-189.
Coe, R., and, L. L., & Teslenko, T. (Eds.). (2002). The Rhetoric and Ideology of Genre: Strategies for Stability and Change. Cresskill, NJ: Hampton University Press.

Devitt, A.J., Bawarshi, A, and Reiff, M.J. (2003) Materiality and Genre in the Study of Discourse Communities.  College English (pp. 541-558).

Freedman, A. (1994). "Do as I Say": The Relationship Between Teaching and Learning New Genres. In A. Freedman & P. Medway (Eds.), Genre and the New Rhetoric (pp. 191-210). London: Taylor and Francis.

Freedman, A. & Medway, P. (Eds.). (1994).  Learning and Teaching Genre. 

· Dias, Patrick.  Chapter 11: Initiating Students into the Genres of Discipline-Based Reading and Writing. (pp. 193-206).

· Green, Bill and Alison Lee.  Chapter 12: Writing Geography: Literacy, Identity and Schooling.  (pp. 207-224).

Freedman, A. & Smart, G.  Navigating the Current of Economic Policy: Written Genres and the Distribution of Cognitive Work at a Financial Institution.  Mind, Culture, and Activity.  4:4 (pp. 238-255).

Giltrow, J. (2002). Meta-Genre. In R. Coe, Lorelei Lingard and Tatiana Teslenko (Ed.), The Rhetoric and Ideology of Genre: Strategies for Stability and Change (pp. 187-205). Cresskill, NJ: Hampton University Press.

Halliday, M. (1978). Language as Social Semiotic. London: Edward Arnold.

Johns, A. (Eds.) (2002).  Genre in the Classroom: Multiple Perspectives.  Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

· Flowerdew, John.  Genre in the Classroom: A Linguistic Approach.  (pp. 91-102).
· Pang, Terence T.T.  Textual Analysis and Contextual Awareness Building: A Comparison of Two Approaches to Teaching Genre.  (pp. 145-161).
· Guleff, Virginia.  Approaching Genre: Prewriting as Apprenticeship to Communities of Practice. (pp. 211-223).

· Johns, Ann.  Destablilizing and Enriching Novice Students’ Genre Theories.  (pp. 237-246).

· Grabe, Williams.  Narrative and Expository Macro-Genres.  (pp. 249-267).

· Martin, J.R.  A Universe of Meaning—How Many Practices?  (pp. 269-278).

· Bhatia, V.J.  Applied Genre Analysis: Analytical Advances and Pedagogical Procedures.  (pp. 279-283).

· Berkencotter, C.  Response(s) to William Grabe’s “Narrative and Expository Macro-Genre.”  (pp. 285-288).

Miller, C. (1994). Genre as Social Action. In A. Freedman & P. Medway (Eds.), Genre and the New Rhetoric (pp. 21-42). London: Taylor and Francis.

Miller, C. (1994). Rhetorical Community: the Cultural Basis of Genre. In A. Freedman & P. Medway (Eds.), Genre and the New Rhetoric (pp. 67-78). London: Taylor and Francis.
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